rs pAr > tee 
“A.S . Congr cid 


5 ! 
| CONGRESSIONAL RECORD: 


Lite 


„ 
„ f2 


Sat l 


CONTAINING 
° 
f 


TIE PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES 


_ OF THE 


FIFTY-NINTH CONGRESS, SECOND ‘SESSION. 


VOLUME XLI. 


WASHINGTON: 
GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 
1907. ` 


ey 4th act 


INFORMATION 


N f 
APR\ 51907 
4 


U 
` 


1 
r 


SURPLUS - 1 
LIBRARY OF CONGRESS 
DUPLICATE 


VOLUME XLII, PART L 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 


FIFTY-NINTH CONGRESS, SECOND SESSION. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD: 


PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE FIFTY-NINTH CONGRESS. 


SECOND SESSION. 


5 SENATE. 
Monpay, December 3, 1906. 


The first Monday of December being the day prescribed by the 
Constitution of the United States for the annual meeting of Con- 
1124 the second session of the Fifty-ninth Congress commenced 
this day. 

The Senate assembled in its Chamber at the Capitol. | 

The Vice-President (Mr. CHARLES W. FAIRBANKS) called the 
Senate to order at 12 o’clock noon, 


PRAYER. 


The Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. HALE, offered the following 
prayer : 

Blessing and honor and glory and power be unto Him that 
sitteth upon the throne; and unto the Lamb forever and ever. 

We know that all things work together for good to them who | 
love God; to them who are called according to His purpose. 

This is the covenant that I will make, saith the Lord: I will | 
put my laws into their mind and write them in their heart. | 
And I will be to them a God and they shall be to me a people. | 

Let us pray. | 

Our Father, who art with us in the majesty of Thy heaven, 
how can we thank Thee that we, Thy children, have our 
Father’s help in all moments of our endeavors? 

In Thine infinite providence Thou hast called this Senate to- 
gether to serve Thee in the months of this winter; and Thy 
children are here to consecrate every day and eyery hour to 
that service of Thine which is perfect freedom. That they may 
walk together with God, help them, Father, with Thine own 
infinite help. Teach them with Thine own infinite wisdom that 
Thy law may be the law of this nation, and this that happy 
people whose God is the Lord. 

We pray for the country which Thou hast led through the 
desert, through the wilderness, and through the terrible tempta- 
tions of prosperity—which Thou hast led as a father leads 
his children. 

Father, we ask Thy blessing upon all the servants of ad- 
ministration, and upon this Congress as it meets together now. 
There are those whose faces we are not to see again. We ask 
Thee to consecrate the memory of their lives to us, and for to- 
day and to-morrow, that every man may bear his brother's 
burden, so that all may work together in Thine infinite service 
for God and for humanity. 

Hear us, answer us, bless us as Thine own children, in Christ 
Jesus. 

Join all with me in the Lord’s prayer. 

Our Father who art in heaven, hallowed be Thy name; Thy 
kingdom come, Thy will be done, on earth as it is done in 
heaven. Give us this day our daily bread, and forgive us our 
trespasses as we forgive those who trespass against us. Lead 
us not into temptation, but deliver us from evil, for Thine is the 
kingdom, and the power, and the glory, forever. Amen. 

CALLING OF THE ROLL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll of 
the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Aldrich Burkett Culberson Flint 
Alger Burnham Cullom Foraker 
Allee Burrows Daniel Foster 
Bacon Carmack > Depew Frazier 
Benson Carter Dick Frye 
Berry Clap Dillingham Fulton 
Beveridge Clark, Mont. Dolliver Gallinger 
Blackburn Clark, Wyo. Dryden Gamble 
Brandegee Clay Dubois Gearin 


Bulkeley Crane Elkins Hale 


Hansbrough McCumber Penrose Sutherland 
Hemenway Mallory Perkins Taliaferro 
Heyburn Martin Pettus Teller 
Hopkins Millard Piles Tillman 
Kean Money Platt Warner 
Knox Morgan Proctor Warren 
Latimer Nelson Rayner Wetmore 
Lodge Newlands Scott 

Long . Nixon Smoot 

McCreary Overman Spooner 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Seventy-seven Senators have an- 


| swered to their names. A quorum is present. 


SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 


Mr. ALLEE. Mr. President, Senator-elect Du Pont, from the 
State of Delaware, is present, and I ask that the oath of office 
may be administered to him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator-elect from Delaware 
will present himself at the Vice-President’s desk and take the 
oath prescribed by law. 

Mr. Du Pont was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 


AE, and the oath prescribed by law having been administered 


to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 
SENATORS PRESENT. 


The following Senators were present: 

From the State of— 

Alabama—John T. Morgan and Edmund W. Pettus. 

Arkansas—James H. Berry. 

California—Frank P. Flint and George C. Perkins. 

Colorado—Henry M. Teller. 

Connecticut—Frank B. Brandegee and Morgan G. Bulkeley. 

Delaware—J. Frank Allee and Henry A. Du Pont. 

Florida—Stephen R. Mallory and James P. Taliaferro. 

Georgia—Augustus O. Bacon and Alexander 8. Clay. 

Idaho—F red T. Dubois and Weldon B. Heyburn. 

Illinois Shelby M. Cullom and Albert J. Hopkins. 

Indiana—Albert J. Beveridge and James A. Hemenway. 

Jowa—Jonathan P. Dolliver. 

Kansas—Alfred W. Benson and Chester I. Long. 

Kentucky—Joseph C. S. Blackburn and James B. McCreary. 

Louisiana—Murphy J. Foster. 

Maine—William P. Frye and Eugene Hale. 

Maryland—Isidor Rayner. s 

Massachusetts—Winthrop M. Crane and Henry Cabot Lodge. 

Michigan—Russell A. Alger and Julius C. Burrows. 

AMinnesota—Moses E. Clapp and Knute Nelson. 

Mississippi—H. D. Money. 

Missouri—William Warner. 

Montana—Thomas H. Carter and William. A. Clark. 

Nebraska—Elmer J. Burkett and Joseph H. Millard. 

Nevada—Francis G. Newlands and George S. Nixon. 

New Hampshire—Henry E. Burnham and Jacob H. Gallinger. 

New Jersey—John F. Dryden and John Kean. ` 

New York—Chauncey M. Depew and Thomas C. Platt. 

North Carolina—Lee S. Overman. 

North Dakota—Henry C. Hansbrough and Porter J. MeCum- 
ber. 

Ohio—Charles Dick and Joseph B. Foraker. 

Oregon—Charles W. Fulton and John M. Gearin. 

Pennsylvania—Philander Chase Knox and Boies Penrose. 

Rhode Island—Nelson W. Aldrich and George P. Wetmore. 

South Carolina—Asbury C. Latimer and Benjamin R. Till- 
man. 

South Dakota—Robert J. Gamble. 

Tennessee—Edward W. Carmack and James B. Frazier. 

Texas—Charles A. Culberson. 

Utah—Reed Smoot and George Sutherland. 

Vermont—William P. Dillingham and Redfield Proctor. 
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Virginia—John W. Daniel and Thomas S. Martin. 
Washington—Samuel H. Piles. 

West Virginia—Stephen B. Elkins and Nathan B. Scott. 
Wisconsin—John C. Spooner. 

Wyoming—Clarence D. Clark and Francis E. Warren. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee consisting of two Senators be ge eee 
to join such committee as may be appointed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to wait upon the President of the United States and inform 
him that a quorum of each House is assembled, and that Congress is 
ready to receive any communication he may be pleased to make. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed as the committee Mr. 
Hare and Mr. PETTUS. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE HOUSE. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
-Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives 


that a quorum of the Senate is assembled, and that the Senate is ready 
to proceed to business. ; > 


HOUR OF DAILY MEETING. 


Mr. ALDRICH submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the hour of daily meeting of the Senate be 12 o'clock 
meridian until otherwise ordered. 
DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I submit a resolution asking 
for certain information, and if it is not out of order I would 
ask for its present consideration. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. It is the usual practice not to con- 
sider miscellaneous business until after the message from the 
President has been received, but there is no rule to that effect. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent that I may offer 
the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylyania 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
resolution. The resolution will be read for the information of 
the Senate. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate to the 
Senate, if not incompatible with the public interests, full information 
bearing upon the recent order dismissing from the 3 service of 
the United States three companies of the Twenty-fifth Regiment of 
Infantry United States troops (colored). 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution just read? 

Mr. FORAKER. I offer as a substitute the resolution which 
I send to the desk, and I will ask that both may go over for 
consideration on a subsequent day. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the resolution be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, the resolution proposed by the Senator from Penn- 
Sylvania will be again read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask that the resolution may lie over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the resolution 
will lie over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask, as a matter of courtesy to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, that his substitute may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from 
Rhode Island, the substitute offered by the Senator from Ohio 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the proposed substitute, as_ follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed 
to furnish the Senate copies of all official letters, telegrams, reports, 
orders, etc., filed in the War Department in connection with the recent 
discharge of the enlisted men of Companies B, C, and D, Twenty-fifth 
United States Infantry, together with a complete list of the men dis- 
cha , Showing the record of each, the amount of retained pay 
(under section 1281 and following sections of the Revised Statutes), 
if any, to the credit of each man at the time of his discharge; the 
ruling of the War Department, if any has been made in this or any 
other similar case, as to the effect upon his Sir to such retained 

ay, and also the ruling of the War Department, if any has been made 
25 this or any similar case, as to the effect of such 5 upon the 
right of an enlisted man to retire on three-fourths Pay, with an allow- 
ance for subsistence and . (under section 12 and followin: 
sections of the Revised Statutes), and his right to enter a Nationa 
Soldiers’ Home (under section 4821 and following sections of the Re- 
vised. Statutes); his right to be buried in a national cemetery (under 
section 4878 and following sections of the Revised Statutes), and his 
right to receive transportation and subsistence from place of discharge 
to his home, as provided for in section 1290 and following sections of 
the Revised tes; also a complete official record of the 2 
fifth Regiment, United States Infantry, from the time of its muster-in 
to the date of the discharge of Companies B, C, and D. 

Mr. FORAKER. . I ask that both resolutions may go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is so ordered. 


RECESS. 


Mr. HALE (at 12 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.). Mr. Presi- 
dent, 2 message from the President transmitting certain nomina- 
tions will be here in a few moments. I do not think it proper 
that we should proceed to any general business before receiving a 
message from the President. Therefore I move that the Senate 
take a recess for ten minutes. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess 
(at 12 o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Several messages in writing were received from the President 
of the United States by Mr. M. C. LATTA, one of his secretaries. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 12 o'clock 
and 45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, December 4, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 3, 1906. 
SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
George B. Cortelyou, of New York, now Postmaster-General, 
to be Secretary of the Treasury, vice Leslie M. Shaw. 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 
Charles Joseph Bonaparte, of Maryland, now Secretary of the 
Navy, to be Attorney-General, vice William H. Moody. 
POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 


George v. L. Meyer, of Massachusetts, now ambassador ex- 
traordinary and plenipotentiary to Russia, to be Postmaster- 
General, vice George B. Cortelyou, nominated to be Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


Victor H. Metcalf, of California, now Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor, to be Secretary of the Navy, vice Charles Joseph 
Bonaparte, nominated to be Attorney-General. 


SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


James Rudolph Garfield, of Ohio, now Commissioner of Cor- 
perations in the Department of Commerce and Labor, to be 
Secretary of the Interior, vice Ethan A, Hitcheock. 

SECRETARY OF COMMERCE AND LABOR. 

Oscar S. Straus, of New York, to be Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor, vice Victor H. Metcalf, nominated to be Secretary 
of the Navy. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT. 

William H. Moody, of Massachusetts, now Attorney-General, 
to be associate justice of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, in the place of Henry B. Brown, resigned. 

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSIONER. 


John Avery McIlhenny, of Louisiana, to be a Civil Service 
Commissioner, to which office he was appointed during the last 
recess of the Senate, vice Alford Warriner Cooley, resigned. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONERS. 


Edgar E. Clark, of Iowa, to be an Interstate Commerce Com- 
missioner, for the term ending December 31, 1912, to which office 
he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, to fill an 
original vacancy. 

Judson C. Clements, of Georgia, to be an Interstate Com- 
merce Commissioner for the term of seven years from January 
1, 1907. This is a reappointment. 

James S. Harlan, of Illinois, to be an Interstate Commerce 
Commissioner for the term ending December 31, 1911, to which 
office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, to 
fill an original vacancy. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE DIPLOMATIC SERVICE. 


Herbert G. Squiers, of New York, former envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary to Cuba, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Panama, 
to which office he was appointed during the last recess of the 
Senate, vice Charles E. Magoon, resigned. 

Fred Morris Dearing, of Missouri, to be second secretary of 
the legation of the United States at Habana, Cuba, to which 
office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice 
Henry L. Janes, promoted to be secretary of the legation at 
Santiago. 

H. Percival Dodge, of Massachusetts, lately secretary of the 
embassy at Berlin, to be secretary of the embassy of the United 
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States at ‘Tokyo, Japan, to which office he was transferred during 
the last recess of the Senate, to fill an original vacancy. 

Spencer F. Eddy, of Illinois, lately secretary of the embassy at 
St. Petersburg, to be secretary of the embassy of the United 
States at Berlin, Germany, to which office he was transferred 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice H. Percival Dodge, 
transferred and appointed secretary of the embassy at Tokyo. 

William Heimke, of New York, lately second secretary of the 
embassy at Mexico, to be secretary of the legation of the United 
States at Bogota, Colombia, to which office he was transferred 
and appointed during the last recess of the Senate, to fill an 
original vacancy. 

Paxton Hibben, of Indiana, lately third secretary of the em- 
bassy at St. Petersburg, to be second secretary of the embassy 
at Mexico, Mexico, to which office he was promoted during the 
last recess of the Senate, vice William Heimke, transferred and 
appointed secretary of the legation at Bogota. 

M. Marshall Langhorne, of Virginia, former commercial agent 
at Dalny, to be secretary of the legation of the United States 
at Christiania, Norway, to which office he was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, to fill an original vacancy. 

Basil Miles, of Pennsylvania, to be third secretary of the em- 
bassy of the United States at St. Petersburg, Russia, to which 
office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice 
Paxton Hibben, promoted to be second secretary of the embassy 
at Mexico. 

George Post Wheeler, of Washington, to be second secretary 
of the embassy of the United States at Tokyo, Japan, to which 
office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, to 
fill an original vacancy. 

Charles S. Wilson, of Maine, lately secretary of the legation 
to Greece and Montenegro and of the diplomatic agency in 
Bulgaria, to be secretary of the legation of the United States at 
Habana, Cuba, to which office he was transferred during the 
last recess of the Senate, vice Jacob Sleeper, tranferred and 
appointed secretary of the legation at Caracas. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE CONSULAR SERVICE. 


William P. Kent, of Virginia, to be consul-general of the 
United States of class 6 at Guatemala, Guatemala, to which 
office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, 
vice Alfred A. Winslow, promoted to be consul of class 4 at 
Valparaiso. 

Albert W. Brickwood, jr., of Arizona, lately vice and deputy 
consul at Nogales, to be consul of class 8 at Puerto Cortes, Hon- 
duras, to which office he was promoted during the last recess 
of the Senate, vice Felix S. S. Johnson, transferred and ap- 
pointed consul of class 8 at Bergen. 

Hilary S. Brunot, of Pennsylvania, lately consul of class 8 at 
St. Etienne, to be consul of the United States of class 8 at 
Jeres de la Frontera, Spain, to which office he was transferred 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice Milton M. Price, de- 
ceased. 

George A. Bucklin, jr., of Oklahoma, to be consul of the 
United States of class 9 at Glauchau, Saxony, to which office he 
was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Edward 
A. Creevey, promoted to be consul of class 8 at Yarmouth. 

James G. Carter, of Georgia, lately consul of class 9 at 
Sivas, to be consul of the United States of class 8 at Tamatave, 
Madagascar, to which office he was promoted during the last 
recess of the Senate, vice William H. Hunt, transferred and ap- 
pointed to be consul of class 8 at St. Etienne. 

Julius D. Dreher, of South Carolina, to be consul of the 
United States of class 8 at Tahiti, Society Islands, to which 
office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, 
vice William F. Doty, promoted to be consul of class 7 at 
Tabriz. 

William H. Gale, of Virginia, to be consul of the United 
States of class 9 at Puerto Plata, Dominican Republic, to which 
office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, 
vice William W. Handley, promoted to be consul of class 7 at 
Trinidad. 

Ernest L. Harris, of Illinois, lately consul of class 6 at Chem- 
nitz, to be consul of the United States of class 6 at Smyrna, 
Turkey, to which office he was transferred during the last recess 
of the Senate, vice Thomas H. Norton, transferred and ap- 
pointed to be consul of class 6 at Chemnitz. 

William H. Hunt, of New York, lately consul of class 8 at 
Tamatave, to be consul of the United States of class 8 at St. 
Etienne, France, to which office he was transferred during the 
last recess of the Senate, vice Hilary S. Brunot, transferred and 
appointed to be consul of class 8 at Jeres de la Frontera. 

Felix S. S. Johnson, of New Jersey, lately consul of class 8 
at Puerto Cortes, to be consul of the United States of class 8 
at Bergen, Norway, to which office he was transferred during 
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the last recess of the Senate, vice Nicholas Schlemmer, de- 
clined. 

Wil! L. Lowrie, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States 
of class 8 at Weimar, Germany, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Clarence Rice 
Slocum, promoted to be consul-general of class 5 at Boma. 

Robert Brent Mosher, of the District of Columbia, lately 
consul of class 8 at Collingwood, to be consul of the United 
States of class 6 at Port Elizabeth, Cape of Good Hope, to 
which office he was promoted during the last recess of the Sen- 
ate, to fill an original vacancy. 

Thomas H. Norton, of Ohio, lately consul of class 6 at 
Smyrna, to be consul of the United States of class 6 at Chem- 
nitz, Saxony, to which office he was transferred during the last 
recess of the Senate, vice Ernest L. Harris, transferred and ap- 
pointed to be consul of class 6 at Smyrna. 

August G. Seyfert, of Pennsylvania, lately consul of class 8 
at Matamoros, to be consul of the United States of class 8 at 
Collingwood, Ontario, Canada, to which office he was trans- 
ferred during the last recess of the Senate, vice Robert Brent 
Mosher, promoted to be consul of class 6 at Port Elizabeth. 

John H. Shirley, of Illinois, lately consul of class 9 at Sura, 
to be consul of the United States of class 9 at Charlottetown, 
Prince Edward Island, to which office he was transferred dur- 
ing the last recess of the Senate, vice Delmar J. Vail, de- 
ceased. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Clark W. Carnahan, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Oregon, in the State of Oregon, to succeed Walter 
L. Robb, whose term of office has expired by limitation. Mr. 
Carnahan is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 

Henry McCall, of Louisiana, to be collector of cusfoms for 
the district of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana. (Reap- 
pointment.) 

Dascar O. Newberry, of North Carolina, to be collector of 
customs for the district of Albemarle, in the State of North 
Carolina, in place of George W. Cobb, deceased. Mr. New- 
berry is now serving under a temporary commission issued dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate. 

Jesse F. Warren, of Florida, to be collector of enstomne for 
the district of Apalachicola, in the State of Florida, in place of 
Tip Warren, deceased. Mr. Warren is now serving under a 
temporary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 


APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE, 


Winthrop T. Hodges, of Massachusetts, to be appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the 
State of Massachusetts, to succeed John Linzee Snelling, re- 
signed. Mr. Hodges is now serving under a temporary com- 
mission issued during the recess of the Senate. 


NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS, 


Elmer E. Wood, of Louisiana, to be naval officer of customs 
in the district of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana. (Re- 
appointment. ) 


PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


First Lieut. Daniel Jason Ainsworth to be a captain in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from July 8, 1906, to succeed George Edward McConnell, re- 
tired. Mr. Ainsworth is now serving under a temporary com- 
mission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

First Lieut. James Henry Brown to be a captain in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from July 10, 1906, to succeed John Dennett, retired. Mr. 
Brown is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 

First Lieut. John Ernest Reinburg to be a captain in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from September 15, 1906, to succeed Samuel Edminson Maguire, 
retired. Mr. Reinburg is now serving under a temporary com- 
mission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Second Lieut. Albert Henry Buhner to be a- first lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank 
as such from July 10, 1906, to succeed James Henry Brown, 
promoted. Mr. Buhner is now serving under a temporary com- 
mission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Second Lieut. Charles William Cairnes to be a first lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank 
as such from September 15, 1906, to succeed John Ernest Rein- 
burg, promoted. Mr. Cairnes is now serving under a temporary 
commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Second Lieut. John Mel to be a first lieutenant in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such from July 
8, 1906, to sueceed Daniel Jason Ainsworth, promoted. Mr, 
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Mel is now serving under a temporary commission issued dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE REYENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Lloyd Toulmin Chalker, of Connecticut, to be a third lieuten- 
ant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. Mr. 
Chalker is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate, 

Joseph Tillotson Drake, of New York, to be a third lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. Mr. Drake 
is now serving under a temporary commission issued during the 
recess of the Senate. 

Edward Darlington Jones, of Virginia, to be a third lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. Mr. Jones 
is now serving under a temporary commission issued during the 
recess of the Senate. 

Stanley Vincent Parker, of Ohio, to be a third lieutenant in 
the Reyenue-Cutter Service of the United States. Mr. Parker 
is now serving under a temporary commission issued during the 
recess of the Senate. 

Russell Randolph Waesche, of Maryland, to be a third lieuten- 
ant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, Mr. 
Waesche is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 

SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM VESSELS. 

Joseph J. Dunn, of Kentucky, who was appointed July 26, 
1906, during the recess of the Senate, to be supervising inspector 
of steam vessels for the fourth district, in the Steamboat Inspec- 
tion Service, Department of Commerce and Labor. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL 
SERVICE. 

Robert Alexander Herring, of Mississippi, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of 
the United States, in place of Thomas F. Richardson, deceased. 
Mr. Herring is now serving under a temporary commission 
issued during the recess of the Senate. 

William W. Miller, of Tennessee, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States, to succeed George B. Young. promoted. Mr. Miller is 
now serying under a temporary commission issued during the 
recess of the Senate. 

Friench Simpson, of Texas, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States, to succeed Joseph B. Greene, resigned. Mr. Simpson 
is now serving under a temporary commission issued during the 
recess of the Senate. 

Robert A. C. Wollenberg, of Michigan, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of 
the United States, to succeed William G. Stimpson, promoted. 
Mr. Wollenberg is now serving under a temporary commission 
issued during the recess of the Senate. 

: ASSISTANT TREASURER. 

Clarence C. Pusey, of Maryland, to be Assistant Treasurer of 
the United States at Baltimore, Md., to succeed A. Lincoln 
Dryden, resigned. Mr. Pusey is now serving under a temporary 
commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

DEPUTY AUDITOR, INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 

James B. Belt, of Maryland, to be Deputy Auditor for the 
Interior Department, to sueceed George P. Dunham, resigned. 
Mr. Belt is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 

INDIAN AGENT. 

Samuel W. Campbell, of Wisconsin, who was reappointed 
July 8, 1906, during the recess of the Senate, his term having 
expired, to be agent for the Indians of the La Pointe Agency, in 
Wisconsin. (Reappointment. ) 

SOLICITOR OF THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR. 

Charles Earl, of Maryland, to be Solicitor of the Department 
of Commerce and Labor. He was appointed during the last 
recess of the Senate in the place of Edwin W. Sims, resigned. 

ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

Alford W. Cooley, of New York, to be Assistant Attorney- 
General. He was appointed during the last recess of the Senate 
in place of Charles H, Robb, nominated to be associate justice 
of the court of appeals of the District of Columbia. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE COURT OF APPEALS OF THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 

Charles H. Robb, of Vermont, who was appointed during the 
Jast recess of the Senate to be associate justice of the court of 
apponie of the District of Columbia, vice Charles H. Duell, re- 
signet 


CIRCUIT JUDGE. 


Joseph Buffington, of Pennsylvania, to be United States circuit 
judge for the third judicial circuit. He was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate in the place of Marcus W. Acheson, 
deceased, 

DISTRICT JUDGES. 


Nathaniel Ewing, of Pennsylvania, to be United States district 
judge for the western district of Pennsylvania. He was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate in the place of 
Joseph Buffington, who is nominated for appointment as circuit 
judge of the third judicial circuit. 

Loyal E. Knappen, of Michigan, to be United States district 
judge for the western district of Michigan, vice George P. 
Wanty, deceased. 

James L. Martin, of Vermont, who was appointed during the 
last recess of the Senate, to be United States district judge for 
the district of Vermont, vice Hoyt H. Wheeler, retired. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


William C. Bristol, of Oregon, who was appointed during the 
last recess of the Senate, to be United States attorney for the 
district of Oregon. Mr, Bristol was nominated for this position 
at the first session of the Fifty-ninth Congress, but failed of 
confirmation. 

Alexander Dunnett, of Vermont, who was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, to be United States attorney for 
the district of Vermont, vice James L. Martin, nominated to be 
district judge, Vermont. 

James D. Elliott, of South Dakota, who was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, in the place of James D. Elliott, 
resigned, to be United States attorney for the district of South 

akota. 

John Embry, of Oklahoma, who was appointed during the last 
recess of the Senate, in the place of Horace Speed, removed, to 
be United States attorney for the Territory of Oklahoma. Mr. 
Embry was nominated for this position at the first session of 
the lifty-ninth Congress, but failed of confirmation. 

Oscar R. Hundley, of Alabama, to be United States attorney 
for the northern district of Alabama, vice Thomas R. Roulhac, 
whose term expires December 7, 1906. 

Patrick H. Rourke, of North Dakota, to be United States 
attorney for the district of North Dakota. A reappointment, 
his term having expired May 26, 1906. 

William J. Youngs, of New York, to be United States at- 
torney for the eastern district of New York. A reappointment, 
his term expiring December 19, 1906. 


UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 


Cornelius C. Duson, of Louisiana, who was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, to be United States marshal for 
the western district of Louisiana, vice B. F. Oneal, removed. 

Eugene L. Lewis, of Ohio, who was appointed during the last 
recess of the Senate, to be United States marshal for the 
southern district of Ohio, vice Vivian J. Fagin, removed. 

Arthur W. Merrifield, of Montana, to be United States mar- 
shal for the district of Montana, in the place of ©. F. Lloyd, 
whose term expires December 9, 1906. 

JUDGE OF UNITED STATES COURT FOR CHINA. 

Lebbeus R. Wilfley, of Missouri, to be judge of the United 
States court for China, to which office he was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, to fill an original vacancy. 

DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 

Arthur Bassett, of Missouri, to be district attorney of the 
United States court for China, to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, to fill an original vacancy. 

CLERK OF THE UNITED STATES COURT FOR CHINA. 

Frank E. Hinckley, of California, to be clerk of the United 
States court for China, to which office he was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, to fill an original vacancy. 

MARSHAL OF THE UNITED STATES, COURT FOR CHINA. 

Orvice R. Leonard, of Michigan, to be marshal of the United 
States court for China, to which office he was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, to fill an original vacancy. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
General officers. 

Maj. Gen. Arthur MacArthur to be Lieutenant-General from 
September 15, 1906, vice Corbin, retired from active service. 

Brig. Gen. Jesse M. Lee to be major-general from September 
18, 1906, vice MacArthur, appointed Lieutenant-General. 

Capt. John J. Pershing, Fifteenth Cavalry, to be brigadier- 
general from September 20, 1906, vice Lee, appointed major- 
general. 
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Inspector-General’s Department. 

Col. Ernest A. Garlington, inspector-general, to be inspector- 
general with the rank of brigadier-general for the period of 
four years beginning October 1, 1906, with rank from that date, 
vice Burton, retired from active service. 


Pay Department. 


Col. Culver C. Sniffen, Assistant Paymaster-General, to be 
Paymaster-General with the rank of brigadier-general for the 
period of four years beginning September 11, 1906, with rank 
from that date, vice Dodge, retired from active service. 


Artillery Corps. 


Col. Arthur Murray, Artillery Corps, to be chief of artillery 
with the rank of brigadier-general from October 1, 1906, vice 
Mills, retired from active service. 


PLACED ON RETIRED LIST. 
With the rank of brigadier-general. 
Col. Louis V. Caziarc, retired, from October 1, 1906. 
Col. Oliver E. Wood, retired, from October 1, 1906. 


Col. William M. Wallace, retired, from October 2, 1906. 
Col. Charles H. Noble, retired, from October 20, 1906. 


Medical Department. 


Brig. Gen. Robert M. O'Reilly, Surgeon-General, to be Sur- 
geon-General with the rank of brigadier-general for the period 
of four years beginning September 7, 1906, with rank from 
September 7, 1902, his former appointment as Surgeon-General 
having expired September 6, 1906. 

APPOINTMENTS BY TRANSFER IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry Arm. 

Second Lieut. William W. West, jr., Twenty-fifth Infantry, 
from the Infantry Arm to the Cavalry Arm, August 28, 1906, 
with rank from June 13, 1905. 

Artillery Corps. 
Second Lieut. Edward J. Cullen, Seventeenth Infantry, from 


the Infantry Arm to the Artillery Corps, September 12, 1906, 
with rank from June 13, 1906. 


PROMOTION IN THE PORTO RICO PROVISIONAL REGIMENT OF 
INFANTRY. 
Second Lieut. Eduardo Iriarte, Porto Rico Provisional Regi- 
ment of Infantry, to be first lieutenant from September 7, 
1906, vice Poillon, resigned. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
- Quartermaster’s Department. 
Capt. Joseph T. Crabbs, quartermaster, to be quartermaster 


with the rank of major, from June 30, 1906, vice Palmer, re- 
tired from active service. 
Medical Department. 

Capt. Edward L. Munson, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon 
with the rank of major, from July 11, 1906, vice Kneedler, re- 
tired from active service. 

Pay Department. 

Lieut. Col. William H. Comegys, deputy paymaster-general, 
to be Assistant Paymaster-General with the rank of colonel, from 
September 13, 1906, vice Sniffen, appointed Paymaster-General, 

Maj. Elijah W. Halford, paymaster, to be deputy paymaster- 
general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, from September 13, 
1906, vice Comegys, promoted. 

Capt. Eugene Coffin, paymaster, to be paymaster with the 
rank of major, from August 6, 1906, vice Schofield, deceased. 

Capt. John R. Lynch, paymaster, to be paymaster with the 
rank of major, from September 13, 1906, vice Halford, pro- 
moted. l 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 
To be colonet. 

Lieut. Col. Ernest H. Ruffner, Corps of Engineers, from Sep- 

tember 9, 1906, vice Stanton, retired from active service. 
To be lieutenant-colonels. 

Maj. Frederic V. Abbot, Corps of Engineers, from September 
9, 1906, vice Ruffner, promoted. 

Maj. Thomas L. Casey, Corps of Engineers, from September 
26, 1906, vice Lusk, deceased. 

To be majors. 

Capt. William W. Harts, Corps of Engineers, from September 

9, 1906, vice Abbot, promoted. 


Capt. Edgar Jadwin, Corps of Engineers, from September 
26, 1906, vice Casey, promoted. 


To be captains. 


First Lieut. John R. Slattery, Corps of Engineers, from June 
27, 1906, vice Harding, promoted. 

First Lieut. Curtis W. Otwell, Corps of Engineers, from Sep- 
tember 9, 1906, vice Harts, promoted. 

First Lieut. Hubert L. Wigmore, Corps of Engineers (subject 
to examination required by law), from September 17, 1906, vice 
Johnston, resigned. 

First Lieut. Alfred B. Putnam, Corps of Engineers, from Sep- 
tember 26, 1906, vice Jadwin, promoted. 


To be first lieutenants. 


Second Lieut. Joseph H. Earle, Corps of Engineers, from June 
27, 1906, vice Slattery, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Thomas M. Robins, Corps of Engineers, from 
September 9, 1906, vice Otwell, promoted. 
ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 
To be majors. 
Capt. George W. Burr, Ordnance Department, from June 25, 
1906, vice Mitcham, promoted. 
Capt. Colden L’H. Ruggles, Ordnance Department, from June 
25, 1906, vice Bruff, promoted. 
Capt. Odus C. Horney, Ordnance Department, from June 25, 
1906, to fill an original vacancy. 
Capt. George Montgomery, Ordnance Department, from June 
25, 1906, to fill an original vacancy. 
Capt. Tracy C. Dickson, Ordnance Department, from June 25, 
1906, to fill an original vacancy, 
Capt. Lawson M. Fuller, Ordnance Department, from June 25, 
1906, to fill an original vacancy. 
Capt. Charles C. Jamieson, Ordnance Department, from June 
25, 1906, to fill an original vacancy. 
Capt John W. Joyes, Ordnance Department, from June 25, 
1906, to fill an original vacancy. 
Capt. Jay E. Hoffer, Ordnance Department, from June 25, 
1906, to fill an original vacancy. 
CAVALRY ARM. 
T'o be colonels. 


Lieut. Col. Walter S. Schuyler, Third Cavalry, from August 
20, 1906, vice Stedman, Fifth Cavalry, retired from active 
service, 

Lieut. Col. Henry P. Kingsbury, Eighth Cavalry, from August 
31, 1906, vice Hughes, First Cavalry, retired from active service. 

Lieut. Col. Frank West, Seventh Cavalry, from October 1, 
1906, vice Ward, Second Cavalry, detailed as inspector-general. 

Lieut. Col. George F. Chase, Twelfth Cavalry, from October 
2, 1906, vice Wallace, Fifteenth Cavalry, retired from active 
service. 

To be lieutenant-colonels. 


Maj. George K. Hunter, Sixth Cavalry, from June 30, 1906, 
vice Paddock, Fifth Cavalry, retired from active service. 

Maj. Charles M. O'Connor, Fourteenth Cavalry, from August 
20, 1906, vice Schuyler, Third Cavalry, promoted. 

Maj. Wilber E. Wilder, Fifteenth Cavalry, from September 
13, ie vice Murray, Eleventh Cavalry, detailed as inspector- 
general. 

Maj. John F. Guilfoyle, unassigned, from October 1, 1906, 
vice West, Seventh Cavalry, promoted. 

Maj. Charles H. Watts, Fifth Cavalry, from October 1, 1906, 
vice Tutherly, Ninth Cavalry, retired from active service. 

Maj. Frank A. Edwards, Fourth Cavalry, from ‘October 2, 
1906, vice Chase, Twelfth Cavalry, promoted: 

To be majors. 

Capt. J. F. Reynolds Landis, First Cavalry, from June 30, 
1906, vice Hunter, Sixth Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. Parker W. West, Fifteenth Cavalry, from August 20, 
1906, vice O'Connor, Fourteenth Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. Frederick S. Foltz, Second Cavalry, from September 13, 
1906, vice Wilder, Fifteenth Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. John H. Gardner, Second Cavalry, from September 13, 
1906, vice Brown, First Cavalry, deceased. 

Capt. Charles J. Stevens, from October 1, 1906, vice Watts, 
Fifth Cavalry, promoted. : 

To be captains. 


First Lieut. Clark D. Dudley, Fourteenth Cavalry, from June 
30, 1906, vice Landis, First Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Edwin A. Hickman, First Cavalry, from July 18, 
1906, vice Yates, Fourteenth Cavalry, deceased. 

First Lieut. Warren W. Whitside, Fifteenth Cavalry, from 
August 20, 1906, vice West, Fifteenth Cavalry, promoted. s 
First Lieut. Samuel A. Purviance, Fourth Cavalry, from Sep- 

tember 13, 1906, vice Foltz, Second Cavalry, promoted. $ 
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First Lieut. Frederick C. Johnson, Second Cavalry, from Sep-. 
tember 13, 1906, vice Gardner, Second Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Guy Cushman, Eleventh Cavalry, from September 
20, 1906, vice Pershing, Fifteenth Cavalry, appointed brigadier- 
general. 


To be first lieutenants. 


Second Lieut. William N. Haskell, Ninth Cavalry, from April 
26, 1906, vice Dorey, Fourth Cavalry, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Henry A. Meyer, jr., Thirteenth Cavalry, from 
June 30, 1906, vice Dudley, Fourteenth Cavalry, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Frank Keller, Eighth Cavalry, from July 18, 
1906, vice Hickman, First Cavalry, promoted. 
ARTILLERY CORPS. 
To be colonels. 


Lieut. Col. Henry L. Harris, Artillery Corps, from October 1, 
1906, vice Caziarc, retired from active service. 

Lieut. Col. Arthur Murray, Artillery Corps, from October 1, 
1906, vice Wood, retired from active service. 

Lieut. Col. John A. Lundeen, Artillery Corps, from October 2. 
1906, vice Murray, appointed chief of artillery. 


To be lieutenant-colonels, 


Maj. George L. Anderson, Artillery Corps, from October 1, 
1906, vice Harris, promoted. 

Maj. Lotus Niles, Artillery Corps, from October 1, 1906, vice 
Murray, promoted. 

Maj. William H. Coffin, Artillery Corps, from October 3, 
1906, vice Anderson, detailed as inspector-general. 


To be majors. 


Capt. Thomas Ridgway, Artillery Corps, from June 30, 1906, 
vice Rowan, retired from active service. 

Capt. John W. Ruckman, Artillery Corps, from June 30, 1906, 
vice Harlow, retired from active service. 

Capt. William P. Stone, Artillery Corps, from September 30, 
1906, vice Price, retired from active service. 

Capt. Ira A. Haynes, Artillery Corps, from October 1, 1906, 
yice Anderson, promoted. 

Capt. Willoughby Walke, Artillery Corps, from October 1, 
1906, vice Niles, promoted. 

Capt. William F. Hancock, Artillery Corps, from October 3, 
1906, vice Coffin, promoted. 

Capt. John Conklin, Artillery Corps, from October 3, 1906, 
vice Haynes, detailed as military secretary. 


To be captains. 


First Lieut. Harry W. Newton, Artillery Corps, from June 30, 
1906, vice Ridgway, promoted. 

First Lieut. Allen D. Raymond, Artillery Corps, from June 30, 
1906, vice Ruckman, promoted. 

First Lieut. James R. Pourie, Artillery Corps, from September 
80, 1906, vice Stone, promoted. 

First Lieut. John L. Hughes, Artillery Corps, from October 1, 
1906, vice Haynes, promoted. 

First Lieut. John W. C. Abbott, Artillery Corps, from October 
1, 1906, vice Walke, promoted. 

First Lieut. Harry T. Matthews, Artillery Corps, from October 
8, 1906, vice Hancock, promoted. 

First Lieut. Harry C. Barnes, Artillery Corps, from October 
8, 1906, vice Conklin, promoted. 

First Lieut. Stephen H. Mould, Artillery Corps, from October 
16, 1906, vice Arnold, retired from active service. 

To be first lieutenants. 

Second Lieut. Charles C. Burt, Artillery Corps, from June 9, 
1906, vice Pulis, promoted. 

Second Lieut. William N. Michel, Artillery Corps, from June 
22, 1906, vice Murphy, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Howard S. Miller, Artillery Corps, from June 
30, 1906, vice Newton, promoted. ’ 

Second Lieut. William H. Menges, Artillery Corps, from June 
30, 1906, vice Raymond, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Arthur L. Keesling, Artillery Corps, from July 
1, 1906, vice Shinkle, detailed in the Ordnance Department. 

Second Lieut. Francis J. Behr, Artillery Corps, from Septem- 
ber 28, 1906, vice Westervelt, detailed in the Ordnance De- 
partment. 

Second Lieut. Thomas A. Jones, Artillery Corps, from’ Sep- 
tember 30, 1906, vice Pourie, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John R. Musgrave, Artillery Corps, from Oc- 
tober 1, 1906, vice Hughes, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Hartman L. Butler, Artillery Corps, from Oc- 
tober 1, 1906, vice Abbott, promoted. 

Second Liéut. William H. Peek, Artillery Corps, from Oc- 
tober 3, 1906, vice Matthews, promoted. 


Second. Lieut. James E. Wilson, Artillery. Corps, from Oc- 
tober 3, 1906, vice Barnes, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Thomas W. Hollyday, Artillery Corps, from 
October 16, 1906, vice Mould, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Albert L. Rhoades, Artillery Corps, from Oc- 
tober 19, 1906, vice Ellicott, deceased. 


INFANTRY ARM. 
To be colonels. 


Lieut. Col. Herbert S. Foster (since retired from active serv- 
ice), Twelfth Infantry, from June 25, 1906, vice Regan, Ninth 
Infantry, deceased. 

Lieut. Col. John C. Dent, Twenty-fourth Infantry, from July 
2, 1000, vice Jocelyn, Fourteenth Infantry, appointed brigadier- 
genera 

Lieut. Col. George K. McGunnegle, Seventeenth Infantry, 
from July 3, 1906, vice Duggan, First Infantry, appointed 
brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. Edgar B. Robertson, Ninth Infantry, from Octo- 
ber 6, 1906, vice Foster, Ninth Infantry, retired from active 
service. 

Lieut. Col. Henry A. Greene, First Infantry, from October 
20, 1906, vice Noblé, Tenth Infantry, retired from active service. 
To be lieutenant-colonels. 

Maj. Francis H. French, unassigned, from June 25, 1906, vice 

Foster, Twelfth Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. Ammon A. Augur, Twenty-ninth Infantry, from July 2, 
1906, vice Dent, Twenty-fourth Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. Charles McClure, Fourteenth Infantry, from July 3, 
1906, vice McGunnegle, Seventeenth Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. Silas A. Wolf, Nineteenth Infantry, from July 13, 1906, 
vice Byrne, Twenty-eighth Infantry, retired from active service. 

Maj. Charles G. Starr (since retired from active service), 
unassigned, from September 4, 1906, vice Pettit, Eighth In- 
fantry, deceased. 

Maj. William C..Buttler, Twenty-ninth Infantry, from Octo- 
ber 6, 1906, vice Robertson, Ninth Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. James S. Rogers, Fourth Infantry, from October 20, 
1906, vice Greene, First Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. George S. Young, Eighteenth Infantry, from October 30, 
1906, vice Irvine, Twenty-first Infantry, retired from active 
service. 

Maj. Robert L. Bullard, Twenty-eighth Infantry, from Octo- 
ber 31, 1906, vice Starr, Eighth Infantry, retired from active 
service. 

To be majors. 


Capt. Elmore F. Taggart, Eighth Infantry, from June 25, 
1906, 2 Torrey, Twenty-fourth Infantry, detailed as inspector- 
general. 

Capt. Samson L. Faison, unassigned, from June 30, 1906, vice 
Chandler, Twenty-fourth Infantry, retired from active service. 

Capt. Alfred Hasbrouck, Fourteenth Infantry, from July 2, 
1906, vice Augur, Twenty-ninth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Jacob F. Kreps, Twenty-second Infantry, from July 3, 
1906, vice McClure, Fourteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Henry C. Cabell, Fourteenth Infantry, from July 13, 
1906, vice Wolf, Nineteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Frederick Perkins, Eighth Infantry, from August 7, 
1906, vice Stafford, Twentieth Infantry, retired from active 
service. 

Capt. William P. Burnham, Ninth Infantry, from August 20, 
1906, vice Hardin, Twentieth Infantry, retired from active 
service. 

Capt. James M. Arrasmith, Eighteenth Infantry, from Sep- 
tember 11, 1906, vice Lassiter, Fifteenth Infantry, detailed as 
military secretary. 

Capt. William H. Johnston, Sixteenth Infantry, from October 
6, 1906, vice Buttler, Twenty-ninth Infantry, promoted. 

To be captains. 


First Lieut. Frederick S. L. Price, Fourteenth Infantry, from 
June 25, 1906, vice Taggart, Eighth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Clifton C. Kinney, Ninth Infantry, from June 30, 
1906, vice Shattuck, Twenty-fifth Infantry, detailed as quarter- 
master. 

First Lieut. Woodson Hocker, Eleyenth Infantry, from July 
2, 1906, vice Hasbrouck, Fourteenth Infantry, promoted. ` 

First Lieut. James S. Young, jr., Tenth Infantry, from July 
2, 1906, vice Edwards, Tenth Infantry, appointed Chief of the 
Bureau of Insular Affairs. 

First Lieut. William M. Parker, Eleventh Infantry, from July 
2, 1906, vice Phillips, Twenty-fourth Infantry, detailed in the 
Ordnance Department. 

First Lieut. Charles B. Clark, Fifth Infantry, from July 3, 
1906, vice Kreps, Twenty-second Infantry, promoted. 


1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL: RECORD—SENATE. 


First Lieut. Irvin L. Hunt, Nineteenth Infantry, from July 7, 
1906, vice Welch, Sixth Infantry, retired from active service. 
First Lieut. George S. Simonds, Twenty-second Infantry, 
from July 13, 1906, yice Cabell, Fourteenth Intenay promoted. 


To be first licutenants. 


Second Lieut. George W. Sager, Nineteenth Infantry, from 
June 5, 1906, vice Mould, Eighteenth Infantry, retired from ac- 
tive service. 

Second Lieut. Thorne Strayer, Twenty-sixth Infantry, from 
June 6, 1906, vice Bolton, Seventeenth Infantry, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Francis B. Eastman, Tenth Infantry, from 
Tune 15, 1906, vice McCaskey, Twenty-fifth Infantry, premoted. 

Second Lieut. Kneeland S. Snow, Ninth Infantry, from June 
30, 1906, vice Kinney, Ninth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Bates Tucker, Fourteenth Infantry, from July 
2, 1906, vice Hocker, Eleventh Infantry, promoted. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 


Paymaster-General and Chief of Bureau of Supplies and 
Accounts. 


Pay Director Eustace B. Rogers, to be Paymaster-General and 
chief of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts in the Department 
of the Navy, with the rank of rear-admiral, for a term of four 
years, vice Paymaster-General Henry T. B. Harris, retired, 

The following-named citizens to be assistant paymasters in 
the Navy from the 10th day of July, 1906, to fill vacancies exist- 
ing in that grade on that date: 

Dallas B. Wainwright, jr„ a citizen of the District of Co- 
tumbia. 

William H. Wilterdink, a citizen of New York. 

George P, Shamer, a citizen of Maryland. 

Harry H. Palmer, a citizen of Virginia. 

Omar D. Conger, a citizen of Michigan. 

John F. O'Mara, a citizen of South Carolina, 

Patrick T. M. Lathrop, a citizen of Virginia. 

James P. Helm, a citizen of Tennessee. ` 

Byron D. Rogers, a citizen of Illinois. 

Edward C. Little, a citizen of Maryland. 

Frank H. Atkinson, a citizen of Illinois. 

Frank Baldwin, a citizen of New Jersey. 

Manning H. Philbrick, a citizen of New Hampshire. 

Henry L. Beach, a citizen of New York, to be an assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of August, 1906, to fill 
a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 


Lieutenant-commanders. 


The following-named lieutenant-commanders to be lieutenant- 
commanders in the Navy from the date set opposite their 
names, to correct the dates of their promotion to that grade as 
confirmed on December 12, 1905,- which is caused by the retire- 
ment of Lieut. Claude Bailey, United States Navy, who was 
due for promotion but was transferred to the retired list before 
qualifying therefor: 

John R. Edie, from July 1, 1905. 

Reginald R. Belknap, from July 8, 1905. 

De Witt Blamer, from July 18, 1905. 

John K. Robison, from September 8, 1905. 

Arthur L. Willard, from September 9, 1905. 

Edwin T. Pollock, from September 30, 1905, and who was 
previously confirmed on January 18, 1906. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Paymasters Henry A. Dent, Walter L. Wilson, and William J. 
Littell, with the rank of lieutenant, to be paymasters in the 
Navy, with the rank of lieutenant-commander, from the 6th day 
of June, 1906. 

Paymasters Martin McM. Ramsay, Joseph J. Cheatham, and 
Richard Hatton, with the rank of lieutenant, to be paymasters 
in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant-commander, from the 
10th day of October, 1906. 

Passed Assistant Paymasters Noel W, Grant, Philip. J. Wil- 
lett, and Ben D. McGee, with the rank of lieutenant (junior 
grade), to be passed assistant paymasters in the Navy, with the 
rank of lieutenant, from the 30th day of July, 1906. 

The following-named assistant paymasters, with the rank of 
ensign, to be assistant paymasters, with the rank of lieutenant 
(junior grade), from the 30th day of July, 1906: 

William L. F. Simonpietri, 

Neal B. Farwell, 

Reginald Spear, 

Elijah H. Cope, 

Brainerd M. Dobson, 

William W. Lamar, 

Robert B. Lupton, 

Fred W. Holt, 


Waiter D. Sharp, 

Henry L. McCrea, 

William T. Sypher, > 

Edwin M: Hacker, 

Horace B. Worden, and 

Raymond B. Westlake. 

Nayal. Constructor John D, ‘Beuret, with the rank of lieu- 
tenant, to be a naval constructor in the Navy, with the rank 
of lieutenant-commander; from ‘the 6th day of June, 1906. 

Naval Constructors Daniel C. Nutting, jr, and Holden A. 
Evans, with the rank of lieutenant, to be naval constructors in 
the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant-commander, from the Gth 
day of October, 1906. 

Lieut. William W. Bush to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 2ist day ef March, 1905, with Lieut. Kenneth 
McAlpine, an additional number in grade. 

Lieut. William H. McGrann to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Nayy from the 12th day of February, 1906, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Albert N. Wood, promoted. 

Lieut. William D. Brotherton to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy from the 26th day of May, 1906, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander John L. Gow, promoted. 

Lieut. George W. Laws to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 6th day. of June, 1906, vice Lieut. Commander 
George R. Clark, promoted. 

Lieut. George C. Day to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 6th day of June, 1906, vice Lieut. Commander 
William P. White, promoted. . 

Lieut. Frederick L. Sawyer to be a lieutentant-commander in 
the Navy from the 16th day of June, 1906, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Cleland Davis, who became an additional number in 
1 by the provisions of an act of Congress approved on that 
date. 

Capt. Robert M. Berry to be a rear-admiral in the Navy from 
the 29th day of June, 1906, vice Rear-Admiral Morris R. S. 
Mackenzie, retired. 

Commander Charles W. Bartlett to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 29th day of June, 1906, vice Capt. Robert M. Berry, 
promoted. 

Lieut. Commander John H. Shipley to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 29th day of June, 1906, vice Commander Charles 
W. Bartlett, promoted. 

Lieut. Charles L. Hussey to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 29th day of June, 1906, vice Lieut. Commander 
John H. Shipley, promoted. 

Lieut. John R. Y. Blakely to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 30th day of June, 1906, vice Lieut. Commander 
Frank M. Russell, deceased. 

Commander James H. Oliver, on the retired list of the Navy, 
to be a commander on the active list of the Navy from the 30th 
day of June, 1906, in accordance with the provisions of an act 
of Congress approved that date. 

Kenneth G. Castleman, a citizen of Kentucky, to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy from the 30th day of June, 1906, in accordance 
with the provisions of an act of Congress approved that date. 

Commander Chauncey Thomas to be a captain in the Navy 
valli oe lst day of July, 1906, vice Capt. William S. Moore, 
retir 

Commander William A. Marshall to be a captain in the Navy 
from the ist day of July, 1906, vice Capt. William H. ‘Turner, 
retired. 

Commander Henry McCrea to be a captain in the Navy from 
the ist day of July, 1906, vice Capt. Karl Rohrer, retired. 

Commander Edward F. Qualtrough to be a captain in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1906, vice Capt. John A. H. 
Nickels, retired. 

Commander Lucien Young, an additional number in grade, to 
be a captain in the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1906, with 
Commander Edward F. Qualtrough, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Jobn E. Craven to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 1st day of July, 1906, vice Commander Chauncey 
Thomas, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander John J. Knapp to be a commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1906, vice Commander William 
A. Marshall, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander John Hood to be a commander in the Navy 
from the ist day of July, 1906, vice Commander Henry McCrea, 
promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Edward E. Hayden, an additional number 
in grade, to be a commander in the Navy from the ist day of 
July, 1906, with Lieut. Commander John Hood, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Benjamin C. Bryan to be a commander in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1906, vice Commander Ed- 
ward F. Qualtrough, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Charles C. Marsh to be a commander in the 
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Navy from the Ist day of July, 1906, vice Commander Albert N. 
Wood, retired. 

Lieut. Commander Charles H. Harlow, an additional number 
in grade, to be a commander in the Navy from the Ist day of 
July, 1906, with Lieut. Commander Charles C. Marsh, promoted. 

Lieut. Charles T. Jewell to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1906, vice Lieut. Commander 
John E. Craven, promoted, 

Lieut. Gregory C. Davison to be a lieutenant-comminndes in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1906, vice Lieut. Commander 
John J. Knapp, promoted. 

Lieut. Leon S. Thompson to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1906, vice Lieut. Commander 
John Hood, promoted. 

Lieut. Frederick. A. Traut to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 1st day of July, 1906, vice Lieut. Commander 
Benjamin C. Bryan, promoted. 

Lieut. Fred R. Payne to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1906, vice Lieut. Commander 
Solon Arnold, retired. 

Lieut. Robert K. Crank to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 1st day of July, 1906, vice Lieut. Commander 
John M. Poyer, retired. 

Lieut. Stanford E. Moses to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1906, vice Lieut. Commander 
Walter O. Hulme, retired. 

Lieut. Powers Symington to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1906, vice Lieut. Commander 
Henry E. Parmenter, retired. 

Lieut. Yates Stirling, jr., to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1906, vice Lieut. Commander 
Albert C. Dieffenbach, retired. 

Lieut. Raymond D. Hasbrouck to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1906, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Theodore C. Fenton, retired. 

Lieut. George Mallison to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1906, vice Lieut. Commander 
John P. McGuinness, retired. 

Lieut. Walter Ball to be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy 
from the ist day of July, 1906, vice Lieut. Commander Horace 
W. Jones, retired. 

Lieut. Joel R. P. Pringle to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 1st day of July, 1906, vice Lieut. Commander 
Benjamin W. Wells, retired. 

Capt. Samuel W. Very to be a rear-admiral in the Navy from 
the 22d day of July, 1906, vice Rear-Admiral Royal B. Brad- 
ford, retired. 

Capt. William T. Swinburne, an additional number in grade, 
to be a rear-admiral in the Navy from the 22d day of July, 
1906, with Capt. Samuel W. Very, promoted. 

Commander William H. H. Southerland to be a captain in the 
Navy from the 22d day of July, 1906, vice Capt. Samuel W. 
Very, promoted. 

‘Lieut. Commander Clarence A. Carr to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 22d day of July, 1906, vice Commander William 
H. H. Southerland, promoted. 

Lieut. Benjamin B. McCormick to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy from the 22d day of July, 1906, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Clarence A. Carr, promoted. 

Ensign Myles Joyce to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in the 
Navy from the 30th day of July, 1906, upon the completion of 
three years’ service. 

Ensign Levin J. Wallace to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy from the 30th day of July, 1906, upon the completion 
of three years’ service. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Myles Joyce to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the 30th day of July, 1906, to fill a vacancy existing 
in that grade on that date. 

Capt. Joseph N. Hemphill to be a rear-admiral in the Navy 
from the 5th day of August, 1906, vice Rear-Admiral Charles J. 
Train, deceased. 

Commander Charles E. Fox to be a captain in the Navy from 
the 5th day of August, 1906, vice Capt. Joseph N. Hemphill, 
promoted. 

Lieut. Commander William A. Gill to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 15th day of August, 1906, vice Commander 
Charles E. Fox, promoted. 

Lieut. Edward S. Kellogg to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 5th day of August, 1906, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander William A. Gill, promoted. 

Commander John C. Fremont to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 10th day of October, 1906, vice Capt. William H. 
Everett, retired. 

Capt. William H. Emory to be a rear-admiral in the Navy 
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from the 2d day of November, 1906, vice Rear-Admiral Francis 
W. Dickins, retired. 

Lieut. Frank H. Clark, jr., to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 2d day of November, 1906, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Frank M. Bennett, promoted. 

Asst. Surg. Jesse W. Backus to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Navy from the 18th day of May, 1905, upon the comple- 
tion of three years’ service. 

Asst. Surg. George M. Mayers to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the ist day of June, 1905, upon the com- 
pletion of three years’ service. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Edward G. Parker to be a surgeon in the 
Navy from the 24th day of March, 1906, vice Surg. Joseph A. 
Guthrie, retired. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Barton L. Wright to be a surgeon in the 
Navy from the 10th day of May, 1906, vice Surg. Frederick 
J. B. Cordeiro, retired. 

Medical Inspector Ezra Z. Derr to be a medical director in 
the Navy from the 6th day of September, 1906, vice Medical 
Director Robert A. Marmion, retired. 

Surg. James C. Byrnes to be a medical inspector in the Navy 
from the 7th day of October, 1906, vice Medical Inspector Nel- 
son H. Drake, retired. 

John O. Downey, a citizen of West Virginia, and James M. 
Minter, a citizen of Georgia, to be assistant surgeons in the 
Navy from the Ist day of August, 1906, to fill yacancies exist- 
ing in that grade on that date. 

Spencer L. Higgins, a citizen of New York, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 12th day of November, 1906, to 
fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

First Lieut. John C. Beaumont to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps from the 17th day of July, 1906, vice Capt. Robert M. 
Dutton, retired. 

First Lieut Sidney W. Brewster to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps from the 15th day of August, 1906, vice Capt. William R. 
Coyle, resigned. 

Lieut. Harry E. Smith, United States Navy, to be a professor 
of mathematics in the Navy from the 8th day of August, 1906, 
to fill a vacancy created by the act of Congress approved June 
29, 1906. 

Lieut. Daniel M. Garrison, United States Navy, to be a pro- 
fessor of mathematics in the Navy from the 27th day of Octo- 
ber, 1906, to fill a vacancy created by the act of Congress ap- 
proved June 29, 1906. 

Naval. Constructor Washington L. Capps, to be a naval con- 
structor in the Navy with the rank of captain from the 7th 
day of July, 1906, vice Naval Constructor Joseph J. Woodward, 
deceased. 

Naval Constructor George H. Rock, to be a naval constructor 
in the Navy with the rank of commander from the 7th day of 
July, 1906, vice Naval Constructor Washington L. Capps, pro- 
moted. 

The following-named civil engineers to be civil engineers in 
the Navy with the rank of lieutenant from the 7th day of June, 
1906: 

Joseph S. Shultz, and 

Carl A. Carlson, 

Albert A. Baker, a citizen of New Hampshire, to be an assist- 
ant civil engineer in the Navy from the 9th day of October, 1906, 
to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 


Rear-admiral on retired list. 


Capt. William H. Everett, on the active list of the Navy, 
to be a rear-admiral on the retired list of officers of the Navy 
from the 9th day of October, 1906, in accordance with a pro- 
vision contained in the naval appropriation act approved June 
29, 1906. 

The following-named officers on the retired list of the Navy 
to be advanced from the 29th day of June, 1906, to the rank and 
retired pay of one grade above that actually held by them at 
the time of their retirement, as indicated, in accordance with a 
Provision contained in the nayal appropriation act approved 
June 29, 1906: 

Medical directors with the rank of captain to be medical directors 
with the rank of rear-admiral on the retired list, 


Francis M. Gunnell, 
Edward Shippen, 
Samuel F. Coues, 

John Y. Taylor, 

George Richard C. Dean, 
David Kindleberger, 
Edward S. Bogert, 
Adolph A. Hoebling, 
Benjamin H. Kidder, and 
George H. Cooke. 


1906. 


Medical inspectors with the rank of commander to be medical 
directors with the rank of captain on the retired list. 


John C. Spear, 
Archibald C. Rhoades, 
Aaron S. Oberly, and 
Theoron Woolverton. 


Surgeons with the rank of lieutenant-commander to be medical 
inspectors with the rauk of commander on the retired list. 


Thomas Hiland, 

Pawara D. Payne, 

Henry C. Eckstein, and 

William Martin. 

Assistant Surgeon, with the rank of lieutenant (junior 
grade), Almond O. Leavitt, United States Navy, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon with the rank of lieutenant on the retired list. 

The following-named officers on the retired list of the Navy to 
be advanced from the 29th day of June, 1906, to the rank and 
retired pay of one grade above that actually held by them at the 
time of their retirement, as indicated, in accordance with a pro- 
vision contained in the naval appropriation act approved June 
29, 1906: F 


Captains to be rear-admirals on the retired list. 


Allen V. Reed, 
Alfred T. Mahan, and 
Theodore F. Kane. 


Commanders to be captains on the retired list. 


Thomas L. Swann, 
Smith W. Nichols, 
George T. Davis, . 
Thomas Nelson, 
Charles A. Sehetky, 
George R. Durand, 
Francis M. Barber, 
Timothy A. Lyons, 
Jolm J. Brice, 

John K. Winn, 
William B. Newman, 
Zera L. Tanner, 
Samuel Belden, 
John C. Morong, and 
Benjamin S. Richards. 


Licutenant-commanders to be commanders on the retired list. 


Antoine R. McNair, 
Charles E. McKay, 
Frederick I. Naile, 
Gouverneur K. Haswell, 
Edward M. Stedman, 
Socrates Hubbard, 
Edward L. Amory, 
Holman Vail, 

Isaac Hazlett, 
Frederick A. Miller, 
William H. Webb, and 
Arthur P. Osborn. 


Lieutenants to be lieutenant-commanders on the retired list. 


William Watts, 

Charles H. Judd, 

Douglas Roben, 

Richard M. Lisle, 

Charles P. Shaw, 

John W. Hagenman, 

James M. Grimes, 

Andrew C. MeMechan, and 

Downs L. Wilson. 

The following-named officers on the retired list of the Navy 
to be advanced from the 29th day of June, 1906, to the rank 
and -retired pay of one grade above that actually held by them 
at the time of their retirement, as indicated, in accordance 
with a provision contained in the naval appropriation act ap- 
proved June 29, 1906. 


Pay directors with the rank of captain to be pay directors with 
the rank of rear-admiral on the retired list. 


James H. Watmough, 
Thomas H. Looker, 
Charles W. Abbot, 
James D. Murray, 
Alexander W. Russell, 
Luther G. Billings, and 
Arthur J. Pritchard. 
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Pay inspectors with the rank of commander to be pay directors 
with the rank of captain on the retired list. 
James Hoy, ‘ 
Francis H. Swan, 
Worthington Goldsborough, and 
William W. Woodhull. 


Paymasters with the rank of lieutenant-commander to be pay 
inspectors with the rank of commanders on the retired list. 


John Furey, 

John R. Carmody, and 

George H. Read. 

The following-named officers on the retired list of the Navy, 
to be advanced, from the 29th day of June, 1906, to the rank and 
retired pay of one grade above that actually held by them at the 
time of their retirement, as indicated, in accordance with a 
provision contained in the naval appropriation act approved 
June 29, 1906: 


Chief engineers with the rank of captain to be chief engineers 
with the rank of rear-admiral on the retired list. 
Benjamin F. Isherwood, 5 
Montgomery Fletcher, 
David B. Macomb, 
Edward D. Robie, 
John W. Moore. 
Thom Williamson. 
Jackson MeElmeil, 
Edwin Fithian. 
Charles H. Loring, 
William B. Brooks, 
George F. Kutz, 
Andrew J. Kiersted, 
James W. Thomson, 
Samuel L. P. Ayers, 
Elijah Laws, 
Edward Farmer, 
Fletcher A. Wilson, 
Robert Potts, 
Alfred Adamson, and 
Charles J. MacConnell. 


Chief engineers with the rank of commander to be chief engi- 
neers with the rank of captain on the retired list. 
Henry W. Fitch, 
Frederick G. McKean, 
Isaac R. McNary, 
John A. Scot, 
George W. Stivers, 
Absalom Kirby, 
George E. Tower. 
James H. Chasmar, and 
Albert C. Engard. 


Chief engineers with the rank of lieutenant-commander to be 
oea enginecrs with the rank of commander on the retired 
st. : 
Henry Mason, 
Edward E. Latch, 
George W. Senser, 
George W. Magee, 
Benjamin F. Wood, 
Burdett C. Gowing, 
Edward A. Magee, 
George W. Roche, and 
Jefferson Brown. * 


Passed assistant engineers with the rank of lieutenant to be 
chief engineers with the rank of lieutenant on the retired list, 
Caleb E. Lee, 

Rezeau D. Plotts, 
Alexander V. Fraser, 
Charles H. Greenleaf, 
Rudolph T. Bennett, 
John J. Bissett, 
Henry C. Blye, 

James W. Holihan, 
Jonathan M, Emanuel, 
Charles H. Manning, 
William A. H. Allen, 
David M. Fulmer, 
William L. Bailie, 
Charles F. Nagle, 
Robert D. Taylor, and 
Robert Crawford. 


The following-named officers on the retired list of the Navy, 


to be advanced from the 29th day of June, 1906, to the rank 
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and retired pay of one grade above that actually held by them 
at the time of their retirement, as indicated, in accordance 
with a provision contained in the naval * act cai 
proved June 29, 1906: 


Chaplains with the rank of captain to be 1 with the 
rank of rear-admitral on the retired list. 


‘Wiliam H. Stewart, 
Donald McLaren, 
James J, Kane, and 
George A. Crawford. 


Professors of mathematics with the rank of captain to be pro- 
fessors. of mathematics with the rank of rear-admiral on the 
retired list. m 


Simon Newcomb, 

Asaph Hall, and 

John R. Eastman. 

Naval Constructor, with the rank of captain, Thomas E. 
Webb, United States Navy, to be a naval ere e with the 
rank of rear - admiral on the retired list. 


Boatswains to be chief boatswains, to rank with but after 
ensigns, on the retired list. 


Robert Anderson, 
James Nash, 
Thomas Savage, 
Edwin Crissey, 
John H. Brown, and 
Woodward Carter. 


Gunners to be chief gunners, to rank with but after ensigns, on 


the retired list. 
John C. Ritter, 
Thomas P. Venable, 
Elisha J. Beacham, 
Thomas B. Watkins, 
Joseph Smith, 
John G. Foster, 
George P. Cushman, 
William T. Devlan, and 
Samuel Cross. 
Carpenters to be chief carpenters, to rank with but after en- 
signs, on the retired list. 


Ebenezer Thompson, 

William D. Toy, 

Robert A. Williams, 

Herbert M. Griffiths, 

Henry Williams, and 

Benjamin E. Fernald. 

Sailmaker George C. Boerum, United States Navy, to be a 
chief sailmaker, to rank with but after ensign, on the retired 
list. 

To be ensigns. 

Warrant Machinist Clarence E. Wood, Gunner Max M. 
Frucht, and Warrant Machinist Charles S. Joyce, United States 
Navy, to be ensigns in the Navy from the 30th day of July, 
1906, in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
approved March 3, 1901, as amended. 

To be chaplains with rank of lieutenant commander. 

The following-named chaplains to be chaplains in the Navy, 
with the rank of lieutenant-commander from the Ist day of 
July, 1906, to fill vacancies created by an act of Congress ap- 
proved June 29, 1906: 

Curtis H. Dickins, 

Louis P. Rennolds, 

Charles M. Charlton, 

Edward J. Brennan, and 

Bower R. Patrick. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Alexander B. Kennedy, of Louisiana, to be receiver of public 
moneys at New Orleans, La., to take effect January 23, 1907, 
at the expiration of his present term. (Reappointment.) 

Henry G. McCrossen, of Wisconsin, who was reappointed 
July 3, 1906, during the recess of the Senate, his term having 
expired, to be receiver of public moneys at Wausau, Wis. (Re- 
appointment.) 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

James J. Donovan, of Michigan, to be register of the land 

office at Marquette, Mich., vice Thomas Scadden, resigned. 
POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA. 

William Joseph Leppert to be postmaster at Camden, in the 
county of Wilcox and State of Alabama. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1906. 


of Contra Costa and State of California. 


ARKANSAS. 


Tillie J. Bruce to be postmaster at Piggott, in the county of 
Clay and State of Arkansas. Office became Presidential July 
1, 1906. 

Joel A. Harper to be postmaster at Rector, in the county of 
Clay and State of Arkansas. Office became Presidential Oc- 
tober 1, 1906. 

CALIFORNIA. 


Lizzie. McGann to be postmaster at Richmond, in the county 
Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1906. 


Henry W. Nash to be postmaster at Stirling City, in the 
county of Butte and State of California. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1906. 

COLORADO. 


Mabel E. Strout to be postmaster at, Ouray, in the county of 
Ouray and State of Colorado, in place of James W. Long. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 23, 1906. 

George A. Herrington to be postmaster at Montrose, in the 
county of Montrose and State of Colorado, in place of James B. 
Johnson. Incumbent’s commission expired January 20, 1906, 

IDAHO, 


William S. Brainard to be postmaster at Wardner, in the 
county of Shoshone and State of Idaho, in place of Aaron Frost. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 22, 1906. 

ILLINOIS, 

Welby B. Carleton to be postmaster at Hinsdale, in the 
county of Dupage and State of Illinois, in place of David A. 
Courter. Incumbent’s commission expired June 10, 1906. 

Henry B. Harvey to be postmaster at Cissna Park, in the 
county of Iroquois and State of Illinois. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1906. 

Frank Woolley to be postmaster at Saybrook, in the county 
of McLean and State of Illinois, in place of Moses C. McMurry. 
Incumbent’s commission expired June 30, 1906. 

INDIANA. 

Daniel Conaway to be postmaster at Cayuga, in the county of 
Vermilion and State of Indiana. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1906. 

IOWA. 

Rufus Lyman to be postmaster at Carson, in the county of 
Pottawattamie and State of Iowa, in place of Samuel M. John- . 
son. Incumbent’s commission expired June 30, 1906. 

Charles H. Read to be postmaster at Avoca, in the county of 
Pottawattamie and State of Iowa, in place of Francis A. Turner. 
Incumbent's commission expired March 12, 1906. 

KENTUCKY. 

Dood Adair to be postmaster at Hawesville, in the county of 
Hancock and State of Kentucky. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1906. 

MAINE. 

Mary E. Clark to be postmaster at Bingham, in the county of 
Somerset and State of Maine. Office became Presidential July 
1, 1906. 

Mary E. Frye to be postmaster at Fryeburg, in the county of 
Oxford and State of Maine. Office became Presidential July 1, 
1906. 

Harry R. Hichborn to be postmaster at Stockton Springs, in 
the county of Waldo and State of Maine. Office became’ Presi- 
dential July 1, 1906. 

Theophilus H. Sproul to be postmaster at Winterport, in the 
county of Waldo and State of Maine. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1906. 

MARYLAND. 


Alfred H. Hambleton to be postmaster at St. Michaels, in the 
county of Talbot and State of Maryland. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1906. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 


Andrew N. Maxon to be postmaster at Blackstone, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. Office be- 
came Presidential October 1, 1906. 

Simeon L. Smith to be postmaster at Orleans, in the county 
of Barnstable and State of Massachusetts.. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1906. 

MICHIGAN. 

Osear P. Carver to be postmaster at Traverse City, in the 
county of Grand Traverse and State of Michigan, in place of 
George W, Raff. Incumbent’s commission expired February 7, 
1906. 

MINNESOTA. 

N. Eilertson to be postmaster at Mount Iron, in the county of 
St. Louis and State of Minnesota. Oflice became Presidential 
October 1, 1906. 


1906. 
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Joseph H. Feeter to be postmaster at Bird Island, in the 
county of Renville and State of Minnesota, in place of Amund 
Dahl. Incumbent’s commission expired May 8, 1906. 

MISSOURI. k 

U. S. Grant Evans to be postmaster at Farmington, in the 
county of St. Francois and State of Missouri, in place of Mark 
L. Doughty. Incumbent’s commission expired June 28, 1906. 

MONTANA. 

Max Jacobs to be postmaster at East Helena, in the county 
of Lewis and Clark and State of Montana. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1906. 

NEBRASKA, - 

Charles H. Simmons to be postmaster at Scottsbluff, in the 
county of Scotts Bluff and State of Nebraska. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1906. 

Samuel H. Weston to be postmaster at Dorchester, in the 
county of Saline and State of Nebraska. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1906. 

NEW MEXICO. 


Albert L. Breeding to be postmaster at Texico, in the county 
of Roosevelt and Territory of New Mexico. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1906. 

NEW YORK. 

Pryce W. Bailey to be postmaster at Seneca Falls, in the 
county of Seneca and State of New York, in place of Harry M. 
Glen. Incumbent’s commission expired December 15, 1903. 

Floyd S. Brooks to be postmaster at Ilion, in the county of 
Herkimer and State of New York, in place of Robert W. Warner. 
Incumbent’s commission expired April 22, 1906. 

Edwin A. Clark to be postmaster at Center Moriches, in the 
county of Suffolk and State of New York. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1906. 

Edward A. Hildreth to be postmaster at Bridgehampton, in 
the county of Suffolk and State of New York. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1906. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

Barnabas A. Baber to be postmaster at Shelby, in the county 
of Cleveland and State of North Carolina, in place of George W. 
De Priest. Incumbent’s commission expired June 24, 1906. 

John R. Joyce to be postmaster at Reidsville, in the county of 
Rockingham and State of North Carolina, in place of James 
F. Wray. Incumbent’s commission expired February 18, 1906, 

NORTH DAKOTA. 

Thomas S. Johnstone to be postmaster at Ashley, in the 
county of McIntosh and State of North Dakota. Office became 
Presidential October 1, 1906. 

William H. Stevens to be postmaster at Wimbledon, in the 
county of Barnes and State of North Dakota. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1906. 

OHIO. 
: Samuel N. Patton to be postmaster at Hillsboro, in the county 
of Highland and State of Ohio, in place of William.G. Richards, 
Incumbent’s commission expired June 19, 1906. 

William D. Powley to be postmaster at Monroeville, in the 
county of Huron and State of Ohio, in place of William D. 
Powley. Incumbent’s commission expired January 16, 1906. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 2 

James C. Jacobs to be postmaster at Burnham, in the county 
of Mifin and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presiden- 
tial July 1, 1906. 

Harry M. Zimmerman to be postmaster at Derry Church, in 
the county of Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania. Office be- 
came Presidential July 1, 1906. 

PORTO RICO. 

Eugenio ©. Manautou to be postmaster at Caguas, in the 

county of Guayama, P. R. Office became Presidential July 1, 


1906. 
RHODE ISLAND. 

F. Edger Crumb to be postmaster at Riverside, in the ie 
of Provid._e and State of Rhode Island. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1906. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Samuel J. Leaphart to.be postmaster at Lexington, in the 
county of Lexington and State of South Carolina. Office be- 
came Presidential October 1, 1906. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Robert Z. Bennett to be postmaster at Beresford, in the 
county of Union and State of South Dakota, in place of Robert 
Z. Bennett. Incumbent’s commission expired April 2, 1906. 

Cyrus B. Williamson to be postmaster at Watertown, in the 
county of Codington and State of South Dakota, in place of 
Frank J. Cory. Incumbent’s commission expired February 20, 
1 


TENNESSEE. 

William J. Wells to be postmaster at Loudon, in the county of 
Loudon and State of Tennessee. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1906. 

TEXAS. 


Dallas Harbert to be postmaster at Commerce, in the county 
of Hunt and State of Texas, in place of Charles W. Rush. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired March 31, 1902. 

Americus C. Nafus to be postmaster at Mesquite, in the 
county of Dallas and State of Texas. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1906. 

Gustave A. Pannewitz to be postmaster at Shiner, in the 
county of Lavaca and State of Texas, in place of Rudolph G. 
Flato, resigned. 

Charley E. Smith to be postmaster at Kerens, in the county 
of Navarro and State of Texas, in place of John W. Merrow, 
removed. 

VIRGINIA. | 

Verlin M. Scott to be postmaster at Saltville, in the county 
of Smyth and State of Virginia. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1906. 

WASHINGTON. 

Hiram Hammer to be postmaster at Sedro Woolley, in the 
county of Skagit and State of Washington, in place of Ulysses 
E. Foster, resigned. 

Daniel C. Pearson to be postmaster at Stanwood, in the county 
of Snohomish and State of Washington. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1906. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 


William H. Lautz to be postmaster at Pennsboro, in the 
county of Ritchie and State of West Virginia, in place of Benja- 
min W. Bee, removed. 

WISCONSIN, 5 

John J. O'Connell to be postmaster at Marinette, in the county 
of Marinette and State of Wisconsin, in place of Lewis S. 
Patrick. Incumbent’s commission expired June 4, 1906. 

WYOMING. 

Henry D. Ashley to be postmaster at Encampment, in the 
county of Carbon and State of Wyoming, in place of Edwin 
S. Drury, resigned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpay, December 3, 1906. 


This being the day designated by the Constitution for the an- 
nual meeting of Congress, the Members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives assembled in their Hall for the second session of the 
Fifty-ninth Congress, and at 12 o'clock m. were called to order 
by the Speaker. 

The Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D., Chaplain of the House, 
offered the following prayer : 

Eternal God, our heavenly Father, source of all good, our 
hearts instinctively turn to Thee for wisdom, strength, and 
guidance as we thus gather from all sections of our Union here 
under the Dome of its Capitol to conclude the work of the Fifty- 
ninth Congress. We bless Thee for the laws with which Thou 
hast surrounded us, for the intelligence with which Thou hast 
endowed us, for the riches which have come down to us out of 
the past, for the splendid opportunities of the present, and for 
the bright hopes and promises of the future. Grant, O most 
merciful Father, that these Thy servants may strive diligently 
to conform their resolves and harmonize their enactments with 
the laws which Thou hast ordained. 

Let Thy richest blessings descend upon the Speaker of this 
House, that with characteristic zeal, energy, and courage he 
ey ante through all its deliberations to the highest and best 
results. 

Illumine from on high the minds of those who sit in judg- 
ment upon the laws enacted by the Congress that their de- 
cisions may be wise and just. Bless, we beseech Thee, the 
President of these United States, his advisers, and all others in 
authority, that the affairs of state may be wisely administered 
and the laws of the land faithfully executed, that the coordi- 
nate branches of the Government, thus working together and 
working with Thee, may fulfill in larger measure the ideals con- 
ceived of our fathers in “a government of the people, by the 
people, and for the people,” that righteousness, truth, justice, 
peace, and good will may obtain, to the honor and glory of Thy 
holy name. 

The empty seats on the floor of this House remind us of the 
strong-minded, pure-hearted, noble men who occupied them,, but 
have been called to the higher life since last we met. We thank 
Thee for their genial presence so long among us, the work they 
accomplished for State and nation, the sweet memory and illus- 


trious examples left behind them. Be very near, O God, our 
Heavenly Father, to the bereaved families. Uphold, sustain, and 
comfort them by the blessed hope of the immortality of the soul. 

Impart, we implore Thee, more of Thyself unto us all, that 
we may become in deed and in truth sons of the living God after 
the similitude of Thy Son Jesus Christ our Lord and Master. 
Amen. 

ROLL CALL BY STATES. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll by States, to 
ascertain the presence of a quorum. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll by States; and the follow- 
ing-named Members answered : 


ALABAMA, 
George W. Taylor. John L. Burnett. 
Sacre D. Clayton. Wiliam Richardson. 
J. Thomas Heflin. Oscar W. Underwood. 


John H. Bankhead. 


Robert Bruce Macon. 


Stephen Rrundidge, jr. 


John C. Floyd. 


Duncan E. — 

Prag R. Knowlan 
Julius Kahn. 

Everis A. Hayes. 


Robert W. Bonynge. 
Franklin E. Brooks. 


E. Stevens Henry. 
Nehemiah D. Sperry. 


Stephen M. Sparkman. 


Frank Clark. 


Elijah B. Lewis. 
William C. Adamson. 


Leonidas F. Livingston. 


Charles L. Bartlett. 
Gordon 


Martin B. Madden, 
James R. Mann. 
William W. Wilson, 
Charles 8. Wharton, 
Anthony Michalek. 
William Lorimer, 
2 5 Knopf. 

harles McGavin. 
8 S. Boutell. 
George Edmund Foss, 
Howard M. Snapp. 
Charles E. Fuller, 


John H. Foster. 
John C. Chaney. 
William T. Zenor. 
Lincoln Dixon. 
Elias S. Holliday. 


Thomas Hedge. 
Albert F. Dawson. 
Robert G. Cousins. 
John F. Lacey. 
John A. T. Hull. 


Charles F. Scott. 
Charles Curtis. 
Justin D. Bowersock. 
Philip P. Campbell. 


Ollie M. James. 
Augustus O. Stanley. 
David H. Smith, 
Swagar Sherley. 


Adolph Meyer. 
Robert C. Davey. 
Robert F. Broussard. 


Amos L. Allen. 
Charles E. Lituuegeld 


Thomas A. Smith. 
Joshua F. C. Talbott. 
Frank C. Wachter. 


George P. Lawr 
Frederick H. Willett. 
Butler Ames. 


John A. Keliher. 


ARKANSAS. 
John S. Little. 
Joseph T. Robinson. 
Robert M. Wallace. 
CALIFORNIA. 


James C. Needham. 
James McLachlan. 
Sylvester C. Smith. 


COLORADO. 
Herschel M. Hogg. 


CONNECTICUT. 
Edwin W. Higgins. 
Ebenezer J. Hill. 
DELAWARE. 
Hiram R. Burton. 
FLORIDA. 
Wiliam B. Lamar. 


GEORGIA. 
Wiliam M. Howard. 
Thomas M. Bell. 
Thomas W. Hardwick. 
William G. Brantley. 


IDAHO. 


Burton L. French. 


ILLINOIS. 
James McKinney. 
George W. Prince. 
Joseph V. Graff. 
Joseph G. Cannon. 
William B. McKinley. 
Yeno F. R Rainey. 
Zeno J. Rives. 
Wm, A. Rodenberg. 
Frank S. Dickson. 
Pleasant T, Chapman. 
George W. Smith. 


INDIANA, 
Jesse Overstreet. 
Charles B. Landis. 
Edgar D. Crumpacker. 
Abraham L. Brick. 


IOWA. 
William P. e 
Walter I. Smi 
James P, Conner. 
Elbert H. Hubbard. 


KANSAS. 
James M. M: 
William A. ‘Calderhead 
William A. Reeder. 
Victor Murdock. 
KENTUCKY. 
sone h L. Rhinock. 
South Trimble. 
Joseph mA Bennett. 
Don C. Edwards. 
LOUISIANA. 
John T. Watkins. 
Joseph E. Ransdell. 
Arsène P. Pujo. 
MAINE. 
Edwin C. Burleigh. 
Liewellyn Powers. 
MARYLAND. 


John Gill, 
George A. Pearre. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 
William S. McNary. 
John A. Sullivan. 
John W. Weeks. 
William S. Greene. 
- William C. Lovering. 


8 Choice. B. 8 
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MICHIGAN. 
Edwin Denby. 
Washington Gardner. 
Edward L. Hamilton. 
William Alden Smith, 
Samuel W. Smith. H. Olin Y 
Henry MeMorran. 
MINNESOTA. 


Charles R. Davis, J.A 
Frederick C. Stevens. 
Loren Fletcher. 
MISSISSIPPI. 
Ezekitl S. anlar, jr. 
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Joseph W. Eordney. 
5 P. Bishop. 
George 


A. Loud. 
Archibald B. Darragh, 
cung. 


Andrew J. Volstead. 
Adam Bede. 
Halvor Steenerson. 


Eaton J. Bowers. 


Thomas Spight. Frank A. McLain. 
Benjamin G. Humphreys. ` John S. Williams. 
MISSOURI. 
James T. Lloyd. Dorsey W. Shackleford. 
William W. Rucker. Champ Clark. 3 
Frank B. Fulkerson. Richard A 
Edgar C. Ellis. John T. H 
David A. De Armond Marion E. Rhodes. 
John Welborn. Cassius M. Shartel. 
MONTANA. 
Joseph M. Dixon. 
NEBRASKA. 


Ernest M. Pollard. 
John L. Kennedy. 
Edmund H. Hinshaw. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Cyrus A. Sulloway. 
NEW JERSEY. 


Henry C. Londensla 
John J. Gardner. ae 


George W. Norris. 
Moses P. Kinkaid, 


Frank D. Currier. 


Charles N. Fowler. 
Henry C. Allen. 


Benjamin F. Howell. Richard Wayne Parker, 
Ira W. Wood. 

NEW YORK. 
2828 W. Cocks. Joseph A. Goulden. 


H. Lindsay. 
Cha Charice T. Dunwell. 


John E. Andrus. 
Thomas W. Bradley. 


Charles B. Law. William H. Draper. 
George E. Waldo. George N. Southwick. 
William M. Calder, Lucius N. Littauer. 


John J. Fitzgerald. 
Henry M. Goldfogle. 
William Sulzer. 


James S. Sherman. 
Charles L. Knapp. 


William Bourke Cockran. Sereno È. Payne. 


Herbert Parsons. 
Coane A. Towne. 

J. Van Vechten Olcott, 
Jacob 8 jr. 
William S. Bennet. 


James W. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


Charles R. Thomas. Robert N. 


Wadsworth, 


De Alva S. Alexander. 
Edward R. Vreeland. 


Page. 


‘William W. Kitchin, E. Spencer Blackburn, 


Gilbert B. Patterson. 
NORTH DAKOTA. 


Joseph T. Johnson. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Charles H. Burke. 
TENNESSEE. 

Walter P. Brownlow. 
Nathan W. Hale. 
John A. Moon. 
Mounce G., Butler. 
William C. Houston. 


Morris Sh rd. 
Gordon Rune eppa 


Lemuel P. 


Edwin Y. Webb. 


Thomas F. Marshall. Asle J. Gronna. 
OHIO. 
Nicholas Longworth. Edward L. Taylor, jr. 
Herman P. Goebel. Grant E. Mouser. 
Harvey C. SATOR Amos R. Webber. 
Thomas E. Scroggy. Beman G. Dawes. 
J. Warren Keifer. Capell L. Weems. 
Ralph D. Cole. Martin L. Smyser. 
James II. Southard, James Kennedy. 
Henry T. Bannon. Theodore E. Burton, 
Charles H. Grosvenor. 
OREGON. 
Binger Hermann. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Henry H. 3 Marlin E. Olmsted. 
Reuben O. Moo: John M. Reynolds. 
Edward De vo Morrell, 9 F. La fenn. 
George D. McCreary. ge F. Huff. 
Thomas S. Butler. Allen“ F. Cooper. 
Irving P. Wanger. Ernest F. Acheson. 
II. Burd Cassel. Arthur L. Bates. 
Thomas II. Dale. Gustav A. Schneebeli. 
Marcus C. L. Kline. William H. Graham. 
Mial E. Lilley. John Dalzell. 
Elias Deemer. James Francis Burke, 
Edmund W. Samuel. Andrew J. Barchfeld, 
Thaddeus M. Mahon. : 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
George S. Legare. David E. Finley. 
James O. Patterson. J. Edwin Eller 
Wyatt Aiken. Asbury F. Lever. 


John Wesle 8 


Finis J. Garrett. 


Albert 8. Burleson. 


u. Robert L. Henry. 


Oscar W. Gillespie. 


Jack Beáll. John H. Stephens. 


Alexander W. Gregg. 
John M. Moore. 
George F. Burgess. 


James L. Slayden, 
Jobn N. Garner. 
William R. §mith. 
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UTAH, 


Joseph Howell. 2 
VERMONT. 
Dayid J. Foster. Kittredge Haskins, 
VIRGINIA. 
William A. Jones. James Ha 


5 F. Riev, 
amp emp. 
Henry D. Flood, 
WASHINGTON.. 

William E. Humphrey. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


Harry C. Woodyard. 
James A. Hughes. 


Harry L. Maynard. 
John Lamb, 
Carter Glass. 


Wesley L. Jones. 
Francis W. Cushman. 


Blackburn B. Doyener. 

Thomas B. Davis. 

Joseph Holt Gaines. 
WISCONSIN. 


Henry A. Cooper. James H. Davidson. 


Joseph W. Babcock. Edward 8. Minor. 
William H. Stafford. Webster E. Brown. 
John J. Esch. John J. Jenkins, 


WYOMING. 
Frank W. Mondell. 


The SPEAKER. The roll calf discloses the presence of 314 
Members—a quorum, 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. e 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed the following 
resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives 
that a quorum of the Senate is assembled and that the Senate is ready 
to proceed to business. " 

Also: 3 ; 

. 5 committee copag o two W La an ante: 
. Walt 7 the President. 27 the United States and inform 


him that a quorum of each House is assembled and that Congress is 
ready to — any communication he may be pleased to make. 


And that in compliance with the foregoing the Vice-President 
had appointed as said committee Mr. Hare and Mr. PETTUS. 


SWEARING IN OF NEW MEMBERS. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, Mr. John M. Nelson, who has 
been elected from the Second district of Wisconsin as the suc- 
cessor of H. C. Adams, deceased, is present, and I request that 
he may be permitted to take the oath of office. 

The credentials of Mr. Nelson were read. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, the Representative elected 
from the First district of Georgia, Mr. J. W. Overstreet, is 
present, his credentials have been filed, and I ask that he be 
permitted to take the oath of office. 

The credentials of Mr. Overstreet were read. < 
Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Frank O. Lowden has bee: 
elected a Representative to fill the vacancy in the Thirteenth 
district of Illinois. His credentials are at the desk, and I ask 

that they be read. 

The Clerk read the credentials of Mr. Lowden. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present the cre- 
dentials of Mr. John E. Reyburn, of the Second district of 
Pennsylvania, of Mr. J. Hampton Moore, of the Third district of 
Pennsylvania, and of Mr. Charles N. Brumm, of the Twelfth 
district of Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
the credentials of these three gentlemen, which the Clerk will 


report. 

The Clerk read the credentials of Messrs. Reyburn, Moore, 
and Brumm. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
present the credentials of Mr. Clarence ©. Gilhams, of the 
Twelfth district of Indiana. Mr. Gilhams is present and de- 
sires to take the oath of office. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana presents the 
following credentials, which will be read. 

The Clerk read the credentials of Mr. Gilhams. 

The SPEAKER. These several gentlemen whose credentials 
have been read will, if present, come forward to the area in 
front of the desk and take the oath of office. 

Messrs. Overstreet of Georgia, Nelson, Lowden, Gilhams, Rey- 
burn, Moore, and Brumm appeared at the bar of the House, 
and the oath of office was administered to them by the Speaker. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that Mr. 
E. W. Saunders, a Member-elect from the Fifth Virginia dis- 
trict, be sworn in. His credentials have not arrived, but there 
is no question of his election, and I have been in communica- 
tion with the secretary of state of Virginia, who tells me that 
the canvass of the votes has been made and that Mr. Saunders 
has been declared duly elected. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 


mous consent that Mr. Saunders be sworn in as a Member of 
the House. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request on be- 
half of Mr. Riordan, of the Eighth district of New York, who 
has been duly elected. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I unite with my colleague in this 
request. I understand Mr. Riordan has been elected by a large 
majority. There is no question as to the result, no contest, 
and I hope the request will be granted. j 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is asked that Mr. Rior- 
dan, of New York, be sworn as a Member of the House. Is 
there objection? à 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Messrs. Saunders and Riordan, if present, 
will please present themselyes at the bar of the House. 

Mr. Saunders and Mr. Riordan appeared at the bar of the 
a and the Speaker administered to them the oath of 
office. 

DELEGATE FROM ALASKA. 


Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I announce the presence here 
to-day of Hon. Frank H. Waskey, of Nome, Alaska, who.under 
the act of Congress approved May 7, 1906, was on the 14th 
day of August, 1906, duly elected as the first Delegate from 
Alaska to the House of Representatives, to serve during the 
remainder of this, the Fifty-ninth Congress. His credentials 
are at the desk, Mr. Speaker, and I ask that they be read. 

The Clerk read the credentials of Mr. Waskey. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the oath of office 
be now administered to Mr. Waskey. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman. will present himself. 

Mr. Waskey was escorted to the bar of the House by Mr. 
CusHMAN [being greeted with general applause], and the 
Speaker administered the oath of office to him. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution 
for present consideration. > 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers for 
present consideration a resolution which will be réported by 
the Clerk. 

Thé Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of three members be appointed on the 
part of the House to join the committee appointed by the Senate to wait 
upon the President and inform him that a quorum of the two Houses 


is assembled and that Congress is ready to receive any communication 
he may have to make. x 


The resolution was agreed to; and the Speaker announced 
as the committee on the part of the House Mr. PAYNE, Mr. 
BOUTELL, and Mr, WILLIAMS. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following résolution 
for present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota offers the 
following resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House inform the Senate that a 


quorum of the House of Representatives has appeared and that the 
House is ready to proceed to business. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
COUDREY V. WOOD. 


By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. BARTHOLDT, 
leave was granted to withdraw from the files of the House, 
without leaving copies, the papers in the case of Coudrey v. 
Wood, Fifty-ninth Congress, no adverse report having been 
made thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted: 

To Mr. Bancock, for two days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. Darracu, indefinitely, on account of business. 

To Mr. Tuomas of Ohio, for four weeks, on account of ill- 
ness. 

To Mr. Cockran, indefinitely, on account of business. 


REGENT OF THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following com- 

munication : 
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 
Washington, D. C., December 1, 1906. 

Sır: It is with profound regret that I have to inform you of the 
existence of a vacancy in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution, on the part of the House of Representatives, caused by the 
death of the Hon. Robert R. Hitt. 

In accordance with section 5581 of the Revised Statutes, a copy of 
| Which I inclose, the appointment to fill the vacancy thus occasioned is 
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to be made by the Speaker from the membership of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 
I am, sir, very respectfully, yours, 


RICHARD RATHBUN, 
Acting Secretary. 
The Hon. JOSEPH G. CANNON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the communication 
will be laid upon the table. The Chair announces as a member 
of the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, Mr. 
MANN, in place of Mr. Hitt, deceased. 


RESIGNATION OF REPRESENTATIVE GILLETT, OF CALIFORNIA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following. communi- 
cation; which was read by the Clerk: 
To the governor, O. Pardee, governor of the State of California, and 


to the Hon. Joseph G. Cannon, Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives, Washington, D. 0.: 


You and each of you will please take notice that I hereby tender my 
resignation as a ember of the House of Representatives of the 
United States of America for the First Congressional district of the 
State of California, said resignation to take effect on and after No- 
vember 4, 1906. 

Dated October 3, 1906. 

J. N. GILLETT. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE HITT. 


Mr. LOWDEN. Mr. Speaker, it becomes my painful duty to 
announce the death of the Hon. Rogert R. Hrrr, Representa- 
tive of the Thirteenth district of Illinois. At a later day I 
shall ask that a time be set apart for exercises in memory of 
Mr. Hirr. I now offer the following resolution and move its 
adoption. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 


death of Hon. Rosert R. Hirt, a Representative from the State of 
Illinois in thirteen successive Congresses. y 


The resolution was agreed to. 
DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE KETCHAM. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it becomes my sad duty to an- 
nounce the death of the Hon. Joun H. Ketrcuam, one of the 
oldest Members of the House by length of service. At some 
future day I shall ask the House to set aside a time to pay 
tribute to his memory. At this time I offer the following reso- 
lution, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 1 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. Joun H. KETCHAM, a Representative from the State of 
New York in seventeen Congresses. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE ADAMS, OF WISCONSIN. 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, it becomes my painful duty to 
announce the death of my distinguished predecessor, Hon. H. C. 
Apams, of Wisconsin, who died on his homeward journey at 
the close of the last session of Congress. At some future day 
I will ask that a time be set aside in which the friends and as- 
sociates of the deceased Member may offer suitable tribute to 
his memory and services. I now offer the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 


inet of Hon. H. C. ADAMS, a Representative from the State of Wis- 
consin. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE HOAR, OF MASSACHUSETTS. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, two years ago 
to-day it was my sad duty to make formal announcement here of 
the death of Senator George F. Hoar. Now death has left 
vacant in this House the place of his son Rockwoop Hoar, who 
died at his home, in Worcester, Mass., on the Ist day of last 
November. 

He was elected to Congress just as his father passed away, and 
I think all men rejoiced in the hope that the magnificent record of 
the father might be taken up and long continued by the son. 
We do not in this country yield honors to heredity, but our senti- 
ment and our judgment alike are captivated when we see the 
talents and character of a great father renewed and perpetuated 
in a worthy son. Our late colleague gave promise of such an 
inheritance, and in our short association here gave us reason to 
expect as well as hope that the duty to which three generations 
of eminent public service inspired and pledged him would be 
faithfully and honorably and adequately performed. - 

The practice of this House does not permit now of eulogy, but 
later in the session we shall ask that a day be set apart for con- 
sideration of his life and public service. 

I now offer the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. Rockwoop Hoar, a Representative from the State of 
Massachusetts. 


Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of those 
Be resentatives whose deaths have been announced this House do now 
adjourns 


The resolutions were agreed to. Accordingly, in pursuance 
thereof, the House (at 12 o’clock and 54 minutes) adjourned 
until to-morrow at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Sergeant-at-Arms, submitting a statement 
of the sums drawn and disbursed by him for the twelve months 
ended December 1, 1906—to the Committee on Accounts, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Sergeant-at-Arms, submitting a list of the 
property in his charge December 3, 1906—to the Committee on 
Accounts, and ordered to be printed. A 

A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a list of all judgments rendered by the court for the 
year ended December 1, 1906—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
with inclosures, a letter from Cortez F. Cox, relating to free im- 
portation of religious tracts—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the schooner Ranging Polly, 
Jack, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. f 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the ship Apollo, John 
Walker, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the schooner Betsey, Samuel 
Patterson, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the ship Amazon, Israel 
Trask, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the brig Sea Nymph, George 
Hastie, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the ship Portland, David 
Harding, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the ship Aurora, John Suter, master— 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the sloop Margaret, David Maxwell, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Atlantic, George Howe, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Mary, George Myrick, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Blossom, John Moore, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Nancy, Putnam, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Union, Henry Hooper, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, traus- 
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mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the ship Four Sisters, Hector McLean, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Maria, Morgan, master—to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Rebecca, Thomas 
Rogers, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the ship Patty, Beriah Pease, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the ship Una, Riley, mas- 
ter—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the acting secretary of the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion, submitting a detailed statement of expenditures under ap- 
propriations for International Exchanges, American Ethnology, 
National Museum, Astrophysical Observatory, and the National 
Zoological Park—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the snow Atlantic, Robert 
Smith, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the ship Monad, Pierson, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Clerk of the House, submitting a report of 
the names, compensation, etc., of persons employed in the sery- 
ice of the House and a statement of the stationery account—to 
the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 20519) in relation to salaries 
of district attorney and assistant district attorneys for the 
northern district of Illinois—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STHEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 20520) for the erection 
of a monument to the memory of Leif Ericson—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 20521) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Sulphur Springs, Tex.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20522) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Clarksville, Tex.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20523) to provide for the taxation of in- 
comes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 20524) for 
the erection of a monumental statue in the city of Florence, Ala., 
to Gen. John Coffee—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 20525) to enlarge, repair, 
and improve the public building at Shreveport, La.—to the Com- 

_ mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 20526) to 
provide for dredging, improving, and maintaining the channels 
of navigable rivers within the State of Arkansas—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 20527) to 
authorize the sale and disposition of surplus or unallotted lands 
in Tripp County, in the Rosebud Indian Reservation, in the 
State of South Dakota, and making appropriation and pro- 
vision to carry the same into effect—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 20528) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at York, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 20529) providing for the 
election of two Delegates to the House of Representatives from 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A Dill (H. R. 20530) to increase to $30 


and $36 per month certain pensions granted under the act of 
June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20531) to pension all soldiers and sailors 
who served in the military or naval service of the United States 
at least ninety days in the war of the rebellion, and who were 
honorably discharged therefrom, at the rate of $12 per month, 
and also placing upon the pension roll of the United States the 
widows of such soldiers and sailors who were married prior to 
June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20532) to provide for a pension of $20 
per month for soldiers and sailors who have attained the age of 
75 years—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 20533) to create the 
office of Fourth Assistant Secretary of State—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELTI: A bill (H. R. 20534) to provide for 
the erection of a public building at Easton, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. us) for the erection 
of a public building at Amsterdam, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 20536) for the erection of a 
public building at Malone, N. Y.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 20537) to extend the 
time for payment of certain assessments in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 20538) to provide for. the 
erection of a public building at Attleboro, Mass.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20539) for the relief of Mrs. Sidonia 
Thieriot—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 20540) punishing con- 
spiracy to injure or intimidate any person in the exercise of a 
right under the Constitution or laws of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. r 

By Mr. SMYSER: A bill (H. R. 20541) to increase compensa- 
tion of rural mail carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 20542) to improve and main- 
tain certain public roads and parts thereof included within the 
limits of the national park at Gettysburg, as defined by the act 
of Congress entitled “An act to establish a national military 
park at Gettysburg, Pa.,” approved February 11, 1895, and mak- 
ing an appropriation therefor—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 20543) to amend 
an act entitled “An act for the relief of certain homestead set- 
tlers in the State of Alabama,” approved February 24, 1905—to | 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 20544) to provide for the ex- 
amination and license of all the telegraph operators engaged in 
handling block signals and telegraphic train orders affecting the 
movement of trains on all railroads engaged in interstate com- 
merce in the United States—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20545) for the relief of laborers, mechan- 
ics, and other employees of the United States Government in- 
jured and the families of those killed, without fault of their 
own, while in the discharge of their duties—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 20546) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Opelika, Ala.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20547) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Eufaula, Ala.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KEIFER: A bill (H. R. 20548) to authorize the issue 
by national banks of credit notes, and to provide for their se- 
curity and redemption; and for the deposit of surplus public 
moneys with national banks, and for interest thereon—to tbe 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 20549) to provide 
for the erection of a public building in the city of McKinney, 
Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20550) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building in the city of Bonham, Tex.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 20551) to construct a roadway 
to national cemetery at Keokuk, Iowa—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 20552) to amend section 
2, chapter 433, Thirtieth Statutes at Large, entitled “An act to 
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confirm title to lots 13 and 14, in square 959, in Washington, 
D. C.“ —to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 20553) permitting the 
erection of a dam across Coosa River, Ala., at the place selected 
for Lock No, 12 on said river—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. É 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 20554) to prohibit interstate 
buying or selling or otherwise dealing in what is known as 
futures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 20555) to authorize the con- 
struction of a light-house keepers’ dwelling at Frankfort Har- 
bor, Michigan—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 20556) to increase the 
minimum pension granted or to be granted to persons who 
served in the military or naval service of the United States 
during the late war of the rebellion—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 20557) granting a 
pension to Webster Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 20558) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mark W. Terrill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20559) granting an increase of pension to 
John Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 20560) granting a pen- 
sion to David Hoermann—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20561) granting a pension to Peter Mil- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20562) to correct the military record of 
George L. Hayne—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20563) to correct the military record of 
zeorge Becker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20564) to correct the military record of 
Henry Drees—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20565) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph V. Lacey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 20566) granting an increase 
of pension to George H. Fairbanks—to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20567) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza J. Heneghan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20568) granting an increase of pension to 

Chester R. Pitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 20569) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Scanlon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 20570) granting an increase 
of pension to Ambrose M. Phelps—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 20571) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick J. Dowland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20572) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Rounds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 20573) granting an increase 
of pension to Rosina A. Gottmanshausen—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20574) granting an honorable discharge to 
John Murtaugh—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 20575) for the relief of 
Charles Backman—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20576) granting a pension to Phoebe M. 
Gainfort—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill- (H. R. 20577) granting a pension to Mary 
Kaisted—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20578) granting an increase of pension to 
Edson B. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20579) granting an increase of pension to 
George Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20580) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Gier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20581) granting an increase of pension to 
Nettie G. Kruger—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20582) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher B. 'Terry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20583) granting an increase of pension to 
Graham Maffett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20584) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 20585) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvester Gavett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20586) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin Judson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20587) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis McMahon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20588) granting an increase of pension to 
Nicholas S. Cantine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20589) granting an increase of pension to 
Amanda Cherry—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20590) granting an increase of pension to 
Hannah O, Reynolds—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20591) granting an increase of pension to 
Plymouth Dayis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20592) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Akins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 20593) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Andrew Sherfey—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20594) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry McNeil—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20595) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Layton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20596) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Humphries—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20597) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. England—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20598) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Wofford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20599) granting a pension to Joseph A. 
Whaley—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 20600) for the relief of the heirs of 
Philip Roberts, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20601) granting a pension to Michael 
Grace—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20602) granting a pension to Esau M. 
Shelton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20603) granting a pension to George Car- 
roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20604) granting a pension to William H. 
Ilart—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20605) granting a pension to Mary E. P. 
Barr—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20606) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Quirk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 20607) granting an increase of pension to 
George Abel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20608) granting an increase of pension to 
Rena Lawson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20609) granting an increase of pension to 
Dillon Blevins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20610) granting an increase of pension to 
James N. J. Keller—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. - 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 20611) granting an inerease 
of pension to Henry H. Weirick—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20612) granting an increase of pension to 
J. W. Titus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 20613) 
granting an increase of pension to Hiram Steele—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20614) granting an increase of pension to 
James Howardson, sr.—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 20615) 
granting an in¢rease of pension to Julia T. Baldwin—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 20616) granting an increase 
of pension to Isaac Fornwalt—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20617) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac N. S. Will—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 20618) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Brinton—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 20619) granting 
a pension to Louisa Jane Bailey—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20620) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Van Wormer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20621) granting an increase of pension to 
Jane A. Compton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALE: A bil (H. R. 20622) granting a pension to 
Samuel Shoener—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 20623) granting an increase 


1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


17 


of pension to James B. O. Horbach—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 20624) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Francis O. Vandersluis—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 325) granting an increase of pension to 
Shadrack Morris—to 7 9 Committee on Invalld Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 20626) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin Whitney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20627) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Tubbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20628) granting an increase of pension to 
William Spaulding—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20629) granting an increase of pension to 
John Bowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20630) granting an increase of pension to 
Willard E. Waldron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20631) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Gould—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20632) granting a pension to Mary A. Brit- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20633) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. York—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20634) granting an increase of pension to 
George D. Spurrier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20635) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20636) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Schlappi—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20637) granting a pension to Louisa E. 
Lawrence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 20638) granting a pension to William C. 
Niles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 20639) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert Latimore—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20640) granting an increase of pension to 
John Van Order—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20641) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20642) granting an increase of pension to 
George J. Horton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20643) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Schaddle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20644) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph R. Duffield—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20645) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Shaffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20646) granting an increase of pension to 
George Jennings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20647) granting an increase of pension to 
Dominick Garvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20648) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarepta E. Welch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20649) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet M. Ritter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20650) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Irwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20651) granting an increase of pension to 
Jennie K. Noll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20652) granting an increase of pension to 
William Bessinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20653) granting an increase of pension to 
Israel Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20654) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20655) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander W. Holly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20656) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert W. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20657) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Stover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20658) granting an increase of pension to 
Simeon Bacon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20659) granting an increase of pension to 
George M. Whittier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20660) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Ehni—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20661) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20662) granting an increase of pension to 
George Tibbons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20663) granting an increase of pension to 
John Sweeds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 20664) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel M. Wakley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20665) granting an increase of pension to 
Jefferson Wykoff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20666) granting an increase of pension to 
John Shroat—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20667) granting an increase of pension to 
John Rooney—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20668) granting an increase of pension to 
William Banghart—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20669) granting an increase of pension to 
George Sobers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20670) granting an increase of pension to 
Josiah R. Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20671) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas T. Cleveland—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 20672) granting an increase of pension to 
George M. Coykendall—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20673) granting a pension to Eliza Jane 
Toles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20674) granting a pension to Anna L. Marr— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20675) granting a pension to George 
Signor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20676) granting a pension to Abram Yan 
Osten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20677) granting a pension to Jessie 
Byerly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20678) to correct the military record of 
J. W. Lyons—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20679) to correct the military record of 
Philip Koch—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20680) to correct the military record of 
George Clark—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill -(H. R. 20681) to correct the military record of. 
John C. Barrett—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20682) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against the military record of John M. Shaw—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 20683) granting 
an increase pension to James Bond—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20684) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Neal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20685) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph R. Benham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20686) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua S. Jayne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20687) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Dixon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20688) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph M. Storey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20689) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Doughty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20690) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Barkis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20691) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher ©. Gourley—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20692) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver Neff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20693) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin P. Mitchell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20694) granting an increase of pension to 
Manuel ©. James—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20695) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20696) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20697) granting an increase of pension to 
Montgomery Patton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20698) granting an increase of pension to 
Allen G. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20699) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Hutchison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20700) granting an increase of pension to 
James Branding to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20701) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20702) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas W. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20703) granting an increase of pension to 
William Arbuckle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20704) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses n the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 20705) granting añ increase of pension to 
De Witt ©: Hayes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20706) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin P. Taggart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20707) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Neff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20708) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20709) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Day—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20710) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Day—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20711) granting an increase of pension to 
Austin B. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 20712) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel W. Searles—to the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 20713) granting an increase 
of pension to Timothy Quinn—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Slons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20714) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Turley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20715) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Ballantyne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 20716) granting an increase 
of pension to Lorenzo Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 20717) granting an increase of 
pension to Adelbert E. Bleekman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 20718) granting an in- 
erease of pension to Annie B. Whitcomb—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20719) granting an increase of pension to 
James O. Price—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20720) granting an increase of pension to 
Christian Bachmann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20721) granting an increase of pension to 
James O. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20722) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis J. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20723) granting an increase of pension to 
Emil Bader—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20724) granting an increase of pension to 
Rhoda A. Hoit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 20725) granting 
a pension to Hope Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 20726) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 20727) granting an increase 
of pension to William Conwell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20728) granting an increase of pension to 
Tra D. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H R. 20729) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Lyons—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20730) granting an increase of pension to 
John Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20731) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Buchman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20732) granting an increase of pension to 
Le Roy Benson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

-Also, a bill (H. R. 20733) granting an increase of pension to 
Oscar Andrews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20734) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos Kellner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20785) granting an increase of pension to 
Berge Larsen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 20736) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William B. Rush—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20787) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Whitney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 20738) granting a pension 
to Sarah Hawkes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 20739) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas M. Rankin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20740) granting an increase of pension to 
Guthridge L. Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20741) granting an increase of pension to 
John A, Prosise—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20742) granting an increase of pension to 
Delos Odell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 20743) granting an increase of pension to 
Luvernia Newport—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20744) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Nash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20745) granting an increase of pension to 
William McLane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20746) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. McKelvey, alias Jackson Burk—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20747) granting an increase of pension to 
John Marney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 20748) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Letsinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20749) to remove the charge of desertion 
oe against Jerry Fritts—to the Committee on Military 


Also, a bill (H. R. 20750) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Samuel McKamey—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20751) to remove the charge of desertion 
Ad against Mark Seiber—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also,.a bill (H. R. 20752) to remove the charge of desertion 
el against Hugh Washam—to the Committee on Military 

airs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20753) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Elihu Wilburn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20754) for the relief of Carrick W. 
Crozier—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20755) for the relief of Jeremiah Camp- 
bell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20756) for the relief of the minor heirs of 
Elisha Darity—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20757) for the relief of James W. Holt 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20758) for the relief of Lee T. Kitts—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20759) for the relief of Mrs. Lucy My- 
natt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20760) for the relief of Joe S. Shipe— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20761) for the relief of Eli Sharp—to the 
Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20762) for the relief of Thomas J. Wear— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20763) for the relief of George Marion 
Gaut—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20764) for the relief of the estate of Dr. 
Thomas J. Coward, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20765) granting a pension to Rachel M. 
MeNeilly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20766) granting a pension to Helen 
Grant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20767) granting a pension to Henry Dil- 
lard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20768) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Warner—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20769) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis M. Wester—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20770) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. S. Messer—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20771) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Lawson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20772) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Kidd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20773) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin H. Keith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20774) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20775) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20776) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20777) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Hughett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20778) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Henry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20779) granting an increase of pension to 
Spencer H. Henry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20780) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20781) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Gentry—to the Committee on Inyalid 1 ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20782) granting an increase of pension to 
John Garrett—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 20783) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Freeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20784) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrena M. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20785) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Edington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20786) granting an increase of pension to 


John W. Davis—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20787) granting an increase of pension to 
Joel Dotson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20788) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Dayis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20789) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Crowder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20790) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Crudgington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20791) granting, an increase of pension to 
Stephen Cobb, alias Boyd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20792) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen Banks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20793) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Bales—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20794) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas C. Blevins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20795) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20796) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Bright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20797) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles S. Ashton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20798) granting an increase of pension to 
James Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20799) granting an increase of pension to 
John O. Warwick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20800) granting an increase of pension to 
James Vandergriff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20801) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20802) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel M. Thompson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20803) granting a pension to Rachel Ty- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20804) granting a pension to Jane Turner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20805) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Tullock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20806) granting an increase of pension to 
Isadore L. Terry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20807) granting an increase of pension to 
Leyi Summay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20808) granting an increase of pension to 
David C. Sparks—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20809) granting an increase of pension to 
Christian Shores—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20810) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20811) granting an increase of pension to 
Malinda C. Summers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20812) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy Sexton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20813) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Simmons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20814) granting a pension to Martha J. 
Stout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20815) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph M. Squibb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20816) granting an increase of pension to 
Thurman H. Rodeheaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20817) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse J. Riggs—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20818) granting a pension to Nancy A. 
Robbs—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20819) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph J. Ricketts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20820) granting a pension to Annie Rose- 
boro—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 20821) granting an increase 
of pension to John L. Newman—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20822) granting an increase of pension to 
Milton L. Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20823) granting an increase of pension to 
William II. Webb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 20824) for the relief of the 
heirs of A. S. Gray, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20825) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam L. Hollis, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20826) for the relief of John S. Lupton— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 20827) granting a pension 
to Washington M. Knight—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20828) granting a pension to Jeremiah 
Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20829) granting an increase of pension to 
David M. Watkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20830) granting an increase of pension to 
J. S. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20831) granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Dunlap—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20832) to remove the charge of desertion 
from John H. Jaques—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20833) to remove the charge of desertion 
from William Hines—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 20834) granting 
an increase of pension to Franklin Comsteck—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 20835) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael O’Donnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20836) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna De Forest—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20837) granting an increase of pension to 
William Carter Westerfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20838) granting a pension to Andrew Ter- 
hune—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20839) granting a pension to Ellen M. Kil- 
bourn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20840) granting a pension to Thomas M. 
Lord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20841) granting a pension to Julia E. 
Haddy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20842) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Joyce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20843) granting an increase of pension to 
Ezra M. Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 20844) granting an increase of 
pension to Milton Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 20845) granting a pension to 
Margaret Tayes, née Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20846) granting a pension to Christiana B. 
Offer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20847) granting a pension to John A. Pol- 
lard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20848) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20849) for the relief of Laura“ S. Gilling- 
waters—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 20850) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert Lawrence—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFBAN: A bill (H. R. 20851) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Hamme—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20852) granting an increase of pension to 
J. T. Tate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 20853) granting an increase 
of pension to Alois Gfroehrer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20854) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Walsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20855) granting an increase of pension to 
George Hierl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20856) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine A. Greene—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20857) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Conklin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20858) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20859) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20860) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles T. Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20861) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Weigert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 20862) granting an increase of pension to 
August Weber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20863) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Bird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 20864) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Theodore Smith—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bil! (H. R. 20865) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 20866) granting a 
pension to Kate C. Simkins—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 20867) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles E. Andrews—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20868) granting an increase of pension to 
George Arnold—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20869) granting an increase of pension to 
Ebenezer L. Briggs—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 20870) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20871) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles D. Copeland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill- (II. R. 20872) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry L. Cushing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20873) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter M. Leavitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20874) granting a pension to Orianna 
Dyer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20875) granting a pension to Ellen Faulk- 
ner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20876) granting a pension to Abby C. 
Goebell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 20877) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Moses W. Bobbins—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20878) granting a pension to John N. 
Bayles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINNBY: A Dill (II. R. 20879) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John A. Morrow—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20880) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20881) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. Martha J. Weaverling—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 20882) granting an increase of pension to 

Luther W. Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 20883) granting a pension to 
Lawrence Schaefer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20884) granting an increase of pension to 
Rose Goldie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20885) to correct the naval record of 
Ezekiel Downey—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20886) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 20887) granting an increase 
of pension to Emma Walters—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20888) for the allowance of certain claims 
for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under 
the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and com- 
monly known as the “ Bowman Act,” and to provide for the pay- 
ment of French spoliation claims recommended by the Court 
of Claims, under the provisions of the acts approved January 20, 
1885, and March’ 3, 1891, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 20889) granting a pen- 
sion to Julia A. F. Bassett—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20890) granting an increase of pension to 
Lafayette Doughty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 20891) granting an increase 
of pension to Hugh Blair—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 20892) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Corby—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20893) to remove the charge of desertion 
from ‘the record of Thomas Coughlin—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20894) for the relief of the heirs of 
Burgess Hammond, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20895) to remoye certain disabilities in 
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airs. i 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 20896) granting an increase 
of pension to James F, Henninger—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 20897) granting a pension to Lucy A. 
Fagan—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIORDAN: A bill (H. R. 20898) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William McBride—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20899) granting an increase of pension to 
C. W. Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20900) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis McCoy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20901) granting an increase of pension to 
Denis O’Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20902) granting an increase of pension to 
David S. Rickhow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20903) granting an increase of pension to 
David M. Kittle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20904) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles L. Jahne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

- Also, a bill (H. R. 20905) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Steyens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20906) granting an increase of pension to 
James Doody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20907) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry J. Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20908) granting an increase of pension to 
John Mulligan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20909) granting an increase of pension to 
James Lyons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20910) granting an increase of pension to 
James Horan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20911) granting a pension to Edward Cop- 
pers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20912) granting a pension to Lucien H. 
Mussot—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20913) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20914) granting a pension to Henrietta 
Sherman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20015) granting a pension to George A. 
Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20916) granting a pension to Michael H. 
Dunn—to the Committee on. Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20917) granting a pension to Ferdenand 
Spies—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20918) granting a pension to Nicodemo De 
Salle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20019) for the relief of James Welch--to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20920) for the relief of Thomas Crowley— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20021) for the relief of Charles Uerkvitz— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.. R. 20922) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Washington E. Hall, alias John 
Duffy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20923) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John J. Waterkeyn—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20924) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Thomas F. Adams—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20925) to place David Robertson, sergeant, 
first class, Hospital Corps, on the retired list of the United 
States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 20926) to correct the military record of 
James A. Lessey, alias Lasey or Lacy—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. : 

By Mr. RIVES: A bill (H. R. 20927) granting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin F. Burch—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20928) granting an increase of pension to 
Ruben A. George—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: A bill (H. R. 20929) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas D. King—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20930) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Ronge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 20931) granting an increase 
of pension to John N. Shear—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
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By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 20932) granting an 
increase of pension to John A. Shultz—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20933) granting an increase of pension to 
William White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20934) granting an increase of pension to 
David H. Mead—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20935) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver C. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20936) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph T. Lokey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20987) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses Hays—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20938) granting an increase of pension to 
R. H. Groves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20939) granting an increase of pension to 
W. T. Fowler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20940) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah Foster—to'the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20941) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Dickey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20942) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Carlton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20943) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Clayton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20944) granting an increase of pension to 
George D. Bateman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20945) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20946) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas F. Alexander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20947) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20948) granting an increase of pension to 
Kate G. Andrews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 20949) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Walter Eckel—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20950) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel W. Conger—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20951) granting an increase of pension to 
James V. Brough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 20952) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John W. Howe—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20953) granting an increase of pension to 
James D. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20954) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry McDeyitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

. Also, a bill (H. R. 20955) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward L. Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20956) granting an increase of pension to 
James Kenney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20957) granting an increase of pension to 
William Chagnon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20958) granting an increase of pension to 
Darius E. Garland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20959) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Dickey—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20960) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah M. Bickford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20961) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Fogg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20962) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin H. Bailey—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20963) granting an increase of pension to 
Rianzo M. Norton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 20964) granting an 
increase of pension to John Fox—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 20965) granting an increase 
of pension to Harvey Sine—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20966) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20967) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel W. Hines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 20968) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Waitman T. Mathers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20969) grantifig an increase of pension to 
Zachary T. Lyons—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20970) granting an increase of pension to 
Edgar Weayver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 20971) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo T. Morriston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 20972) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Rothrock—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20973) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Lufft—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Adolphus J. Lustig, for re- 
vival of a patent on process of casting compound metal ingots— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the Trans-Mississippi Congress, at Kansas 
City assembled, favoring improvement of rivers and harbors 
and relating to various other subjects concerning external and 
internal affairs of the United States—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of employees of the Great Lakes Engineering 
Works, of Detroit, Mich., for the merchant-marine shipping 
bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Lodge No. 615, Railway Locomotive Firemen, 
of Richmond, Va., and other labor organizations, for passage of 
the Merchant Marine Commission shipping bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the New York Woman's Suffrage Association, 
for submission of an amendment to the Constitution permitting 
woman suffrage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Lodge No. 296, International 
Association of Machinists, of New Brighton, Pa., for passage of 
the shipping bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, 

Also, petition of citizens of Washington, Pa., against abuses 
in the Kongo Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Peter Green—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BEDE: Papers to accompany bills for relief of George 
H. Fairbanks, Eliza J. Henegan, Chester R. Pitt, and Michael 
Scanlan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BISHOP: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Am- 
brose M. Phelps—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Samuel 
Shoener—to the Committee oa Invalid Pensions. x 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Lodge No. 131, Journeymen 
Tailors’ Union, for passage of the merchant marine bill—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
George W. Harris and William H. Hayes—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Alice W. 
Blackman—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Berge Larsen, Amos Kellner, Oscar Andrews, Peter Buchanan, 

John Carpenter, Benjamin Lyon, Ira D. Hill, and William Con- 
well—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: Paper to accompany Dill 
for relief of William G. Whitney—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Resolution of Lodge No. 161, Inter- 
national Brotherhood of Blacksmiths and Helpers, of Fort 
Scott, Kans., and Lodge No. 68, of International Upholsterers’ 
Union, of Xansas City, Mo., for the ship-subsidy bill—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Papers to accompany bills for 
relief of Thomas M. Lord, William Carter, Amos W. Kilbourn, 
Andrew Terhune, Henry Joyce, Ezra M. Young, Julia Haddy, 
Franklin Comstock, Michael O'Donnell, and Anna De Forest 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Rippowam Grange, Long Ridge, Conn., 
against free distribution of seeds—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of mayor and common council 
of Superior, Wis., for a system of postal savings banks—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Rob- 
ert Lawrence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the American Musical Copy- 
right League, against the pending copyright bill relative to 
patents on mechanical reproduction of music—to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Papers to accompany bills for relief 
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of William A. Bates and Theodore Smith to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. MAHON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Emma Walters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIVES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ruben 
A. George—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Knoxboro (N. X.) Grange, 
against the distribution of free seeds—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 8 

Also, petition of the Plasterers’ Union of Ilion, N. X., for 
passage of the shipping bill—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Mary A. Clark 
and John N. Shear—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Turspay, December 4, 1906. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. EDWARD E. HALE. 

Levi ANKENY, a Senator from the State of Washington; 
James P. CLARKE, a Senator from the State of Arkansas; 
ALFRED B, KITTREDGE, a Senator from the State of South 
Dakota; Rogert M. LA FoLLETTE, a Senator from the State of 
Wisconsin; FURNIFOLD M. Sramons, a Senator from the State of 
North Carolina, and WILLIAM. P. WHYTE, a Senator from the 
State of Maryland, appeared in their seats to-day. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


WILLIAM J. BRowNING, the Chief Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, appeared and delivered the following message: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the House of Representatives 
to inform the Senate that a quorum of the House of Representa- 
tives has assembled, and that the House is ready to proceed to 
business. 

Also, that a committee of three has been appointed by the 
Speaker on the part of the House of Representatives to join the 
committee appointed on the part of the Senate to wait on the 
President of the United States and to notify him that a quorum 
of each of the two Houses has assembled and that Congress is 
ready to receive any communication he may be pleased to make, 
and that Mr. PAYNE of New York, Mr. Bovuretx of Illinois, and 
Mr. Wit11aMs of Mississippi have been appointed such commit- 
tee on the part of the House. 

The message also communicated to the Senate the intelligence 
of the death of Hon. Roserr R. Hirr, late a Representative from 
the State of Illinois; of Hon. Joun H. KETCHAM, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of New York; of Hon. H. C. ADAMS, 
late a Representative from the State of Wisconsin, and of Hon. 
Rockwoop Hoax, late a Representative from the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, and transmitted resolutions of the House thereon. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. Hare and Mr. Perrus, the committee appointed to wait 
upon the President of the United States, appeared; and 

Mr. HALE said: Mr. President, the committee of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives have visited the President 
and informed him of the organization of Congress, and that it 
is ready to proceed to public business, upon which the President 
said that he would forthwith send a message in writing to 
Congress. 

PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


Mr. M. C. Larra, one of the secretaries of.the President of 
the United States, appeared and said: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the President of the United 
States to deliver to the Senate a message in writing. 

The message was received from the secretary and handed to 
the Vice-President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the annual message of the President of the United States, which 
the Secretary will read. 

The Secretary read the message as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


As a nation we still continue to enjoy a literally unprecedented 
prosperity ; and it is probable that only reckless speculation and 
disregard of legitimate business methods on the part of the busi- 
ness world can materially mar this prosperity. 

No Congress in our time has done more good work of impor- 
tance than the present Congress. There were several matters 
left unfinished at your last session, however, which I most ear- 
nestly hope you will complete before your adjournment. 
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CORPORATION CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS. 

I again recommend a law prohibiting all corporations from 
contributing to the campaign expenses of any party. Such a 
bill has already passed one House of Congress. Let individuals 
contribute as they desire; but let us prohibit in effective fashion 
all corporations from making contributions for any political 
purpose, directly or indirectly. f 

GOVERNMENT’S RIGHT OF APPEAL IN CRIMINAL CASES. 

Another bill which has just passed one House of the Congress 
and which it is urgently necessary should be enacted into law 
is that conferring upon the Government the right of appeal in 
criminal eases on questions of law. This right exists in many 
of the States; it exists in the District of Columbia by act of the 
Congress. It is of course not proposed that in any case a verdict 
for the defendant on the merits should be set aside. Recently 
in one district where the Government had indicted certain per- 
sons for conspiracy in connection with rebates, the court sus- 
tained the defendant's demurrer; while in another jurisdiction 
an indictment for conspiracy to obtain rebates has been sus- 
tained by the court, convictions obtained under it, and two de- 
fendants sentenced to imprisonment. The two cases referred 
to may not be in real conflict with each other, but it is unfor- 
tunate that there should even be an apparent conflict. At pres- 
ent there is no way by which the Government can cause such a 
conflict, when it occurs, to be solved by an appeal to a higher 
court; and the wheels of justice are blocked without any real 
decision of the question. I can not too strongly urge the pas- 
sage of the bill in question. A failure to pass it will result in 
seriously hampering the Government in its effort to obtain jus- 
tice, especially against wealthy individuals or corporations who 
do wrong; and may also prevent the Government from obtaining 
justice for wageworkers who are not themselves able effectively 
to contest a case where the judgment of an inferior court has 
been against them. I have specifically in view a recent deci- 
sion by a district judge leaving railway employees without rem- 
edy for violation of a certain so-called labor statute. It seems 
an absurdity to permit a single district judge, against what may 
be the judgment of the immense majority of his colleagues on 
the bench, to declare a law solemnly enacted by the Congress to 
be “ unconstitutional,” and then to deny to the Government the 
right to have the Supreme Court definitely decide the question. 

It is well to recollect that the real efficiency of the law often 
depends not upon the passage of acts as to which there is great 
public excitement, but upon the passage of acts of this nature 
as to which there is not much public excitement, because there 
is little public understanding of their importance, while the in- 
terested parties are keenly alive to the desirability of defeating 
them. The importance of enacting into law the particular 
bill in question is further increased by the fact that the Gov- 
ernment has now definitely begun a policy of resorting to the 
criminal law in those trust and interstate commerce cases 
where such a course offers a reasonable chance of success. At 
first, as was proper, every effort was made to enforce these 
laws by civil proceedings; but it has become increasingly evi- 
dent that the action of the Government in finally deciding, in 
certain cases, to undertake criminal proceedings was justifi- 
able; and though there have been some conspicuous failures in 
these cases, we have had many successes, which haye undoubt- 
edly had a deterrent effect upon evil-doers, whether the penalty 
inflicted was in the shape of fine or imprisonment—and pen- 
alties of both kinds have already been inflicted by the courts. 
Of course, where the judge can see his way to inflict the pen- 
alty of imprisonment the deterrent effect of the punishment on 
other offenders is increased; but sufficiently heavy fines ac- 
complish much. Judge Holt, of the New York district court, 
in a recent decision admirably stated the need for treating with 
just severity offenders of this kind. His opinion runs in part 
as follows: 

“The Government’s evidence to establish the defendant's 
guilt was clear, conclusive, and undisputed. The case was a 
flagrant one. The transactions which took place under this 
illegal contract were very large; the amounts of rebates re- 
turned were considerable; and the amount of the rebate itself 
was large, amounting to more than one-fifth of the entire tariff 
charge for the transportation of merchandise from this city to 
Detroit. It is not too much to say, in my opinion, that if this 
business was carried on for a considerable time on that basis— 
that is, if this discrimination in favor of this particular ship- 
per was made with an 18 instead of a 23 cent rate and the tariff 
rate was maintained as against their competitors—the result 
might be and not improbably would be that their competitors 
would be driven out of business. This crime is one which in 
its nature is deliberate and premeditated. I think over a fort- 
night elapsed between the date of Palmer's letter requesting 
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the reduced rate and the answer of the railroad company de- 
ciding to grant it, and then for months afterwards this business 
was carried on and these claims for rebates submitted month 
after month and checks in payment of them drawn month after 
month. Such a violation of the law, in my opinion, in its essen- 
tial nature, is a very much more heinous act than the ordinary, 
commen, vulgar crimes which come before criminal courts 
constantly for punishment and which arise from sudden pas- 
sion or temptation. This crime in this case was committed 
by men of education and of large business experience, whose 
standing in the community was such that they might have 
been expected to set an example of obedience to law, upon the 
maintenance of which alone in this country the security of 
their property depends. It was committed on behalf of a great 
railroad corporation, which, like other railroad corporations, 
has received gratuitously from the State large and valuable 
privileges for the public’s convenience and its own, which per- 
forms quasi public functions and which is charged with the 
highest obligation in the transaction of its business to treat 
the citizens of this country alike, and not to carry on its busi- 
ness with unjust discriminations between different citizens or 
different classes of citizens. This crime in its nature is one 
usually done with secrecy, and proof of which it is very dif- 
ficult to obtain. The interstate commerce act was past in 1887, 
nearly twenty years ago. Ever since that time complaints 
of the granting of rebates by railroads has been common, 
urgent, and insistent, and although the Congress has repeatedly 
passed legislation endeavoring to put a stop to this evil, the dif- 
ficulty of obtaining proof upon which to bring prosecution in 
these cases is so great that this is the first case that has ever 
been brought in this court, and, as I am informed, this case 
and one recently brought in Philadelphia are the only cases 
that have ever been brought in the eastern part of this coun- 
try. In fact, but few cases of this kind have ever been brought 
in this country, East or West. Now, under these circum- 
stances, I am forced to the conclusion, in a case in which the 
proof is so clear and the facts are so flagrant, it is the duty 
of the court to fix a penalty which shall in some degree be 
commensurate with the gravity of the offense. As between the 
two defendants, in my opinion, the principal penalty should be 
imposed on the corporation. The traffic manager in this case, 
presumably, acted without any advantage to himself and with- 
out any interest in the transaction, either by the direct author- 
ity or in accordance with what he understood to be the policy 
or the wishes of his employer. 

“The sentence of this court in this case is, that the defend- 
ant Pomeroy, for each of the six offenses upon which he has 
been convicted, be fined the sum of $1,000, making six fines, 
amounting in all to the sum of $6,000; and the defendant, The 
New York Central and Hudson River Railroad Company, for 
each of the six crimes of which it has been convicted, be fined 
the sum of $18,000, making six fines amounting in the aggre- 
gate to the sum of $108,000, and judgment to that effect will be 
entered in this case.” 

SETTING ASIDE OF JUDGMENTS AND GRANTING OF NEW TRIALS. 

In connection with this matter, I would like to call attention 
to the very unsatisfactory ‘state of our criminal Jaw, resulting 
in large part from the habit of setting aside the judgments of 
inferior courts on technicalities absolutely unconnected with 
the merits of the case, and where there is no attempt to show 
that there has been any failure of substantial justice. It 
would be well to enact a law providing something to the effect 
that: 

No judgment shall be set aside or new trial granted in any 
cause, civil or criminal, on the ground of misdirection of the 
jury or the improper admission or rejection of evidence, or for 
error as to any matter of pleading or procedure unless, in the 
opinion of the court to which the application is made, after an 
examination of the entire cause, it shall affirmatively appear 
that the error complained of has resulted in a miscarriage of 
justice. 

INJUNCTIONS. 

In my last message I suggested the enactment of a law in 
connection with the issuance of injunctions, attention having 
been sharply drawn to the matter by the demand that the right 
of applying injunctions in labor cases should be wholly abol- 
ished. It is at least doubtful whether a law abolishing alto- 
gether the use of injunctions in such cases would stand the 
test of the courts; in which case of course the legislation would 
be ineffective. Moreover, I believe it would be wrong alto- 
gether to prohibit the use of injunctions. It is criminal to per- 
mit sympathy for criminals to weaken our hands in upholding 
the law; and if men seek to destroy life or property by mob 
violence there should be no impairment of the power of the 
courts to deal with them in the most summary and effective 
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way possible. But so far as possible the abuse of the power 
should be provided against by some such law as L advocated 
last year. 

In this matter of injunctions there is lodged in the hands of the 
judiciary a necessary power which is nevertheless subject to the 
possibility of grave abuse. It is a power that should be exer- 
cised with extreme care and should be subject to the jealous 
scrutiny of all men, and condemnation should be meted out.as 
much to the judge who fails to use it boldly when necessary as 
to the judge who uses it wantonly or oppressively. Of course a 
judge strong enough to be fit for his office will enjoin any resort 
to violence or intimidation, especially by conspiracy, no matter 
what his opinion may be of the rights of the original quarrel. 
There must be no hesitation in dealing with disorder. But 
there must likewise be no such abuse of the injunctive power as 
is implied in forbidding laboring men to strive for their own bet- 
terment in peaceful and lawful ways; nor must the injunction 
be used merely to aid some big corporation in carrying out 
schemes for its own sggrandizement. It must be remembered 
that a preliminary injunction in a labor case, if granted without 
adequate proof (eyen when authority can be found to support 
the conclusions of law on which it is founded), may often settle 
the dispute between the parties; and therefore if improperly 
granted may do irreparable wrong. Yet there are many judges 
who assume a matter-of-course granting of a preliminary injunc- 
tion to be the ordinary and proper judicial disposition of such 
cases; and there haye undoubtedly been flagrant wrongs com- 
mitted by judges in connection with labor disputes eyen within 
the last few years, although I think much less often than in 
former years. Such judges by their unwise action immensely 
strengthen the hands of those who are striving entirely to do 
away with the power of injunction; and therefore such ¢are- 
less use of the injunctive process tends to threaten its very exis- 
tence, for if the American people ever become convinced that 
this process is habitually abused, whether in matters affecting 
labor or in matters affecting corporations, it will be well-nigh 
impossible to prevent its abolition. 

It may be the highest duty of a judge at any given moment to 
disregard, not merely the wishes of individuals of great politi- 
cal or financial power, but the overwhelming tide of public sen- 
timent; and the judge who does thus disregard public sentiment 
when it is wrong, who brushes aside the plea of any special in- 
terest when the pleading is not founded on righteousness, per- 
forms the highest service to the country. Such a judge is de- 
„serving of all honor; and all honor can not be paid to this wise 
and fearless judge if we permit the growth of an absurd con- 
vention which would forbid any criticism of the judge of an- 
other type, who shows himself timid in the presence of arrogant 
disorder, or who on insufficient grounds grants an injunction that 
does grave injustice, or who in his capacity as a construer, and 
therefore in part a maker, of the law, in flagrant ‘fashion 
thwarts the cause of decent goyernment, The judge has a 
power over which no review can be exercised; he himself sits 
in review upon the acts of both the executive and legislative 
branches of the Government; save in the most extraordinary 
cases he is amenable only at the bar of public opinion; and it is 
unwise to maintain that public opinion in reference to a man 
with such power shall neither be expressed nor led. 

The best judges have ever been foremost to disclaim any im- 
munity from criticism. This has been true since the days of 
the great English Lord Chancellor Parker, who said: “ Let all 
people be at liberty to know what I found my judgment upon; 
that, so when I have given it in any cause, others may be at 
liberty to judge of me.” The proprieties of the case were set 
forth with singular clearness and good temper by Judge W. H. 
Taft, when a United States circuit judge, eleven years ago, in 
1895: 

“The opportunity freely and publicly to criticize judicial 
action is of vastly more importance to the body politic than the 
immunity of courts and judges from unjust aspersions and 
attack. Nothing tends more to render judges careful in their 
decisions and anxiously solicitous to do exact justice than the 
consciousness that every act of theirs is to be subjected to the 
intelligent scrutiny and candid criticism of their fellow-men. 
Such criticism is beneficial in proportion as it is fair, dispassionate, 
discriminating, and based on a knowledge of sound legal princi- 
ples. The comments made by learned text writers and by the 
acute editors of the various law reviews upon judicial decisions 
are therefore highly useful. Such critics constitute more or less 
impartial tribunals of professional opinion before which each 
judgment is made to stand or fall on its merits, and thus exert 
a strong influence to secure uniformity of decision. But. non- 
professional criticism also is by no means without its uses, even 
if accompanied, as it often is, by a direct attack upon the judicial 
fairness and motives of the occupants of the ‘bench; for if the 
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law is but the essence of common sense, the protest of many 
average men may evidence a defect in a judicial conclusion, 
though based on the nicest legal reasoning and profoundest 
learning. The two important elements of moral character in a 
judge are an earnest desire to reach a just conclusion and 
courage to enforce it. In so far as fear of public comment does 
not affect the courage of a judge, but only spurs him on to 
search his conscience and to reach the result which approves 
itself to his inmost heart, such comment serves a useful purpose. 
There are few men, whether they are judges for life or for a 
shorter term, who do not prefer to earn and hold the respect of 
all, and who can not be reached and made to pause and de- 
liberate by hostile public criticism. In the case of judges hav- 
ing a life tenure, indeed, their very independence makes the 
right freely to comment on their decisions of greater impor- 
tance, because it is the only practical and available instrument 
in the hands of a free people to keep such judges alive to the 
reasonable demands of those they serve. 

“On the other hand, the danger of destroying the proper in- 
fluence of judicial decisions by creating unfounded prejudices 
against the courts justifies and requires that unjust attacks 
shall be met and answered. Courts must ultimately rest their 
defense upon the inherent strength of the opinions they de- 
liver as the ground for their conclusions and must trust to the 
calm and deliberate judgment of all the people as their best 
vindication.” 

There is one consideration which should be taken into account 
by the good people who carry a sound proposition to an excess in 
objecting to any criticism of a judge's decision. The instinct of 
the American people as a whole is sound in this matter. They 
will not subscribe to the doctrine that any public servant is to be 
abave all criticism. If the best citizens, those most competent 
to express their judgment in such matters, and above all those 
belonging to the great and honorable profession of the bar, so 
profoundly influential in American life, take the position that 
there shall be no criticism of a judge under any circumstances, 
their view will not be accepted by the American people as a 
whole. In such event the people will turn to, and tend to accept 
as justifiable, the intemperate and improper criticism uttered by 
unworthy agitators. Surely it is a misfortune to leave to such 
crities a function, right in itself, which they are certain to abuse. 
Just and temperate criticism, when necessary, is a safeguard 
against the acceptance by the people as a whole of that intem- 
perate antagonism toward the judiciary which must be com- 
bated by every right-thinking man, and which, if it became wide- 
spread among the people at large, would constitute a dire menacé 
to the Republic. 

LYNCHING. 8 

In connection with the delays of the law, I call your attention 
and the attention of the Nation to the prevalence of crime 
among us, and above all to the epidemic of lynching and mob 
viclence that springs up, now in one part of our country, now 
in another. Each section, North, South, East, or West, has its 
own faults; no section can with wisdom spend its time jeering 
at the faults of another section; it should be busy trying to 
amend its own shortcomings. To deal with the crime of cor- 
ruption it is necessary to have an awakened public conscience, 
and to supplement this by whatever legislation will add speed 
and certainty in the execution of the law. When we deal with 
lynching even more is necessary. A great many white men are 
lynched, but the crime is peculiarly frequent in respect to black 
men. The greatest existing cause of lynching is the perpetra- 
tion, especially by black men, of the hideous crime of rape—the 
most abominable in all the category of crimes, eyen worse than 
murder. Mobs frequently avenge the commission of this crime 
by themselves torturing to death the man committing it; thus 
avenging in bestial fashion a bestial deed, and reducing them- 
selves to a level with the criminal. 

Lawlessness grows by what it feeds upon; and when mobs 
begin to lynch for rape they speedily extend the sphere of 
their operations and lynch for many other kinds of crimes, so 
that two-thirds of the lynchings are not for rape at all; while 
a considerable proportion of the individuals lynched are in- 
nocent of all crime. Governor Candler, of Georgia, stated on 
one occasion some years ago: “I can say of a verity that I 
have, within the last month, saved the lives of half a dozen 
innocent negroes who were pursued by the mob, and brought 
them to trial in a court of law in which they were acquitted.” 
As Bishop Galloway, of Mississippi, has finely said: “ When 
the rule of a mob obtains, that which distinguishes a high civ- 
ilization is surrendered. The mob which lynches a negro 
charged with rape will in a little while lynch a white man sus- 
pected of crime. Every Christian patriot in America needs to 
lift up his voice in loud and eternal protest against the mob 
spirit that is "threatening. the integrity of this Republic.” 


Governor Jelks, of Alabama, has recently spoken as follows: 
“The lynching of any person for whatever crime is inexcus- 
able anywhere—it is a defiance of orderly government; but 
the killing of innocent people under any provocation is infi- 
nitely more horrible; and yet innocent people are likely to die 
when a mob's terrible lust is once aroused. The lesson is this: 
No good citizen can afford to countenance a defiance of the 
statutes, no matter what the provocation. The innocent fre- 
quently suffer, and, it is my observation, more usually suffer 
than the guilty. The white people of the South indict the 
whole colored race on the ground that even the better elements 
lend no assistance whatever in ferreting out criminals of their 
own color. The respectable colored people must learn not to 
harbor their criminals, but to assist the officers in bringing 
them to justice. This is the larger crime, and it provokes 
such atrocious offenses as the one at Atlanta. The two races 
can never get on until there is an understanding on the part of 
both to make common cause with the law-abiding against crim- 
inals of any color.” 

Moreover, where any crime committed by a member of one 
race against a member of another race is avenged in such 
fashion that it seems as if not the individual criminal, but the 
whole race, is attacked, the result is to exasperate to the high- 
est degree race feeling. There is but one safe rule in dealing 
with black men as with white men; it is the same rule 
that must be applied in dealing with rich men and poor men; 
that is, to treat each man, whatever his color, his creed, or his 
social position, with even-handed justice on his real worth as 
a man. White people owe it quite as much to themselves as 
to the colored race to treat well the colored man who shows by 
his life that he deserves such treatment; for it is surely the 
highest wisdom to encourage in the colored race all those in- 
dividuals who are honest, industrious, law-abiding, and who 
therefore make good and safe neighbors and citizens. Reward 
or punish the individual on his merits as an individual. Evil 
will surely come in the end to both races if we substitute for 
this just rule the habit of treating all the members of the race, 
good and bad, alike. There is no question of “social equal- 
ity or “negro domination“ involved; only the question of re- 
lentlessly punishing bad men, and of securing to the good man 
the right to his life, his liberty, and the pursuit of his happi- 
ness as his own qualities of heart, head, and hand enable him 
to achieve it. 

Every colored man should realize that the worst enemy of 
his race is the negro criminal, and aboye all the negro criminal 
who commits the dreadful crime of rape; and it should be felt 
as in the highest degree an offense against the whole country, and 
against the colored race in particular, for a colored man to fail 
to help the officers of the law in hunting down with all possible 
earnestness and zeal every such infamous offender. Moreover, 
in my judgment, the crime of rape should always be punished 
with deatli, as is the case with murder; assault with intent to 
commit rape should be made a capital crime, at least in the dis- 
cretion of the court; and provision should be made by which 
the punishment may follow immediately upon the heels of the 
offense; while the trial should be so conducted that the victim 
need not be wantonly shamed while giving testimony, and that 
the least possible publicity shall be given to the details.. 

The members of the white race on the other hand should un- 
derstand that every lynching represents by just so much a loos- 
ening of the bands of civilization; that the spirit of lynching 
inevitably throws into prominence in the community all the foul 
and evil creatures who dwell therein. No man can take part 
in the torture of a human being without having his own moral 
nature permapently lowered. Every lynching means just so 
much moral deterioration in all the children who have any 
knowledge of it, and therefore just so much additional trouble 
for the next generation of Americans. ; 

Let justice be both sure and swift; but let it be justice under 
the law, and not the wild and crooked savagery of a mob. 

There is another matter which has a direct bearing upon this 
matter of lynching and of the brutal crime which sometimes 
calls it forth and at other times merely furnishes the excuse 
for its existence. It is out of the question for our people as a 
whole permanently to rise by treading down any of their own 
number. Even those who themselyes for the moment profit by 
such maltreatment of their fellows will in the long run also 
suffer. No more shortsighted policy can be imagined than, in 
the fancied interest of one class, to preyent the education of 
another class. The free public school, the chance for each boy 
or girl to get a good elementary education, lies at the founda- 
tion of our whole political situation. In every community the 
poorest citizens, those who need the schools most, would be 
deprived of them if they only received school facilities propor- 
ti aed to the taxes they paid. This is as true of one portion 
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of our country as of another. It is as true for the negro as for 
the white man. The white man, if he is wise, will decline to 
allow the negroes in a mass to grow to manhood and woman- 
hood without education. Unquestionably education such as is 
obtained in our public schools does not do everything toward 
making a man a good citizen; but it does much. The lowest 
and most brutal criminals, those for instance who commit the 
crime of rape, are in the great majority men who have had 
either no education or very little; just as they are almost in- 
variably men who own no property; for the man who puts 
money by out of his earnings, like the man who acquires educa- 
tion, is usually lifted above mere brutal criminality. Of course 
the best type of education for the colored man, taken as a 
whole, is such education as is conferred in schools like Hampton 
and Tuskegee; where the boys and girls, the young men and 
young women, are trained industrially as well as in the ordi- 
nary public school ‘branches. The graduates of these schools 
turn out well in the great majority of cases, and hardly any of 
them become criminals, while what little criminality there is 
never takes the form of that brutal violence which invites 
lynch law. Every graduate of these schools—and for the 
matter of that every other colored man or woman—who leads 
a life so useful and honorable as to win the good will and 
respect of those whites whose neighbor he or she is, thereby 
helps the whole colored race as it can be helped in no other 
way; for next to the negro himself, the man who can do 
most to help the negro is his white neighbor who lives near 
him; and our steady effort should be to better the relations 
between the two. Great though the benefit of these schools has 
been to their colored pupils and to the colored people, it may 
well be questioned whether the benefit has not been at least as 
great to the white people among whom these colored pupils 
live after they graduate. 

Be it remembered, furthermore, that the individuals who, 
whether from folly, from evil temper, from greed for office, or 
in a spirit of mere base demagogy, indulge in the inflammatory 
and incendiary speeches and writings which tend to arouse mobs 
and to bring about lynching, not only thus excite the mob, but 
also tend by what criminologists call “ suggestion,” greatly to 
increase the likelihood of a repetition of the very crime against 
which they are inyeighing. When the mob is composed of the 
people of one race and the man lynched is of another race, the 
men who in their speeches and writings either excite or justify 
the action tend, of course, to excite a bitter race feeling and to 
cause the people of the opposite race to lose sight of the abomi- 
nable act of the criminal himself; and in addition, by the promi- 
nence they give to the hideous deed they undoubtedly tend to 
excite in other brutal and depraved natures thoughts of com- 
mitting it. Swift, relentless, and orderly punishment under the 
law is the only way by which criminality of this type can per- 
manently be suppressed. 

CAPITAL AND LABOR. 

In dealing with both labor and capital, with the questions af- 
fecting both corporations and trades unions, there is one matter 
more important to remember than aught else, and that is the 
infinite harm done by preachers of mere discontent. These 
are the men who seek to excite a violent class hatred against 
all men of wealth. They seek to turn wise and proper moye- 
ments for the better control of corporations and for doing away 
with the abuses connected with wealth, into a campaign of 
hysterical excitement and falsehood in which the aim is to in- 
flame to madness the brutal passions of mankind. The sinister 
demagogues and foolish visionaries who are always eager to un- 
dertake such a campaign of destruction sometimes seek to as- 
sociate themselyes with those working for a genuine reform 
in governmental and social methods, and sometimes masquer- 
ade as such reformers. In reality they are the worst enemies 
of the cause they profess to advocate, just as the purveyors of 
sensational slander in newspaper or magazine are the worst 
enemies of all men who are engaged in an honest effort to 
better what is bad in our social and governmental conditions. 
To preach hatred of the rich man as such, to carry on a cam- 
paign of slander and invective against him, to seek to mislead 
and inflame to madness honest men whose lives are hard and 
who have not the kind of mental training which will permit 
them to appreciate the danger in the doctrines preached—all 
this is to commit a crime against the body politic and to be 
false to every worthy principle and tradition of American 
national life. Moreover, while such preaching and such agita- 
tion may give a livelihood and a certain notoriety to some of 
those who take part in it, and may result in the temporary 
political success of others, in the long run every such moyement 
will either fail or else will provoke a violent reaction, which 
will itself result not merely in undoing the mischief wrought by 
the demagogue and the agitator, but also in undoing the good 


that the honest reformer, the true upholder of popular rights, 
has painfully and laboriously achieved. Corruption is never so 
rife as in communities where the demagogue and the agitator 
bear full sway, because in such communities all moral bands 
become loosened, and hysteria and sensationalism replace the 
spirit of sound judgment and fair dealing as between man and 


man. In sheer revolt against the squalid anarchy thus pro- 
duced men are sure in the end to turn toward any leader who 
can restore order, and then their relief at being free from the 
intolerable burdens of class hatred, violence, and demagogy is 
such that they can not for some time be aroused to indignation 
against misdeeds by men of wealth; so that they permit a new 
growth of the very abuses which were in part responsible for 
the original outbreak. The one hope for success for our people 
lies in a resolute and fearless, but sane and cool-headed, ad- 
vance along the path marked out last year by this very Con- 
gress. There must be a stern refusal to be misled into follow- 
ing either that base creature who appeals and panders to the 
lowest instincts and passions in order to arouse one set of 
Americans against their fellows, or that other creature, 
equally base but no baser, who in a spirit of greed, or to accu- 
mulate or add to an already huge fortune, seeks to exploit his 
fellow-Americans with callous disregard to their welfare of 
soul and body. The man who debauches others in order to 
obtain a high office stands on an evil equality of corruption 
with the man who debauches others for financial profit; and 
when hatred is sown the crop which springs up can only be 
eyil. 

The plain people who think—the mechanics, farmers, mer- 
chants, workers with head or hand, the men to whom American 
traditions are dear, who love their country and try to act de- 
cently by their neighbors, owe it to themselves to remember 
that the most damaging blow that can be given popular govern- 
ment is to elect an unworthy and sinister agitator on a platform 
of violence and hypocrisy. Whenever such an issue is raised 
in this country nothing can be gained by flinching from it, for 
in such case democracy is itself on trial, popular self- government 
under republican forms is itself on trial. The triumph of the 
mob is just as evil a thing as the triumph of the plutocracy, and 
to have escaped one danger avails nothing whatever if we suc- 
cumb to the other. In the end the honest man, whether rich or 
poor, who earns his own living and tries to deal justly by his 
fellows, has as much to fear from the insincere and unworthy 
demagogue, promising much and performing nothing, or else per- 
forming nothing but evil, who would set on the mob to plunder 
the rich, as from the crafty corruptionist, who, for his own 
ends, would permit the common people to be exploited by the 
very wealthy. If we ever let this Government fall into the 
hands of men of either of these two classes, we shall show 
ourselves false to America’s past. Moreover, the demagogue and 
the corruptionist often work hand in hand. There are at this 
moment wealthy reactionaries of such obtuse morality . that 
they regard the public servant who prosecutes them when they: 
violate the law, or who seeks to make them bear their proper 
share of the public. burdens, as being even more objectionable 
than the violent agitator who hounds on the mob to plunder the 
rich. There is nothing to choose between such a reactionary 
and such an agitator; fundamentally they are alike in their 
selfish disregard of the rights of others; and it is natural that 
they should join in opposition to any movement of which the 
aim is fearlessly to do exact and even justice to all. 

RAILROAD EMPLOYEES’ HOURS AND EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

I call your attention to the need of passing the bill limiting 
the number of hours of employment of railroad employees. The 
measure is a very moderate one and I can conceive of no serious 
objection to it. Indeed, so far as it is in our power, it should 
be our aim steadily to reduce the number of hours of labor, 
with as a goal the general introduction of an eight-hour day. 
There are industries in which it is not possible that the hours 
of labor should be reduced; just as there are communities not 
far enough advanced for such a movement to be for their good, 
or, if in the Tropics, so situated that there is no analogy between 
their needs and ours in this matter. On the Isthmus of Panama, 
for instance, the conditions are in every way so different from 
what they are here that an eight-hour day would be absurd; 
just as it is absurd, so far as the Isthmus is concerned, where 
white labor can not be employed, to bother as to whether the 
necessary work is done by alien black men or by alien yellow 
men. But the wageworkers of the United States are of so high 
a grade that alike from the merely industrial standpoint and 
from the civie standpoint it should be our object to do what we 
can in the’ direction of securing the general observance of an 
eight-hour day. Until recently the eight-hour law on our Fed- 
eral statute books has been very scantily observed. Now, how- 
ever, largely through the instrumentality of the Bureau of 
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Labor, it is being rigidly enforced, and I shall speedily be able 
to say whether or not there is need of further legislation in ref- 
erence thereto; for our purpose is to see it obeyed in spirit no 


Jess than in letter. Half holidays during summer should be es- 
tablished for Government employees; it is as desirable for wage- 
workers who toil with their hands as for salaried officials whose 
labor is mental that there should be a reasonable amount of 


holiday. 
LABOR OF WOMEN AND CHILDREN. 

The Congress at its last session wisely provided for a truant 
court for the District of Columbia; a marked step in advance 
on the path of properly caring for the children. Let me again 
urge that the Congress provide for a thorough investigation of 
the conditions of child labor and of the labor of women in the 
United States. More and more our people are growing to recog- 
nize the fact that. the questions which are not merely of indus- 
trial but of social importance outweigh all others; and these 
two questions most emphatically come in the category of those 
which affect in the most far-reaching way the home life of the 
Nation. The horrors incident to the employment of young 
_ children in factories or at work anywhere are a blot on our 
civilization. It is true that each State must ultimately settle 
the question in its own way; but a thorough official investiga- 
tion of the matter, with the results published broadcast, would 
greatly help toward arousing the public conscience and securing 
unity of State action in the matter. There is, however, one law 
on the subject which should be enacted immediately, because 
there is no need for an investigation in reference thereto, and 
the failure to enact it is discreditable to the National Govern- 
ment. A drastic and thoroughgoing child-labor law should be 
enacted for the District of Columbia and the Territories. 

EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY. 

Among the excellent laws which the Congress past at the last 
session was an employers’ liability law. It was a marked step 
in advance to get the recognition of employers’ liability on the 
statute books; but the law did not go far enough. In spite of 
all precautions exercised by employers there are unavoidable 
accidents and even deaths involved in nearly every line of busi- 
ness connected with the mechanic arts. This inevitable sacri- 
fice of life may be reduced to a minimum, but it can not be com- 
pletely eliminated. It is a great social injustice to compel the 
employee, or rather the family of the killed or disabled victim, 
to bear the entire burden of such an inevitable sacrifice. In 
other words, society shirks its duty by laying the whole cost on 
the victim, whereas the injury comes from what may be called 
the legitimate risks of the trade. Compensation for accidents 
or deaths due in any line of industry to the actual conditions 
under which that industry is carried on, should be paid by that 
portion of the community for the benefit of which the industry 
is carried on—that is, by those who profit by the industry. If 
the entire trade risk is placed upon the employer he will 
promptly and properly add it to the legitimate cost of produc- 
tion and assess it proportionately upon the consumers of his 
commodity. It is therefore clear to my mind that the law 
should place this entire “risk of a trade” upon the employer. 
Neither the Federal law, nor, as far as I am informed, the State 
laws dealing with the question of employers’ liability are suffi- 
ciently thoroughgoing. The Federal law should of course in- 
clude employees in navy-yards, arsenals, and the like. 

INVESTIGATION OF DISPUTES BETWEEN CAPITAL AND LABOR. 

The commission appointed by the President October 16, 1902, 
at the request of both the anthracite coal operators and miners, 
to inquire into, consider, and pass upon the questions in contro- 
versy in connection with the strike in the anthracite regions of 
Pennsylvania and the causes out of which the controversy rose, 
in their report, findings, and award expressed the belief “that the 
State and Federal governments should provide the machinery 
for what may be called the compulsory investigation of contro- 
versies between employers and employees when they arise.” 
This expression of belief is deserving of the favorable consider- 
ation of the Congress and the enactment of its provisions into 

law. A bill has already been introduced to this end. 

Records show that during the twenty years from January 1, 
1881, to December 31, 1900, there were strikes affecting 117,509 
establishments, and 6,105,694 employees were thrown out of 
employment. During the same period there were 1,005 lock- 
outs, involving nearly 10,000 establishments, throwing over one 
million people out of employment. The strikes and lockouts in- 
volved an estimated loss to employees of $307,000,000 and to 
employers of $143,000,000, a total of $450,000,000. The public 

uffered directly and indirectly probably as great additional 

5 50 But the money loss, great as it was, did not measure the 
anguish and suffering endured by the wives and children of em- 
ployees whose pay stopped when their work stopped, or the dis- 
astrous effect of the strike or lockout upon the business of em- 


ployers, or the increase in the cost of products and the incon- 
venience and loss to the public. 

Many of these strikes and lockouts would not have occurred 
had the parties to the dispute been required to appear before 
an unprejudiced body representing the nation and, face to face, 
state the reasons for their contention. In most instances the 
dispute would doubtless be found to be due to a misunderstand- 
ing by each of the other’s rights, aggravated by an unwilling- 
ness of either party to accept as true the statements of the 
other as to the justice or injustice of the matters in dispute. The 
exercise of a judicial spirit by a disinterested body representing 
the Federal Government, such as would be provided by a com- 
mission on conciliation and arbitration, would tend to create an 
atmosphere of friendliness and conciliation between contending 
parties; and the giving each side an equal opportunity to pre- 
sent fully its case in the presence of the other would prevent 
many disputes from developing into serious strikes or lockouts, 
and, in other cases, would enable the commission to persuade the 
opposing parties to come to terms. 

In this age of great corporate and labor combinations, neither 
employers nor employees should be left completely at the mercy 
of the stronger party to a dispute, regardless of the righteous- 
ness of their respective claims.. The proposed measure would 
be in the line of securing recognition of the fact that in many 
strikes the public has itself an interest which can not wisely be 
disregarded ; an interest not merely of general convenience, for 
the question of a just and proper public policy must also be con- 
sidered. In all legislation of this kind it is well to advance 
cautiously, testing each step by the actual results; the step 


‘proposed can surely be safely taken, for the decisions of the 


commission would not bind the parties in legal fashion, and yet 
would give a chance for public opinion to crystallize and thus 
to exert its full force for the right. 


WITHDRAWAL OF COAL LANDS. 


It is not wise that the Nation should alienate its remaining 
coal lands. I haye temporarily withdrawn from settlement 
all the lands which the Geological Survey has indicated as 
containing, or in all probability containing, coal. The ques-- 
tion, however, can be properly settled only by legislation, 
which in my judgment should provide for the withdrawal 
of these lands from sale or from entry, save in certain especial 
circumstances. The ownership would then remain in the 
United States, which should not, however, attempt to work 
them, but permit them to be worked by private individuals 
under a royalty system, the Government keeping such control 
as to permit it to see that no excessive price was charged con- 
sumers. It would, of course, be as necessary to supervise the 
rates charged by the common carriers to transport the product 
as the rates charged by those who mine it; and the supervision 
must extend to the conduct of the common carriers, so that 
they shall in no way favor one competitor at the expense of 
another. The withdrawal of these coal lands would constitute 
a policy analogous to that which has been followed in with- 
drawing the forest lands from ordinary settlement. The coal, 
like the forests, should be treated as the property of the pub- 
lic and its disposal should be under conditions which would 
inure to the benefit of the public as a whole. 


CORPORATIONS. 


The present Congress has taken long strides in the direc- 
tion of securing proper supervision and control by the National 
Government over corporations engaged in interstate business— 
and the enormous majority of corporations of any size are en- 
gaged in interstate business. The passage of the railway rate 
bill, and only to a less degree the passage of the pure food 
bill, and the provision for increasing and rendering more effect- 
ive national control over the beef-packing industry, mark an 
important advance in the proper direction. In the short ses- 
sion it will perhaps be difficult to do much further along this 
line; and it may be best to wait until the laws have been in 
operation for a number of months before endeavoring to in- 
crease their scope, because only operation will show with exact- 
ness their merits and their shortcomings and thus give oppor- 
tunity to define what further remedial legislation is needed. 
Yet in my judgment it will in the end be advisable in connec- 
tion with the packing house inspection law to provide for put- 
ting a date on the label and for charging the cost of inspection 
to the packers. All these laws have already justified their 
enactment. The interstate commerce law, for instance, has 
rather amusingly falsified the predictions, both of those who 
asserted that it would ruin the railroads and of those who as- 
serted that it did not go far enough and would accomplish 
nothing. During the last five months the railroads have shown 
increased earnings and some of them unusual dividends; while 
during the same period the mere taking effect of the law has 
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produced an unprecedented, a hitherto unheard of, number of 
voluntary reductions in freights and fares by the railroads. 
Since the founding of the Commission there has never been a 
time of equal length in which anything like so many reduced 
tariffs have been put into effect. On August 27, for instance, 
two days before the new law went into effect, the Commission 
received notices of over five thousand separate tariffs which 
represented reductions from previous rates. 

It must not be supposed, however, that with the passage of 
these laws it will be possible to stop progress along the line of 
increasing the power of the National Government over the use 
of capital in interstate commerce. For example, there will 
ultimately be need of enlarging the powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission along several different lines, so as to 
give it a larger and more efficient control over the railroads. 

It can not too often be repeated that experience has conclu- 
sively shown the impossibility of securing by the actions of 
nearly half a hundred different State legislatures anything but 
ineffective chaos in the way of dealing with the great corpora- 
tions which do not operate exclusively within the limits of any 
one State. In some method, whether by a national license law 
or in other fashion, we must exercise, and that at an early date, 
a far more complete control than at present over these great 
corporations—a control that will among other things prevent 
the evils of excessive overcapitalization, and that will compel the 
disclosure by each big corporation of its stockholders and of its 
properties and business, whether owned directly or through sub- 
sidiary or affiliated corporations. This will tend to put a stop 
to the securing of inordinate profits by favored individuals at 
the expense whether of the general public, the stockholders, or 
the wageworkers. Our effort should be not so much to prevent 
consolidation as such, but so to supervise and control it as to 
see that it results in no harm to the people. The reactionary or 
ultraconservative apologists for the misuse of wealth assail the 
effort to secure such control as a step toward socialism. As a 
matter of fact it is these reactionaries and ultraconservatives 
who are themselves most potent in increasing socialistic feeling. 
One of the most efficient methods of averting the consequences 
of a dangerous agitation, which is 80 per cent wrong, is to 
remedy the 20 per cent of evil as to which the agitation is well 
founded. The best way to avert the very undesirable move for 
the governmental ownership of railways is to secure by the 
Government on behalf of the people as a whole such adequate 
control and regulation of the great interstate common carriers 
as will do away with the evils which give rise to the agitation 
against them. So the proper antidote to the dangerous and 
wicked agitation against the men of wealth as such is to secure 
by proper legislation and executive action the abolition of the 
grave abuses which actually do obtain in connection with the 
business use of wealth under our present system—or rather no 
system—of failure to exercise any adequate control at all. 
Some persons speak as if the exercise of such governmental con- 
trol would do away with the freedom of individual initiative 
and dwarf individual effort. This is not a fact. It would be a 
veritable calamity to fail to put a premium upon individual 
instiative, individual capacity and effort; upon the energy, char- 
acter, and foresight which it is so important to encourage in the 
individual. But as a matter of fact the deadening and degrading 
effect of pure socialism, and especially of its extreme form 
communism, and the destruction of individual character which 
they would bring about, are in part achieved by the wholly 
unregulated competition which results in a single individual or 
corporation rising at the expense of all others until his or its 
rise effectually checks all competition and reduces former com- 
petitors to a position of utter inferiority and subordination. 

In enacting and enforcing such legislation as this Congress 
already has to its credit, we are working on a coherent plan, 
with the steady endeavor to secure the needed reform by the 
joint action of the moderate men, the plain men who do not 
wish anything hysterical or dangerous, but who do intend to 
deal in resolute common-sense fashion with the real and great 
evils of the present system. ‘The reactionaries and the violent 
extremists show symptoms of joining hands against us. Both 
assert, for instance, that if logical, we should go to government 
ownership of railroads and the like; the reactionaries, because 
on such an issue they think the people would stand with them, 
while the extremists care rather to preach discontent and agi- 
tation than to achieve solid results. As a matter of fact, our 
position is as remote from that of the Bourbon reactionary as 
from that of the impracticable or sinister visionary. We hold 
that the Government should not conduct the business of the 
nation, but that it should exercise such supervision as will in- 
sure its being conducted in the interest of the nation. Our 
aim is, so far as may be, to secure, for all decent, hard working 
wen, equality of opportunity and equality of burden, 


The actual working of our laws has shown that the effort to 
prohibit all combination, good or bad, is noxious where it is not 
ineffective. Combination of capital like combination of labor is 
a necessary element of our present industrial system. It is 
not possible completely to prevent it; and if it were possible, 
such complete prevention would do damage to the body politic. 
What we need is not vainly to try to prevent all combination, 
but to secure such rigorous and adequate control and supervi- 
sion of the combinations as to prevent their injuring the public, 
or existing in such form as inevitably to threaten injury—for 
the mere fact that a combination has secured practically com- 
plete control of a necessary of life would under any circum- 
stances show that such combination was to be presumed to be 
adverse to the public interest. It is unfortunate that our pres- 
ent laws should forbid all combinations, instead of sharply 
discriminating between those combinations which do good and 
those combinations which do evil. Rebates, for instance, are 
as often due to the pressure of big shippers (as was shown in 
the investigation of the Standard Oil Company and as has been 
shown since by the investigation of the tobacco and sugar 
trusts) as to the initiative of big railroads. Often railroads 
would like to combine for the purpose of preventing a big 
shipper from maintaining improper advantages at the expense 
of small shippers and of the general public. Such a combina- 
tion, instead of being forbidden by law, should be favored. In 
other words, it should be permitted to railroads to make agree- 
ments, provided these agreements were sanctioned by the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission and were published. With 
these two conditions complied with it is impossible to see what 
harm such a combination could do to the public at large. It 
is a public evil to have on the statute books a law incapable of 
full enforcement because both judges and juries realize that its 
full enforcement would destroy the business of the country; 
for the result is to. make decent railroad men violators of the 
law against their will, and to put a premium on the behavior 
of the willful wrongdoers. Such a result in turn tends to throw 
the decent man and the willful wrongdoer into close associa- 
tion, and in the end to drag down the former to the latter's 
level; for the man who becomes a lawbreaker in one way un- 
happily ‘tends to lose all respect for law and to be willing to 
break it in many ways. No more scathing condemnation could 
be visited upon a law than is contained in the words of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission when, in commenting upon 
the fact that the numerous joint traffic associations do tech- 
nically violate the law, they say: “The decision of the United 
States Supreme Court in the Trans-Missouri case and the Joint 
Traffic Association case has produced no practical effect upon 
the railway operations of the country. Such associations, in 
fact, exist now as they did before these decisions, and with the 
Same general effect. In justice to all parties, we ought prob- 
ably to add that it is difficult to see how our interstate rail- 
ways could be operated with due regard to the interest of the 
shipper and the railway without concerted action of the kind 
afforded through these associations.” 

This means that the law as construed by the Supreme Court is 
such that the business of the country can not be conducted with- 
out breaking it. I recommend that you give careful and early 
consideration to this subject, and if you find the opinion of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission justified, that you amend the 
law so as to obviate the evil disclosed. 

INHERITANCE AND INCOME TAX. z 

The question of taxation is difficult in any country, but it is 
especially difficult in ours with its Federal system of govern- 
ment. Some taxes should on every ground be levied in a small 
district for use in that district. Thus the taxation of real 
estate is peculiarly one for the immediate locality in which the 
real estate is found. Again, there is no more legitimate tax for 
any State than a tax on the franchises conferred by that State 
upon street railroads and similar corporations which operate 
wholly within the State boundaries, sometimes in one and some- 
times in several municipalities or other minor divisions of the 
State. But there are many kinds of taxes which can only be 
levied by the General Government so as to produce the best 
results, because, among other reasons, the attempt to impose 
them in one particular State too often results merely in driving 
the corporation or individual affected to some other locality or 
other State. The National Government has long derived its 
chief revenue from a tariff on imports and from an internal or 
excise tax. In addition to these there is every reason why, 
when next our system of taxation is revised, the National 
Government should impose a graduated inheritance tax, and, if 
possible, a graduated income tax. The man of great wealth 
owes a peculiar obligation to the State, because he derives 
special advantages from the mere existence of government. Not 
only should he recognize this obligation in the way he leads his 
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daily life and in the way he earns and spends his money, but it 
should also be recognized by the way in which he pays for the 
protection the State gives him. On the one hand, it is desirable 
that, he should assume his full and proper share of the burden 
of taxation; on the other hand, it is quite as necessary that in this 
kind of taxatien, where the men who vote the tax pay but little 
of it, there should be clear recognition of the danger of inaugu- 
rating any such system save in a spirit of entire justice and 
moderation. Whenever we, as a people, undertake to remodel 
our taxation system along the lines suggested, we must make it 
clear beyond peradventure that our aim is to distribute the 
burden of supporting the Government more equitably than at 
present; that we intend to treat rich man and poor man on a 
basis of absolute equality, and that we regard it as equally fatal 
to true democracy to do or permit injustice to the one as to do 
or permit injustice to the other. 

I am well aware that such a subject as this needs long and 
careful study in order that the people may become familiar 
with what is proposed to be done, may clearly see the necessity 

of proceeding with wisdom and self-restraint, and may make up 

their minds just how far they are willing to go in the matter; 
while only trained legislators can work out the project in neces- 
sary detail. But I feel that in the near future our national 
legislators should enact a law providing for a graduated in- 
heritance tax by which a steadily increasing rate of duty should 
be put upon all moneys or other valuables coming by gift, be- 
quest, or devise to any individual or corporation. It may be 
well to make the tax heavy in proportion as the individual 
benefited is remote of kin. In any event, in my judgment the 
pro rata of the tax should increase very heavily with the 
increase of the amount left to any one individual after a 
certain point has been reached. It is most desirable to en- 
courage thrift and ambition, and a potent source of thrift and 
ambition is the desire on the part of the breadwinner to leaye 
his children well off. This object can be attained by making 
the tax very small on moderate amounts of property left; be- 
cause the prime object should be to put a constantly increasing 
burden on the inheritance of those swollen fortunes which it 
is certainly of no benefit to this country to perpetuate. 

There can be no question of the ethical propriety of the 
Government thus determining the conditions upon which any 
gift or inheritance should be received. Exactly how far the 
inheritance tax would, as an incident, have the effect of limiting 
the transmission by devise or gift of the enormous fortunes in 
question it is not necessary at present to discuss. It is wise that 
progress in this direction should be gradual. ° At first a perma- 
nent national inheritance tax, while it might be more substantial 
than any such tax has hitherto been, need not approximate, 
either in amount or in the extent of the increase by graduation, 
to what such a tax should ultimately be. 

This species of tax has again and again been imposed, although 
only temporarily, by the National Government. It was first 
imposed by the act of July 6, 1797, when the makers of the 
Constitution were alive and at the head of affairs. It was a 
graduated tax; though small in amount, the rate was increased 
with the amount left to any individual, exceptions being made 
in the case of certain close kin. A similar tax was again im- 
posed by the act of July 1, 1862; a minimum sum of one 
thousand dollars in personal property being excepted from taxa- 
tion, the tax then becoming progressive according to the remote- 
ness of kin. The war-revenue act of June 13, 1898, provided for 
an inheritance tax on any sum exceeding the value of ten 
thousand dollars, the rate of the tax increasing both in accord- 
ance with the amounts left and in accordance with the legatee’s 
remoteness of kin. The Supreme Court has held that the suc- 
cession tax imposed at the time of the civil war was not a 
direct tax but an impost or excise which was both constitutional 
and valid. More recently the court, in an opinion delivered by 
Mr. Justice White, which contained an exceedingly able and 
elaborate discussion of the powers of the Congress to impose 
death duties, sustained the constitutionality of the inheritance- 
tax feature of the war-revenue act of 1898. 

In its incidents, and apart from the main purpose of raising 
revenue, an income tax stands on an entirely different footing 
from an inheritance tax; because it involves no question of the 
perpetuation of fortunes swollen to an unhealthy size. The 
question is in its essence a question of the proper adjustment 
of burdens to benefits. As the law now stands it is undoubtedly 
difficult to devise a national income tax which shall be consti- 
tutional. But whether it is absolutely impossible is another 
question; and if possible it is most certainly desirable. The 
first purely income-tax law was passed by the Congress in 1861, 
but the most important law.dealing with the subject was that 
of 1894. This the court held to be unconstitutional. 

The question is undoubtedly very intricate, delicate, and 


troublesome. The decision of the court was only reached by 
one majority. It is the law of the land, and of course is ac- 
cepted as such and loyally obeyed by all good citizens. Never- 
theless, the hesitation evidently felt by the court as a whole in 
coming to a conclusion, when considered together with the 
previous decisions on the subject, may perhaps indicate the 
possibility of devising a constitutional income-tax law which 
shall substantially accomplish the results aimed at. The diffi- 
culty of amending the Constitution is so great that only real 
necessity can justify a resort thereto. Every effort should bé 
made in dealing with this subject, as with the subject of the 
proper -control by the National Government over the use of cor- 
porate wealth in interstate business, to devise legislation which 
without such action shall attain the desired end; but if this 
fails, there will ultimately be no alternative to a constitutional 
amendment. 
TECHNICAL AND INDUSTRIAL TRAINING. 2 

It would be impossible to overstate (though it is of course difi- 
cult quantitatively to measure) the effect upon a nation’s 
growth to greatness of what may be called organized patriotism, 
which necessarily includes the substitution of a national feeling 
for mere local pride; with as a resultant a high ambition for 
the whole country. No country can develop its full strength so 
long as the parts which make up the whole each put a feeling 
of loyalty to the part above the feeling of loyalty to the whole. 
This is true of sections and it is just as true of classes. The 
industrial and agricultural classes must work together, capi- 
talists and wageworkers must work together, if the best work of 
which the country is capable is to be done. It is probable that 
a thoroughly efficient system of education comes next to the in- 
fluence of patriotism in bringing about national success of this 
kind. Our federal form of government, so fruitful of advan- 
tage to our people in certain ways, in other ways undoubtedly 
limits our national effectiveness. It is not possible, for instance, 
for the National Goyernment to take the lead in technical in- 
dustrial education, to see that the public school system of this 
country develops on all its technical, industrial, scientific, and 
commercial sides. This must be left primarily to the several 
States. Nevertheless, the National Government has control of 
the schools of the District of Columbia, and it should see that 
these schools promote and encourage the fullest development of 
the scholars in both commercial and industrial training. The 
commercial training should in one of its branches deal with for- 
eign trade. The industrial training is even more important. 
It should be one of our prime objects as a Nation, so far as 
feasible, constantly to work toward putting the mechanic, the 
wageworker who works with his hands, on a higher plane of 
efficiency and reward, so as to increase his effectiveness in the 
economic world, and the dignity, the remuneration, and the 
power of his position in the social world. Unfortunately, at 
present the effect of some of the work in the publie schools is 
in the exactly opposite direction. If boys and girls are trained 
merely in literary accomplishments, to the total exclusion of in- 
dustrial, manual, and technical training, the tendency is to un- 
fit them for industrial work and to make them reluctant to go 
into it, or unfitted to do well if they do go into it. This is a 
tendency which should be strenuously combated. Our industrial 
development depends largely upon technical education, includ- 
ing in this term all industrial education, from that which fits ‘a 
man to be a good mechanic, a good carpenter, or blacksmith, to 
that which fits a man to do the greatest engineering feat. The 
skilled mechanie, the skilled workman, can best become such by 
technical industrial education. The far-reaching usefulness of 
institutes of technology and schools of mines or of engineering, 
is now universally acknowledged, and no less far-reaching is 
the effect of a good building or mechanical trades school, a tex- 
tile, or watchmaking, or engraving school. All such training 
must develop not only manual dexterity but industrial intelli- 
gence. In international rivalry this country does not have to 
fear the competition of pauper labor as much as it has to fear 
the educated labor of specially trained competitors; and we 
should have the education of the hand, eye, and brain which 
will fit us to meet such competition. 

In eyery possible way we should help the wageworker who 
toils with his hands and who must (we hope in a constantly in- 
creasing measure) also toil with his brain. Under the Constitu- 
tion the National Legislature can do but little of direct impor- 
tance for his welfare save where he is engaged in work which . 
permits it to act under the interstate commerce clause of the 
Constitution; and this is one reason why I so earnestly hope 
that both the legislative and judicial branches of the Govern- 
ment will construe this clause of the Constitution in the broad- 
est possible manner. We can, however, in such a matter as 
industrial training, in such a matter as child labor and fac- 
tory laws, set an example to the States by enacting the most 
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advanced legislation that can wisely be enacted for the District 
of Columbia. i 


AGRICULTURE. 


The only other persons whose welfare is as vital to the wel- 
fare of the wholè country as is the welfare of the wageworkers 
are the tillers of the soil, the farmers. It is a mere truism to 
say that no growth of cities, no growth of wealth, no industrial 
development can atone for any falling off in the character and 
standing of the farming population. During the last few dec- 
ades this fact has been recognized with ever-increasing clear- 
ness. There is no longer any failure to realize that farming, 
at least in certain branches, must become a technical and scien- 
tifle profession. This means that there must be open to farmers 
the chance for technical and scientific training, not theoretical 
merely but of the most severely practical type. The farmer 
represents a peculiarly high type of American. citizenship, and 
he must have the same chance to rise and develop as other 
American citizens have. Moreover, it is exactly as true of the 
farmer, as it is of the business man and the wageworker, that 
the ultimate success of the Nation of which he forms a part 
must be founded not alone on material prosperity but upon high 
moral, mental, and physical development. This education of 
the farmer—self-education by preference, but also education 
from the outside, as with all other men—tis peculiarly necessary 
here in the United States, where the frontier conditions even in 
the newest States have now nearly vanished, where there must 
be a substitution of a more intensive system of cultivation for 
the old wasteful farm management, and where there must be a 
. better business organization among the farmers themselves. 

Several factors must cooperate in the improvement of the 
farmer’s condition. He must have the chance to be educated in 
the widest possible sense—in the sense which keeps ever in view 
the intimate relationship between the theory of education aud 
the facts of life. In all education we should widen our aims. 
It is a good thing to produce a certain number of trained schol- 
ars and students; but the edueation superintended by the State 
must seek rather to produce a hundred good citizens than merely 
one scholar, and it must be turned now and then from the class 
book to the study of the great book of nature itself. This is 
especially true of the farmer, as has been pointed out again and 
again by all observers most competent to pass practical judg- 
ment on the problems of our country life. All students now 
realize that education must seek to train the executive powers 
of young people and to confer more real significance upon the 
phrase “ dignity of labor,” and to prepare the pupils so that in 
addition to each developing in the highest degree his individual 
capacity for work, they may together help create a right public 
opinion, and show in many ways social and cooperative spirit. 
Organization has become necessary in the business world; and 
it has accomplished much for good in the world of labor. It is 
no less necessary for farmers. Such a movement as the grange 
movement is good in itself and is capable of a well-nigh infinite 
further extension for good so long as it is kept to its own legiti- 
mate ‘business. The benefits to be derived by the association 
of farmers for mutual advantage are partly economic and partly 
sociological. > 

Moreover, while in the long run voluntary effort will prove 
more efficacious than government assistance, while the farmers 
must primarily do most for themselves, yet the Government can 
also do much. The Department of Agriculture has broken new 
ground in many directions, and year by year it finds how it can 
Improve its methods and develop fresh usefulness. Its constant 
effort is to give the governmental assistance in the most effective 
way; that is, through associations of farmers rather than to or 
through individual farmers. It is also striving to coordinate its 
work with the agricultural departments of the several States, 
and-so far as its own work is educational, to coordinate it with 
the work of other educational authorities. Agricultural educa- 
tion is necessarily based upon general education, but our agri- 
cultural educational institutions are wisely specializing them- 
selves, making their courses relate to the actual teaching of the 
agricultural and kindred sciences to young country people or 
young city people who wish to live in the country. 

Great progress has already been made among farmers by the 
creation of farmers’ institutes, of dairy associations, of breeders’ 
associations, horticultural associations, and the like. A strik- 
ing example of how the Government and the farmers can co- 
operate is shown in connection with the menace offered to the 
cotton growers of the Southern States by the advance of the 
boll weevil. The Department is doing all it can to organize the 
farmers in the threatened districts, just as it has been doing 
all it can to organize them in aid of its work to eradicate the 
eattle fever tick in the South. The Department can and will co- 
operate with all such associations, and it must have their help 
if its own work is to be done in the most efficient style. 


IRRIGATION AND FOREST PRESERVATION. 

Much is now being done for the States of the Rocky Moun- 
tains and Great Plains through the development of the national 
policy of irrigation and forest preservation ; no Goyernment pol- 
icy for the betterment of our internal conditions has been more 
fruitful of good than this. The forests of the White Mountains 
and Southern Appalachian regions should also be preserved; 
and they can not be unless the people of the States in which 
they lie, through their representatives in the Congress, secure 
vigorous action by the National Government. 

MEMORIAL AMPHITHEATER AT ARLINGTON. 

I invite the attention of the Congress to the estimate of the 
Secretary of War for an appropriation to enable him to begin 
the preliminary work for the construction of a memorial amphi- 
theater at Arlington. The Grand Army of the Republic in its 
national encampment has urged the erection of such an amphi- 
theater as necessary for the proper observance of Memorial Day 
and as a fitting monument to the soldier and sailor dead buried 
there. In this I heartily concur and commend the matter to 
the favorable consideration of the Congress. 


MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE. 


I am well aware of how difficult it is to pass a constitutional 
amendment. Nevertheless in my judgment the whole question 
of marriage and divorce should be relegated to the authority 
of the National Congress. At present the wide differences in 
the laws of the different States on this subject result in scandals 
and abuses; and surely there is nothing so vitally essential to 
the welfare of the nation, nothing around which the nation 
should so bend itself to throw every safeguard, as the home 
life of the average citizen. The change would be good from 
every standpoint. In particular it would be good because it 
would confer on the Congress the power at once to deal radi- 
cally and efficiently with polygamy; and this should be done 
whether or not marriage and divorce are dealt with. It is 
neither safe nor proper to leave the question of polygamy to be 
dealt with by the several States. Power to deal with it should 
be conferred on the National Government. , 

When home ties are loosened; when men and women cease 
to regard a worthy family life, with all its duties fully per- 
formed, and all its responsibilities lived up to, as the life best 
worth living; then evil days for the commonwealth are at 
hand. There are regions in our land, and classes of our 
population, where the birth rate has sunk below the death 
rate. Surely it should need no demonstration to show that 
willful sterility is, from the standpoint of the nation, from the 
standpoint of the human race, the one sin for which the penalty 
is national death, race death; a sin for which there is no 
atonement; a sin which is the more dreadful exactly in pro- 
portion as the men and women guilty thereof are in other re- 
spects, in character, and bodily and mental powers, those whom 
for the sake of the state it would be well to see the fathers 
and mothers of many healthy children, well brought up in 
homes made happy by their presence. No man, no woman, can 
shirk the primary duties of life, whether for love of ease and 
pleasure, or for any other cause, and retain his or her self- 
respect. 

AMERICAN SHIPPING. 

Let me once again call the attention of the Congress to two 
subjects concerning which I have frequently before communi- 
cated with them. One is the question of developing American 
shipping. I trust that a law embodying in substance the views, 
or a major part of the views, expressed in the report on this 
subject laid before the House at its last session will be passed. I 
am well aware that in former years objectionable measures have 
been proposed in reference to the encouragement of American 
shipping; but it seems to me that the proposed measure is as 
nearly unobjectionable as any can be. It will of course benefit 
primarily our seaboard States, such as Maine, Louisiana, and 
Washington; but what benefits part of our people in the end 
benefits all; just as Government aid to irrigation and forestry 
in the West is really of benefit, not only to the Rocky Mountain 
States, but to all our country. If it prove impracticable to 
enact a law for the encouragement of shipping generally, then 
at least provision should be made for better communication with 
South America, notably for fast mail lines to the chief South 
American ports. It is discreditable to us that our business peo- 
ple, for lack of direct communication in the shape of lines of 
steamers with South America, should in that great sister conti- 
nent be at a disadvantage compared to the business people of 
Europe. 

CURRENCY REFORM. 

I especially call your attention to the second subject, the con- 
dition of our currency laws. The national-bank act has ably 
seryed a great purpose in aiding the enormous business develop- 
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ment of the country; and within ten years there has been an 
increase in circulation per capita from $21.41 to $33.08. For 
several years evidence has been accumulating that additional 
legislation is needed. The recurrence of each crop season em- 


phasizes the defects of the present laws. There must soon be a 
revision of them, because to leaye them as they are means to 
incur liability of business disaster. Since your body adjourned 
there has been a fluctuation in the interest on call money from 
2 per cent to 30 per cent; and the fluctuation was even greater 
during the preceding six months. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury had to step in and by wise action put a stop to the most 
violent period of oscillation. Even worse than such fluctuation 
is the advance in commercial rates and the uncertainty felt in 
the sufficiency of credit even at high rates. All commercial 
interests suffer during each crop period. Excessive rates for 
call money in New York attract money from the interior banks 
into the speculative field; this depletes the fund that would 
otherwise be available for commercial uses, and commercial 
borrowers are forced to pay abnormal rates; so that each fall 
a tax, in the shape of increased interest charges, is placed on 
the whole commerce of the country. 

The mere statement of these facts shows that our present sys- 
tem is seriously defective. There is need of a change. Unfor- 
tunately, however, many of the proposed changes must be ruled 
from consideration because they are complicated, are not easy of 
comprehension, and tend to disturb existing rights and interests. 
We must also rule out any plan which would materially impair 
the value of the United States 2 per cent bonds now pledged to 
secure circulation, the issue of which was made under conditions 
peculiarly creditable to the Treasury. I do not press any espe- 
cial plan. Various plans have recently been proposed by expert 
committees of bankers. Among the plans which are possibly 
feasible and which certainly should receive your consideration 
is that repeatedly brought to your attention by the present Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, the essential features of which have been 
approved by many prominent bankers and business men. Ac- 
cording to this plan national banks should be permitted to issue 
a specified proportion of their capital in notes of a given kind, 
the issue to be taxed at so high a rate as to drive the notes 
back when not wanted in legitimate trade. This plan would 
not permit the issue of currency to give banks additional profits, 
but to meet the emergency presented by times of stringency. 

I do not say that this is the right system. I only advance it 
to emphasize my belief that there is need for the adoption of 
some system which shall be automatic and open to all sound 
banks, so as to ayoid all possibility of discrimination and favor- 
itism. Such a plan would tend to prevent the spasms of high 
money and speculation which now obtain in the New York 
market; for at present there is too much currency at certain 
seasons of the year, and its accumulation at New York tempts 
bankers to lend it at low rates for speculative purposes; 
whereas at other times when the crops are being moved there is 
urgent need for a large but temporary increase in the currency 
supply. It must never be forgotten that this question concerns 
business men generally quite as much as bankers; especially is 
this true of stockmen, farmers, and business men in the West; 
for at present at certain seasons of the year the difference in 
interest rates between the East and the West is from 6 to 10 
per cent, whereas in Canada the corresponding difference is but 
2 per cent. Any plan must, of course, guard the interests of 
western and southern bankers as carefully as it guards the 
interests of New York or Chicago bankers; and must be drawn 
from the standpoints of the farmer and the merchant no less 
than from the standpoints of the city banker and the country 
banker. 

The law should be amended so as specifically to provide that 
the funds derived from customs duties may be treated by the 
Secretary of the Treasury as he treats funds obtained under 
the internal-reyenue laws. ‘There should be a considerable in- 
crease in bills of small denominations. Permission should be 
given banks, if necessary under settled restrictions, to retire 
their circulation to a larger amount than three millions a 
month. 

PHILIPPINE TARIFF. 

I most earnestly hope that the bill to provide a lower tariff 
for or else absolute free trade in Philippine products will be- 
come a law. No harm will come to any American industry; 
and while there will be some small but real material benefit 
to the Filipinos, the main benefit will come by the showing 
made as to our purpose to do all in our power for their wel- 
fare. So far our action in the Philippines has been abundantly 
justified, not mainly and indeed not primarily because of the 
added dignity it has given us as a nation by proving that we 
are capable honorably and efficiently to bear the international 
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burdens which a mighty people should bear, but even more be- 
cause of the immense benefit that has come to the people of 
the Philippine Islands. In these islands we are steadily intro- 
ducing both liberty and order to a greater degree than their 
We have secured justice. 
We have provided an efficient police force, and have put down 
ladronism. Only in the islands of Leyte and Samar is the au- 
thority of our Government resisted and this by wild mountain 
tribes under the superstitious inspiration of fakirs and pseudo- 
religious leaders. We are constantly increasing the measure 
of liberty accorded the islanders, and next spring, if conditions 
warrant, we shall take a great stride forward in testing their 
capacity for self-government by summoning the first Filipino 
legislative assembly; and the way in which they stand this 
test will largely determine whether the self-government thus 
granted will be increased or decreased; for if we have erred 
at all in the Philippines it has been in proceeding too rapidly 
in the direction of granting a large measure of self-government. 
We are building roads. We have, for the immeasurable good 
of the people, arranged for the building of railroads. Let us 
also see to it that they are given free access to our markets. 
This nation owes no more imperative duty to itself and man- 
kind than the duty of managing the affairs of all the islands 
under the American flag—the Philippines, Porto Rico, and 
Hawaii—so as to make it evident that it is in every way to 
their advantage that the flag should fly over them. 


PORTO RICAN AFFAIRS. 


American citizenship should be conferred on the citizens of 
Porto Rico. The harbor of San Juan in Porto Rico should be 
dredged and improved. The expenses of the federal court of 
Porto Rico should be met from the Federal Treasury. The 
administration of the affairs of Porto Rico, together with those 
of the Philippines, Hawaii, and our other insular possessions, 
should all be directed under one executive department; by 
preference the Department of State or the Department of. War. 


HAWAII. 

The needs of Hawaii are peculiar; every aid should be given 
the islands; and our efforts should be unceasing to develop 
them along the lines of a community of small freeholders, not 
of great planters with coolie-tilled estates. Situated as this 
Territory is, in the middle of the Pacific, there are duties im- 
posed upon this small community which do not fall in like de- 
gree or manner upon any other American community. This 
warrants our treating it differently from the way in which we 
treat Territories contiguous to or surrounded by sister Terri- 
tories or other States, and justifies the setting aside of a por- 
tion of our revenues to be expended for educational and inter- 
nal improvements therein. Hawaii is now making an effort 
to secure immigration fit in the end to assume the duties and 
burdens of full American citizenship, and whenever the leaders 
in the various industries of those islands finally adopt our 
ideals and heartily join our administration in endeavoring to 
develop a middle class of substantial citizens, a way will then 
be found to deal with the commercial and industrial problems 
which now appear to them so serious. The best Americanism 
is that which aims for stability and permanency of prosperous 
citizenship, rather than immediate returns on large masses of 
capital. 

i ALASKA. 

Alaska’s needs have been partially met, but there must be a 
complete reorganization of the governmental system, as I have 
before indicated to you. I ask your especial attention to this. 
Our fellow-citizens who dwell on the shores of Puget Sound 
with characteristic energy are arranging to hold in Seattle the 
Alaska Yukon Pacific Exposition. Its special aims include the 
upbuilding of Alaska and the development of American com- 
merce on the Pacific Ocean. This exposition, in its purposes 
and scope, should appeal not only to the people of the Pacific 
slope, but to the people of the United States at large. Alaska 
since it was bought has yielded to the Government eleven 
millions of dollars of revenue, and has produced nearly three 
hundred millions of dollars in gold, furs, and fish. When prop- 
erly developed it will become in large degree a land of homes. 
The countries bordering the Pacific Ocean haye a population 
more numerous than that of all the countries of Europe; their 
annual foreign commerce amounts to over three billions of dol- 
lars, of which the share of the United States is some seven 
hundred millions of dollars. If this trade were thoroughly un- 
derstood and pushed by our manufacturers and producers, the 
industries not only of the Pacific slope, but of all our country, 
and particularly of our cotton growing States, would be greatiy 
benefited. Of course, in order to get these benefits, we must 
treat fairly the countries with which we trade. 
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INTERNATIONAL MORALITY. 


It is a mistake, and it betrays a spirit of foolish cynicism, to 


maintain that all international governmental action is, and must 
ever be, based upon mere selfishness, and that to advance ethical 
reasons for such action is always a sign of hypocrisy. This is 
no more necessarily true of the action of governments than of 
the action of individuals. It is a sure sign of a base nature 
always to ascribe base motives for the actions of others. Un- 
questionably no nation can afford to disregard proper considera- 
tions of self-interest any more than a private individual can so 
āo. But it is equally true that the average private individual 
in any really Gecent community does many actions with refer- 
ence to other men in which he is guided, not by self-interest, but 
by public spirit, by regard for the rights of others, by a disin- 
terested purpose to do good to others, and to raise the tone of 
the community as a whole, Similarly, a really great nation 
must often act, and as a matter of fact often does act, toward 
other nations in a spirit not in the least of mere self-interest, 
but paying heed chiefiy to ethical reasons; and as the centuries 
go by this disinterestedness in international action, this tend- 
ency of the individuals comprising a nation to require that 
nation to act with justice toward its neighbors, steadily grows 
and strengthens. It is neither wise nor right for a nation to 
disregard its cwn needs, and it is foolish—and may be wicked— 
to think that other nations will disregard theirs. But it is 
wicked for a nation only to regard its own interest, and foolish 
to believe that such is the sole nrotive that actuates any other 
nation. It should be our steady aim to raise the ethical stand- 
ard of national action just as we strive to raise the ethical 
standard of individual action. 

Not only must we treat all nations fairly, but we must treat 
with justice «nd good will all immigrants who come here under 
the law. Whether they are Catholic or Protestant, Jew or 
Gentile; whether they come from England or Germany, Russia, 
Japan, or Italy, matters nothing. All we have a right to ques- 
tion is the man’s conduct. If he is honest and upright in his 
dealings with his neighbor and with the State, then he is entitled 
to respect and good treatment. Especially do we need to re- 
member our duty to the stranger within our gates. It is the 
sure mark of n low civilization, a low morality, to abuse or dis- 
criminate against or in any way humiliate such stranger who 
has come here lawfully and who is conducting himself properly. 
To remember this is incumbent on every American citizen, and it 
is of course peculiarly incumbent on every Government official, 
whether of the nation or of the several States. 

I am prompted to say this by the attitude of hostility here and 
there assumed toward the Japanese in this country. This 
hostility is sporadic and is limited to a very few places. Never- 
theless, it is most discreditable to us as a people, and it may 
be fraught with the gravest consequences to the nation. The 
friendship between the United States and Japan has been con- 
tinuous since the time, over half a century ago, when Com- 
modore Perry, by his expedition to Japan, first opened the 
islands to western civilization. Since then the growth of Japan 
has been literally astounding. There is not only nothing to 
parallel it, but nothing to approach it in the history of civilized 
mankind. Japan has a glorious and ancient past. Her civiliza- 
tion is older than that of the nations of northern Europe—the 
nations from whom the people of the United States have chiefly 

rung. But fifty years ago Japan's development was still 
that of the Middle Ages. During that fifty years the progress 
of the country in every walk in life has been a marvel'to man- 
kind, and she now stands as one of the greatest of civilized 
nations; great in the arts of war and in the arts of peace; great 
in military, in industrial, in artistic development and achieve- 
ment. Japanese soldiers and sailors have shown themselyes 
equal in combat to any of whom history makes note. She has 
produced great generals and mighty admirals; her fighting men, 
afloat and ashore, show all the heroic courage, the unquestion- 
ing, unfaltering loyalty, the splendid indifference to hardship 
and death, which marked the Loyal Ronins; and they show also 
that they possess the highest ideal of patriotism. Japanese 
artists of every kind see their products eagerly sought for in 
all lands. The industrial and commercial development of Japan 
has been phenomenal; greater than that of any other country 
during the same period. At the same time the advance in 
science and philosophy is no less marked. The admirable man- 
agement of the Japanese Red Cross during the late war, the 
efficiency and humanity of the Japanese officials, nurses, and 
doctors, won the respectful admiration of all acquainted with 
the facts. Through the Red Cross the Japanese people sent over 
$100,000 to the sufferers of San Francisco, and the gift was 
accepted with gratitude by our people. The courtesy of the 
Japanese, nationally and individually, has become proverbial. 


To no other country has there been such an increasing number 
of yisitors from this land as to Japan. In return, Japanese 
have come here in great numbers. They are welcome, socially 
and intellectually, in all our colleges and institutions of higher 
learning, in all our proféssional and social bodies. The Japanese 
have won in a single generation the right to stand abreast of 
the foremost and most enlightened peoples of Europe and 
America; they have won on their own merits and by their own 
exertions the right to treatment on a basis of full and frank 
equality. The overwhelming mass of our people cherish a lively 
regard and respect for the people of Japan, and in almost every 
quarter of the Union the stranger from Japan is treated as he 
deserves; that is, he is treated as the stranger from any part 
of civilized Europe is and deserves to be treated. But here and 
there a most unworthy feeling has manifested itself toward the 
Japanese—the feeling that has been shown in shutting them out 
from the common schools in San Francisco, and in mutterings 
against them in one or two other places, because of their 
efficiency as workers. To shut them out from the public schools 
is a wicked absurdity, when there are no first-class colleges 
in the land, including the universities and colleges of Cali- 
fornia, which do not gladly welcome Japanese students and on 
which Japanese students do not reflect credit. We have as 
much to learn from Japan as Japan has to learn from us; and 
no nation is fit to teach unless it is also willing to learn. 
Throughout Japan Americans are well treated, and any failure 
on the part of Americans at home to treat the Japanese with a 
like courtesy and consideration is by just so much a confession 
of inferiority in opr civilization. 

Our nation fronts on the Pacific, just as it fronts on the At- 
lantic. We hope to play a constantly growing part in the great 
ocean of the Orient. We wish, as we ought to wish, for a great 
commercial development in our dealings with Asia; and it is out 
of the question that we should permanently have such develop- 
ment unless we freely and gladly extend to other nations the 
same measure of justice and good treatment which we expect 
to receive in return. It is only a very small body of our citizens 
that act badly. Where the Federal Government has power it 
will deal summarily with any such. Where the several States 
have power I earnestly ask that they also deal wisely and 
promptly with such conduct, or else this small body of wrong- 
doers may bring shame upon the great mass of their innocent 
and right-thinking fellows—that is, upon our nation as a whole. 
Good manners should be an international no less than an indi- 
vidual attribute. I ask fair treatment for the Japanese as I 
would ask fair treatment for Germans or Englishmen, French- 
men, Russians, or Italians. I ask it as due to humanity and 
civilization. I ask it as due to ourselves because we must act 
uprightly toward all men. 

I recommend to the Congress that an act be passed specifically. 
providing for the naturalization of Japanese who come here in- 
tending to become American citizens. One of the great embar-- 
rassments attending the performance of our international obli- 
gations is the fact that the statutes of the United States are 
entirely inadequate. They fail to give to the National Govern- 
ment sufficiently ample power, through United States courts and 
by the use of the Army and Navy, to protect aliens in the rights 
secured to them under solemn treaties which are the law of the 
land. I therefore earnestly recommend that the criminal and 
civil statutes of the United States be so amended and added to 
as to enable the President, acting for the United States Govern- 
ment, which is responsible in our international relations, to 
enforce the rights of aliens under treaties. Even as the law 
now is something can be done by the Federal Government 
toward this end, and in the matter now before me affecting the 
Japanese, everything that it is in my power to do will be done, 
and all the forces, military and civil, of the United States 
which I may lawfully employ will be so employed. There 
should, however, be no particle of doubt as to the power of the 
National Government completely to perform and enforce its 
own obligations to other nations. The mob of a single city may 
at any time perform acts of lawless violence against some class 
of foreigners which would plunge us into war. That city by 
itself would be powerless to make defense against the foreign 
power thus assaulted, and if independent of this Government it 
would never venture to perform or permit the performance of 
the acts complained of. ‘The entire power and the whole duty 
to protect the offending city or the offending community lies in 
the hands of the United States Government. It is unthinkable 
that we should continue a policy under which a given locality 
may be allowed to commit a crime against a friendly nation, and 
the United States Government limited, not to preventing the 
commission of the crime, but, in the last resort, to defending the 
people who haye committed it against the consequences of their 
own wrongdoing. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 4, 


CUBA. 

Last August an insurrection broke out in Cuba which it esd 
ily grew evident that the existing Cuban Government was power- 
less to quell. This. Government was repeatedly asked by the 
then Cuban Government to intervene, and finally was notified 
by the President of Cuba that he intended to resign; that his 
decision was irrevocable; that none of the other constitutional 
officers would consent to carry on the Government, and that he 
was powerless to maintain order. It was evident that chaos 
was impending, and there was every probability that if steps 
were not immediately taken by this Government to try to re- 
store order, the representatives of various European nations in 
the island would apply to their respective governments for 
armed intervention in order to protect the lives and property of 
their citizens. Thanks to the preparedness of our Navy, I was 
able immediately to send enough ships to Cuba to prevent the 
situation from becoming hopeless; and I furthermore dispatched 
to Cuba the Secretary of War and the Assistant Secretary of 
State, in order that they might grapple with the situation on 
the ground. All efforts to secure an agreement between the con- 
tending factions, by which they should themselves come to an 
amicable understanding and settle upon some modus vivendi— 
some provisional government of their own—failed. Finally the 
President of the Republic resigned. The quorum of Congress 
assembled failed by deliberate purpose of its members, so that 
there was no power to act on his resignation, and the Govern- 
ment came to a halt. In accordance with the so-called Platt 
amendment, which was embodied in the constitution of Cuba, I 
thereupon proclaimed a provisional government for the island, 
the Secretary of War acting as provisional governor until he 
could be replaced by Mr. Magoon, the late minister to Panama 
and governor of the Canal Zone on the Isthmus; troops were 
sent to support them and to relieve the Navy, the expedition be- 
ing handled with most satisfactory speed and efficiency. The 
insurgent chiefs immediately agreed that their troops should 
lay down their arms and disband; and the agreement was car- 
ried out. The provisional government has left the personnel of 
the old government and the old laws, so far as. might be, un- 
changed, and will thus administer the island for a few months 
until tranquillity can be restored, a new election properly held, 
and a new government inaugurated. Peace has come in the 
island; and the harvesting of the sugar-cane crop, the great 
crop of the island, is about to proceed. 

When the election has been held and the new government 
inaugurated in peaceful and orderly fashion the provisional goy- 
ernment will come to an end. I take this opportunity of ex- 
pressing upon behalf of the American people, with all possible 
solemnity, our most earnest hope that the people of Cuba will 
realize the imperative need of preserying justice and keeping 
order in the island. The United States wishes nothing of Cuba 
except that it shall prosper morally and materially, and wishes 
nothing of the Cubans save that they shall be able to preserve 
order among themselves and therefore to preserve their inde- 
pendence. If the elections become a farce, and if the insur- 
rectionary habit becomes confirmed in the island, it is abso- 
lutely out of the question that the island should continue inde- 
pendent; and the United States, which has assumed the spon- 
sorship before the civilized world for Cuba’s career as a na- 
tion, would again have to intervene and to see that the govern- 
ment was managed in such orderly fashion as to secure the 
safety of life and property. The path to be trodden by those 
who. exercise self-government is always hard, and we should 
have every charity and patience with the Cubans as they tread 
this difficult path. I have the utmost sympathy with, and re- 
gard for, them; but I most earnestly adjure them solemnly to 
weigh their responsibilities and to see that when their new 
government is started it shall run smoothly, and with freedom 
from flagrant denial of right on the one hand, and from insur- 
rectionary disturbances on the other. 

THE RIO CONFERENCE. 

The Second International Conference of American Republics, 
held in Mexico in the years 1901-2, provided for the holding 
of the Third Conference within five years, and committed the 
fixing of the time and place and the arrangements for the con- 
ference to the governing board of the Bureau of American Re- 
publics, composed of the representatives of all the American 
nations in Washington. That board discharged the duty im- 
posed upon it with marked fidelity and painstaking care, and 
upon the courteous invitation of the United States of Brazil, 
the conference was held at Rio de Janeiro, continuing from 
the 23d of July to the 29th of August last. Many subjects of 
common interest to all the American nations were discussed by 
the conference, and the conclusions reached, embodied în a series 
of resolutions and proposed conyentions, will be laid before you 
upon the coming in of the final report of the American dele- 


gates. They contain. many matters of importance relating to 
the extension of trade, the increase of communication, the 
smoothing away of barriers to free intercourse, and the pro- 
motion of a better knowledge and good understanding between 


the different countries represented. The meetings of the con- 
ference were harmonious and the conclusions were reached 
with substantial unanimity. It is interesting to observe that 
in the successive conferences which have been held the repre- 
sentatives of the different American nations have been learning 
to work together effectively, for, while the First Conference in 
Washington in 1889, and the Second Conference in Mexico in 
1901-2, occupied many months, with much time wasted in an 
unregulated and fruitless discussion, the Third Conference at 
Rio exhibited much of the facility in the practical dispateh of 
business which characterizes permanent deliberative bodies, 
and completed its labors within the period of six weeks orig- 
inally allotted for its sessions. 

Quite apart from the specific value of the conclusions reached 
by the conference, the example of the representatives of all the 
American nations engaging in harmonious and kindly considera- 
tion and discussion of subjects of common interest is itself 
of great and substantial value for the promotion of reasonable 
and considerate treatment of all international questions. The 
thanks of this country are due to the Government of Brazil and 
to the people of Rio de Janeiro for the generous hospitality with 
which our delegates, in common with the others, were received, 
entertained, and facilitated in their work. 

Incidentally to the meeting of the conference, the Secretary of 
State visited the city of Rio de Janeiro and was cordially re- 
ceived by the conference, of which he was made an honorary 
president. The announcement of his intention to make this 
visit was followed by most courteous and urgent invitations 
from nearly all the countries of South America to visit them as 
the guest of their Governments. It was deemed that by the ac- 
ceptance of these invitations we might appropriately express the 
real respect and friendship in which we hold our sister Repub- 
lics of the southern continent, and the Secretary, accordingly, 
visited Brazil, Uruguay, Argentina, Chile, Peru, Panama, and 
Colombia. He refrained from yisiting Paraguay, Bolivia, and 
Ecuador only because the distance of their capitals from the sea- 
board made it impracticable with the time at his disposal. He 
carried with him a message of peace and friendship, and of 
strong desire for good understanding and mutual helpfulness; 
and he was everywhere received in the spirit of his message. 
The members of government, the press, the learned professions, 
the men of business, and the great masses of the people united 
everywhere in emphatic response to his friendly expressions and 
in doing honor to the country and cause which he represented. 

In many parts of South America there has been much mis- 
understanding of the attitude and purposes of the United States 
toward the other American Republics. An idea had become 
prevalent that our assertion of the Monroe Doctrine implied, or 
carried with it, an assumption of superiority, and of a right to 
exercise some kind of protectorate over the countries to whose 
territory that doctrine applies. Nothing could be farther from 
the truth. Yet that impression continued to be a serious barrier 
to good understanding, to friendly intercourse, to the introduc- 
tion of American capital and the extension of American trade. 
The impression was so widespread that apparently it could not 
be reached by any ordinary means. 

It was part of Secretary Roots mission to dispel this un- 
founded impression, and there is just cause to believe that he 
has succeeded. In an address to the Third Conference at Rio 
on the 81st of July—an address of such note that I send it in, 
together with this message—he said: 

“We wish for no victories but those of peace; for no terri- 
tory except our own; for no sovereignty except the sovereignty 
over ourselyes. We deem the independence and equal rights 
of the smallest and weakest member of the family of nations 
entitled to as much respect as those of the greatest empire, 
and we deem the observance of that respect the chief guaranty 
of the weak against the oppression of the strong. We neither 
claim nor desire any rights or privileges or powers that we do 
not freely concede to every American Republic. We wish to 
increase our prosperity, to extend our trade, to grow in wealth, 
in wisdom, and in spirit, but our conception of the true way 
to accomplish this is not to pull down others and profit by their 
ruin, but to help all friends to a common prosperity and a 
common growth, that we may all become greater and stronger 
together. Within a few months for the first time the recog- 
nized possessors of every foot of soil upon the American conti- 
nents can be and I hope will be represented with the ac- 
knowledged rights of equal sovereign states in the great World 
Congress at The Hague. This will be the world’s formal and 
final acceptance of the declaration that no part of the American 
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continents is to be deemed subject to colonization. Let us 
pledge ourselves to aid each other in the full performance of 
the duty to humanity which that accepted declaration implies, 
so that in time the weakest and most unfortunate of our Re- 
publics may come to march with equal step by the side of the 
stronger and more fortunate. Let us help each other to show 
that for all the races of men the liberty for which we have 
fought and labored is the twin sister of justice and peace. 
Let us unite in creating and maintaining and making effective 
an all-American public opinion, whose power shall influence 
international conduct and prevent international wrong, and 
narrow the causes of war, and forever preserve our free lands 
from the burden of such armaments as are massed behind the 
frontiers of Europe, and bring us ever nearer to the perfection 
of ordered liberty. So shall come security and prosperity, pro- 
ucan and trade, wealth, learning, the arts, and happiness for 
us all.” 

These words appear to have been received with acclaim in 
every part of South America. They haye my hearty approval, 
as I am sure they will have yours, and I can not be wrong in 
the conviction that they correctly represent the sentiments of 
the whole American people. I can not better characterize the 
true attitude of the United States in its assertion of the Monroe 
Doctrine than in the words of the distinguished former minister 
of foreign affairs of Argentina, Doctor Drago, in his speech 
welcoming Mr. Root at Buenos Ayres. He spoke of— 

“The traditional policy of the United States (which) without 
accentuating superiority or seeking preponderance, condemned 
the oppression of the nations of this part of the world and the 
control of their destinies by the great powers of Europe.” 

It is gratifying to know that in the great city of Buenos 
Ayres, upon the arches which spanned the streets, entwined 
with Argentine and American flags for the reception of our 
representative, there were emblazoned not only the names of 
Washington and Jefferson and Marshall, but also, in appre- 
ciative recognition of their services to the cause of South Ameri- 
can independence, the names of James Monroe, John Quincy 
Adams, Henry Clay, and Richard Rush. We take especial pleas- 
ure in the graceful courtesy of the Government of Brazil, which 
has given to the beautiful and stately building first used for the 
meeting of the conference the name of “ Palacio Monroe.” Our 
grateful acknowledgments are due to the Governments and the 
people of all the countries visited by the Secretary of State for 
the courtesy, the friendship, and the honor shown to our country 
in their generous hospitality to him. 

In my message to you on the 5th of December, 1905, I called 
your attention to the embarrassment that might be caused to 
this Government by the assertion by foreign nations of the right 
to collect by force of arms contract debts due by American re- 
publics to citizens of the collecting nation, and to the danger 
that the process of compulsory collection might result in the 
ore pani of territory tending to become permanent. I then 
said: 

“Our own Government has always refused to enforce such 
contractual obligations on behalf of its citizens by an appeal 
to arms. It is much to be wished that all foreign governments 
would take the same view.” 

This subject was one of the topics of consideration at the 
conference at Rio and a resolution was adopted by that confer- 
ence recommending to the respective governments represented 
“to consider the advisability of asking the Second Peace Con- 
ference at The Hague to examine the question of the compul- 
sory collection of public debts, and in general, means tending 
to diminish among nations conflicts of purely pecuniary origin.” 

This resolution was supported by the representatives of the 
United States in accordance with the following instructions: 

“It has long been the established policy of the United States 
not to use its armed forces for the collection of ordinary contract 
debts due to its citizens by other governments. We have not 
considered the use of force for such a purpose consistent with 
that respect for the independent sovereignty of other members of 
the family of nations, which is the most important principle of 
international law and the chief protection of weak nations 
against the oppression of the strong. It seems to us that the 
practice is injurious in its general effect upon the relations of 
nations and upon the welfare of weak and disordered states, 
whose development ought to be encouraged in the interests of 
civilization; that it offers frequent temptation to bullying and 
oppression and to unnecessary and unjustifiable warfare. We 
regret that other powers, whose opinions and sense of justice 
we esteem highly, have at times taken a different view and have 
permitted themselves, though we believe with reluctance, to col- 
lect such debts by force. It is doubtless true that the nonpay- 
ment of public debts may be accompanied by such circumstances 
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of fraud and wrongdoing or violation of treaties as to justify 
the use of force. This Government would be glad to see an in- 
ternational consideration of the subject which shall discriminate 
between such cases and the simple nonperformance of a contract 
with a private person, and a resolution in favor of reliance upon 
peaceful means in cases of the latter class, 

“Tt is not felt, however, that the conference at Rio should 
undertake to make such a discrimination or to resolve upon such 
a rule. Most of the American countries are still debtor nations, 
while the countries of Europe are the creditors. If the Rio con- 
ference, therefore, were to take such action it would have the 
appearance of a meeting of debtors resolying how their creditors 
should act, and this would not inspire respect. The true course 
is indicated by the terms of the program, which proposes to 
request the Second Hague Conference, where both creditors and 
debtors will be assembled, to consider the subject.” 


CENTRAL AMERICA, 1 

Last June trouble which had existed for some time between 
the Republics of Salvador, Guatemala, and Honduras culminated 
in war—a war which threatened to be ruinous to the countries 
involved and very destructive to the commercial interests of 
Americans, Mexicans, and other foreigners who are taking an 
important part in the development of these countries. The 
thoroughly good understanding which exists between the United 
States and Mexico enabled this Government and that of Mexico 
to unite in effective mediation between the warring Republics ; 
which mediation resulted, not without long-continued and patient 
effort, in bringing about a meeting of the representatives of the 
hostile powers on board a United States warship as neutral ter- 
ritory, and peace was there concluded ; a peace which resulted in 
the saving of thousands of lives and in the prevention of an 
incalculable amount of misery and the destruction of property 
and of the means of livelihood. The Rio Conference passed the 
following resolution in reference to this action: 

“That the Third International American Conference shall 
address to the Presidents of the United States of America and 
of the United States of Mexico a note in which the conference 
which is being held at Rio expresses its satisfaction at the 
happy results of their meditation for the celebration of peace 
between the Republics of Guatemala, Honduras, and Salvador.” 

This affords an excellent example of one way in which the 
influence of the United States can properly be exercised for the 
benefit of the peoples of the Western Hemisphere; that is, by 
action taken in concert with other American republics and there- 
fore free from those suspicions and prejudices which might 
attach if the action were taken by one alone. In this way it is 
possible to exercise a powerful influence toward the substitution 
of considerate action in the spirit of justice for the insurrection- 
ary or international yiolence which has hitherto been so great a 
hindrance to the development of many of our neighbors. Re- 
peated examples of united action by several or many American 
republics in favor of peace, by urging cool and reasonable, in- 
stead of excited and belligerent, treatment of international con- 
troversies, can not fail to promote the growth of a general public 
opinion among the American nations which will elevate the 
standards of international action, strengthen the sense of inter- - 
national duty among governments, and tell in favor of the peace 
of mankind. r 

4 PANAMA TRIP. 8 

I have just returned from a trip to Panama and shall report 
to you at length later on the whole subject of the Panama 
Canal. É 

THE ALGECIRAS CONVENTION. 

The Algeciras Convention, which was signed by the United 
States as well as by most of the powers of Europe, supersedes 
the previous convention of 1880, which was also signed both by 
the United States and a majority of the European powers. 
This treaty confers upon us equal commercial rights with all 
European. countries and does not entail a single obligation of 
any kind upon us, and I earnestly hope it may be speedily 
ratified. To refuse to ratify it would merely mean that we for- 
feited our commercial rights in Morocco and would not achieve 
another object of any kind. In the event of such refusal we 
would be left for the first time in a hundred and twenty years 
without any commercial treaty with Morocco; and this at a 
time when we are everywhere seeking new markets and outlets 
for trade. 

FUR SEALS. 

The destruction of the Pribilof Islands fur seals by pelagic 
sealing still continues. The herd which, according to the sur- 
veys made in 1874 by direction of the Congress, num- 
bered 4,700,000, and which, according to the survey of both 
American and Canadian commissioners in 1891, amounted to 
1,000,000, has now been reduced to about 180,000. This result 
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has been brought about by Canadian and some other sealing 
vessels killing the female seals while in the water during their 
annual pilgrimage to and from the south, or in search of food. 
As a rule the female seal when killed is pregnant, and also 
has an unweaned pup on land, so that, for each skin taken by 
pelagic sealing, as a rule, three lives are destroyed—the 


mother, the unborn offspring, and the nursing pup, which is, 


left to starve to death. No damage whatever is done to the 
herd by the carefully regulated killing on land; the custom of 
pelagic sealing is solely responsible for all of the present evil, 
and Is alike indefensible from the economic standpoint and 
from the standpoint of humanity. 

In 1896 over 16,000 young seals were found dead from star- 
yation on the Pribilof Islands. In 1897 it was estimated that 
since pelagic sealing began upward of 400,000 adult female 


seals had been killed at sea, and over 300,000 young seals had 


died of starvation as the result. The revolting barbarity of 
such a practice, as well as the wasteful destruction which it 
involves, needs no demonstration and is its own condemnation. 
The Bering Sea Tribunal, which sat in Paris in 1893, and 
which decided against the claims of the United States to ex- 
clusive jurisdiction in the waters of Bering Sea and to a 
property right in the fur seals when outside of the three mile 
limit, determined also upon certain regulations which the Tri- 
bunal considered sufficient for the proper protection and preser- 
vation of the fur seal in, or habitually resorting to, the Bering 
Sea. The Tribunal by its regulations established a close season, 
from the ist of May to the 3ist of July, and excluded all kill- 
ing in the waters within 60 miles around the Pribilof Islands. 
They also provided that the regulations which they had de- 
termined upon, with a view to the protection and preservation 
of the seals, should be submitted every five years to new exami- 
nation, so as to enable both interested Governments to consider 
whether, in the light of past experience, there was occasion for 
any modification thereof. 

The regulations have proved plainly inadequate to accomplish 
the object of protection and preservation of the fur seals, and 
for a long time this Government has been trying in vain to 
secure from Great Britain such revision and modification of the 
regulations as were contemplated and provided for by the 
award of the Tribunal of Paris. 

The process of destruction has been accelerated during recent 
years by the appearance of a number of Japanese vessels en- 
gaged in pelagic sealing. As these vessels have not been bound 
even by the inadequate limitations prescribed by the Tribunal 
of Paris, they have paid no attention either to the close season 
or to the sixty-mile limit imposed upon the Canadians, and have 
prosecuted their work up to the very islands themselves. On 
July 16 and 17 the crews from several Japanese vessels made 
raids upon the island of St. Paul, and before they were beaten 
off by the very meager and insufficiently armed guard, they 
succeeded in killing several hundred seals and carrying off the 
skins of most of them. Nearly all the seals killed were females 
and the work was done with frightful barbarity. Many of the 
seals appear to have been skinned alive and many were found 
half skinned and still alive. The raids were repelled only by 
the use of firearms, and five of the raiders were killed, two were 
wounded, and twelve captured, including the two wounded. 
Those captured have since been tried and sentenced to impris- 
onment. An attack of this kind had been wholly unlooked for, 
but such provision of vessels, arms, and ammunition will now 
be made that its repetition will not be found profitable. 

Suitable representations regarding the incident haye been 
made to the Government of Japan, and we are assured that all 
practicable measures will be taken by that country to prevent 
any recurrence of the outrage. On our part, the guard on the 
island will be increased, and better equipped and organized, 
and a better revenue-cutter patrol service about the islands will 
be established; next season a United States war vessel will 
also be sent there. 

We have not relaxed our efforts to secure an agreement with 
Great Britain for adequate protection of the seal herd, and ne- 
gotiations with Japan for the same purpose are in progress. 

The laws for the protection of the seals within the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States need revision and amendment. Only 
the islands of St. Paul and St. George are now, in terms, in- 
cluded in the Government reservation, and the other islands are 
also to be included. The landing of aliens as well as citizens 
upon the islands, without a permit from the Department of 
Commerce and Labor, for any purpose except in case of stress 
of weather or for water, should be prohibited under adequate 
penalties. The approach of vessels for the excepted purposes 
should be regulated. The authority of the Government agents 
on the islands should be enlarged, and the chief agent should 
haye the powers of a committing magistrate. The entrance of 


a vessel into the territorial waters surrounding the islands with 
intent to take seals should be made a criminal offense and cause 
of forfeiture. Authority for seizures in such cases should be 
given and the presence on any such vessel of seals or sealskins, 
or the paraphernalia for taking them, should be made prima facie 
evidence of such intent. I recommend what legislation is needed 
to accomplish these ends; and I commend to your attention 
the report of Mr. Sims, of the Department of Commerce and 
Labor, on this subject. 

In case we are compelled to abandon the hope of making ar- 
rangements with other governments to put an end to the hideous 
cruelty now incident to pelagic sealing, it will be a question for 
your serious consideration how far we should continue to pro- 
tect and maintain the seal herd on land with the result of con- 
tinuing such a practice, and whether it is not better to end the 
practice by exterminating the herd ourselves in the most humane 
way possible. 

SECOND HAGUE CONFERENCE. ft 

In my last message I advised you that the Emperor of Russia 
had taken the initiative in bringing about a second peace con- 
ference at The Hague. Under the guidance of Russia the ar- 
rangement of the preliminaries for such a conference has been 
progressing during the past year. Progress has necessarily 
been slow, owing to the great number of countries to be con- 
sulted upon every question that has arisen. It is a matter of 
satisfaction that all of the American Repnblics have now, for 
the first time, been invited to join in the proposed conference. 

The close connection between the subjects to be taken up by 
the Red Cross Conference held at Geneva last summer, and the 
subjects which naturally would come before The Hague Confer- 
ence, made it apparent that it was desirable to have the work 
of the Red Cross Conference completed and considered by the 
different powers before the meeting at The Hague. The Red 
Cross Conference ended its labors on the 6th day of July, and the 
revised and amended convention, which was signed by the Amer- 
ican delegates, will be promptly laid before the Senate. 

By the special and highly appreciated courtesy of the Goy- 
ernments of Russia and the Netherlands, a proposal to call The 
Hague Conference together at a time which would conflict with 
the conference of the American Republics at Rio de Janeiro in 
August was laid aside. No other date has yet been suggested. 
A tentative programme for the conference has been proposed by 
the Government of Russia, and the subjects which it enumerates 
are undergoing careful examination and consideration in prep- 
aration for the conference. 

PEACE AND RIGHTEOUSNESS. 

It must ever be kept in mind that war is not merely justifi- 
able, but imperative, upon honorable men, upon an honorable 
nation, where peace can only be obtained by the sacrifice of 
conscientious conviction or of national welfare. Peace is nor- 
mally a great good, and normally it coincides with righteous- 
ness; but it is righteousness and not peace which should bind 
the conscience of a nation as it should bind the conscience 
of an individual; and neither a nation nor an individual 
can surrender conscience to another’s keeping. Neither can 
a nation, which is an entity, and which does not die as 
individuals die, refrain from taking thought for the interest of 
the generations that are to come, no less than for the interest of 
the generation of to-day; and no public men have a right, 
whether from shortsightedness, from selfish indifference, or 
from sentimentality, to sacrifice national interests which are 
vital in character. A just war is in the long run far better for 
a nation’s soul than the most prosperous peace obtained by 
acquiescence in wrong or injustice. Moreover, though it is crim- 
inal for a nation not to prepare for war, so that it may escape 
the dreadful consequences of being defeated in war, yet it 
must always be remembered that even to be defeated in war 
may be far better than not to have fought at all. As has been 
well and finely said, a beaten nation is not necessarily a dis- 
graced nation; but the nation or man is disgraced if the obliga- 
tion to defend right is shirked. 

We should as a nation do everything in our power for the 
cause of honorable peace. It is morally as indefensiblé for a 
nation to commit a wrong upon another nation, strong or weak, 
as for an individual thus to wrong his fellows. We should do 
all in our power to hasten the day when there shall be peace 
among the nations—a peace based upon justice and not upon 
eowardly submission to wrong. We can accomplish a good deal 
in this direction, but we can not accomplish everything, and the 
penalty of attempting to do too much would almost inevitably 
be to do worse than nothing; for it must be remembered that 
fantastic extremists are not in reality leaders of the causes 
which they espouse, but are ordinarily those who do most to 
hamper the real leaders of the cause and to damage the cause 
itself. As yet there is no likelihood of establishing any kind 
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of international power, of whatever sort, which can effectively 
check wrongdoing, and in these circumstances it would be both 
a foolish and an evil thing for a great and free nation to de- 
prive itself of the power to protect its own rights and even 
in exceptional cases to stand up for the rights of others. Noth- 
ing would more promote iniquity, nothing would further defer 
the reign upon earth of peace and righteousness, than for the 
free and enlightened peoples which, though with much stum- 
bling and many shortcomings, nevertheless strive toward justice, 
deliberately to render themselves powerless while leaving every 
despotism and barbarism armed and able to work their wicked 
will. The chance for the settlement of disputes peacefully, by 
arbitration, now depends mainly upon the possession by the 
nations that mean to do right of sufficient armed strength to 
make their purpose effective. 
THE NAVY AND ARMY. 

The United States Navy is the surest guarantor of peace 
which this country possesses. It is earnestly to be wished that 
we would profit by the teachings of history in this matter. A 
strong and wise people will study its own failures no less than 
its triumphs, for there is wisdom to be learned from the study 
of both, of the mistake as well as of the success. For this pur- 
pose nothing could be more instructive than a rational study of 
the war of 1812, as it is told, for instance, by Captain Mahan. 
There was only one way in which that war could have been 
avoided.. If during the preceding twelve years a navy rela- 
tively as strong as that which this country now has had been 
built up, and an army provided relatively as good as that which 


the country now has, there never would have been the slightest. 


necessity of fighting the war; and if the -necessity had arisen 
the war would under such circumstances have ended with our 
speedy and overwhelming triumph. But our people during those 
twelve years refused to make any preparations whatever, re- 
garding either the Army or the Navy. They saved a million 
or two of dollars by so doing; and in mere money paid a hun- 
dredfold for each million they thus saved during the three years 
of war which followed—a war which brought untold suffering 
upon our people, which at one time threatened the gravest 
national disaster, and which, in spite of the necessity of waging 
it, resulted merely in what was in effect a drawn battle, while 
the balance of defeat and triumph was almost even. 

I do not ask that we continue to increase our Navy. I ask 
merely that it be maintained at its present strength; and this 
can be done only if we replace the obsolete and outworn ships 
by new and good ones, the equals of any afloat in any navy. 
To stop building ships for one year means that for that year 
the Navy goes back instead of forward. The old battle ship 
Texas, for instance, would now be of little service in a stand- 
up fight with a powerful adversary. The old double-turret 
monitors have outworn their usefulness, while it was a waste of 
money to build the modern single-turret monitors. All these 
ships should be replaced by others; and this can be done by a 
well-settled programme of providing for the building each year 
of at least one first-class battle ship equal in size and speed 
to any that any nation is at the same time building; the arma- 
ment presumably to consist of as large a number as possible 
of very heavy guns of one caliber, together with smaller guns 
to repel torpedo attack; while there should be heayy armor, 
turbine engines, and in short, every modern device. Of course, 
from time to time, cruisers, colliers, torpedo-boat destroyers 
or torpedo boats, will have to be built also. All this, be it re- 
membered, would not increase our Navy, but would merely 
keep it at its present strength. Equally of course, the ships 
will be absolutely useless if the men aboard them are not so 
trained that they can get the best possible service out of the 
formidable but delicate and complicated mechanisms intrusted 
to their care. The marksmanship of our men has so improved 
during the last five years that I deem it within bounds to say 
that the Navy is more than twice as efficient, ship for ship, as 
half a decade ago. ‘The Navy can only attain proper efficiency 
if enough officers and men are provided, and if these officers 
and men are given the chance (and required to take advantage 
of it) to stay continually at sea and to exercise the fleets 
singly and above all in squadron, the exercise to be of every 
kind and to include unceasing practice at the guns, conducted 
under conditions that will test marksmanship in time of war. 

In both the Army and the Navy there is urgent need that 
everything possible should be done to maintain the highest 
standard for the personnel, alike as regards the officers and 

the enlisted men. I do not believe that in any service there is 
a finer body of enlisted men and of junior officers than we have 
in both the Army and the Navy, including the Marine Corps. 
All possible encouragement to the enlisted men should be given, 
in pay and otherwise, and everything practicable done to render 
the service attractive to men of the right type. They should 


be held to the strictest discharge of their duty, and in them a 
spirit should be encouraged which demands not the mere per- 
formance of duty, but the performance of far more than duty, 
if it conduces to the honor and the interest of the American 


nation ; 
theirs. 3 

West Point and Annapolis already turn out excellent officers. 
We do not need to have these schools made more scholastic. 
On the contrary we should never lose sight of the fact that the 
aim of each school is to turn out a man who shall be above 
everything else a fighting man. In the Army in particular it 
is not necessary that either the cavalry or infantry officer 
should have special mathematical ability. Probably in both 
schools the best part of the education is the high standard of 
character and of professional morale which it confers. 

But in both services there is urgent need for the establish- 
ment of a principle of selection which will eliminate men after 
a certain age if they can not be promoted from the subordinate 
ranks, and which will bring into the higher ranks fewer men, 
and these at an earlier age. This principle of selection will be 
objected to by good men of mediocre capacity who are fitted to 
do well while young in the lower positions, but who are not 
fitted to do well when at an advanced age they come into posi- 
tions of command and of great responsibility. But the desire 
of these men to be promoted to positions which they are not 
competent to fill should not weigh against the interests of the 
Navy and the country. At present our men, especially in the 
Navy, are kept far too long in the junior grades, and then, at 
much too advanced an age, are put quickly through the senior 
grades, often not attaining to these senior grades until they are 
too old to be of real use in them; and if they are of real use, 
being put through them so quickly that little benefit to the Navy 
comes from their having been in them at all. 

The Navy has one great advantage over the Army in the fact 
that the officers of high rank are actually trained in the con- 
tinual performance of their duties; that is, in the management 
of the battle ships and armored cruisers gathered into fleets. 
This is not true of the army officers, who rarely have corre- 
sponding chances to exercise command over troops under sery- 
ice conditions. The conduct of the Spanish war showed the 
lamentable loss of life, the useless extravagance, and the ineffi- 
ciency certain to result, if during peace the high officials of the 
War and Navy Departments are praised and rewarded only if 
they save money at no matter what cost to the efficiency of the 
service, and if the higher officers are given no chance whatever to 
exercise and practice command. For years prior to the Spanish 
war the Secretaries of War were praised chiefly if they prac- 
ticed economy; which economy, especially in connection with 
the quartermaster, commissary, and medical departments, was 
directly responsible for most of the mismanagement that oc- 
curred in the war itself—and parenthetically be it observed that 
the very people who clamored for the misdirected economy in 
the first place were foremost to denounce the mismanagement, 
loss, and suffering which were primarily due to this same mis- 
directed economy and to the lack of preparation it involved. 
There should soon be an increase in the number of men for our 
coast defenses; these men should be of the right type and prop- 
erly trained; and there should therefore be an increase of pay 
for certain skilled grades, especially in the coast artillery. 
Money should be appropriated to permit troops to be massed in 
body and exercised in maneuvers, particularly in marching. 
Such exercise during the summer just past has been of incal- 
culable benefit to the Army and should under no circumstances 
be discontinued. If on these practice marches and in these 
maneuvers elderly officers prove unable to bear the strain, they 
should be retired at once, for the fact is conclusive as to their 
unfitness for war; that is, for the only purpose because of which 
they should be allowed to stay in the service. It is a real mis- 
fortune to have scores of small company or regimental posts 
scattered throughout the country; the Army should be gathered 
in a few brigade or division posts; and the generals should be 
practiced in handling the men in masses. Neglect to provide 
for all of this means to incur the risk of future disaster and dis- 
grace. 

The readiness and efficiency of both the Army and Navy in 
dealing with the recent sudden crisis in Cuba illustrate afresh 
their value to the Nation. This readiness and efficiency would 
haye been very much less had it not been for the existence of 
the General Staff in the Army and the General Board in the 
Navy; both are essential to the proper development and use of 
our military forces afloat and ashore. The troops that were 
sent to Cuba were handled flawlessly. It was the swiftest 
mobilization and dispatch of troops over sea ever accomplished 
by our Government. The expedition landed completely equipped 
and ready for immediate service, several of its organizations 


and in return the amplest consideration should be 
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hardly remaining in Havana over night before splitting up into 
detachments and going to their several posts. It was a fine 
demonstration of the value and efficiency of the General Staff. 
Similarly, it was owing in large part to the General Board that 
the Navy was able at the outset to meet the Cuban crisis with 
such instant efficiency, ship after ship appearing on the shortest 
notice at any threatened point, while the Marine Corps in par- 
ticular performed indispensable service. The Army and Navy 
War Colleges are of incalculable value to the two services, and 
they cooperate with constantly increasing efficiency and impor- 
tance. 

The Congress has most wisely provided for a National Board 
for the promotion of rifle practice. Excellent results have 
already come from this law, but it does not go far enough. Our 
Regular Army is so small that in any great war we should haye 
to trust mainly to volunteers; and in such eyent these volun- 
teers should already know how to shoot; for if a soldier has 
the fighting edge, and ability to take care of himself in the 
open, his efficiency on the line of battle is almost directly pro- 
portionate to excellence in marksmanship. We should establish 
shooting galleries in all the large public and military schools, 
should maintain national target ranges in different parts of the 
country, and should in every way encourage the formation of 
rifle clubs throughout all parts of the land. The little Republic 
of Switzerland offers us an excellent example in all matters 
connected with building up an efficient citizen soldiery. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

THe WHITE HOUSE, 

December 8, 1906. 


APPENDIX. 


Address by the Secretary of State of the United States of America as 
3 president of the Third Conference ef American Republics at 
Rio de Janeiro, July 31, 1906. 

Mr. President and Gentlemen of the Third Conference of Ameri- 
can Republics: 

I beg you to believe that I highly appreciate and thank you 

for the honor you do me. > 

I bring from my country a special greeting to her elder sisters 
in the civilization of America. 

Unlike as we are in many respects, we are alike in this, that 
we are all engaged under new conditions, and free from the tra- 
ditional forms and limitations of the Old World, in working out 
the same problem of popular self-government. 

It is a difficult and laborious task for each of us. Not in one 
generation nor in one century can the effective control of a supe- 
rior sovereign, so long deemed necessary to government, be re- 
jected and effective self-control by the governed be perfected in 
its place. The first fruits of democracy are many of them crude 
and unlovely ; its mistakes are many, its partial failures many, 
its sins not few. Capacity for self-government does not come 
to man by nature. It is an art to be learned, and it is also an 
expression of character to be developed among all the thousands 
of men who exercise popular sovereignty. 

To reach the goal toward which we are pressing forward, the 
governing multitude must first acquire knowledge that comes 
from universal education, wisdom that follows practical experi- 
ence, personal independence and self-respect befitting men who 
acknowledge no superior, self-control to replace that external 
control which a democracy rejects, respect for law, obedience to 
the lawful expressions of the public will, consideration for the 
opinions and interests of others equally entitled to a voice in 
the state, loyalty to that abstract conception—one’s country—as 
inspiring as that loyalty to personal sovereigns which has so il- 
lumined the pages of history, subordination of personal! interests 
to the public good, love of justice and mercy, of liberty and 
order. All these we must seek by slow and patient effort; and 
of how many shortcomings in his own land and among his own 
people each one of us is conscious. 

Yet no student of our times can fail to see that not America 
alone but the whole civilized world is swinging away from its 
old governmental moorings and intrusting the fate of the civi- 
lization to the capacity of the popular mass to govern. By this 
pathway mankind is to travel, whithersoever it leads. Upon 
the success of this our great undertaking the hope of humanity 
depends. 

Nor can we fail to see that the world makes substantial prog- 
ress toward more perfect popular self-government. 

I believe it to be true that, viewed against the background of 
conditions a century, a generation, a decade ago, government in 
my own country has advanced, in the intelligent participation 
of the great mass of the people, in the fidelity and honesty with 
which they are represented, in respect for law, in obedience to 
the dictates of a sound morality, and in effectiveness and purity 
of administration. 


Nowhere in the world has this progress been more marked 
than in Latin America. Out of the wrack of Indian fighting 
and race conflicts and. civil wars, strong and stable governments 
have arisen. Peaceful succession in accord with the people’s 
will has replaced the forcible seizure of power permitted by 
the people's indifference. Loyalty to country, its peace, its 
dignity, its honor, has arisen above partizanship for individual 
leaders. The rule of law supersedes the rule of man. Prop- 
erty is protected and the fruits of enterprise are secure. Indi- 
vidual liberty is respected. Continuous public policies are fol- 
lowed; national faith is held sacred. Progress has not been 
equal everywhere, but there has been progress everywhere. 
The movement in the right direction is general. The right tend- 
ency is not exceptional; it is continental. The present affords 
just cause for satisfaction; the future is bright with hope. 

It is not by national isolation that these results have been ac- 
complished, or that this progress can be continued. No nation 
can live unto itself alone and continue to live. Each nation’s 
growth is a part of the development of the race. There may be 
leaders and there may be laggards, but no nation can long con- 
tinue very far in advance of the general progress of mankind, 
and no nation that is not doomed to extinction can remain very 
far behind. It is with nations as it is with individual men; 
intercourse, association, correction of egotism by the influence of 
other’s judgment, broadening of views by the experience and 
thought of equals, acceptance of the moral standards of a com- 
munity the desire for whose good opinion lends a sanction to the 
rules of right conduct—these are the conditions of growth in 
civilization. A people whose minds are not open to the lessons 
of the world’s progress, whose spirits are not stirred by the 
aspirations and the achievements of humanity struggling the 
world over for liberty and justice, must be left behind by, 
civilization in its steady and beneficent advance. 

‘To promote this mutual interchange and assistance between 
the American republics, engaged in the same great task, inspired 
by the same purpose, and professing the same principles, I 
understand to be the function of the American Conference now 
in session. There is not one of all our countries that can not 
benefit the others; there is not one that can not receive benefit 
from the others; there is not one that will not gain by the 
prosperity, the peace, the happiness of all. 

According to your programme no great and impressive single 
thing is to be done by you; no political questions are to be dis- 
cussed ; no controversies are to be settled; no judgment is to be 
passed upon the conduct of any State; but many subjects are to 
be considered which afford the possibility of removing barriers 
to intercourse; of ascertaining for the common benefit what 
advances have been made by each nation in knowledge, in ex- 
perience, in enterprise, in ‘the solution of difficult questions of 
government, and in ethical standards; of perfecting our knowl- 
edge of each other; and of doing away with the misconceptions, 
the misunderstandings, and the resultant prejudices that are 
such fruitful sources of controversy. 

And there are some subjects in the programme which invite 
discussion that may lead the American republics toward an 
agreement upon principles, the general practical application of 
which can come only in the future through long and patient ef- 
fort. Some advance at least may be made here toward the com- 
plete rule of justice and peace among nations in lieu of force 
and war. 

The association of so many eminent men from all the repub- 
lics, leaders of opinion in their own homes; the friendships that 
will arise among you; the habit of temperate and kindly dis- 
cussion of matters of common interest; the ascertainment of 
common sympathies and aims; the dissipation of misunder- 
standings; the exhibition to all the American peoples of this 
peaceful and considerate method of conferring upon interna- 
tional questions—this alone, quite irrespective of the resolutions 
you may adopt and the conventions you may sign, will mark a 
substantial advance in the direction of international good under- 
standing. 

These beneficent results the Government and the people of the 
United States of America greatly desire. We wish for no vic- 
tories but those of peace; for no territory except our own; for 
no sovereignty except the sovereignty over ourselves. We deem 
the independence and equal rights of the smallest and weakest 
member of the family of nations entitled to as much respect as 
those of the greatest empire, and we deem the observance of that 
respect the chief guaranty of the weak against the oppression of 
the strong. We neither claim nor desire any rights, or privi- 
leges, or powers that we do not freely concede to every Ameri- 
can republic. We wish to increase our prosperity, to expand 
our trade, to grow in wealth, in wisdom, and in spirit, but our 
conception of the true way to accomplish this is not to pull down 
others and profit by their ruin, but to help all friends to a com- 
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mon prosperity and a common growth, that we may all become 
greater and stronger together. 

Within a few months, for the first time the recognized pos- 
sessors of every foot of soil upon the American continents can be 
and I hope will be represented with the acknowledged rights 
of equal sovereign states in the great World Congress at The 
Hague. This will be the world’s formal and final acceptance 
of the declaration that no part of the American continents is 
to be deemed subject to colonization. Let us pledge ourselves 
to aid each other in the full performance of the duty to hu- 
manity which that accepted declaration implies; so that in time 
the weakest and most unfortunate of our republics may come 
to march with equal step by the side of the stronger and more 
fortunate. Let us help each other to show that for all the races 
of men the liberty for which we have fought and labored is 
the twin sister of justice and peace. Let us unite in creating 
and maintaining and making effective an all-American public 
opinion, whose power shall influence international conduct and 
prevent international wrong, and narrow the causes of war, 
and forever preserve our free lands from the burden of such 
armaments as are massed behind the frontiers of Europe, and 
bring us ever nearer to the perfection of ordered liberty. So 
shall come security and prosperity, production and trade, 
wealth, learning, the arts, and happiness for us all. 

Not in a single conference, nor by a single effort, can very 
much be done. You labor more for the future than for the 
present; but if the right impulse be given, if the right tendency 
be established, the work you do here will go on among all the 
millions of people in the American continents long after your 
final adjournment, Jong after your lives, with incalculable 
benefit to all onr beloved countries, which may it please God 
to continue free and independent and happy for ages to come. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The message will be printed and 
lie on the table. 

STATE PUBLIC SCHOOL SYSTEMS. > 


Mr. RAYNER submitted the following resolutions, which were 
read: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate this Government has no 
right to enter into any treaty with any foreign government relating 
in any manner to any of the public school systems of any of the States 
of the Union; and 

Resolved further, That in the opinion of the Senate there is no pro- 
vision in the treaty between the United States and the Government of 
Japan that relates in any manner to this subject or in any way inter- 
feres with the right of the State of California to conduct and admin- 
` iad 3 of public schools in accordance with its own legisla- 
tion; an 

Resolved further, That it is the duty of the President of the United 
States to notify the Government of Japan and notify any foreign gov- 
ernment with whom the question may arise that the public educational 
institutions of the States are not within the jurisdiction of the United 
States, and that the United States has no power to regulate or super- 
vise their administration. 


Mr, RAYNER. I ask that the resolutions may lie on the 
table. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is so ordered. 
SENATOR FROM UTAH. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that a 
week from to-day I shall call up the report of the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections and the accompanying resolution in 
relation to the right of the senior Senator from Utah [Mr. 
Smoor] to a seat in this body. 

DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yesterday I introduced a resolution relative 
to the dismissal of three companies of the Twenty-fifth In- 
fantry. On looking at it in the Recorp this morning I observe 
that there are some inaccuracies as to the citation of sections, 
I ask that the resolution may be reprinted as I have corrected 
it, and on the suggestion of the Senator from California [Mr. 
Prrxins] I ask that it also be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution as modified is as follows: i 


of such discharge u 
th ah allowance for subsistence and 


tatutes, vol. 1, p. 890, edition of 1901), and his right to enter a 
National Soldiers’ Home (under section 4821 and followi sections 
of the Compiled Statutes, vol. 3, p. 3332, edition of 1901), his right to 


be buried a national cemetery (under section 4878 and following 
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sections of the Compiled Statutes, vol. 3, p. 3378, edition of 1901) 
and his right to receive transportation and subsistence from place o 
discharge to his home, = 5 for in section 1290 and following 


sections of the Compil tatutes, vol. 1, p. 916, edition of 1901; 
also a complete official record of the Twenty-fifth Regiment, United 
States Infantry, from the lime of its muster in to the date of the dis- 
charge of Companies B, C, and D. 

Mr. FORAKER. I also ask that the resolution on this sub- 
ject introduced yesterday by the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Penrose], and the one submitted by me, shall remain on 
the table before the Senate, to be called up for consideration at 
any time, instead of going to the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it will 
be so ordered. 

THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 


On motion of Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, it was 


Ordered, That the time for the report of the Select Committee to In- 
vestigate Matters Connected with the Five Civilized Tribes be ex- 
tended until the first Monday in January, 1907. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVES HITT, KETCHAM, ADAMS, AND HOAR. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I ask that the resolutions of 
the House of Representatives relative to the death of certain 
Members of that body may be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
resolutions of the House of Representatives, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
December 3, 1906. 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. ROBERT R. Hirt, a Representative from the State of Illi- 
nois in thirteen successive Congresses. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. Jonx H. Kronau, a Representative from the State of 
New York in seventeen Congresses. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
cen of Hon. H. C. ADAMS, a Representative from the State of Wis- 
consin. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. Rockwoop Hoar, a Representative from the State of 
Massachusetts. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of those 
Representatives whose deaths have been announced this House do now 


adjourn. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I submit-a resolution, and ask 
for its present consideration.. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois submits 
a resolution, and asks for its present consideration. The resolu- 
tion will be read. 

The resolution was read, and unanimously agreed to, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. Roperr R. Hirt, a Representative 
from the State of Illinois in thirteen successive Congresses. 


Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I offer the resolution I send to 
the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York pro- 
poses a resolution, which will be read. 

The resolution was read, and unanimously agreed to, as fol- 
lows: ; 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the an- 


nouncement of the death of Hon. Joux H. HAM, a Representative 
from the State of New York in seventeen Congresses. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I offer the resolution I send 
to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin pro- 
poses a resolution, which will be read. 

The resolution was read, and unanimously agreed to, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the an- 


nouncement of the death of Hon. H. C. ApAms, a Representative from 
the State of Wisconsin. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I offer a resolution for present 
consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
submits a resolution, which will be read. 

The resolution was read, and unanimously agreed to, as fol- 
lows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility of the 
death of Hon. RocKwoop Hoar, a Representative from the State of 


Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I also offer another resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
proposes an additional resolution, which will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect to the memory of 
. whose deaths have been announced the Senate do 


The resolution was unanimously agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock 
and 55 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, December 5, 1906, at 12 o'clock meridian. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Turspay, December J, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 
CORRECTIONS. 


Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I notice by the 
Recorp this morning that I am recorded as among those not 
present on yesterday. I was present, and I ask that the RECORD 
und Journal be corrected accordingly. 

Mr. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, I notice by the Recorp this 
morning that I am recorded as among those present on yester- 
day. I was not present, and I ask that the Recorp and Journal 
be corrected accordingly. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Rrcorp and the 
Journal will be corrected in accordance with the statements of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the gentleman from 
Rhode Island. 

There was no objection. 

COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS. 


The SPEAKER announced the following committee appoint- 
ments: 
Mr. Cousins, chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Mr. Lowpen, member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE TO NOTIFY THE PRESIDENT. 

-Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the committee appointed by the 
House to join a similar committee on the part of the Senate, to 
wait upon the President of the United States and inform him 
that a quorum of each House of Congress has appeared and is 
ready to receive any communication he might make, report that 
they have performed that duty, and the President has requested 
us to say that he will communicate with the Congress in 
writing. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as 
follows: 
To Mr. RIxXEx, indefinitely, on account of sickness, 


RECESS. 


At 12 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m., on motion of Mr. Payne, 
the House took a recess until 12.25 p. m. 
The recess haying expired, the House was called to order by 
the Speaker. 
ANNUAL MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
LATTA, one of his secretaries. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the message from the 
President of the United States. 

_ {For message see Senate proceedings of this date.] 


REFERENCE OF THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE, 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS and Mr. PAYNE rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Lacey). The Chair will 
recognize the gentleman from Indiana, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer a resolution in re- 
gard to the message. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
gentleman from Indiana desires to offer a resolution in regard 
to the President’s message. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the follow- 
ing resolution, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That 10,000 copies of the President's message be 
the use of Members of the House of Representatives, to be 
through the folding room of the House. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that that go to the 
Committee on Printing. I offer the usual resolution that the 
message and accompanying documents be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and 
printed. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask a ques- 
tion for infermation. Does this folding-room distribution, pro- 
vided for in the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana, put these messages where we can get them pro rata? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, that is a matter to be considered when it 
is reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution as to printing 
has not been acted upon. The Chair will recognize the motion 
of the gentleman from New York as one having precedence 


rinted for 
istributed 


over the motion offered by the gentleman from Indiana. The 
question is on the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
New York, that the message and accompanying documents be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and be printed. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I now ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution 
which I sent to the desk and which has been read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
resolution which has been read. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
ask the gentleman from Indiana why this unusual haste? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. There is no unusual haste 
about it. I would say that this is the custom that has been 
followed always—to have 10,000 copies of the message printed. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, I think not; such a resolution has always 
gone to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I think not. I think it has been 
customary to order the additional number of 10,000 copies to 
be printed and distributed through the folding room. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have no recollection of such a motion ever 
haying been made before at the time of the reading of the mes- 
sage. The usual course has been the resolution which has just 
been adopted, which prints the message. Then afterwards if ` 
the House needs additional copies the Committee on Printing 
bring in a resolution. I think the resolution ought to go to the 
Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the EENEN from New 
York object? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
objects, and the resolution will be referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

PERSONAL REQUEST. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. Moon of Tennessee was granted 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
copies, the papers in the case of William G. Humbard, Fifty- 
seventh Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 2 o'clock and 
53 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet at 12 o'clock 
to-morrow. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the BpeaKerA table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Doorkeeper of the House; transmitting a 
report of books, maps, and pamphlets in the folding room of 
the House December 1, 1906—to the Committee on Accounts, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting the 
financial report of the Superintendent of the Government Hos- 
pital for the Insane—to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of the Interior, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting the 
report of the commissioner of the interior for Porto Rico for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1906—to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting a 
statement of the claim of T. C. Wakefield—to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the 
journal of the executive council and the acts of the third legis- 
lative assembly of Porto Rico in extraordinary session—to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Betsey, William 
Sturgis, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
submitting the report of their official doings for the year ended 
June 30, 190G—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting a re- 
port of the contingent expenses of his Department for the year 
ended June 30, 1906—to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting the 
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report of the commissioner of education for Porto Rico for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1906—to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. y 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Active, Jonathan Hol- 
oroo hanten =o the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the ship John, John Thomas, mas- 
ter—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Polly, James Houston, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Becca, John Somes, mas- 
ter—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Bird, Lemuel Bartlett, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Polly and Nancy, Isaac 
Mackie, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the ship Dublin Packet, Henry 
3 master to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
print 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Nancy, Joseph Chase, mas- 
ter—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Betsey, Gustavus Griffin, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Dolphin, Thomas 
Donun mano io the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Fanny, William P. Barnes, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of law and fact in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the ship Sally, John Grozier, mas- 
ter—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mittlug a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Triton, Peleg L. Hill- 
man, Py the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of law and fact in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Aurora, Samuel Ap- 
pen master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the ship Fame, Joseph Brown, mas- 
ter—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Esther and Eliza, Heze- 
kiah Freeman, master—to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cxses relating to the sloop Sally, Samuel Cargill, mas- 
ter—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Betsey, Zebulon P. Burn- 
ham, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 


mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 


spoliation cases relating to the snow Harmony, John Burnham, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation c: relating to the ship Young Eagle, Absalom 
Pride, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Fair American, Robert For- 
rest, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Jeremiah, George 
Wheelwright, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Amiable Matilda, William 
Brown, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the vessel Favorite Elsie, Alexander 
McConnell, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Betsey, Samuel Pat- 
terson and John Murray, masters—to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. ` 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the sloop Polly, Silas Nichols, mas- 
ter—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Berkley, John Clark, mas- 
ter—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Willing Maid, George 
Pike, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Ann, Pelham Gibbs, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the ketch Ebenezer, Michael Smith, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Polly, Abraham Waters, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Betsey, William L. 
Cazneau, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
. A letter from the assistant clerk of the court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the sloop Resolution, Jacob Dock- 
endorf, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
rinted. 
f A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Hulker, Peter Clark, mas- 
ter—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Sally, N. H. Downe, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Polly, Isaac Cutter, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the sloop Juno, Constant 
Chapman, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
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transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the ship Russell, William 
Wood, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
Printed. ; 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the sloop Industry, Jacob 


Hurd, master—to the Committee 
printed, : 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the brig Lucy, John Clapp, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
¥rench spoliation cases relating to the schooner Jane, Peter 
Sorensen, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, submitting recommenda- 
tions as to the additional dental surgeon at the United States 
Military Academy—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting the report 
of the Board of Ordnance and Fortification for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1906—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a state- 
ment of apportionments of appropriations, in view of emer- 
gencies, and submitting explanations of a deficiency estimate 
for mileage to officers and contract surgeons—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Duluth Harbor, Minnesota—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Atlantic Highlands, N. J.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Ashtabula Harbor, Ohio—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 

ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of inland waterway from Norfolk, Va., to Beaufort, 
N. C.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered 
to be printed. ' 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Dorchester Bay and Neponset River, Massachusetts— 
to the Committee on Riyers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting statements 
by the Chief of Ordnance of expenditures and operations of 
manufacture at the Springfield Armory and Rock Island Ar- 
senal—to the Committee on Expenditures in the War Depart- 
ment, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report 
of the annual inspection of the several branches of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, a 
draft of a prepared bill to authorize noncompetent Indian al- 
lottees to dispose of all or part of their allotments—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


on Claims, and ordered to be 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 20974) to provide for 
dredging, improving, and maintaining the channels and naviga- 
ble rivers within the State of Missouri—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 20975) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Mount Clemens, Mich.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 20976) for the erec- 
tion of a Federal building for the United States post-office at 
Temple, Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 20977) for the erection of a Federal build- 
ing for the post-office at Belton, Tex.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. j 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 20978) 
to increase the compensation of rural letter carriers—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20979) for the erection of a public building 
at Greenwood, Miss.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 5 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 20980) for the 
erection of a public building in Bristol, Conn. —to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ACH®NSON: A bill (H. R. 20981) to increase the 
limit of cost for the purchase of site and erection of a public 
building at Charleroi, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 20982) for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a public building at Dyersburg, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20983) for the purchase of a site and 
erection of a public building at Union City, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 20984) to provide 
for a land district in Valley County, in the State of Montana, 
to be known as the Glasgow land district—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 20985) for the 
erection of a Federal building for the United States at Wichita 
Falls, Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, ‘a bill (H. R. 20986) for the erection of a Federal build- 
ing at Amarillo, Tex.—to the Committe on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 20987) to reorganize and enlist 
the members of the United States Naval Academy band—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 20988) to amend an act 


-entitled “An act to authorize Washington and Westmoreland 


counties, in the State of Pennsylvania, to construct and main- 
tain bridge across the Monongahela River, in the State of 
Pennsylvania,’ approved February 21, 1903—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 20989) to discontinue the 
enlistment and appointment of negroes in the Army of the 
United States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 20990) to create a new division 
of the southern judicial district of Iowa, and to provide for 
terms of court at Ottumwa, Iowa, and for a clerk for said 
court, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 20991) authorizing survey 
of the Choctawhatchee River in Alabama, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. - 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 20992) to au- 
thorize the paving of Twenty-third street NW., between S and U 
streets—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 20993) fixing 
the salary of Members of Congress and Delegates, and their 
necessary expenses, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 20994) to repeal sections 
1104 and 1108, Revised Statutes, edition of 1878—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OLCOTT: A bill (H. R. 20995) to regulate advance- 
ment in the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
190) extending protection of second proviso of section 1 of the 
act of December 21, 1904, to certain entrymen—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A resolution (H. Res. 638) fixing the 
annual salary of the janitor of the House document room—to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. GARBER: A resolution (H. Res. 639) to pay Mrs. 
Mary Hill, widow of Isaac R. Hill, deceased, a certain sum of 
money—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A resolution (H. Res. 640) referring to 
the Court of Claims the bill for the relief of Arthur W. Kelley— 
to the Committee on Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and seyerally referred as 
follows: . 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 20996) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lindsay Roop—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, : 


1906. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 20997) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Hartman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20998) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Bennington—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BANNON: A bill (H. R. 20999) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John H. Simmons—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. a 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21000) granting a pension to Jessie F. 
Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21001) granting an increase of pension to 
George Rhodes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21002) granting an increase of pension to 
William Wiggins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 21003) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry H. Niles—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 21004) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Stannah—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21005) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21006) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Carlisle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21007) granting an increase of pension to 
George -Ritchey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21008) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21009) granting an increase of pension to 
Jane Hubbard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21010) granting an increase of pension to 
James D. Mandeville—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 21011) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John D. Terry—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21012) to authorize a reliquidation of cer- 
tain entries of merchandise—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 21013) granting a pension to 
Ella B..Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21014) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 21015) 
granting a pension to Evan H. Baker—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 21016) granting an increase 
of pension to Philogene M. Nichols—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21017) granting an increase of pension to 
Darius A. Sweet—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 21018) granting a pension to 
George Ochs—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 21019) granting an increase 
of pension to Benjamin F. Fell—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21020) granting an increase of pension to 
Ann Eliza Philput—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21021) granting an increase of pension to 
James Renneker—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21022) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas N. Gootee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21023) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas G. Underdown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21024) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary C. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21025) granting an increase of pension to 
Enoch May—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLE: A bill (H. R. 21026) granting a pension to 
Delia S. Humphrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 21027) grant- 
Ing an increase of pension to Nelson Nyerson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 21028) granting an increase 
of pension to Volney Abbey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21029) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Patterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21080) granting an increase of pension to 
Stewart Ervin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21031) granting an increase of pension to 
James S. Bryant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21032) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Quigg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 21033) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William P. Huff—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 21034) granting an increase of pension to 
Commodore P. Barker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 21035) for the relief of 
Benjamin C. Lowery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 21036) granting an increase of 
pension to Ransom R. Jones—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 21037) granting a pension to 
Georgia G. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21088) granting a pension to Lucy A. Cay- 
lord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21039) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson J. Weller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21040) granting an increase of pension to 
Ella C. Washburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 21041) granting an increase of 
pension to Peter Gascon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21042) granting an inerease of pension to 
Mary E. Abbott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 21043) granting 
a pension to Robert J. Dewey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21044) granting an increase of pension to 
Royal Sanderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 21045) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Unity A. Steel—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21046) granting a pension to Jesse Har- 
ral—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 21047) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jesse J. Melton—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GILHAMS: A bill (H. R. 21048) granting an increase 
of pension to Alpheus F. Van Niman—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21049) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Wiler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21050) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Wyland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 21051) granting an increase of pension to 
George I. Walters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21052) granting an increase of pension to 
Edmund A. Locker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21053) granting an increase of pension to 
Ruben Lantz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 21054) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21055) granting an increase of pension to 
Archibald Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21056) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Guebard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21057) granting an increase of pension to 
David C. Clouse—to the Cemmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21058) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Isbell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21059) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Simpson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21060) granting an increase of pension to 
Gottlieb Kirchner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21061) granting an increase of pension to 
James Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21062) granting an increase of pension to 
John Langenfeld—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21063) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel C. Hoover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21064) granting an increase of pension to 
Ezra A. Chaffee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21065) granting an increase of pension to 
George D. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21066) granting an increase of pension to 
Sanford Morse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21067) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel C. Murphy—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21068) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace E. Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21069) granting an increase of pension to 
John Rinehart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21070) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick C. Waterman—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21071) granting an increase of pension to 
Enos D. Messimore—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21072) granting an increase of pension to 
James Haskell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21073) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Harmon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 21074) granting an increase of pension to 
Vesta M. Swarts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. A 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21075) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas C. Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21076) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel A. Douglas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: A bill (H. R. 21077) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew M. Dunn—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21078) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry ©. Dayis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21079) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick Kinney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 21080) granting an increase of 
pension to Matthew Bunch—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21081) granting an increase of pension to 
James Richey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 21082) granting an increase of 
pension to R. A. Finnell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 21083) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles L. Chappell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 21084) granting an increase of pension to 
Elisha D. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21085) granting an increase of pension to 
Anthony Patterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21086) granting an incredse of pension to 
Jerry Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21087) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Manice—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21088) granting an increase of pension to 
Waterman Griggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21089) granting an increase of pension to 
Palmer Loper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 21090) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of James Boyle—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 21091) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Treasury to enter on the roll of 
Capt. Orlando Humason’s Company B, First Oregon Mounted 
Volunteers, the name of Hezekiah Davis—to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A Dill (H. R. 21092) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Francis Morton—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21093) granting an increase of pension to 
Clark De Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21094) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary H. Henry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21095) granting an increase of pension to 
Marcus Desch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21096) granting a pension to Sallie J. 
Latham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21097) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21098) granting an increase of pension to 
James Barrett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21099) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel R. McFarland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21100) granting an increase of pension to 
A. H. Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 21101) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. Townsend—to fhe Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21102) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Moser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21103) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21104) granting to the Rock Creek Ceme- 
tery Association, of Rio Grande County, Colo., certain lands for 
cemetery purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 21105) 
granting an increase of pension to Warren J. Sevey—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21106) granting an increase of pension to 
Gile O. Bump—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 21107) granting 
an increase of pension to John Finnegan—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21108) granting an increase of pension to 
A. J. Barker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21109) granting a pension to Avery A. 
Smith—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 


By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 21110) granting an increase of 
pension to Elias Souers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLEPPER: A bill (H. R. 21111) granting an increase 
of pension to Arthur Graham—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ; 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 21112) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William F, Wheelock—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21113) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma E. Chamberlain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21114) granting a pension to Laura A. 
Hoyt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21115) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvester Bickford—to. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21116) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert F. McCurdy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 21117) for the relief of Charles 
D. Lumpkin, of Cedartown, Polk County, Ga., administrator 
for the estate of Elijah Lumpkin, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 21118) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob Hartman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 21119) granting an inctease of 
pension to Alexander Boshea—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21120) granting an increase of pension to 
John Lynch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21121) granting an increase of pension to 
Marcus Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21122) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan Small—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21123) granting an increase of pension to 
Lawrence McHugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21124) granting an increase of pension to 
William Hubbard, alias William B. Crane—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 21125) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William W. Phares—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr, McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 21126) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert H. Neyland—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McNARY: A bill (H. R. 21127) granting an increase 
of pension to Alizia H. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. y 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21128) granting a pension to Johanna 
O’Brien—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21129) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis C. Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21130) granting a pension to Margaret 
McNally—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21131) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelius Shea—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 21132) granting an increase 
of pension to John L. Barnes—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 21133) granting an increase 
of pension to James W. Cosgrove—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21134) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Kriner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 21135) for the 
relief of Charles Hassett, of Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21136) for the relief of the estate of 
Daniel B. Harold, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21137) granting a pension to Andrew J. 
Hollaway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21138) granting an increase of pension to 
J. H. Allison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21139) granting an increase of pension to 
Willa Fyffe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21140) granting an increase of pension to 
Milton J. Beebe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21141) granting an increase of pension to 
George E. Castor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21142) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Rose—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 21143) granting a pension 
to Silas S. Pritchett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21144) granting a pension to Eber B, 
Priest—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21145) granting a pension to James T. 
Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 21146) granting a pension to Elmer R. 
Boudley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21147) granting a pension to John P. 
Penry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 21148) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob A. Graham—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 21149) granting a pension to 
Arthur A. Piens—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21150) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Hess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 21151) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Futter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21152) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Lowry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21153) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry R. Haines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21154) for the relief of James H. C. 
Dailey—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21155) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21156) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Basford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 21157) granting an increase 
of pension to George C. Peak—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 21158) granting a pension to 
John Schwab, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21159) granting a pension to George W. 
Robins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21160) granting an increase of pension to 
Falkland H. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 21161) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry J. Rhodes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 21162) granting an increase of 
pension to John W. Humphrey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21163) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Burgess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 21164) granting 
an increase of pension to Stephen D. Maynard—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21165) granting a pension to John B. 
Bero—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21166) granting a pension to William J. 
Barker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21167) granting a pension to Thomas 
Dixon—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21168) granting a pension to Anna A. 
Crandall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21169) granting a pension to John C. 
Hurst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21170) granting a pension to Daniel M. 
Winter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21171) granting a pension to Adelbert L. 
Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21172) granting a pension to Samuel 
Limenstall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21173) granting a pension to Francis G. 
Bourasaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STAFFORD: A bill (H. R. 21174) for the relief of 
the Allis-Chalmers Company, of Milwaukee, Wis.—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 21175) grant- 
ing a pension to Martin J. Flagstad—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 21176) granting a pension 
to Catherine Sandte—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21177) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis L. Bingham—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21178) granting an increase of pension to 
Solomon Robertson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21179) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21180) granting an increase of pension to 
James Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALDO: A bill (H. R. 21181) for the relief of Wil- 
liam A. King—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 21182) for the 
relief of Capt. Thomas Mason—to the Committee on Nayal 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21183) granting a pension to A. T. Blau- 
yelt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 21184) granting a pension to William Y. 
Rohrbach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21185) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary M. Goble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 21186) for the relief of 
Hugh M. Brown, executor of Andrew Brown, deceased, late of 
Natchez, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 21187) granting an in- 
crease of pension to L. F. Williams—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21188) granting a pension to Dora Brown— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXI, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3224) granting a pension to Catherine ber- 
lein — Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committe on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 19943) granting an increase of pension to- E. 
La Coste— Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
against abuses of power in the Kongo Free State—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Mary A. Hart- 
man and Lindsay Roop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDRUS: Petition of the Oilcloth Makers and 
Helpers’ Union, of Buchanan, N. Y., for the shipping bill—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of John D. Terry—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: Petition of citizens of Colorado, against 
abuses in the government of the ONES Free State—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Memorial and joint resolution of the city 
council of Providence, R. I., and message of the mayor of Proy- 
idence, urging the improvement of the harbor of Proyidence—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Darius A. Sweet— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Philogene M... 
Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Petition of William K. Fishburn, against 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, resolution of Columbia Lodge, No. 252, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Firemen, in favor of the passage of the shipping bill, 
and other bills relating to the merchant marine—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the New York branch of the National 
Leagne of Commission Merchants, for the passage of legislation 
for the admission of American fruit to German markets—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of George Ochs— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Commodore P. Barker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Petition of Rey. J. H. Sankey and 59 
others, of Chester, W. Va., for investigation of abuses in the 
Kongo Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William D. Smith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ransom 
R. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petition of the business men of Wauconda, Ill., 
for repeal of the brankruptey law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of business men of Long Grove, Ill., against the 
present bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Ganesha Club, of the Wo- 
man’s Federation, for an appropriation for the investigation of 
the industrial condition of women in America—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Georgia G. Cook, 


Lucy A. Gaylord, and Nelson J. Weller—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT; Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Jesse Harrall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Unity A. Steel—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also; paper to accompany bill for relief of W. H. Parker—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Henry C. Davis, William Hand, Andrew M. Dunn, and Patrick 
Kinney—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of Division No. 169, Polishers and 
Buffers’ Union, of Norwich, Conn., and Division No. 262, A. A. 
of S. and E. R. E. of A., of Norwich, Conn., for reestablishment 
of the American merchant marine—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Brussels Carpet 
Workers’ Union, No. 241, of Thompsonville, Conn., for the ship- 
ping bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
erles. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of John E. Clark et al., 
for passage of bill H. R. 15268, against the duty on works of 
art to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
George M. Fowler, Sally J. Latham, Samuel R. McFarland, and 
Francis Morton—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of members of the bar of Keokuk 
County, Iowa, for a division of the circuit and district courts of 
the United States in the southern district of Iowa—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAMB: Petition of Good Will Council, No. 26, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Richmond, Va., for bill 
S. 4403, restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. - 

By Mr. MAHON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of James 
W. Cosgrove—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Mrs, Ella Guthrie et al., of the Presbyterian 
Chureh of Mexico, Pa., for investigation of the condition in 

the Kongo Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

r By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Charles Hassett—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Joseph Rose—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Hartford 
Matherly, George E. Coster, Melton J. Beebe, Willa Fyffe, and 
Andrew J. Holloway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLCOTT: Petition of citizens of New York City and 
the Second German Baptist Church of New York City, against 
abuses of power in the Kongo Free State—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Joseph B. Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARSONS: Petition of the National Association of 
Colored Women, against the abuses in the government of the 
Kongo Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the students and faculty of the Art School of 
New York City, for free art legislation as per bill H. R. 15268, 
of 1906—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Petition of Brewery Workers’ Union No. 
265, of Cumberland, Md., for the ship-subsidy bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Papers to accompany bills 
for relief of Francis G. Bourasaw, Adelbert L. Green, John C. 
Hurst, Mrs. Anna A. Crandall, Thomas Dixon, William J. 
Barker, and Samuel Limenstall—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of citizens of Middlefield and 
Derby, Conn., for removal of the tariff on works of art—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Elm Lodge, No. 420, of New Haven, Conn., 
International Association of Mechanics, for the ship-subsidy 
bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Local Union No. 307, Sheet Metal Workers, of 
Meriden, Conn., for the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Admiral Foote Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of New Haven, Conn., for the retention of the canteen 
in the National Soldiers’ Home—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. E 

Also, petition of various newspaper publishers of the Second 
Congressional district of Connecticut, against bill to rate all 
printed postal matter at 4 cents per pound—to the Committee 
on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of various manufacturers of the Second Con- 
gressional district of Connecticut, favoring an increase of force 
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10 Ene United States Patent Office—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of the St. Paul 
Board of Trade, for negotiation of a commercial treaty with 
Germany—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the Second German Baptist 
Church of New York City, against atrocities in the government 
of the Kongo Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WEEMS: Petition of G. W. Hamilton et al., against 
abuses of government in the Kongo Free State—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry 
Lufft—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 


Wepnespay, December 5, 1906. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 
Mr. SAMUEL D. McEnery, a Senator from the State of Louisi- 
ana, appeared in his seat to-day. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 
REPORTS OF SECRETARY OF SENATE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Senate, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a full and complete statement of the receipts and 
expenditures of the Senate of public moneys remaining in his 
possession from July 1, 1905, to June 30, 1906; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Senate, transmitting a full and complete account 
of all property, including stationery, belonging to the United 
States in his possession on the 3d day of December, 1906; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 

REPORTS OF SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Sergeant-at-Arms, transmitting a statement of 
the receipts from the sale of condemned property in his posses- 
sion since December 4, 1905; which, with the accompanying - 
papers, was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms, giving a full and complete account of all prop- 
erty belonging to the United States in his possession December 
3, 1906; which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to 
lie on the table, and be printed. 


SALMON LAKE VOTING PRECINCT, ALASKA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy 
of a letter from T. C. Wakefield, Nome, Alaska, submitting an 
estimate of account for $18 for expenses incurred and services 
rendered in making the proper returns for the Salmon Lake 
voting precinct, Kougarok district, Alaska, to the office of the 
governor and the office of the clerk of the second division of 
the district court of Alaska, etc.; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

i FOREST RESERVE LANDS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of March 19, 1906, lists of persons, firms, 
and corporations who conveyed or relinquished to the Govern- 
ment of the United States lands within the limits of Govern- 
ment forest preserves, etc.; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SPRINGFIELD ARMORY AND ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
statements submitted by the Chief of Ordnance, United States 
Army, of the expenditures and of arms, etc., during the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1906, at the Springfield Armory, Springfield, 
Mass., and at the Rock Island Arsenal, Rock Island, III.; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PURCHASES OF COAL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, transmitting in mse to a 
resolution of June 29, 1906, a report relative to the quantities 
and character of coal purchased during the last fiscal year for 
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use of the Department of State, etc.; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


DISPOSAL OF INDIAN ALLOTMENTS. . 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a commmnica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, dated November 30, 
1906, submitting the draft of a proposed bill to authorize non- 
competent Indian allottees to dispose of all or part of their 
allotments; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF BOARD OF ORDNANCE AND FORTIFICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the sixteenth 
annual report of the Board of Ordnance and Fortifications for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1906; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LAWS OF PORTO RICO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting one copy 
each of the journal of the chamber of delegates, the journal of 
the executive council, and the acts and resolutions of the third 
legislative assembly of Porto Rico, etc.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 


ACCEPTANCE OF GIFTS AND DECORATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, requesting that Capt. W. 8. 
Guignard, United States Army; Capt. John C. Fremont, United 
States Navy; Lieut. Leigh C. Palmer, United States Navy, and 
Lieut. Commander Newton A. McCully, United States Navy, be 
authorized to accept certain gifts and decorations presented to 
them by foreign governments; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 


CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, a detailed report of expenditures from 
the appropriation for contingent expenses of the government of 
the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1906; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

‘TRADE CONDITIONS IN CENTRAL AND SOUTH AMERICA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report of Special Agent Lincoln Hutchinson 
on trade conditions in Central America and on the west coast 
of South America; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

TRADE CONDITIONS IN ARGENTINA, PARAGUAY, AND URUGUAY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of Special Agent Lincoln Hutchinson 
on trade conditions in Argentina, Paraguay, and Uruguay; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

TRADE CONDITIONS IN EGYPT AND SUEZ CANAL TRAFFIC. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of Special Agent Charles M. Pepper 

-on trade conditions in Egypt and traffic through the Suez Canal; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNUAL REPORT OF SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury on the state of the 
finances for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1906; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF INTERIOR FOR PORTO RICO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report 
from the commissioner of the interior for Porto Rico for ri 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1906; which, with the acco 
papers, was refered to the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico, and ordered to be printed. 


GOVERNMENT HOSPITAL FOR THE INSANE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a letter from Dr. William A. White, Superintendent of 
the Government Hospital for the Insane, together with a re- 
port showing in detail the receipts and expenditures of that 
institution; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 


to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 
REPORT ON EDUCATION IN PORT@ RICO. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of the commissioner of education for Porto 
Rico for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1906; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JUDGMENTS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a statement of all judgments rendered by the court for the 
year ended December 1, 1906; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1906; which was referred to the 
Committee oh the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ANNUAL REPORT OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Public Printer, showing the operations of the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1906; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered 
to be printed. 


VISIT OF SECRETARY OF STATE TO PERU. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a conimunica- 
tion from the president of the Senate of Peru, expressing gra 
fication to the Senate of the United States on account of t the 
visit of Hon. Elihu Root, Secretary of State of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tiens, and ordered to be printed. 


TRANS-MISSISSIPPI COMMERCIAL CONGRESS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the president of the Trans-Mississippi Commercial 
Congress, transmitting a copy of resolutions adopted at its 
session held in Kansas City November 20-23, with respect 
to canals, rivers and harbors, relations with South America, 
the Monroe doctrine, the merchant marine, the consular sery- 
ice, agriculture, live stock, mines and mining, intercontinental 
railway, peace resolution, and private monopolies; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


HUNGARIAN PARLIAMENT BUILDING. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, transmitting a publication 
from the Austro-Hungarian ambassador descriptive of the new 
Hungarian Parliament building at Budapest; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

THE PANAMA CANAL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, transmitting a letter from 
Mr. G. Sautereau, engineer, of Paris, France, forwarding for 
the consideration of the Senate papers relative ‘to the question 
of the Panama Canal; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act 
of January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in 
the annexed findings by the court relating to the vessel brig 
Blossom, John Moore, master; the vessel schooner Atlantic, 
Robert Smith, master; the vessel schooner Union, Henry 
Hooper,’ master; the vessel ship Four Sisters, Hector McLean, 
master; the vessel brig Maria, Morgan, master; the vessel 
schooner Rebecca, Thomas Rogers, master; the vessel ship 
Patty, Beriah Pease, master; the vessel ship Nomad, Pierson, 
master; the vessel ship Una, Riley, master; the vessel 
schooner Ranging Polly, Jack, master; the vessel schooner Bet- 
sey, Samuel Patterson, master; the vessel ship Oswegan, Israel 
Trask, master; the vessel brig Sea Nymph, George Hastie, 
master; the vessel ship Portland, David Harding, master; the 
vessel ship Aurora, John Sutter, master; the vessel sloop Polly, 
Silas Nichols, master; the vessel schooner Betsey, Samuel Pat- 
terson and John Murray, masters; the vessel Favorite Elsie, 
Alexander McConnell, master; the vessel ship Una Scott, Absa- 
lom Pride, master; the vessel snow Harmony, John Burnham, 
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master; the vessel sloop Sally, Samuel Cargill, master; the 
vessel schooner Esther and Hliza, Hezekiah Freeman, master; 
the vessel schooner Jeremiah, George Wheelwright, master; the 
vessel schooner Aurora, Samuel Appleton, master; the vessel 
schooner Triton, Peleg L. Hillman, master; the vessel ship Sally, 
John Grozier, master; the vessel brig Fannie, William P. 
Barnes, master; the vessel schooner Dolphin, Thomas Buntin, 
master; the vessel brig Betsey, Gustavus Griffin, master; the 
vessel brig Nancy, Joseph Chase, master; the vessel schooner 
Polly and Nancy, Isaac Mackie, master; the vessel ship Dublin 
Packet, Henry Green, master; the vessel brig Becca, John Somes, 
master; the vessel schooner Polly, James Houston, master; the 
vessel ship John, John Thomas, master; the vessel schooner 
‘Active, Jonathan Holbrook, master; the vessel schooner Betsey, 
William Sturgis, master; the vessel sloop Industry, Jacob Hurd, 
master; the vessel ship Russell, William Wood, master; the 
vessel sloop Juno, Constant Chapman, master; the vessel 
schooner Polly, Isaac Cutter, master; the vessel brig Hulker, 
Peter Clark, master; the vessel schooner Sally, N. H. Downe, 
master; the vessel sloop Resolution, Jacob Dockendorf, master ; 
the vessel schooner Betsey, William L. Cazneau, master; the 
vessel brig Polly, Abraham Waters, master; the vessel ketch, 
Ebenezer, Michael Smith, master; the vessel schooner Ann, 
Burnham Mills, master; the vessel schooner Willing Maid, 
George White, master, and the vessel brig Berkley, John Clark, 
master; which, with the accompanying papers, were referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate communications from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclu- 
sions of fact and of law and opinion filed under the act of Jan- 
uary 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
finding by the court relating to the vessel schooner Nancy, Put- 
nam, master; the vessel ship Apollo, John Walker, master; the 
vessel sloop Margaret, David Maxwell, master; the vessel 
schooner Mary, John Myrick, master; the vessel schooner Jane, 
Peter Sorensen, master; the vessel brig Louisa, John Clark, 
master; the vessel schooner Bennett, Lemuel Parley, master; 
the vessel brig Betsey, Zebulon P. Burnham, master; the vessel 
brig Amiable Matilda, William Brown, master, and the vessel 
brig Fair American, Robert Forrest, master; which, with the 
accompanying papers, were referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the findings 
of fact and of law and opinion and of the order overruling 
motion for new trial filed under the act of January 20, 1885, 
in the French spoliation claims set out in the annexed findings 
by the court relating to the vessel ship Fame, Joseph Brown, 
master; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the con- 
elusions of fact and of law and opinion filed under the act of 

January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 

annexed findings by the court relating to the vessel schooner 
Atlantic, George Howe, master, together with the opinion of the 
court overruling motion for new trial; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims transmit- 
ting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
the following causes: 

In the cause of Clifford B. Gill v. The United States; 

In the cause of Mary E. R. Smith, widow (remarried) of 
Emory H. Taunt, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of John D. Cahill, administrator of Dennis 
Twiggs, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Fanny Belknap, widow of Charles Belknap, 
deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Christiana C. Queen, widow of W. w. Queen, 
deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Charles C. Grafton, brother of Edward C. 
Grafton, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Robert Hudson v. The United States ; 

In the cause of Francenia H. Dale, widow of Frank C. Dale, 
deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of John A. Tanner v. The United States; 

In the cause of Otway C. and William M. Berryman, Alice B. 
Bromwell, Columbia N. Payne, children of O. H. Berryman, 
deceased, v. The United States ; 

In the cause of P. Fendall Young, executor of William §. 
Young, deceased, v. The United States ; ' 


In the cause of Mary E. Maxwell and Blanche M. Lewis, 
daughters of James McClellan, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of William F. Swinburne, deceased, v. The 
United States ; 

In the cause of Nopie M. Le Breton, daughter of David Mc- 
Dougal, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Theodore Speiden, William S. Speiden, sons 
of William Speiden, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of William H. Hall, Charles G. Hall, Eleanor 
Darling, and Alexander H. Wells, heirs at law of Michael Hall, 
deceased, v. The United States ; 

In the cause of Emily V. Cutts, widow of Richard M. Cutts, 
deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of: Daniel Butland, brother of Francis Butland, 
deceased, v. The United States ; 

In the cause of Belle M. Raborg, widow of George D. Raborg, 
deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Virginia M. Chase, daughter of Moses B. 
Chase, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Charles T. Davis, nephew of James S. Thorn- 
ton, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Martha D. Sturgis, daughter of Samuel F. 
Hazzard, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Henrietta M. D. Oliphant, widow (remarried) 
of Henry J. Hunt, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Andrew McCleary v. The United States; 

In the cause of William Cuddy v. The United States; 

In the cause of George H. Richards, administrator, with the 
will annexed, of the estate of William A. Parker, deceased, v. 
The United States; 

In the cause of George E. Leach, administrator of Phineas 
Leach, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Mattie H. Chaplin v. The United States; 

In the cause of Jessie E. Linnekin, heir at law of Thomas J. 
Linnekin, deceased, v. The United States ; 

In the cause of Roberdeau Buchanan, administrator de bonis 
non of McKean Buchanan, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Elizabeth F. Curtis, administratrix de bonis 
non of William Barrymore, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Hazel O. Goodsoe, Perle E. Nute, Leonora W. 
Goodsoe, and E. Shirlet Rundlett, children of Augustus O. Good- 
soe, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Richard Ashbridge v. The United States; 

In the cause of L. C. Barclay, granddaughter of J. O'Connor 
Barclay, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Harry Pearson and Elba P. Gassoway, grand- 
children of William Pearson, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of H. S. Herman, administrator of William M. 
King, deceased, v. The United States ; 

In the cause of Harriet B. Gaylord, sister of Dudley B. 
Taylor, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Edward D. Taussig v. The United States; 

In the cause of Louisa E. Elder, widow of Robert B. Elder, 
deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Georgiana A. Bonsall, widow of Edward Bon- 
sall, deceased, v. The United States ; 

In the cause of Mary S. McIntosh and Elizabeth S. Taylor, 
children of John L. Saunders, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of John T. Spavin, Annie M. Spavin, Ernestine 
E. Spavin, Jennie Whittemore, and Elizabeth Farnham, children 
of Robert Spavin, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of William F. Burditt, Eleanora B. Kimball, 
Albert B. Burditt, Charlotte Ferguson, children of William 
Burditt, deceased, v. The United States ; 

In the cause of Julius G. Rathbone, administrator of George 
C. Campbell, deceased, v. The United States ; 

In the cause of George P. Barnes v. The United States; 

In the cause of Frederick E. Upton v. The United States; 

In the cause of Gideon E. Holloway, son of Gideon E. Hollo- 
way, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Marina B. Harding, widow (remarried) of 
Henry O. Handy, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Edward Cronin v. The United States; 

In the cause of Thornton T. Perry, son of Roger Perry, de- 
ceased, v. The United States; and 

In the cause of Jessie F. Cole, sister of Frederick A. Howes, 
deceased, v. The United States. 

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented resolutions adopted by 
the board of directors of the Elephant Butte Water Users’ 
Association, of Las Cruces, N. Mex., expressing its apprecia- 
tion of, and thanks for, the ratification of the treaty between 


1906. 
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the United States and Mexico for the equitable distribution of 
the waters of the Rio Grande River and the benefits derived 
therefrom; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of New Mexico, 
South Dakota, Illinois, and Columbus, Ga., praying for the 
establishment in Africa of an independent government for ex- 
slaves and their offspring under the protection of the United 
States; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Woman's Club of 
Worcester, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the admission into this country free of duty of 
works of art; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Board of Mis- 
sions, of Dalton, Mass., and a petition of sundry citizens of 
Roslindale, Mass., praying for an investigation into the existing 
conditions in the Kongo Free State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Glouces- 
ter, Mass., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
closing certain places of business in the District of Columbia on 
Sunday; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 3421) for 
the relief of A. W. Tedcastle, guardian of Frances L. Snell; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Eastern Steamship 
Company, of Maine, and a petition of the city government of 
Bath, Me., praying that an appropriaton be made for the im- 
provement of the Sasanoa River in that State; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Robert H. Gardner and 25 
other citizens of Kennebec County, Me., praying for the es- 
tablishment of a fish hatchery on the Kennebec River in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

He also presented the memorial of R. T. Hobbs and sundry 
other citizens of Fairfield, Me., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation requiring certain places of business in the 
District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented memorials of Gertrude P. Atwood and 43 
other citizens of Bangor; of Morning Light Grange, No. 19, of 
Monroe, and of Aroostook and Penobscot Union Pomona Grange, 
of Houlton, Patrons of Husbandry, in the State of Maine, re- 
monstrating against the enactment of legislation providing for 
the free distribution of seeds; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the East Washing- 
ton Citizens’ Association, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to abolish certain grade crossings in southeast Washington ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 


He also presented a memorial of the Anacostia Citizens’ As-- 


sociation of the District of Columbia, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation relative to the narrowing of certain 
streets in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of D.. R. Thomas, chairman 
and treasurer of the Organizing Committee of the United States, 
praying for the establishment in Africa of an independent goy- 
ernment for ex-slaves and their offspring under the protection 
of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Boston Marine Society, 
of Boston, Mass., praying for the passage of the so-called “ ship- 
subsidy bill;“ which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present the memorial of N. E. Dawson, of 
Chicago, Ill., on the question of a reform in spelling, setting forth 
a plan for imparting aptitude in spelling by means of a simpli- 
fied key to pronunciation applicable to all languages, and sug- 
gesting measures for extending a knowledge of it over the na- 
tion. The memorial is tolerably long, and I will not ask that it 
be read; but I request that it be printed as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Does the Senator from Illinois wish to have the memorial 
specially referred? 

Mr. CULLOM. No, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be printed and lie on the 
table. 

Mr. PLATT presented memorials of Lindenwald Grange, No. 
985, of Kinderbrook; of Gouverneur Grange, of Gouverneur; 
of Huguenot Grange, No. 1028, of New Paltz, and of Hartwick 
Grange, of Cooperstown, Patrons of Husbandry, in the State of 
‘New York, remonstrating against the, enactment of legislation 


providing for the free distribution of seeds; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Utica, 
N. Y., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation requir- 
ing certain places of business in the District of Columbia to be 
closed on Sunday; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Second 
German Baptist Church of New York City, N. Y., and a petition 
ef the Interchurch Conference and Federation and various de- 
nominational bodies of the United States, praying for an inves- 
tigation into the existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the city council of 
Providence, R. I., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
improvement of the harbor at that city; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented petitions of Rev. Virgil V. Johnson, 
of Claremont; of Walpole Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Walpole, and of the Baptist Convention of New Hampshire, all 
in the State of New Hampshire, praying for an investigation 


into the existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; which 


were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented memorials of Mayflower Grange, No. 297, 
of Londonberry; of Granite Grange, No. 7, of Milford, and of 
Sunapee Lake Grange, No. 112, of Sunapee, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, in the State of New Hampshire, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation providing for the free distribution 
of 8 which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Fo 

Mr. HOPKINS presented the memorial of J. W. Kendrick, of 
Chicago, III., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
“ employers’ liability bill;” which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chicago 
and Monmouth, Ill., praying for the ratification of the Isle of 
Pines treaty; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented memorials of sundry citizens of Iro- 
quois, Viborg, and Groton, all in the State of South Dakota, re- 
monstrating against the enactment of legislation requiring cer- 
tain places of business in the District of Columbia to be closed 
on Sunday; which were referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. FLINT presented the petition of Glascow C. Davis, of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying that he be recompensed for losses 
sustained and injuries received while in the military service of 


the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 


Military Affairs, 

Mr. FULTON presented petitions of the Woman’s Missionary 
Society of the United Presbyterian Church of Albany, and of 
sundry citizens of Albany, all in the State of Oregon, praying 
for an investigation into the existing conditions in the Kongo 
Free State; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. BURKETT presented an affidavit to accompany the bill 
(S. 892) granting an increase of pension to Samuel S. Dotson; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill 
(S. 6273) granting an increase of pension to William J. Wells; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill 
(S. 5669) granting an increase of pension to Leander G Hicks; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of College 
View, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation authoriz- 
ing reading matter for the blind to be carried free through the 
mails; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post- Roads, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
the United States, praying for the establishment in Africa of 
an independent government for ex-slaves and their offsprings 
under the protection of the United States; which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LONG presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
5854) granting an increase of pension to John W. McWilliams; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 4552) for 
the relief of William Fletcher; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a memorial of Rippowan Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Stamford, Conn., remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation providing for the free dis- 
tribution of seeds; which was referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 
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He also presented a memorial of Admiral Foote Post, No. 17, 
Department of Connecticut, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
New Haven, Conn., remonstrating against the repeal of the pres- 
ent anticanteen law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Torrington, 
Conn., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Mansfield, Conn., 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation requiring cer- 
tain places of business in the District of Columbia to be closed 
on Sunday; which were referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


PRINTING OF BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS, 


Mr. PLATT. I submit a brief majority report from the Com- 
mittee on Printing and ask that it be printed in the RECORD, 
together with the letter accompanying the same. 

There being no objection, the report was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


The Committee on Printing, having been directed by Senate resolu- 
tion No. 175, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session, to inquire into the rea- 
sons for the delay in the Government Printing Office in sending to the 
Senate, especially in the last days of the session, printed copies of 
bills and joint resolutions pending and awaiting action on the part of 
Congress, respectfully submits a communication from its clerk, Mr. 
Albert H. Howe, hereto attached, which, with its 8 data, 
this committee adopts as its report. Since the ndings: erein are, in 
the judgment of the committee, accurately, comprehensively, and clearly 
stated, the committee has nothing to add thereto. 

T. C. PRATT. 
S. B. ELKINS. 


Inquiry into the causes of delay in completing the work of the first 
session of the Fifty-ninth Congress. 
UNITED States SENATE, COMMITTED ON PRINTING, 
August 15, 1906. 
Hon. T. C. PLATT, 
Chairman Committee on Erti 
U. S. Senate, Washington, D. C. f 

Sm: By your direction and in pursuance of the provisions of Senate 

resoiution No. 175, first session, Fifty-ninth Congress, wherein the 
Committee on Printing is “ directed to inquire into the reasons for the 
delay in the Government Printing Office in sending to the Senate, 
especially in the last days of the session, printed coples of bills and 
joint resolutions nding and awaiting action on the part of Con- 
ayaa I visited Washington and conducted as thorough an investiga- 
fon as was possible under the terms of the resolution. -Considerable 
testimony was taken, calculated to define the procedure of handling 
bills and to reveal the causes of the alleged delays of which complaint 
had been made, a transcription of which testimony is hereto annexed. 

Attention is respectfully drawn to the character of the resolution 
under which the investigation has been conducted, which, by its fail- 
ure to empower your committee to summon witnesses, places at your 
disposal in many cases second-hand testimony leading to inference 
rather than to proven fact. The absence of some necessary witnesses 
and the disinclination of others to testify has served in several instances 
to hamper and circumscribe the action of your committee. Again, 
the absence of provision for the defrayment of the expense of the in- 
vestigation will necessitate provision hereafter for the payment of steno- 
graphic and other services. 

At the risk of being didactic, the results of this inquiry will be bet- 
ter understood by illustrating at the outset the processes involved in 
the handling of supply bills by 8 and in the illustration of 
these processes it will be interesting to note the frequency with which 
the functions of the Government Printing Office are exercised and the 
respects in which the work of that office is accelerated or impeded by 
the character of the engrossing and enrolling work of 8 

It is understood that an appropriation or supply bill invariably 
originates in a subcommittee of a House committee. During the prog- 
ress of consideration by the House subcommittee such bills are fre- 
quently printed confidentially once or several times for the use of the 
subcommittee, and when.such a bill has attained the form in which 
the subcommittee determines finally to report to the full committee, the 
tentative measure is definitely though confidentially printed for report 
to the full committee, 

The full committee ratify or amend the work of the subcommittee 
and, taking the print supp ied by the Government Printing Office for 
this purpose, report a ratified or amended draft of the measure to the 
House of Representatives, which reported bill is given a number, and 
following which the measure is then printed for the use of Congress. 
When the House of Representatives considers the measure in Committee 
of the Whole, the amendments of the committee and the sporadic 
amendments issuing from the floor having been a d to or rejected, 
as the case may be, the measure is passed. In the form in which it 

passes the House it is engrossed by the clerical force of the House and 
printed in engrossed form on blue ledger paper, in which form it is 
* messaged over to the Senate. 

The testimony accompanying this report will show that in cases of 
this kind the clerical force of the House, and the Government Printing 
Office as well, proceed with an anticipatory engrossment and prepara- 
tion of the measure with a view to its ultimate expedition; hence when 
the final action of the House upon its bill is taken the engrossment 
and printing of the measure are already tremendously advanced. When 
the measure is messaged to the Senate it is again printed, carrying the 
action of being referred.to the proper Senate committee. 

In the Senate committee ve much the same procedure is followed 
as has been followed in the House. A subcommittee of the Senate 
committee first considers the House measure, possibly requiring for its 
confidential uses several prints thereof. The subcommittee report to 
the full committee, who in turn finally make their report to the Senate, 
in which form the bill is again, officially, printed for the use of the 
Senate, with or without amendments, as reported by the Senate com- 
mittee. This is the print showing certain matter lined out with itali- 
cized additions. 

After roe passed by the Senate with the committee and other 
amendments: the changes are indicated in a separate print called the 

a anren amendments. of the Senate, In the accomp ment of this 


e 
rint the method of anticipation is again erence with great effect, 
both by the clerical force of the Senate an 


the bill force of the Goy- 


ernment Printing Office, to the end that the absolute minimal time 
may be attained in making the measure available for the use of Con- 
gress. When the measure gets back to the House, where it originated, 
with the engrossed amendments of the Senate, those amendments are 
numbered, and when the measure with the. numbered amendments is 
referred to the House the bill is ordered printed with the numbered 
amendments of the Senate dovetailed into the bill. : 

The measure in this form is considered by conferees, who reac 
fractional agreement or agreement en masse, as the case may be. Fre- 
quently several conferences are ordered. At this point the enrolling 
clerk of the House makes up the copy for the enrolled bill, which is 
then e on parchment, and after the same has been signed by the 

e Bt atat tat tit . wilen . the hal depose 
ates, s pr as a public law, whic e fina! osi- 
tion until it is embodied in the Statutes. i f po 

Apropos of the foregoing the enrolling clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in written testimony contained in the exhibits accompanying 
this report, makes the following statement: : 3 

When a bill sestboth Houses it is not ready by any means to be 
sent to the President. The fact is that the actual work in perfectin 
it only begins, as it must be prepared by the enrolling clerk, and, wit 
the amendments, if any, sent to the Printing Office (the distance be- 
tween the Capitol and the Printing Office being great) for proof; re- 
turned to the enrolling clerk, read, sent back to be returned on parch- 
ment for, another reading by the enrolling clerk. If errors are found 
on one or more sheets, those sheets are returned for correction and re- 
printing. When the corrections are all made, the parchment, with the 
original papers—the engrossed copy, the amendments, and the confer; 
ence reports—are all turned over to the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
which committee repeat the work of the enrolling clerk and his assist- 
len Hoana correct, the bill is then taken to the Speaker of the 

0 „ A . p 

At the risk of repetition, it may be stated that the enrolling clerk of 
the House, in making his enrollment, compiles his copy for- the printer 
from, first, the desk copy; second, the blue print; tbird, the engrossed 
amendments of the Senate, and, finally, the conference reports, varying 
in number; so that he is ey. making his enrollment from five 
or more different pieces of copy. In a bill having man 
many amendments, the work of enrollment is complicated and magni- 
tudinous in the extreme, and, considering the care necessary to be ex- 
ercised in order that not only the language of the bill, but every punc- 
tuation mark and capital letter as well, may be absolutely accurate, 
much time must necessarily be consum . In emphasis of this point, 
it may also be stated that, in the preparation and acceptance of each 
print of the bill, in addition to the eee of copy, proof must 
read, and the work of both the clerical forces of Congress and the bill 
force of the Government Printing Office has to be fully verified. - ’ 

In the light of this 1 let us consider the two measures lead- 
ae, to this investigation, namely, the general deficiency bill and the 
public buildings bill. ` 

The criticism attaching to the general Laie gf bill concerns a delay 
experienced by the conferees in securing what known as the num: 
bered amendment print for consideration, this being the print ordered 
by the House after’ the bill has been returned to the House by the 
Senate with the engrossed amendments of the latter dovetailed into 
the bill. Omitting the preliminary steps involved in the handling of 
the measure, testimony attached will show that the bill passed the 
Senate late Thursday night, June 28, 1906. 

A preliminary copy in the Senate committee amendments 
only, was sent to the Printing Office at 9 o'clock p. m. of that day by 
the enrolling clerk of the Senate, who requested that proof be sent him 
on the following 5 ' Proof was delivered to him on the follow- 
ing morning (Friday) at 9.20 o'clock. Meanwhile the enrolling clerk 
of the Senate was engaged until after midnight in compiling his full 
copy of the engro: amendments. Upon receipt of the aforesaid 
partial proof, the enrolling clerk of the Senate completed his compari- 
son of the 3 with the copy and returned corrected proof to the 
Printing Office containing the Senate floor amendments to the Dill 
(about twenty in all), at 10 a. m. of the same morning (Friday). 
Proof of this latter copy was returned to the Senate b the Govern- 
ment Printing Office at 11.30 a, m. for proper verification and neces- 
sary correction. 

In this shape the bill was messaged over to the House some time after 
noon. ` This official copy for the numbered amendments, which is the 
form in which the measure is printa for the use of the conferees, and 
which is prepared by the printing clerk of the House following the re- 
ceipt by the House of the bill from the Senate with the engrossed 
amendments, was received at the Government Printing Office at 2.35 
p m., same day, and e completed bill delivered at the Capitol at 

.25 p. m., or within fifty minutes’ time. y 

The Government Printing Office anticipated the action on this bill 
and, without waiting for the official copy, sent seven forms to press 
before the official copy reached the Printing Office. The other five 
forms were either on the 2 or on the way down to the press when 
copy was received, and fi ty minutes after the receipt of coy by the 
Printing Office the print desired by the conferees was sent back to 
Congress. The bill contained 96 pages and amendments. ‘The 
enrolling clerk of the Senate, in his testimony, asserts that had the 
proper clerk of the House sent to the Printing Office earlier in the day 
the conferees might have received the desired print an hour earlier 
than they actually did receive it. 
$ ne testimony of the enrolling clerk of the Senate on this point is as 
ollows : 

“Mr, Howe. Now, the print of the bill that Senator Hare wanted to 
use in conference of course could not have been ay ae to him before 
it was messaged to the House and enrolled by the House? : 

“Mr. PLATT. Yes; it could have been, because the man who makes 
up the bills with the Senate amendments numbered could have gone to 
the Printing Office, which we have done time and time again, and have 
made out his amendments there, and then they probably would have 
recelyae goes bill at the House some little time earlier than they did 
receive it. 

“Mr. How. And you think the conferees would have gotten that 


pages and 


print more quickly if some attaché of the House had taken the trouble 
0 go and get an adyance copy? ' 
“Mr. PLATT. Yes. I telephoned to that gentleman, I think, in the 


morning, that I had the amendments rn and had sent them back to 
the 5 omes and I presumed that he would go down there, 
cause the night before he asked me if he went down there if it would 
do any good on that night. * * I think there may have possibl 
been an hour lost there, but I would not say that for sure; but 
think there was some little time lost there.” 

With regard to the public buildings bill, it should be stated at the 
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outset that ihe procedure employed in the handling of supply bills was 
Tollowed in the consideration of that measure. The bill passed the 
House on the Monday before adjournment, June 25, was messa to 
the Senate Tuesday morning and referred to the Senate Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, which committee met on Wednesday, 
its regular meeting day, to take it up. The committee completed its 
consideration of the measure Wednesday night and reported the same 
to the Senate Thursday morning with approximately one hundred and 
sixty-seven amendments. 

As the measure was not privileged, its consideration by the Senate 
during the day (Thursday) was considerably obstructed, and it was not 
finally passed until late Thursday night. It was messaged to the House 
Friday morning. The House promptly disagreed to the amendments 
of the Senate and asked for a conference, to which the Senate assented, 
and the conferces met at 3 o'clock, remaining in session until 10 o'clock 
that night (Friday), at which time they reached a partial agreement. 
The action of the Senate on this fractional conference report was 
prompt, but the House, owing to a parliamentary situation, did not 
act until 12 o’clock midnight. 

From fourteen to twenty items remained in disagreement, as to 
which the House asked for a second conference, to which the Senate 
agreed, which conference was held at 10 o’clock Saturday morning. 
It was at this point that suggestions of delay were made. It is doubt- 
less true, and the testimony will show, that if the conferees had met 
after midnight Friday, instead of at 10 o'clock Saturday morning, 
two hours might bave been saved and the final adjournment of Con- 

ress advanced to that extent; but the testimony additionally shows 

at the conferees had been for the two preceding nights engaged in 
the discharge of Congressional duty until after midnight and were too 
greatly exhausted to confer on this bill on the night of Friday. 

After the final agreement of the conferees on Saturday morning at 
10.30 o'clock, the clerks of the conference committee were obliged 
to draft the conference report. This work consumed two hours and 
a half. It was exacting work, involving the maximum of accuracy. 
Testimony shows that the clerks of the conference committee were 
subjected to some interruption by Members of Congress during the 
progress of their compilation of the conference report, while the final 
check of the report with the committee's data, which was deemed 
necessary in the interest of absolute accuracy, made by the two com- 
mittee clerks with Senator Warren and Representative BARTHOÓLDT, 
consumed from a half to three-quarters of an hour. ` 

Some time after the completion of the work of the clerks of the con- 
ference committee the report was submitted to the 8 
mately at 1.43 p. m. A well-defined rumor tended to show that delay 
in the submission of the final conference report to the House, between 
the moment of agreement by the conferees at 10.30 a. m. and the 
moment of the submission of the conference report to the House at 
3 1.45 p. m., was occasioned by a confusion in the minds 
of those officials of the House who define the parliamentary procedure 
of that body as to the right of the House to first submit this second 
conference report, the impression prevailing that the report should 
first be submitted to the Senate. 

This confusion appeared to have resulted in each House waiting 
some time for the other House to act. The written testimony of Gen- 
eral Parkinson, the reading clerk of the Senate, whose duties carried 
him to the House at this time, will show that upward of an hour was 
lost as a result of this confusion. On this point General Parkinson 
testifies as follows : 

The House authorities labored under erroneous impression that the 
Senate conferees should submit their report first. At the sugges- 
tion of Mr. McDonald and Mr. Platt, made in the presence and with 
the acquiescence of, I think, Senator HALE or some other excellent 
7 0 on the matter of conference reports, I told the House peo- 

le at least twice that the Senate was waiting for the House con- 
erees to make their report first, which they finally did, but after a wait 
and delay of an hour or more.” 

After the submission in the House of the conference report, how- 

ever, the same was promptly messaged to the Senate and, with equal 
promptness, agreed to by that body and then entered the hands of the 
enrolling clerk of the House, from which he proceeded to prepare the 
copy for the official parchment proof. It is shown in the testimon 
that this copy reached the Government Printing Office at 4 o'cloc 
„ m., Saturday, June 30, and the printed copy (proof) delivered to 
he Capitol, signed for by W. J. Browning, at 5.35 p. m. It should be 
stated that the bill contained twenty pages and approximately one 
hundred and sixty-seven amendments. 

The enrolling force of the House, it is assumed, proceeded to read 

this proof and found errors therein uiring correction. Testimony 
shows that there were nine pages requiring to be reprinted, on_two 
of which were errors attributable to the Government Printing Office 
and on seven of which were errors attributable to the enrolling officer 
of the House. These pages were returned to the Printing Office singly 
for e as fast as errors were discovered. The first page 
reached the Printing Office at 6.16 p m. 
The last one was returned to the Capitol at 7.37 p; m. It should 
not be assumed that these errors operated to delay the work of Con- 
gress, for the reason that the act of reprinting the corrected pages 
was performed with such celerity by the Government Printing ce 
that the last corrected ge, numbered 15, had been returned by the 
Government Printing Office before the enrolling clerk of the House 
had completed the reading of the last five pages of the bill; hence when 
the enrolling clerk had finally completed his comparison of the bill all 
errors had been rectified and a corrected print was in his possession. 

It will be interesting to note that in respect of one page returned to 
the Government Peng Office a second time for correction of an 
error discovered later, for which the Capitol was st agg ph nr the 
Printing Office completed the work of reprinting in exactly eight min- 
utes. This final correction was made in the neighborhood of 9 p. m., 
after which the bill had to be compared by the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills before being signed 7 the Speaker of the House, the President 
of the Senate, and the President of the United States. 

From the foregoing 5 of the handling of these two meas- 


ures, necessarily lengthy and involved, the following facts and condi- 
tions prominent! ype 
o the work of the Government Printing Office, testimony shows 


that the bill force is composed of experienced men, its personnel being 
the same as it has been for years. Congressional work is invariably 

ven the preference over all other work. The amount of work r- 
ormed by the Office during the first session of the Fifty-ninth 2 — - 

ess ex ed by approximately three times the amount of work per- 
ormed at the preceding long session and exceeded approximately by 5 
per cent the amount of work performed during all three sessions of 


e Fifty-eighth Congress. A table appearing on page 27 of the testi- 
XI 


mony gives the details of this work. The bill force of the Printing 
Office during the last session of Congress was smaller by seven men 
than during the Previous Congress. 

The amount of time consumed by the Printing Office in the handling 
of the two measures around which criticism centered seems to haye 
been not unreasonable, but rather positively expeditious. Allegations 
of witnesses as to delays on the part of the Printing Office have been 
8 as carefully as practicable, and have been found to be too 
general to merit censure. In fact, they are in the main trivial and in 
some cases react upon those making them. ‘The enrolling clerk of the 
House and the enrolling clerk of the Senate, whose duties bring them 
into close relationship with the work of the Printing Office, and who 
would be probably ter sufferers than any others through delin- 
quencies on the part of the ek age OA, pronounce the work of the 

overnment Printing Office 1 the oan days of the last session 
as being essentially good. Mr. McKenney, the enrolling clerk of the 
House, thus characterizes the work of the Government inting Office 
and, . his own: 

“The public buildings bill reached me about 2.30 p. m., June 30, I 
think, but I paid no attention to time, and it may have been an hour 
before or an hour later. The bill was given immediate attention, and 
it was sent to the Printing Office as soon as possible, was returned to 
me for comparison with the original papers without unnecessary delay. 
Corrections were made on some sheets, which were sent to the Print- 
ing Office and corrected sheets returned to me. 

“When I had completed reading the bill, every sheet sent to the Print- 
ing Office for correction had been returned; thus showing the efficiency 
and 10908 pa of the bill and messenger forces of thé Printing Office. 
The bill was then turned over to the mmittee on Enrolled Bills for 
eomparison, As every word, punctuation mark, and even capital let- 
ters are read aloud in comparison, much time is of necessity consumed, 
especially in reading the large sheets of parchment, each equal to two 
sheets of an engrossed bill. Then came the bill for engrossment and 
enrollment authorizing the expenditure of money for various public 
buildings, which went through the same process as every bill does in 
8 aud enrollment. There was no unnecessary delay with 

ther of these bills, the eee bill, or other bills, at any time 

during the session of the Fifty-ninth Congress to cause censure or even 
unfavorable comment so far as the Printing Office is concerned with 
my work. Personally, I was ene | worn-out. The forty- 
eight hours preceding adjournment I did not have one minute's sleep, 
did not have one mouthful to eat from one breakfast until another, 
and I think the Printing Office force suffered an equally strenuous 
time, They are herces, avery. one of them.” 

Mr. Platt, the enrolling clerk of the Senate, thus characterizes- the 
work of the Printing Office when asked to state whether, as a result of 
his experience in ‘dealing with the Printing Office, he could allege 
reasonable alacrity on the part of the office: 

“Yes. I have not any hesitation in paying that I think the Printing 
Office, on the whole, is very expeditious, and, as a general thing, ve 
correct. There is occasionally a short delay sometimes, when we thin 
there ought not to be, and there may be a little fault to find in the 
proof reading sometimes, but those things will happen in the best- 
regulated families. You can not help it. I have never lost anything 
on account of delay In the Printing Office since we commenced to enroll 
bills by printing; never. I have always found that the Printing Office 
has been, I think, equal to the emergency.” 

From the practice of anticipation by the Government Printing Office 
of the work of Congress much good has been shown to result. If the 
Printing Office were to wait for the receipt of copy from the Capitol 
before setting up bill matter the work of Congress would be greatly 

rolonged. An illustration of the utility of this practice is shown in 
he handling of the supplemental bill, H. R. 20511, making rd oh ews 
tions for certain public buildings authorized by the act approved June 
30, 1906, etc., which act after being messaged to the Senate was 
passed at 6.17 p. m. on Saturday, June 30. 

The Printing Office realizing that the Senate would in all proba- 
bility pass the measure in the same form in which it passed the House, 
proceeded to print the enrolled copy and sent the same to the Senate 
at 5.49 p. m., or an hour and eight minutes before the Senate had acted 
upon the measure. ‘This, of course, could only be possible in respect 
of a measure which the Senate would in all probability pass without 
amendment. 

Nothing has been developed in the course of this Investigation which 
would justify a conclusion that the present administration of the Goy- 
ernment Printing Office is not distinctly creditable. 

As to the performances of the enrolling offices of Congress, it can 
be safely asserted, without fear of contradiction, that considering the 
magnitude and complexity of their work it was performed with all 
possible expedition consistent with exactness, The testimony would 
tend to show that the enrolling force of the House, upon which the 
bulk of the work of enrollment falls, is undermanned, and that a 

roper increase in that force would be promotive of greater celerity 
n the performance of work devolving upon that office. 

Attention is respectfully called to the fact that in the transmission 
of copy, proofs, and other printed matter between the Capitol and the 
Government Printing Office and in some instances between the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office and the Executive Departments, the messen- 
ger force of the Government Printing Office is largely availed of. 
This force consists of a maximum of six bicycle messengers—usually 
four. Congress should not be dependent upon this mesenger force, 
reliable and efficient as it has been shown to be, but should have mes- 
sengers attached to its enrolling offices, especially during the closing 
days of the sessions of Congress, when the congestion of public busi- 
ness is great. Moreover, the efficiency of the messenger force of the 
Government Printing Office should not be depleted by the calls of the 
Executive Departments. 

I venture the opinion that the inauguration of a time-record system 
‘which would show the precise time of receipt and delivery of copy, 
proof, etc., both at the Capitol and the Government Printing Office, 
would, by the facility it might afford in fixing n for delays, 
tend to maximum efficiency in work and preclude much irresponsible 
criticism. Congress should at least be as well equipped for the proper 
and precise conduct of its business as a commercial institution. It is 
safe to assume that no commercial institution would for one moment 
tolerate methods as oy eea as those which now obtain in the 
handling of Congressional bill work. 

It may be remarked, in conclusion, that during the closing days of 
the first session of the Fifty-ninth Congress there was an unusual con- 
gestion of important legislation, which may haye to a degree, though 
not unnecessarily, retarded the completion of the work of Congress. 

Nery respectfully, 
A. H. Hows. 
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DECEMBER 5, 


APPEALS IN CRIMINAL PROSECUTIONS. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I am directed by the Committee 
on the Judiciary to ask unanimous consent that Order of Busi- 
ness 2969, being the bill (H. R. 15434) to regulate appeals in 
criminal prosecutions, be recommitted to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, that 
order will be made. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WETMORE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6557) granting a pension to Penelope T. Cummings 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6558) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 
Pearce (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6559) granting an increase of pension to John Holt 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6560) granting an increase of pension to Reuben 
D. Dodge; and 

A bill (S. 6561) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Blair. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 6562) to prevent the 
employment of children in factories and mines; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally -read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 6563) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Minot, N. Dak. ; 

A bill (S. 6564) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Wahpeton, N. Dak.; and 

A bill (S. 6565) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Jamestown, N. Dak. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 6566) authorizing the 
extension of Twenty-third street NW.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6567) granting an increase of pension to George C. 
Gibson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6568) granting an increase of pension to Wilbur 
F. Hodge; 

A bill (S. 6569) granting an increase of pension to George 
Porter ; 

A bill (S. 6570) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Cole; 

a bill (S. 6571) granting an increase of pension to William G. 


A Löm (S. 6572) granting an increase of pension to Aaron L. 
Roberts (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 6573) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Williams (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 6574) granting an increase of pension to Maria H. 
Waggoner ; 

A 011 (S. 6575) granting an increase of pension to David 
Backus (with an accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 6576) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Meyers. 
Mr. GALLINGER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 6577) to 
extend the time for payment of certain assessments in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6578) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the appointment of a sealer and assistant 
sealer of weights and measures in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1895, and to amend 
an act amendatory thereof approved June 20, 1906; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were 8 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6579) granting an increase of pension to Ezekiel 
Morrill ; 

A but (S. 6580) granting an increase of pension to Ella B. 


Gree 

2 $ pill (S. 6581) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Lowell; 

A bill (S. 6582) granting an increase of pension to Moses 
Rowell; 


aa bill (S. 6583) granting an increase of pension to Abram P. 
by 


A in (S. 6584) granting an increase of pension to John 
Heath; 


A bill (S. 6585) granting an increase of pension to Amos 
A A bill (S. 6586) granting an increase of pension to Wesley J. 
dd; 


A bill (S. 6587) granting an increase of pension to Marcus M. 
Currier (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6588) granting an increase of pension to Arthur 
Hathorn (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 6589) granting an increase of pension to Washing- 
ton D. Gray (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 6590) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Theron Hammer; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6591) granting an incrense of 
pension to Henry Campbell; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 6592) to remove the charge 
of desertion from tlie record of Isaac Laverty; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 
wane bill (S. 6593) granting an increase of pension to Webb 

1; 

mn bm (S. 6594) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Smith ; 
papi (S. 6595) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 

yle; 

A bill (S. 6596) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus W. 


Cobb ; 
A Dill (S. 6597) granting an increase of pension to Frank H. 
ad; 
A bill (S. 6598) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
A A bill (S. 6599) granting an increase-of pension to William T. 


Locke 

A bin (S. 6600) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
McNabb; 

A bill (S. 6601) granting a pension to Rose E. Staples; 

A bill (S. 6602) granting an increase of pension to Wright 
Bardsley; and 

A bill (S. 6603) granting a pension to Mary A. Rhoades. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 6604) to establish in the 
Department of the Interior a bureau to obtain and publish 
information concerning the causes of insanity, murder, and 
other crimes and vices, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6605) granting an increase of pension to Ella O. 
Washburn (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6606) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
Sholl; 

A bill (S. 6607) granting an increase of pension to Asher M. 
Castle (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6608) granting an increase of pension to John N. 
Malcom (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6609) granting an increase of pension to John 
Shank (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6610) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Johnson ; 

A bill (S. 6611) granting a pension to Georgia G. Cook (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6612) granting an increase of pension to George H, 
McClung (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6613) granting a pension to Jennie S. Minor: 

A bill (S. 6614) granting an increase of pension to Thomas F. 
Alexander (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6615) granting an increase of pension to Palmer 
Atkin; and 

A bill (S. 6616) granting an increase of pension to J. P. 
Crooker. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 6617) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Edward Callan; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 6618) to authorize the 
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sale of a portion of the Rosebud Indian Reservation in South 
Dakota, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6619) granting a pension to 
Betsy Anderson; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
3 accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 

ons. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 6620) for the relief of the deacons of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Bowling Green, Ky. (with accompany- 
ing papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6621) for the relief of the trustees of the African 
Baptist Church, of Paris, Ky. (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 6622) fer the relief of the trustees of the Green 
River Collegiate Institute as successor to Hart Seminary, of 
Munfordville, Ky. (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. CARMACK introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6623) granting a pension to Samuel H. Mitchell; 

A bill (S. 6624) granting an increase of pension to Alvin N. 
Kite; and 

A bill (S. 6625) granting an increase of pension to Anderson 
Henry. 

Mr. FLINT introduced a bill (S. 6626) for the establishment 
of a drainage fund and the construction of works for the recla- 
mation of swamp and overflowed lands; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6627) to provide for celebrating 
the opening of the Panama Canal by holding an international 
exhibition of arts, industries, manufactures, and the products of 
the soil, mine, and sea in or near the city of Los Angeles, State 
of California; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6628) authorizing the appoint- 
ment of Charles A. Sewall, M. D., as a first lieutenant and as- 
sistant surgeon on the retired list of the United States Army; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6629) authorizing the appoint- 
ment of George F. Tolley as a gunner on the retired list of the 
United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6630) for the relief of Carlos 
Manjarrez; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 6631) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Hodgman; 

A bill (S. 6632) granting an increase of pension to William 
Davis; 

A bill (S. 6633) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Wright; 

A bill (S. 6634) granting an increase of pension to John P. 
Murray; 

A bill (S. 6635) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Morris; 

A bill (S. 6636) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Grover (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 6637) granting an increase of pension to James J. 
Eubank (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. SCOTT introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commitee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 6638) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Jumping Branch, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 6639) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Ravenswood, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 6640) for the relief of the trustees of Christ Prot- 
estant Episcopal Church, of Bunker Hill, W. Va.; 

‘A bill (S. 6641) for the relief of the trustees of the Missionary 
Baptist Church, of Webster, W. Va. (with an accompanying pa- 


per) ; 

A bill (S. 6642) for the relief of the trustees of the Fetterman 
(now West Main Street) Methodist Episcopal Church, of Graf- 
ton, W. Va. (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6643) for the relief of Caledonia Lodge, No. 4, In- 
dependent Order of Odd Fellows, of Shepherdstown, W. Va. 
(with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 6644) *sr the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 


Episcopal Church of Paw Paw, W. Va. (with an accompanying 
paper). 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 6645) granting an increase 
of pension to Timothy C. Stillwell; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 6646) for the relief.of the 
estate of William L. Bradley ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 6647) to establish dis- 
trict land courts of the United States, and an appellate land 
court of the United States; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask that the bill may lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from 
Idaho, the bill will lie on the table. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 6648) to amend section 
4 of an act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved 
February. 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereof; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I desire that the bill may lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 6649) authorizing the 
purchase of grounds for the accommodation of public buildings 
for the use of the Government of the United States in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6650) granting an increase of 
pension to John A. McGinty; which was read twice by its title, 
nnd, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6651) to amend an act entitled 
“An act appropriating the receipts from the sale and disposal 
of public lands in certain States and Territories to the construc- 
tion of irrigation works for the reclamation of arid lands,” ap- 
proved June 17, 1902; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of 
Arid Lands. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 6652) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Hiram H. Lockwood; which was read twice 
by its title, nnd, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 6653) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of War to enter on the roll of the Third 
Regiment of Michigan Cavalry Volunteers the name of William 
J. Shirley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
cempanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military At 
fairs. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 6654) to promote and 8 


“Maj. John W. Dillenback, retired; which was read twice by its 


title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6655) to increase pensions for 
loss of limbs during military or naval service; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 6656) granting 
an increase of pension to Eli M. Skinner; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a Dill (S. 6657) to previde for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Douglas, in the State of Wyoming; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6658) granting an increase of pension to Silas H. 
Avery 

A bil (S. 6659) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Baker; 

A bill (S. 6660) granting an increase of pension to Byron D. 
Brown; 

A bill (S. 6661) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Caswell; 

A bill (S. 6662) granting an increase of pension to John N. 
Chase; 

8 A bill (S. 6663) granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. 
hase; 

A bill (S. 6664) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Foss; 

A bill (S. 6665) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
B. T. Goodrich ; 

A bill (S. 6666) granting an increase of pension to Robert T. 
Goodwin; 

A bill (S. 6667) granting an increase of pension to George 
Harwood; 
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A bill (S. 6668). granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Hutchins; 

A bill (S. 6669) granting an increase of pension to Timothy 
B. Lewis; 


A bill (S. 6698) granting an increase of pension to David D. | 
Garrison; 
A bill (S. 6699) granting a pension to Michael Goetz; 


A bill (S. 6700) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


A bill (5. 6670) granting an increase of pension to Dana H. | Grant; 
McDuffee A bill (S. 6701) granting an increase of pension to Boyd F. 
A bill (8. 6671) granting an increase of pension to Horace P. Seely; and 
Marshalls A bill (S. 6702) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
A bill (8. 6672) granting an increase of pension to Hannah | Dubois, | 
Peavey; Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 6703) granting an in- 


crease of pension to John H. Niblock; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 6704) to amend an act 
entitled “An act for the.relief of certain homestead settlers in 
the State of Alabama,” approved February 24, 1905; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. BENSON introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6705) granting an increase of pension to Holmes 
Clayton; 

A bill (S. 6706) granting an increase of pension to James T. 
Stewart; 

A bill (S. 6707) granting an increase of pension to Stephen E. 
Lemon; 

A bill (S. 6708) granting an increase of Pension to Columbus 
B. Mason; 

A bill (8. 6709) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Shawver ; 

A bill (S. 6710) granting an increase of pension to Thomas P, 


1 8 (S. 6673) granting an increase of pension to John Sar- 


A bill (S. 6674) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Scanlon; 

8 A pa (8. 6675) granting an increase of pension to Horace H. 
mall; 

A bill (S. 6676) granting an increase of pension to Willlam 
Stevens; 

A bill (S. 6677) granting an increase of pension to William 
L. S. Tabor ; 
eee (S. 6678) granting an increase of pension to Hiram M. 

r 

A bill (8. 6679) granting an increase of pension to Edson II. 
Webster. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 6680) to provide for an in- 
creased annual appropriation for the colleges for the benefit of 
agriculture and the mechanic arts, established and maintained 
under the provisions of the act of Congress approved July 2, 
1862, and the act of Congress approved August 30, 1890; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Iorestry. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6681) granting a pension to Minnie A. Dawson 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 6682) granting an increase of pension to Roswell 
W. Gates (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 6683) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Barney (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6684) granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 
Mahaney ; 

A bill (S. 6685) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
M. R. Atwell. (with accompanying papers) ; 

4 A bill (S. 6686) granting an increase of pension to Virgil A. 
hillips ; 

A bill (S. 66ST) granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 
Mahaney (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 6688) granting a pension to Ann Monegan. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 6689) to provide for the 
erection of a monument on the site of Fort Clatsop, Oreg.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

He also 8 a bill (S. 6690) for the relief of Thomas 
Coyle and Bridget Coyle, and their legal representatives; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6691) granting to the Columbia 
Valley Railroad Company a right of way through Fort Co- 
lumbia Military Reservation at Scarborough Head, in the State 
of Washington, and through the United States quarantine sta- 
tion, in section 17, township 9 north, range 9 west of Wil- 
lemette meridian, in said State of Washington, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6692) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Pendleton, in the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6693) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Portland, in the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6694) granting a pension to Eliza Scott Chandler; 

A bill (S. 6695) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 


Way; 

A bill (S. 6711) granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
B. F. Keller; 

A bill (S. 6712) granting an increase of pension to Orin In- 


am; and 

A bill (S. 6713) granting an increase of pension to James L. 
Short. 

Mr. BURKETT introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6714) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Bolshaw (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6715) granting an increase of pension to Dick Rich- 
ardson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6716) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
Bishop (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6717) granting an increase of pension to Manasa T. 
Houser (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6718) granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
L. Holbrook (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 6719) granting an increase of pension to Jane 
Newton. 

Mr. BURKETT (for Mr. Mrztarp) introduced the following 
bills; which were severally read twice by their titles, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 6720) granting an increase of pension to James T. 
Melntosh; 

A bill (S. 6721) granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. 
Leslie; and 

A bill (S. 6722) granting an increase of pension to William 
Arnold. 

Mr. BULKELEY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6723) granting an increase of pension to Agusta P, 
Morgan; and 

A bill (S. 6724) granting a pension to Mary W. Grannis. 

Mr. BULKELEY introduced a bill (S. 6725) to grant medals 
to sufvivors and heirs of volunteers of the Port Hudson forlorn- 
hope storming party; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 6726) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary A. Jackson; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6727) for the relief of the estate 
of John Fields, sr., deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


F. Thompson ; Mr. LODGE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 6728) to estab- - 
A bill (S. 6696) granting an increase of pension to Samuel S. lish a record office; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
Bullis the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on the Li- 


A bill (S. 6697) granting a pension to Mary Robbins; brary. 


1906. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 6729) authorizing the President 
to appoint Webb C. Maglathlin a second assistant engineer in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6730) to prohibit the employ- 
ment of children in the manufacture or production of articles 
intended for interstate commerce; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6731) granting a pension to Elizabeth Huntington 
Rice; 

: A bill (S. 6732) granting a pension to John Trefry; 

A bill (S. 6733) granting a pension to Anna D. Barnes; 

A bill (S. 6734) granting a pension to John C. Snell; 

A bill (S. 6785) granting a pension to Charles F. Winch; and 

A bill (S. 6736) granting a pension to Charles H. Tracy. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 6737) for the relief of the 
heirs of Nathaniel Tarr, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 6738) granting a 
pension to Margaret Lewis; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 6739) granting an increase 
of pension to Ellen A. Smethurst; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6740) granting an increase of 
pension to Sarah M. Watson; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 6741) granting an increase 
of pension to Simon P. Weatherman; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Comunit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 6742) for the relief of the county court of Owen 
County, Ky.; 

A bill (S. 6743) for the relief of the county court of Allen 
County, Ky. ; 

A bill (S. 6744) for the relief of the trustees of the Colored 
Baptist Church of New Castle, Ky.; 

A bill Kr 6745) for the relief of the county court of Bath 
County, Ky. 

A bill (8. 6746) for the relief of the trustees of the Christian 
Church of Mount Sterling, Ky. ; 

A bill (S. 6747) for the relief of the vestry of Christ Prot- 
estant Episcopal Church, of Bowling Green, Ky.; 

A bill (S. 6748) for the relief of the trustees of the Sulphur 
Well Christian Church, near Nicholasville, Ky. ; 

A bill (S. 6749) for the relief of the trustees of the Baptist 
Church of Brandenburg, Ky.; and 

A bill (S. 6750) for the relief of the trustees of the St. Paul 
African Methodist Episcopal Church, of Paris, Ky. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 6751) to incorporate 
the International Sunday School Association of America; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. KNOX introduced a bill (S. 6752) for the relief of the 
trustees of St. James Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Gettys- 
burg, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6753) for the relief of St. 
Francis Xavier Roman Catholic Church, of Gettysburg, Pa.; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GEARIN introduced a bill (S. 6754) granting to the 
Siletz Power and Manufacturing Company a right of way for a 
water ditch or canal through the Siletz Indian Reservation, in 
Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6755) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to enter on the roll of Capt. 
Orlando Humason’s Company B, First Oregon Mounted Volun- 
teers, the name of Hezekiah Davis; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6756) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas F. B. McDevitt; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced the following bills; which were 


severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 6757) for the relief of the Locust Dale Academy, 
of Madison County, Va. (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6758) for the relief of the trustees of Piney Branch 
(or Yellow) Church, of Spottsylvania County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 6759) for the relief of the trustees of the Taber- 
nacle Methodist Church, of Spottsylyania County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 6760) for the relief of the trustees of Salem Baptist 
Church, Spottsylvania County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 6761) for the relief SF the trustees of Zoan Baptist. 
Church, Spottsylvania County, V 

A bill (S. 6762) for the 11 of the trustees of the Liberty 
Baptist Church and the trustees of the Liberty Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Bealton, Va. (with an accompany- 
ing paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6763) for the relief of the trustees of the Old 
School ron Church of Upperville, Va. (with an accompany- 
ing paper) 

A bill (8. 6764) for the relief of the trustees of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church South, of Paris, Va. (with an accom- 
panying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6765) for the relief of the trustees of Chappawamsic 
Primitive Baptist Church, of Stafford County, Va. (with an ac- 
companying paper); and 

A bill (S. 6766) for the relief of the trustees of the Little 
River Missionary Baptist Church, near Aldie, Va. 

Mr. LONG introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6767) granting an increase of pension to John 
C. Brown; and 

A bill (S. 6768) granting an increase of pension to soem . 
Hayes. 

Mr. WARNER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the ‘accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6769) granting an increase of pension to James 
T. McReynolds; 

A bill- (S. 6770) granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Julian; 

A bill (S. 6771) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Coker ; 

A bill (S. 6772) granting an increase of pension to Henry J. 


Lyda; 

A bill (S. 6773) granting an increase of pension to Miles J. 
Williams; 

-A bili (S. 6774) granting an increase of pension to James B. 
Hackett; and 

A bill (8. 6775) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Proffitt. 

Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (S. 6776) to enlarge the ju- 
risdiction of the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6777) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of Ralls Lodge, No. 33, Ancient Free and Accepted Masons, 
of Madisonville, Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRAZIER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles,.and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 6778) granting an increase of pension to William 
Ausmus; 

A bill (S. 6779) granting an increase of pension to A. F. 
Broyles; and 

A bill (S. 6780) granting an increase of pension to Caleb M. 
Emmert. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 6781) for the relief of 
the trustees of the Beaufort Library Society, of Beaufort, S. C.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6782) for the relief of the 
vestry and church wardens of the Episcopal Church of the 
‘parish of Christ Church, of South Carolina; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 6783) for the purchase of a site for a Federal build- 
ing for the United States post-office at New Braunfels, Tex.; 

A bill (S. 6784) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Victoria, in the State 
of Texas; 

A bill (8. 6785) for the purchase of a site for a Federal build- 
ing for the United States post-office at Marshall, Tex. ; 
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ing for the United States post-office at Sulphur Springs, Tex. ; 

A bill (S. 6787) for the purchase of a site for a Federal build- 
ing for the United States post-office at Waxahachie, Tex. ; 

A bill (S. 6788) for the purchase of a site for a Federal build- 
ing for the United States post-office at Cleburne, Tex. ; f 

A bill (S. 6789) for the purchase of a site for a Federal build- 
ing for the United States post-office at Brenham, Tex.; and 

A bill (S. 6790) for the purchase of a site for a Federal build- 
ing for the United States post-office at Navasota, Tex. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE introduced the following bills; which were 


‘severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 


tee on Pensions: 
i 1 (S. 6791) granting an increase of pension to Adelle F. 
tudd ; 

A bill (S. 6792) granting an increase of pension to John L. 
Daniels ; é : 

A bill (S. 6793) granting an increase of pension to Simon 
Teter Wallerson ; 

A bill (S. 6794) granting a pension to Mary Wilson; 

A bill (S. 6795) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
A. Tillotson ; 

A bill (S. 6796) granting an increase of pension to Emily J. 
de Behrens; 

Er bill (S. 6797) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus S. 
tts; 

155 bill (S. 6798) granting an increase of pension to Grace A. 
nes ; 

F = bill (S. 6799) granting an increase of pension to William 

A. Fiske ; 

A bill (S. 6800) granting an increase of pension to Esther 
Eldredge ; 

A bill (S. 6801) granting an increase of pension to Millie 
Lepard ; 3 

A bill (S. 6802) granting an increase of pension to Emma M. 
Selmer ; 

A bill (S. 6803) granting a pension to Alice R. Prouty; 

545 bill (S. 6804) granting an increase of pension to James 
unse; 

A bill (S. 6805) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
MeKeag; and A 

A bill (S. 6806) granting an increase of pension to Robert B. 
Smith. 

Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6807) granting an increase of pension to Emanuel 
Van Oersdel ; , 

A bill (S. 6808) granting an increase of pension to Martha E. 
Wood (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 6809) granting a pension to Mary T. Cossitt (with 
accompanying papers). 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 6810) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to amend 
section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United States,’ ap- 
proved February 26, 1895,” approved June 27, 1906; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, 

Ile also introduced a bill (S. 6811) granting an increase of 
pension to James Carpenter; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 6812) granting a pension to 
Regina Ebert: which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6813) granting an increase of pension to Thore 
Knudson : 

A bill (S. 6814) granting a pension to Alice Bosworth ; 

A bill (S. 6815) granting an increase of pension to James F. 
Spencer ; 

A bill (S. 6816) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Wood; . 

A bill (S. 6817) granting an increase of pension to William 
B. Scott; and 

A bill (S. 6818) granting an increase of pension to John E. 
Anthony. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions : 

A bill (S. 6819) granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Bigalow ; 

A bill (S. 6820) granting an increase of pension to Henry M. 
Bullard; 
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A bill (S. 6821) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
M. Adams ; 

A bill (S. 6822) granting an increase of pension to Christo- 
pher Christopherson ; 

A bill (S. 6823) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Holsey ; 

A bill (S. 6824) granting an increase of pension to Byron 
Canfield ; 

A bill (S. 6825) granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. 
Roberts ; 

A bill (S. 6826) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Turner ; 

A bill (S. 6827) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
J. Sweeting; and 3 
5 A bill (S. 6828) granting an increase of pension to Walter D. 

reene. p 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 6829) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas P. Cheney; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6830) granting an increase of 
pension to Daniel L. Seavey; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill. (S. 6831) for the relief 


of the trustees of the Ewing Institute, of Perryville, Ky.; which 


was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6832) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of the Christian Church of Perryville, Ky.; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 74) providing 
for an amendment to the Constitution to fix the order of suc- 
cession to the Presidency in certain cases; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. , 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 75) provid- 
ing for the introduction of testimony in behalf of the defendant 
in all preliminary hearings of a criminal nature; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. KNOX introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 76) providing 
for an extension of time for completing the highway bridge and 
approaches across the Potomac River at Washington, D. C.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF SAMUEL LEE, DECEASED. 


Mr. McCUMBER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 850) making appropriation to 
pay the legal representatives of the estate of Samuel Lee, de- 
ceased, etc.; which was ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 


ELEVATOR, GRAIN BUYING, AND FORWARDING BUSINESS. 


Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That .there be rome for the use of the Senate and House of nie: 
sentatives 3,000 copies of the 33 taken in the investigation, 
pursuant to Senate resolution of June 25, 1906, directing the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission to make a thorough investigation of the 
elevator and grain buying and forwarding business of this 3 — 9 to de- 
termine to what extent special favors have been granted to them by rail- 
road companies; the influence which the alleged monopolizing of this 
branch of business has had upon the market, the injury it has worked 
to the grain producers, the extent to which the railroads, their officers, 
directors, stockholders, and employees own or control the ee 
and 6 companies, and the manner in which these rail- 
roads, their officers, directors, stockholders, and employees secured hold- 
ings, if any, in these grain buying. storing, and forwarding companies, 
and .to report the same to the Congress at its next session, 1,000 
copies for the use of the Senate and 2,000 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives. 


MARY LAJORD. 


Mr. NELSON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Mary Lajord, widow of Thomas Lajord, 
deceased, late a messenger of the United States Senate, a sum equal to 
six months’ salary, at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of 
his death, said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and 
all other allowances. 


INVESTIGATION BY COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 


Mr. PLATT submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the expenses incurred in the conduct of the inquiry 


into the causes of delay in completing the work of the first session of 
the Fifty-ninth Congress, under the provisions of Senate resolution 


1906. 


No. 175, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session, be paid out of the eontin- 


gent fund of the Senate, upon proper vouchers approved by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Erin ng. i 


JAPANESE IN SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 


Mr. FLINT, I submit a resolution and ask unanimous con- 
sent for its immediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Department of Commerce and 
Labor be, and he is hereby, directed to furnish the Senate copies of all 
official letters, telegrams, reports, etc., filed in the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor in connection with the investigation of the matter of 
Japanese attending the public schools in the city of San Francisco, Cal., 
if not incompatible with the public interests. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution just read? 

Mr. SPOONER. Let it be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from 
Wisconsin the resolution will be again read. 

The resolution was again read; and it was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to. : 


RELIEF WORK AT SAN FRANCISCO. 


Mr. FLINT submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That there be printed 10,000 copies of the report made by General 
Greely to the War Department in reference to relief work in and about 
San Francisco subsequent to the earthquake and fire of April 18, 1905, 
2,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 3,000 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives, and 5,000 copies for the use of the War 
Department. „ 

PANAMA RAILROAD. 

Mr. PETTUS. For my colleague [Mr. Morgan] I submit a 
resolution. I ask that it be read and lie over, and I give notice 
that my colleague desires to speak to the resolution to-morrow. 

The resolution was read, as follows : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interoceanie Canals is directed to 
inquire and report, by bill or otherwise, whether any or what action of 
Congress is necessary to bring the 3 corporation of the Panama 
Railroad within the direct control of the Isthmian Canal Commission 
or of the Government of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the junior Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. Perrus] the resolution offered by him 
on behalf of his colleague [Mr. Morcan] will lie over and be 
printed. 


DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, there are a great many nomina- 
tions before the committees, and I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yiel 
to the Senator from Ohio? - 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will withhold that motion 
for a moment, I want to call up a resolution which I offered a 
few days ago calling for some facts which I should be glad to 
haye brought to the notice of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I will waive the motion for the present. 

Mr. FORAKER. The resolution to which I refer went over 
under the rule. I ask that it be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution as requested by the Senator from Ohio. It will 
be read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PENROSE 
on the 3d instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate to the 
Senate, if not incompatible with the 8 interests, full information 
Dearing upon the recent order dismissing from the military service of 
the United States three companies of the Twenty-fifth Regiment of 
Infantry, United States troops (colored). 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To this resolution the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER] has proposed an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, which will be read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read the proposed substitute of Mr. FORAKER, 
as follows: . 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed 
to furnish the Senate copies of all official letters, telegrams, reports, 
orders, and so forth, filed In the War Department in connection with 
the recent discharge of the enlisted men of ee B, C, and D, 
Twenty-fifth United States Infantry, together with a complete list of 
the men discharged, showing the record of each, the amount of re- 
tained pay (under section 1281 and following sections of the Compiled 
Statutes, vol. 1, 912, edition of 1901), if any, to the credit of 
each man at the time of his discharge; the ruling of the War Depart- 
ment, if any has been made in this or any other similar case, as to the 
effect upon his right to such retained pay, and also the ruling of the 
War Department, if any has been made in this or any similar case, as 
to the effect of such discharge gen the right of an enlisted man to 
retire on three-fourths pay wi an allowance for subsistence’ and 
clothing (under section 1260 and following sections of the Compiled 
Statutes, vol. 1, p. 890, edition of 1901), and his right to enter a 
National Soldiers" Home (under section 4821 and following sections 
of the Compiled Statutes, vol. 3, p. 3332, edition of 1901) ; his right to 
be buried a national cemetery (under section 4878 and following 
sections of the Compiled Statutes, vol. 3, p. 3378, edition of 1901), 
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and his right to recelve transportation and subsistence from place of 
discharge to his home (as Fa Slee for in section 1290 and following 
sections of the Compiled Statutes, vol. 1, p. 916, edition of 1901) ; 
also a complete official record of the Twenty fifth Regiment, United 
States Infantry, from the time of its muster in to the date of the dis- 
charge of Companies B, C, and D. A 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I desire to amend the reso- 
lution as I offered it by inserting in line 6, on page 1, after the 
word “infantry,” the words “including the form of discharge.” 

I now observe that the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEN- 
ROSE], who offered resolution No. 180, is not in the Chamber. I 
do not like to take up the matter for consideration in his ab- 
sence so far as his own resolution is concerned, but if there be 
no objection, I will modify my resolution so as to offer it as an 
independent resolution by itself. I ask consideration for it, if 
there be no objection to that modification. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent that his proposed amendment to the resolution of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania may be offered as an indepen- 
dent resolution, and that it may be considered. Is there ob- 
jection? . 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator 
from Ohio a question. As the Senator has remarked, the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose] is absent. I should like 
to offer a substitute which will substantially cover the matter 
contained in both the others. It in fact embodies both of them 
in one resolution, and takes in the resolution of the Senator 
from Ohio exactly as it now reads, excepting that it calls on 
the President for all the information instead of having two 
resolutions, one directed to the President and the other to the 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, to that I am opposed. I do 
not care to call upon the President about the matter. I do not 
feel disposed to bother him any further. All I want is certain 
specific information, which is on file. in the War Department, 
in the custody of the Secretary of War, and I specify what it is 
we want. We want all of it, and we want it without regard to 
whether somebody might think it was incompatible with the 
public interest or not. 

I have no objection to the resolution which has been offered 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania being adopted. It calls upon 
the President for any information he may see fit to give or for 
any communication he may desire to make to the Senate. The 
resolution I have offered is entirely impersonal in every sense 
of the word. It calls for nothing except facts—facts that are 
essential to the proper consideration of the questions that may 
arise in connection with this matter, questions which I think 
all Senators here realize are likely to be to a greater or less 
degree discussed in the Chamber at an early date. 

‘There is no reason why there should be any calling upon the 
President for the information that I have asked for. If the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren] wants to offer his reso- 
lution as a substitute for the resolution of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose}, I do not object to that, but I do 
not want to have my own resolution disposed of in that manner. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. LODGE. I beg pardon. I thought the Senator was 
through. 

Mr. FORAKER. I yield. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not desire to interrupt the Senator. 

Nr. FORAKER. Not at all. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Pennsylvania is, I know, 
yery anxious for the consideration of his resolution, which was 
the first one offered; and I do not think it would be quite fair 
to him in his absence to set that resolution aside without action. 
My own opinion is that that resolution is the most desirable one 
to pass. It is one calling upon the President for information. 

I am also in favor of the resolution offered by the Senator 
from Ohio. The only suggestion I desired to make was that, 
In the absence of the Senator from Pennsylvania, I think it 
would be a little more considerate to him not to put his resolution 
aside and adopt another on the same subject. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I do not desire to put that 
resolution aside. I have no objection to any Senator here asking 
for the consideration of that resolution, but I do not myself feel 
at liberty to make such a request. I do feel at liberty, however, 
to present and urge my own resolution, and if the Senator from 
Pennsylvania shall desire to press his resolution, there is no 
conflict between what he calls for and what I call for. I do 


not know exactly what his purpose may have been or what his 
idea generally about the subject may be; but I do know thst I 
have not asked for any information except that which is abso- 
lutely essential, which we ought to be furnished with, and which, 
no doubt the War Department will be able to furnish us without 
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any trouble or without any particular delay. Therefore I ask 
again, there being, as I understand, no objection to the modifica- 
tion of my resolution which I have suggested, that it may now be 
considered on its merits. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if we are to consider these reso- 
lutions, and they are not to be allowed to go over in the absence 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, I hope they will be considered 
in the order in which they were offered and that we may have an 
opportunity of voting first on the resolution of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will again put the re- 
quest of the Senator from Ohio. The Senator from Ohio asks 
unanimous consent that his proposed amendment may be offered 
as an original resolution and be now considered. Is there ob- 
jection to the request? 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President, inasmuch as the parliamentary 
status of the resolution has been changed, in the absence of my 
colleague I ask that it may go over. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I do not understand that 
it must go over. I did not offer any original resolution. I 
asked consent to modify my resolution, and that consent, I 
understood, was granted. I modified the resolution I offered 


Is there objection to the request of 


by offering it as an original one instead of as a substitute. I. 


do not want to interfere with the resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania, but I do want the consideration of 
my own resolution. 

Mr. WARREN. 
allow me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. I was going to suggest to the Senator, inas- 
much as the Committee on Military Affairs will have a meet- 
ing this afternoon or to-morrow, that both the resolutions be 
referred to that committee. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, it is not usual to refer to a 
committee a resolution that simply calls for data and docu- 
ments that are in the custody of a Department of the Goy- 
ernment, and I do not see what could be gained by considering 
in committee whether we would ask for the names of these 
men, the form of their discharge, the causes of it, and the other 
data that I have called for. So I hope the resolution may be 
now considered. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, changing the resolution from 
an amendment to the original resolution offered by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose] to an original resolution 
and offering it as an original resolution is offering it in a new 
form, and therefore an objection that carries it over one day, it 
scems to me, clearly lies. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the Chair will remember 
that I asked unanimous consent to modify my resolution in 
that respect, so that I might offer it independently and not as 
a substitute. I did that out of deference to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, with whose resolution I did not want to inter- 
fere in the slightest, he not being here. I did not want to fur- 
ther delay. I understand that it is within the rules of the 
Senate for a Senator to modify a resolution offered by himself 
whether there be objection or not; that that is the right of 
a Senator offering a resolution; but I was careful to ask con- 
sent, which I understood was granted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that 
the offering of a pending amendment to a resolution as an in- 
dependent resolution changes its parliamentary status, and that 
it would, under objection, have to lie over one day. 

Mr. FORAKER. But it would not if—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Not if unanimous consent is given 
for its consideration. The Chair asked if there was objection; 
objection has been made. The Chair will again put the request. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. FORAKER. The Chair will allow me, before putting the 
request, to remind him that the statement I made was that I 
would make that modification if there was no objection; but if 
there should be objection, then I would leave it as it is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that to 
have been the effect of the statement of the Senator from Ohio. 
Is there objection to the request of the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President, I rise for the purpose of making 
an objection. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
objects. 

Mr. WARREN. 


Mr. President, will the Senator from Ohio 


If I am in order, Mr. President 


Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me? 


Mr. WARREN. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understood consent was given, and then 
F ere the amendment which had been accepted, as I under- 
8 š 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair put the request of the 
Senator from Ohio, and understood that objection was made. 

Mr. FORAKER. Very well. What I inquired about is not, 
however, on that point. My inquiry was as to whether my 
amendment to this resolution has been adopted or not. If not, 
I will ask unanimous consent that I may modify the resolution 
in the respect I have suggested. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio has the 
right to modify his amendment as he sees fit. The Secretary 
will state the modification proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 6, after the words “ United 
States Infantry,” insert “including the form of discharge.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The modification is made. 

Mr. FORAKER. Now, I move that resolution No. 181 offered 
by me as a substitute for resolution No. 180—TI do not offer this 
now originally in view of the objection, but I offer it as a sub- 
stitute, as originally offered—and move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of Senate resolution No. 181 as a substi- 
tute for Senate resolution No. 180. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, Senators sitting around me 
rightfully suggest that this is the proper business before the 
Senate, and that it is not necessary to make a motion to pro- 
ceed to its consideration. So I insist upon the consideration of 
my amendment as a substitute for resolution No. 180. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is within the Senator’s right. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I wish to offer an amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. WARREN. Well, Mr. President, I have offered a sub- 
stitute to take the place of the two resolutions which have been 
offered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator said that he would 
like to offer a substitute, but, as the Chair understands, he did 
not offer it. The Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] there- 
after rose and was recognized. 

Mr. WARREN. I sent my substitute to the desk, and it was 
returned to me. That was as far as I was able to get with it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was not aware of that 
fact. The Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] offers au 
amendment to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Foraker], which will be read. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, it is proposed to add to 
the amendment of the Senator from Ohio the language con- 
tained in the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the proposed amendment of 
Mr. Foraker it is proposed to add the following: 

The Secretary of War is also directed to send to the Senate a copy 
of the order issued to Maj. C. W. Penrose, Twenty-fifth United States 
Infantry, directing him not to deliver to the civil authorities of Texas 
certain men of his command charged with assault to murder and mur- 
der, at Brownsville, Tex., August 13, 1906, and referred to by Major 
Penrose in his letter of August 24, 1906, to Capt. W. J. McDonald, of 
the Texas rangers. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, if I haye the power to do so, 
I will accept the amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I shall vote for the resolution 
and the substitute offered by the Senator from Ohio, but I hope 
the Senator from Ohio will allow this matter to go over until 
to-morrow. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE], 
who first brought this subject to the attention of the Senate, is 
absent, and I have never known a resolution to be taken up in 
the absence of the Senator who introduced it, especially where 
it was made apparent to the Senate by a statement from his 
colleague that that course would be objectionable to him. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me 
to interrupt him, I am very much obliged to him for making the 
suggestion he has made. I was pressing the matter under the 
impression I had received from statements made by Senators 
who were speaking to me about it, not from the floor, but from 
their chairs, that it was all right, so far as the Senator who was 
absent is concerned, to press the matter at this time. If, how- 
ever, there is any objection—and I did not know that the objec- 
tion of the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox] to 
the consideration of this matter was the absence of his col- 
league—— 

Mr. SPOONER. It was practically that. 

Mr. FORAKER. I would have so understood it doubtless if I 
had not been misled by other Senators. Of course, under the 
circumstances, I shall not ask that the subject be considered in 
the absence of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 


state the 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Retaining its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the Sen- 
ator from Ohio to accept the amendment proposed to his amend- 
ment by the Senator from Texas [Mr. Currerson]. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; I have no objection to that amend- 
ment; but before this matter goes over I should like to have 
some understanding as to when the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Penrose] is to be here. I was told when I acquiesced in 
the suggestion of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] 
that the Senator from Pennsylvania would be here to-morrow, 
vut I am now told that his absence will be indefinite. I do not 
want to indefinitely postpone the matter. Is there any Senator 
who can inform us when the Senator from Pennsylvania will 
return? 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania informed me before he left yesterday that he would re- 
turn some time to-day. I think the request made by the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] is a very natural one. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think so, too. 

Mr. WARREN. I do not think that the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania would like to have this resolution passed without the 
other; and so they should both go over. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have no objection to that, with the under- 
atanding that the Senator from Pennsylvania is expected to re- 
turn at a reasonably early date—to-morrow or next day, or in the 
course of the week. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] will be stated. 

Mr. WARREN. That is in the nature of a substitute which 
will cover all the other matter pertaining to the same subject. 
I desire to say to the Senator from Ohio, if I can have his at- 
tention, that it includes the subject-matter of all the resolutions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
desire that his proposed substitute be read? 

Mr. WARREN. Yes; let it be read and printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment in the nature of a 
substitute offered by the Senator from Wyoming will be read. 

Mr. FORAKER. If it be necessary, I want to make a re- 
quest that the resolution retain its place on the table. 

Mr. HALE. That is not needed, if the Senator will allow me. 
On yesterday, at his request, the whole subject was left upon the 
table, to be called up for consideration at any time, instead of 
going to the Calendar. There is no need of any further request. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not think so—— 

Mr. HALE. It has every privilege now. 

Mr. FORAKER. But some brother Senators suggested to me 
to make the request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
WARREN] proposes a substitute, which will be read by the 
Secretary. 

The Secretary read the proposed substitute, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate to the 
Senate, if not incompatible with the public interests, full information 
bearing upon the recent order dismissing from the military service of 
the United States three companies of the Twenty-fifth Regiment of In- 
fantry, United States troops (colored), together with copies of all 
official letters, telegrams, reports, orders, etc., filed in the War De- 
partment in connection with the recent discharge of the enlisted men 
of Companies B, C, and D, Twenty-fifth United States Infantry, includ- 
ing the form of discharge, together with a complete list of the men dis- 
charged, showing the record of each, the amount of retained pay (under 
section 1281 and following sections of the Compiled Statutes, vol. 1, 
p. 912, edition of 1901), if any, to the credit of each man at the time 
of his discharge; the ruling of the War Department, if any has been 
made in this or any other similar case, as to the effect upon his 5 aps to 
such retained pay, and also the ruling of the War Department, an. 
has been made in this or any similar case, as to the effect of such dis- 
charge upon the right of an enlisted man to retire on three-fourths pay, 
with an allowance for subsistence and clothing (under section 1260 and 
following sections of the Compiled Statutes, vol. 1. p. 890, edition of 
1901), and his right to enter a National Soldiers’ Home (under section 
4821 and following sections of the Compiled Statutes, vol. 3, p. 3332, 
edition of 1901), his right to be buried a national cemetery (under 
section 4878 and following sections of the Compiled Statutes, vol. 
3, P; 3378, edition of 1901), and his right to receive transportation 
and subsistence from place of discharge to his home, as provided for in 
section 1290 and following sections of the Compiled Statutes, volume 1, 
page 916, edition of 1901; also a complete official record of the Twenty- 

th Regiment United States Infantry from the time of its muster in 
to the date of the discharge of Companies B, C, and D. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed substitute will be 
printed and lie upon the table. 


TREATMENT OF CRIMINALS BY PROBATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of the Co 2 communi- 
eation from Judge William H Lacey setting fo some -reasons 
why the more modern treatment of criminals by probation, so success- 


fully tried in several of the States, should be adopted into the Federal 
rocedure, together with a supplemental paper on the subject of child 
abor, to which I invite yoér especial attention. P 

8 THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Tue Write House, December 5, 1906. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF THE CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the. President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, and ordered to be 
Printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit -herewith for the consideration of the Congress the 
Twenty-third Annual Report of the United States Civil Service Com- 


mission. 
‘THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
THE WHITE House, December 5, 1906. 


CONTROL OF YELLOW FEVER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Health and National Quarantine, and ordered 
to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
The inclosed papers are transmitted to the Congress in the earnest 

hope that it will take suitable action in the matter. Major Reed's 

part in the experiments which resulted in rao ig 3 us how to cope with 

yellow fever was such as to render mankind his debtor; and this 

nation should in some proper fashion bear witness to this fact. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

THE WHITE HOUSE, December 5, 1906. 


CHURCH CLAIMS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Philippines, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I herewith submit to the Congress the report of the Secretary of War 
and of the Judge-Advocate-General in reference to the claims pre- 
sented by the representatives of the Roman Catholic Church for 
amounts due from the United States to the various Roman Catholic 
churches in the islands for use and occupation by troops of the United 
States, and for damages during such occupation. I cordially indorse 
all that is said in these reports, and earnestly hope that the amount 
recommended by the board will be 3 e in order 
to do what is really an act of substantial justice to the Roman Cath- 
olic churches of the goa ame in accordance with the suggestion of 
the 1 of War. It is not only a matter of equity that we 
should pay this sum, but for the reasons set forth by the Secretary of 
War it is very Bear to the interest of the people of the Philippine 
Islands that it should be paid. I have accordingly approved the action 
of the Secretary of War in directing that the same 
vened, or another conyened, to report on the advisability of paying ad- 
ditional sums to the Roman Catholic churches in the islands, in view 
of the damages inflicted upon them A reason of the war and by the 
insurrectos. I feel that this is peculiarly a case where, in the inter- 
est of the Philippine people themselves, it would be wise for the Con- 
gress to exercise a Jarge liberality. 


board recon- 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tne WAITE HOUSE, December 5, 1906. 


DISMISSALS FROM THE NAVY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I feel it my duty to call our attention to the facts that, under the 
provisions of articles 36 and 37 of the Articles for the Government of 
the Navy, the President bas no longer the authority to dismiss an offi- 
cer of the Navy in time of peace, unless in pursuance of a sentence of 
a general court-martial, and even in time of war his right of dismissal 
is 8 subject to review by a court-martial, to be assembled 
within six months, if the accused officer demands this court. The ar- 
ticles In question are in the terms following: 

“ART. 36. No officer shall be dismissed from the naval service ex- 
cept by the order of the President or by sentence of a general court- 
martial; and in time of peace no officer shall be dismissed except in 
pursuance of the sentence of a general court-martial or in mitigation 


thereof. 

“ArT. 37. When any officer dismissed by order of the President since 
March 3, 1865, makes, in writing, an application for trial, setting 
forth, under oath, that he has been wrongfully dismissed, the President 
shall, as soon as the necessities of the service may permit, conxene a 
court-martial to try such officer on the charges on which he shall have 
been dismissed. And if such court-martial shall not be convened within 
six months from the presentation of such application for trial, or if 
such court, being convened, shall not award dismissal or death as the 
punishment of such officer, the order of dismissal by the President 
shall be void.” 

This condition of the law was called to my attention by a recent 

ainful and humiliating incident. On May 9, 1905, an officer of the 
Navy was accused of behavior so indecent and 8 as to show 
clearly his unfitness (if lity, as charged) to hold a commission or 
associate with officers and gentlemen. he nature of the alleged mis- 
conduct and the lack of compulsory power in naval courts to enforce 
the attendance of civilian witnesses, as well as the locality where the 
offense was said to have been committed, caused a long and very un- 
fortunate, although quite unavoidable, delay in his trial by court- 
martial, which did not occur until January 18, 1906. He was then con- 
victed, but the court, while imposing a severe penalty, to my surprise as 
well as that of the Navy Department, did not sentence the ofender to 
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dismissal from the service. The failure of the court to rid the Navy of 
one so clearly unfit to form a part of it was commented upon in appro- 
priate terms by the Department, but it was then and has been since a 
source of profound regret to me-that the law, as above set forth, made it 


8 for me to afford a remedy for this failure. Moreover, it is 
to remembered that, owing to the inability of naval courts, as above 
explained, to compel the attendance of civilian witnesses, and the fur- 
ther fact that they have no authority to receive as evidence the depo- 
tions of absent witnesses, while the cies of the service may 
often cause officers and men cognizant of the facts to be employed in 
distant places at the time of the trial, there is great danger lest of- 
fenses of the nature char; against this man should go altogether 
unpunished. In this case it was found very difficult to overcome the 
natural reluctance of some of the witnesses to attend and testify. 

I am convinced that the President should have the authority, upon 
his own initiative and responsibility, to dismiss any officer whom he 
thinks unworthy to remain in the service. I ere is no danger 
that this power would be abused, and if such danger exists at all it is 
so slight as to be aaa fo apd outweighed by the considerations of public 

licy which uire this authority to be vested in the constitutional 
‘ommander in Chief of the Navy. I therefore strongly recommend that 
article 36, as hereinbefore given, be amended by omitting all of it after 
the words “general court-martial” where ese words first occur 
therein, and that article 37 be repealed. 


Tun WHITE HOUSE, December &, 1906. 
LEGISLATION FOR ALASKA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit the accompanying papers relative to the present needs of 
the Territory of Alaska in matters of 1 lation and government, and 
heartily commend the views of Governor Hoggatt to the favorable con- 
sideration of the Congress. 


Tun WHITE Houses, December 5, 1906. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HALE. I now renew my motion that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After eighteen minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1 
o'clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-mor- 
row, Thursday, December 6, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 


. NOMINATIONS. 
Beecutive nominations received by the Senate December 5, 1906. 
POSTMASTERS. 
ALASKA. 

A. Zilpah Hopkins to be postmaster at Ketchikan, Alaska, in 

place of Edward J. Williams, removed. 
ARKANSAS, 

John L. Smith to be postmaster at Van Buren, in the county 
of Crawford and State of Arkansas, in place of Jonathan Neal, 
deceased. 

CALIFORNIA. 

Frank E. Cushing to be postmaster at Red Bluff, in the county 
of Tehama and State of California, in place of Frank E. Cush- 
ing. Incumbent's commission expired June 7, 1906. 

Benjamin F. Newby to be postmaster at Dixon, in the county 
of Solano and State of California, in place of Eli J. McBride, 
resigned. : 
John F. Rudolph to be postmaster at Lompoc, in the county of 
Santa Barbara and State of California, in place of T. E. 
Dimock, deceased. 

COLORADO. 


John A. Bunker to be postmaster at Paonia, in the county of 
Delta and State of Colorado, in place of Rolland Oliver, resigned. 
Emma C. Burke to be postmaster at Sterling, in the county of 
Logan and State of Colorado, in place of Henry T. Sutherland, 
resigned. 
CONNECTICUT. 

Frank M. Buckland to be postmaster at West Hartford, in 
the county of Hartford and State of Connecticut, in place of 
Merton S. Buckland, deceased. . 

FLORIDA, 

Louis C. Lynch to be postmaster at Gainesville, in the county 
of Alachua and State of Florida, in place of George J. Arnow, 
deceased. 

GEORGIA. 

Charles W. Parker to be postmaster at Elberton, in the 
county of Elbert and State of Georgia, in place of Thomas A. 
Jones, resigned. d 

IDAHO, ji 

John H. Bruce to be postmaster at Weiser, in the county of 
Washington and State of Idaho, in place of John H. Bruce. 
Incumbent's commission expired March 15, 1906. 


ILLINOIS, 

Edward I. Boies to be postmaster at Sycamore, in the county 
of Dekalb and State of Illinois, in place of James E. Ellwood. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 10, 1906. 

William P. Dickie to be postmaster at Bunker Hill, in the 
county of Macoupin and State of Illinois, in place of William P, 
Dickie. Incumbent's commission expired February 5, 1906. 

Luranah Haworth to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the 
county of Vermilion and State of Illinois, in place of Darius B. 
Reid, deceased. 

Peter E. Low to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county of 
1 and State of IIlinois, in place of Mark L. Harper, re- 
sign 

Milton M. Rodenberger to be postmaster at Windsor, in the 
county of Shelby and State of Illinois, in place of Harley R. 
Moberley, resigned. 

William H. Whitehouse to be postmaster at Mount Olive, in 
the county of Macoupin and State of Illinois, in place of Wil- 
ret H. Whitehouse. Incumbent’s commission expired May 27, 

_ INDIANA, 


Will H. Conway to be postmaster at Aurora, in the county of 
Dearborn and State of Indiana, in place of William A. Den- 
nerline, resigned. . 

Roy E. Turner to be postmaster at Dana, in the county of 
Vermilion and State of Indiana, in place of Jesse E. Haddon, 
resigned. 5 

INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Lura M. Allen to be postmaster at Okemah, District 9, In- 
dian. Territory, in place of Absalum B. Allen, deceased. 

Joseph H. Butler to be postmaster at Vinita, in District 2, 
Indian Territory, in place of Joseph H. Butler. Incumbent’s 
commission expires December 15, 1906. 


Towa. 


John W. Burns to be postmaster at Keosauqua, in the county 
of Van Buren and State of Iowa, in place of Abraham Wilkin, 
deceased. 

Walter F. Hall to be postmaster at Columbus Junction, in the 
county of Louisa and State of Iowa, in place of Nettie J. Dill, 
resigned. 

C. E. Haverly to be postmaster at Ames, in the county of 
Story and State of Iowa, in place of Lon G. Hardin. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired June 10, 1906. 

Robert B. Oldham to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the 
county of Adair and State of Iowa, in place of Henry P. Gow, 
resigned. 

Malcolm Peterson to be postmaster at Pomeroy, in the county 
of Calhoun and State of Iowa, in place of Niles L. Brownell, 
resigned. 

Minnie A. Phoenix to be postmaster at Ruthven, in the county 
of Palo Alto and State of Iowa, in place of Norman D. Anthony, 
deceased. 

KANSAS. 


George W. Benedick to be postmaster at Plainville, in the 
county of Rooks and State of Kansas, in place of Alonzo M. 
King, resigned. 7 

John A. Davidson to be postmaster at White City, in the 
county of Morris and State of Kansas, in place of Eva B. Mil- 
ligan, resigned. 

George W. Doty to be postmaster at Burlingame, in the 
county of Osage and State of Kansas, in place of George W. 
Doty. Incumbent’s commission expired March 14, 1906. 

Cyrus McN. Scott to be postmaster at Arkansas City, in the 
county of Cowley and State of Kansas, in place of Cyrus McN. 
Scott. Incumbent’s commission expired June 9, 1906. 


LOUISIANA, 


Benjamin Deblieux to be postmaster at Plaquemine, in the 
parish of Iberville and State of Louisiana, in place of Alex- 
ander Salomon, removed. $ 

Louisa F. Gause to be postmaster at Slidell, in the parish of 
St. Tammany and State of Louisiana. Office became Presiden- 
tial July 1, 1906. ; 

Lena E. Henderson to be postmaster at St. Joseph, in the 
parish of Tensas and State of Louisiana, in place of Laura Bon- 
durant, resigned. 

MAINE. 

Edward Brown to be postmaster at Thomaston, in the county 
of Knox and State of Maine, in place of Edward Brown. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired May 16, 1906. 

Samuel F. Davis to be postmaster at South Paris, in the 
county of Oxford and State of Maine, in place of Samuel F. 
Davis. Incumbent’s commission expired March 14, 1906, 
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MASSACHUSETTS. 
Elbridge Nash to be postmaster at South Weymouth, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in place of 
Elbridge Nash. Incumbent’s commission expired June 30, 1906. 


MICHIGAN. 

Robert H. Barnum to be postmaster at Iron River, in the 
county of Iron and State of Michigan, in place of Thomas H. 
Barnum, deceased. 

MINNESOTA, 


Manley S. Elliott to be postmaster at Paynesville, in the 
county of Stearns and State of Minnesota, in place of Adolphus 
L. Elliott, resigned. 

Clinton D. Grinols to be postmaster at St. Cloud, in the 
county of Stearns and State of Minnesota, in place of James A. 
Martin, resigned. 

Fred Herring to be postmaster at Hawley, in the county of 
Clay and State of Minnesota, in place of Susan C. Fulton, re- 
signed. ‘ 

Mary H. James to be postmaster at Virginia, in the county 
of St. Louis and State of Minnesota, in place of John R. James, 
deceased. ; 

MISSOURI. 


George N. Gromer to be postmaster at Pattonsburg, in the 
county of Daviess and State of Missouri, in place of Henry L. 
Eads, resigned. 

MONTANA. 

Edward H. Cooney to be postmaster at Great Falls, in the 
county of Cascade and State of Montana, in place of Herbert 
O. Chowen, resigned. 

NEBRASKA. 

Frank McCartney to be postmaster at Nebraska City, in the 
county of Otoe and State of Nebraska, in place of Frank Mc- 
Cartney. Incumbent’s commission expired June 12, 1906. 

William A. Price to be postmaster at Laurel, in the county of 
Cedar and State of Nebraska, in place of John M. Mills, re- 
signed. 

NEW JERSEY. 

John E. Morton to be postmaster at Palmyra, in the county 
of Burlington and State of New Jersey, in place of George N. 
Wimer, resigned. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

Willis G. Briggs to be postmaster at Raleigh, in the county 
of Wake and State of North Carolina, in place of Christopher 
T. Bailey, removed. 

Moses L. Buchanan to be postmaster at Concord, in the 
county of Cabarrus and State of North Carolina, in place of 
George L. Patterson, removed. 

Robert D. Douglas to be postmaster at Greensboro, in the 
county of Guilford and State of North Carolina, in place of 
Tyre Glenn. Incumbent’s commission expired February 18, 
1906. 


Vann J. McArthur to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county 
of Sampson and State of North Carolina, in place of Daniel P. 
Dameron, resigned. 

Charles E. Orr to be postmaster at Brevard, in the county of 
Transylvania and State of North Carolina, in place of George 
W. Young. Incumbent’s commission expired June 27, 1906 
(deceased). 

NORTH DAKOTA. 


Chris Fuoter to be postmaster at Ray, in the county of 
Williams and State of North Dakota. Office became Presiden- 
tial July 1, 1996. 

OHIO. 


William H. Hallam to be postmaster at National Military 
Home, in the county of Montgomery and State of Ohio, in place 
of Joseph C. Bender, deceased. 

Edward A. Mullen to be postmaster at Marysville, in the 
eounty of Union and State of Ohio, in place of Conrey M. 
Ingman, deceased. 

Morgan Heath to be postmaster at Wadsworth, in the county 
of Medina and State of Ohio, in place of William J. Swisher, 
resigned. 

Charles J. Thompson to be postmaster at Defiance, in the 
county of Defiance and State of Ohio, in place of Charles J. 
Thompson. Incumbent's commission expired June 30, 1906. 

George W. Whitmer to be postmaster at Pleasant Hill, in the 
county of Miami and State of Ohio, in place of William T. 
Marshall, resigned. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Lucian T. Claybaugh to be postmaster at Donora, in the 
county of Washington and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
Lucian T. Claybaugh. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
28, 1906. 


Fleming. 


James Lloyd Galbraith to be postmaster at Canonsburg, in 
the county of Washington and State of Pennsylvania, iu place 
of William K. Galbraith, deceased. 

James Koller to be postmaster at Myerstown, in the county 
of Lebanon and State of Pennsylvania, in place of William J. 
Noll, resigned. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


John R. Cochran, jr., to be postmaster at Anderson, in the 
county of Anderson and State of South Carolina, in place of 
John R. Cochran, jr. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
14, 1907. 

Jefferson F. Richardson to be postmaster at Greenville, in the 
county of Greenville and State of South Carolina, in place of 
Jefferson F. Richardson. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 15, 1907. 

George D. Shore to be postmaster at Sumter, in the county of 
Sumter and State of South Carolina, in place of George D. 
Shore. Incumbent’s commission expires January 7, 1907. 

TENNESSEE. 

Frank W. Galbraith to be postmaster at Jefferson City, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Tennessee, in place of Joseph 
N. Ellis, resigned. 

N. J. Tallent to be postmaster at Dayton, in the county of 
Rhea and State of Tennessee, in place of John Morgan. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired June 24, 1906. 

3 TEXAS. 

William P. Fleming to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the 
county of Williamson and State of Texas, in place of William P. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 25, 1906. 

David A. Robinson to be postmaster at Dallas, in the county 
of Dallas and State of Texas, in place of William A. O'Leary, 
deceased. 

WASHINGTON. 

Charles P. Kimball to be postmaster at Bremerton, in the 
county of Kitsap and State of Washington, in place of Charles 
P. Kimball. Incumbent’s commission expired July 1, 1906. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Philip S. Malcolm, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Willamette, in the State of Oregon, to succeed 
Isaac L. Patterson, whose term of office has expired. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

First Lieut. William Vans Edmondson Jacobs to be a captain 
in the Reyenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
puen e November 4, 1906, to succeed William Henry Roberts, 
retired. 

First Lieut. James Mahool Moore to be a captain in the Reve- 
nue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such from 
October 1, 1906, to succeed Charles Hugh McLellan, retired. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Lyman M. Bass, of New York, to be United States attorney 
for the western district of New York, in the place of Charles H. 
Brown, who will resign. 0 


MEMBER OF THE PHILIPPINE COMMISSION. 


I nominate the person herein named for appointment as a 
member of the Philippine Commission and to be secretary of 
publie instruction in the Philippine Islands, provided for in the 
act of Congress approved July 1, 1902, entitled “An act tempo- 
rarily to provide for the administration of the affairs of civil 
government in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes: ” 

W. Morgan Shuster, of the District of Columbia, to which 
office he was appointed during the recess of the Senate, vice 
James F. Smith, appointed governor-general of the Philippine 
Islands. a 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Wepnespay, December 5, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
2 85 Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
PAUL b. PORTER. 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the resolution which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That during the balance of the Fifty-ninth Congress and 
until the organization of the Sixtieth Congress, Paul D. Porter be 


authorized to act as special employee of the House of Representatives, 
and receive compensation at the rate of $1,500 per annum. Said officer 
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shall at all times be under the direction and control of the Speaker of 
tie 5 and shall be subject to removal by him for cause at all 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman from Texas a question. This is 
to fill a place that has become vacant during the recess? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. It is to fill a vacancy caused by the 
death of Isaac R. Hill. : 

Mr. PAYNE. Is the compensation the same as that paid to 
Colonel Hill? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. The compensation is identically the 
same. 2 

Mr. PAYNE. There is no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


CALL OF COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the first committee on the 
Calendar. - 
The Clerk called the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


VOLUNTEER NAVAL OFFICERS IN THE CIVIL WAR. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 3814) for 
the relief of acting (volunteer) officers of the United States 
Navy in the civil war. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois calls up the bill 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the acti (volunteer) officers of the United States Nav 
who served during the civil war haye never received proper recogni-- 


tion from the people of the United States for the valuable services 
then rendered, and it is fitting that the same should be made by Con- 


gress; and 

Whereas the said acting (volunteer) officers never received any com- 
mission from the President, but only received an acting order, written 
on very common paper and signed by the Secretary of the Navy, while 
all Volunteer Army officers servin. uring said war received a regular 
commission, signed either by the President of the United States or by 
the governor of the State from which they: volunteered, and thereby 
have some tangible evidences of thelr services to hand down to their 
decendants: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That all acting (vol- 
unteer) officers who served in the United States Nayy during the civil 
war for one year or more, and were honorably discha as such, 
shall, upon written application made by them to the Secretary of the 
Navy, receive a commission signed by the President of the United 
States, specifying why the commission is granted: Provided, That said 
commission shall not entitle the grantee to any back, present, or future 


Princ. 2. That as a further recognition of the services rendered by the 
acting (volunteer) officers the said commission shall be made out 
two grades higher than the grade held by them at the time of discharge 
from the United States Navy for all acting (volunteer) Navy officers 
who served three years or more and who were in command of a 
United States vessel at least one year, and one grade higher than grade 
at time of discharge for all other acting (volunteer) officers who 
served at least one goe 

Sec. 3. That the retary of the Navy is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to take the necessary action for the prompt and proper carry- 
ing into effect this law, and shall keep on file in the Navy Department 
a list of applicants and of commissions granted. 

Sec. 4. That the necessary expense of said commissions shall be 
paid out of the general appropriation for the United States Navy. 

Sec. 5. That this act s all take effect immediately. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
this bill makes a charge upon the Treasury and is not properly 
on the House Calendar, but ought to go on the Union Calen- 
dar, and can not be considered at this time. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, this bill does not contemplate any 
appropriation out of the Federal Treasury. It provides for giv- 
ing the acting naval volunteer officers of the civil war a com- 
mission from the President, the same as the Army volunteer 
officers received. The acting officers in the volunteer service 
of the Navy during the civil war were appointed by order of 
the Secretary and were not commissioned by the President. If 
the Chair will notice, it is provided in the first section of this 
bill, “ That said commission shall not entitle the grantee to any 
back, present, or future pay.” It is simply a recognition given 
to the acting volunteer officers of the Navy in the way of a 
commission to them, the same as was received by the Army 
volunteer officers. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the gentleman that section 4 
expressly provides that the necessary expense of that commis- 

. sion shall be paid out of the general appropriation for the 
United States Navy, which shows that there is a provision in 
the bill. 

Mr. FOSS. I thought that the gentleman alluded to the ques- 
tion of pay. Now, so far as the granting of these commissions 
is concerned, of course it will cost a very little, just the cost of 
the parchment. That is all. 

Mr. TAWNEY. How many officers are there? 

Mr. FOSS. There are yery few of them left now, as it has 
been so many years since the civil war. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Can the gentleman approximately state the 
number? 

Mr. FOSS. No; I can not approximately state it, but all the 
cost of this is simply the cost of the parchment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Are there 5,000 or 10,000? 

Mr. FOSS. A good deal less than that, I should say to the 
gentleman, 

Mr. TAWNEY. It would involve some clerical service also? 

Mr. FOSS. It will involve no more than the clerical service 
in the Department. A 

Mr. TAWNEY. To the extent that ‘any expense connected 
with it would be a charge on the Treasury, and therefore con- 
trary to the rules of the House, and therefore the bill should 
go to the Union Calendar. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will this come out of an appropriation al- 
ready made? s i 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. DALZELL, It is not an increase in appropriation? 

Mr. FOSS. It is not an increase in appropriation. 

Mr. PAYNE. It makes it a charge on the Treasury just the 
same, whether it makes it out of an appropriation already 
made, the balance of which will go back into the Treasury, or 
an appropriation to be made in the future, 

Mr. FOSS. It is a very small matter, and it puts the Navy 
officers on the same basis as the Army officers. It is a bill in- 
troduced by Mr. Rıxey, of Virginia, and Mr. Burrer of Pennsyl- 
vania made the report; and in their absence I call the mat- 
er up. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is prepared to rule. Clause 3 of 
Rule XXIII is as follows—the Chair will omit a portion of the 
rule and read all that is material: 

All motions or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the peo- 

e; * * or authorizing payments out of appropriations already 
made, or releasing any liability to the United E Patas for money or 
property, or referring any claim to the Court of Claims, shall be first 
considered in a Committee of the Whole, and a point of order under 
this rule shall be good at any time before the consideration of a bill 
has commenced. 

The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman’s con- 
sent, in view of the decision of the Chair, to insert these words 
at the end of section 5: 

And the actual cost of each commission shall be refunded by the re- 
ciplent of the same. 

Mr. PAYNE. That would not take it out of the rule. 

Mr. FOSS. It would throw the cost, which would be but a 
few cents, upon each recipient of a commission. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, the.gentleman can bring it up at some 
other time for unanimous consent. I will have to object now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] 
objects, and the bill is referred to the Union Calendar. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 


Sundry messages, in writing, from the President of the 
United States were communicated to the House of Representa- 
tives by Mr. LATTA, one of his secretaries. 


CERTIFIED CHECKS WITH PROPOSALS AND CONTRACTS FOR NAVAL 
SUPPLIES. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I call up Senate bill 1804, and ask 
for the reading of the bill and report. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (S. 1804) providing for the use of certified checks to secure 
compliance with proposals and contracts for naval supplies. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy may, in his dis- 
cretion, accept, in lieu of the written guaranty required to accompany 
a proposal for naval supplies, and in lieu of the bond required for the 
faithful performance of a contract for furnishing such supplies, a cer- 
tified check, payable to the order of the Secretary of the Navy, for 
from 25 to 50 per cent of the amount of such proposal or contract, 
the check to be held by the 3 of the Navy until the require- 
ments of the proposal or contract shall be complied with and as a 
guaranty for compliance with the same. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I yield the floor to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Dawson], who reported this bill. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Speaker, I think the reading of the re- 
port on the bill would perhaps satisfy all Members. It is very 
short and very lucid. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that the report be read 
in his time. The Clerk will read. 

The report (by Mr. Dawson) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1804) providing for the use of certified cheeks to secure compliance 
with proposals and contracts for naval supplies, have examined the 
same and report: 

The report of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the Senate, hereto 
appended, is adopted and the passage of the bill is recommended. 

The Senate report is as follows: 

“The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill S. 
1804) providing for the use of certifled checks to secure compliance 
with proposals and contracts for naval supplies, having considered the 
same, report thereon with a recommendation that it pass. 
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“The bill has the approval of the Navy Department, as will appear 
by the following communication : . 
“ NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
“ Washington, December 6, 1905. 

“Sim: By act approved May 25, 1896 (29 Stat. L., 185; 2 Supp. 
474), the Secretary of the Navy is authorized to accept, in lieu of the 
written guaranty required to 33 a proposal for naval supplies 
and in lleu of the bond for the faithful performance of a contract, a 
certified check for the full amount of such proposal or contract. This 
statute, which has been in operation about nine years, has proved satis- 
factory in its eee to contracts representing small amounts. In 
such cases bidders usually find it no hardship to d it certified 
checks covering the full amounts of the contracts. With respect to 
the larger transactions, however, the reverse is true. 

“It does not seem necessary or reasonable to require persons submit- 
ting proposals or entering into contracts involving large sums to com- 
ply with this requirement, and it is not to the advantage of the service, 
masmuch as the Government doubtless indirectly pays interest upon 
me 9 thus obligated and temporarily withdrawn from iness 
activities. p 

“A certified check affords the Government practically as complete se- 
curity as an. individual or a corporation bond. It is recommended, 
therefore, that the Secretary of the Navy be authorized to accept such 
a certified check in amounts substantially the same as would be 
named in the guaranty or bond of a person offering or contracting to 
furnish nayal supplies. It may be added that the guaranty accom- 
panying a propo need be no larger than is 9 to insure the 
acceptance of an award, and that with respect to the larger contracts 
the delivery of supplies and the performance of the work under them 
is, as a rule, necessarily extend over a considerable period of time, 
payments being made by installments as the contract is performed, and 
that therefore it is unnecessary that the Department should exact and 
hold such form of guaranty or surety in amounts more than 25 to 50 
per cent of the . or the contract, respectively. 

“The draft of a provision authorizing the use of certified checks in the 
manner hereinbefore outlined is inclosed, with the hope that it will 
receive favorable consideration by the committee. 


Na ace “ CHARLES J. BONAPARTE, 
“ Secretary. 

“Hon, EUGENE Harn, 

“ Chairman Committee on Naval Affaire, 
“ United States Senate.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Mississippi? 

Mr. DAWSON. Certainly. ` 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I would like to ask the gentleman to ex- 
plain whether the certified check to be given would cover the 
entire amount of the contract? 

Mr. DAWSON. Under the existing law that is the case; 
and as the Secretary set forth in his letter, in small contracts 
and in large contracts it is now required in the law. But it 
has proved unsatisfactory to require the deposit of a certified 
check covering the full amount of these large contracts, in- 
yolving many thousands of dollars. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Let me see if I understand the purport of 
your bill. The present law requires a bond covering the entire 
amount of the contract. 

Mr. DAWSON. Under the present law the Secretary is au- 
thorized to accept in lieu of a bond a certified check for the full 
amount. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Or else a certified check. 

Mr. DAWSON. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. One of the two. 

Mr. DAWSON. No. Under the present law—the act of May 
25, 1896—the Secretary is authorized to accept in lieu a written 
guaranty of the company making the proposal, or, in lieu of 
the bond for the faithful performance of the contract, a certi- 
fied check for the full amount. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In other words, under the existing law a 
man may give the guaranty required by law, the bond required 
by law, or a certified check for the entire amount. Now, you 
propose to change the existing law by enabling him to give in 
lieu of the guaranty or bond a certified check for the full con- 
tract price. 

Mr. DAWSON. Yes. ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In other words, you propose to decrease 
the security given by the contractor to the Government? 

Mr. DAWSON. No. The gentleman does not understand the 
purport ef the bill. This bill proposes that the Secretary of 
the Navy be authorized to accept such certified checks in 
amounts substantially the same as would be named m the 
guaranty or bond; and the Secretary explains that a certified 
check is just as good security to the Government as the usual 
bond or guaranty—in fact, better. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No doubt about that. I believe that a 
certified check is better, because there are no sureties to beg 
off. But what I am trying to get at is this: Do you in this 
bill decrease the amount of security they give? 

Mr. DAWSON. It gives the Secretary of the Navy discre- 
tion in large contracts to reduce the amount of the certified 
check to the amount that he would demand in the bond or 
guaranty. That is all there is in the bill. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. But the amount in the certified check is 
not to be any less 

Mr. DAWSON. Than the amount of the bond. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Than the bond now required by law? 

Mr. DAWSON. No, sir; and as the Secretary says where it 
is necessary to give a certified check for half a million on a 
contract, it withdraws that money from circulation, and the 
Government has undoubtedly to pay the interest in the long 


run. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. The bond now required, is that always 
as large as the amount of the contract? Is the Secretary 
authorized to accept a bond smaller than the amount? 

Mr. DAWSON. I think he is. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. I understood your answer to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi to be that the certified check has to be 
for an amount not less than the bond which the Secretary 
would require. 


Mr. DAWSON. I will read to you what is stated by the 


Secretary of the Navy in his communication to the committee. 


He says: 


Tt is recommended, therefore, that the Secretary of the Navy be 
authorized to a t such a certified check in amounts substantially 
the same as would be named in the 3 or bond of the person 
offering or contracting to furnish naval supplies. 


Mr. LAWRENCE. I would infer that the bond would be 
for the full amount of the contract. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? TI listened as closely as I possibly could to the reading 
of the bill and the reading of the report without obtaining any 
information on the bill, possibly because I could not hear it. I 
bave listened to the colloquy between the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi and the gentleman from Iowa thus far without obtaining 
any information as to whether the existing law is to be changed 
under this bill. Now, will the gentleman tell us 

Mr. LAWRENCE. This is a matter of considerable impor- 
tance, and I wish we could have a little better order. It is im- 
possible to hear. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. DAWSON. I will say to the gentleman from IIIInois 
that under the act of May 25, 1896, the Secretary of the Navy 
was authorized to accept a certified check for the full amount 
of a contract in lieu of the bond or the guaranty. 

Mr. MANN. I will ask the gentleman what is the bond and 
what is the guaranty now provided by law? He proposes to 
substitute something in lieu of these, and nobody has yet told 
us what they are. 

Mr. DAWSON. If the gentleman will allow me, I shall en- 
deavor to explain the purport of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. I thought the gentleman was yielding for a ques- 
tion. I am perfectly willing to give the gentleman an oppor- 
tunity, and I will take my time later. If the gentleman does 
not want to answer the question 

Mr. DAWSON. I think if the gentleman will give me an op- 
portunity, the question will be answered to his satisfaction be- 
fore I get through. 

Mr. MANN. I hope so. 

Mr. DAWSON. By the act of May 25, 1896, the Secretary of 
the Navy was authorized to accept, in lien of the written guar- 
anty required to accompany a proposal for naval supplies and 
in lieu of the bond for the faithful performance of the same, a 
certified check for the full amount of the contract. Now, the 
Secretary has explained to us that this works very well in 
small contracts, but that the reverse is true in large contracts, 
involving hundreds of thousands of dollars, or half a mil- 
lion of dollars, to require the contractor to put up a certified 
check for the full amount of the contract. And so, where a 
contractor is required to put up a certified check, we will say 
for a half million dollar contract, that money is necessarily 
withdrawn from the channels of business, and in the end, un- 
doubtedly, the Government indirectly has to pay the interest 
on it. 

Mr. MANN rose. 

Mr. DAWSON. Will the gentleman permit me to proceed 
for just a moment? He understands, of course, that in these 
large contracts the delivery of supplies and the performance 
of the work under them is as a rule necessarily extended over 
a considerable period of time, payments being made by install- 
ments as the contract is performed, and therefore it is unneces- 
sary that the Department should exact and hold a guaranty or 
a surety in an amount of more than 25 to 50 per cent of the 
contract. The Government will be amply protected in its con- 
tracts, and it will simply facilitate the business of the Depart- 
ment. d 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
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Mr. DAWSON. With great pleasure. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has not yet answered the ques- 
tion which has been propounded to him from several quarters 
of the House. There is no provision in the law of 1896 re- 
quiring a certified check to be put up at all. There is only a 
permission to put up a certified check in lieu of a guaranty 
er bond, which can still be put up in the case of large con- 
tracts. Now, will the gentleman inform us what is the law in 
reference to putting up a guaranty or a bond for the perform- 
ance of a contract where no certified check is put up? 

Mr. DAWSON. The chairman of the committee [Mr. Foss] 
is turning to the law. 

Mr. MANN. I supposed the committee was familiar with the 
law or it would not have reported this matter. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Just here, if the gentleman will excuse 
me, I understood the gentleman a moment ago, in response to 
my question, to say that there was no decrease of the surety 
given to the Government. 

Mr. DAWSON. That is my understanding. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. When the gentleman makes his explana- 
tion I find that there is a decrease of some 50 to 75 per cent, 
because the gentleman says that the very object of the bill is 
to enable a certified check to be given for 25 or 50 per cent of 
the amount of the contract, instead of for the entire amount of 
the contract. 

Mr. DAWSON. My impression is that in the large contracts 
they required the contractor to put up a bond sufficient in 
amount to cover the liability of the contract as they go along. 
All the payments are not made at once. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. As I understand the gentleman’s bill, it 
merely makes the road easier for the proposed contractor. 
Where does the interest of the Government come in in this bill? 

Mr. DAWSON. The Secretary of the Navy recommends to 
us—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that. 

Mr. DAWSON. That a certified check, which is as good as a 
guaranty or a bond 

Mr. WILLIAMS. We all know, as a matter of fact, that that 
is true. We all know that a certified check for 100 per cent is 
better than a certified check for 25 per cent. What advantage 
does the Government gain by the passage of this bill? 

Mr. DAWSON. If that is correct, is this not wise legisla- 
tion, in view of this statement by the Secretary of the Navy 
that this bill will enable him to accept such certified checks 

Mr. MANN. It- will permit him to accept a certified check 
for any amount he pleases. 

Mr. DAWSON. It permits the Secretary of the Navy to ac- 
cept a certified check for substantially the same amount as he 
now accepts a guaranty or bond. He thinks that a certified 
check is more easily handled in the Department. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman answer this question: Was 
not the real reason for the passage of the law of 1896, au- 
thorizing the acceptance of a certified check, to permit the con- 
tractor, in place of going to the bother in small contracts of 
obtaining a guaranty or bond, to furnish a certified check? 

Mr. DAWSON. The gentleman can answer that question 
better than I can, as he was here at that time and I was not. 

Mr. MANN. The fact is that certified checks are never de- 
posited with the Department in cases of large contracts, but 
they have always used the old provision of the law, and this is a 
letting down from the safety now reserved to the Government. 

Mr. DAWSON. I think not. If the gentleman would point 
out wherein he thinks this is a loosening of the line or where 
it would operate to the disadvantage of the Government, I 
would be very glad to have him do it. 

Mr. MANN. That is just it. The law now provides for the 
guaranty or bond. The bond is the principal thing. The bur- 
den was on the contractor to furnish the bond; and they asked 
the Government for permission, in small contracts, to put in a 
certified check and that permission was given, but it néver was 
expected that they would put up a check for a half a million 
dollars, and I dare say that they have never done it. 

Mr. DAWSON. But this law will permit the Secretary of the 
Navy to fix the same amount for the certified check that he 
would for the bond or the guaranty. Why is that not in the 
interest of good legislation? 

Mr. MANN. I do not think the committee knew what the 
law was when they made the report on this bill, and for that 
reason I am suspicious of it. 

Mr. DAWSON. Here is the guaranty or bond provided for 
in the Revised Statutes: 


Sec. 3719. Every proposal for naval supplies invited by the Secretary 
of the Navy, under the preceding section, shall be accompanied by a 
written guarantee, signed by one or more responsible persons, to the 
effect that he or they undertake that the bidder, if his bid is accepted, 
will, at such time as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy, 
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give bond, with good and sufficient sureties, to furnish the supplies pro- 
; and no peonon shall be considered unless accom ed by 
such arantee. f, after the acceptance of a proposal, and a notifica- 
tion thereof to the bidder, he fails to give such bond within the time 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy, the Secretary shall proceed to 
contract with some other person for furnishing the supplies; and shall 
forthwith cause the difference between the amount contained in the 
roposal so guaranteed and the amount for which he may have con- 
racted for furnishing the supplies, for the whole period of the propoesis 
to be charged up against the bidder and his guarantor; and the same 
may be immediately recovered by the United States, for the use of the 
Navy Department, in an action of debt against either or all of such 
persons. 


Mr. MANN. What is the amount of the bond? 

Mr. ROBERTS. There is no amount stated—a suitable bond. 

Mr. DAWSON. A suitable bond. There is no amount stated. 

Mr. ROBERTS. The law does not require any amount. It 
is simply a bond for the satisfaction of the Secretary. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Does the gentleman believe that with con- 
tracts for small amounts the certified checks should be for the 
full amount? 

Mr. ROBERTS. That is the practice of the Department now. 

Mr. DAWSON. That section which I have just read is the 
law with relation to giving a bond, and it says nothing about 
the amount. It says it shall be a suitable bond, resting with 
the Seeretary of the Navy. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman tell us whether it is the 
practice of the Navy Department to require a bond in twice the 
amount of the contract? 

Mr. ROBERTS. No; it is not. 

Mr. DAWSON. Then the act of May 25, 1896, amended this 
section which I have already read. It provides that the Secre- 
tary may, in his discretion, accept in lieu of the written 
guaranty required to accompany a proposal and in lieu of the 
bond required for the faithful performance of the contract for 
furnishing such supplies, a certified check payable to the order 
of the Secretary of the Navy for the full amount of such pro- 
posal or contract. 

Mr. MANN. ‘That was distinctly for the purpose of covering 
little cases. : 

Mr. DAWSON. Wait a moment. Suppose you have a con- 
tract involving $500,000. The payments on that contract are 
not made all at once. They are made as the supplies are fur- 
nished from time to time. At no time is the liability of the 
Government from this contract perhaps in excess of 25 per cent 
of the contract. Supposing that contractor bas put up with 
the Secretary of the Navy a certified check covering 25 per cent 
or 50 per cent of the contract. Is there any insecurity on the 
part of the Government? Is not the Government amply se- 
cured when the contract is being fulfilled, payments simply 
being made from time to time, and all of this time the Govern- 
ment holding a certified check for 25 per cent or 50 per cent of 
the entire contract, as the Secretary may see fit, in his dis- 
cretion? 

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman assumes that it will be a 
certified check for 25 or 50 per cent. We all know, as a 
matter of experience, that in requiring a bond to be put up— 
where, after all, the amount does not make so very much 
difference to the people who sign the bond, in one way—a 
bond of sufficient amount will be required; but the amount you 
provide by law that the Secretary of the Navy or some $1,500 
or $1,600 clerk, who usually does the work and makes the deci- 
sion, shall permit a certified check of such amount as he 
pleases, we all know it will not be 50 per cent, nor will it be 
25 per cent. It will not be very long before it is only 10 per 


ent. 

Mr. DAWSON. That only emphasizes what the gentleman 
said a moment ago, that he did not hear the reading of the 
bill, beeause the bill expressly provides that it must be from 
25 to 50 per cent. It must be in an amount between those 
figures. 

Mr. MANN. Well, that is true. 

Mr. DAWSON. And these contracts, as I understand, are 
paid only in installments of 10 and 15 per cent, sometimes 
less, so that the Government would haye ample security. 

Mr: MANN. What hardship is there now on the contractors 
in these large contracts in putting up a bond as now required 
by law? 

Mr. DAWSON. The Secretary of the Navy finds that the 
certified check is a better method of security for the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. MANN. The Secretary of the Navy has that opinion, 
and all over the United States, in every State and municipality 
in the country, the other opinion is held, because there is no 
place where a bond is not required. 

Mr. DAWSON. The administration of affairs has shown 
that this law is proving expensive to the Government, where 
the contractor is required to put up these large certified checks, 
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for in the last analysis the Government doubtless indirectly 
pays the interest on those checks. š 

Mr. WILLIAMS. How? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, in the last analysis there is no check put 
up in these cases. What is the use of talking about anyone 
putting up a certified check for a million dollars? 

Mr. DAWSON. Those things could be brought back onto 
the Government, I will say in answer to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that when a man or men 
are competing for a public contract each man puts the figure 
at the very lowest he thinks he can put it in order to get the 
contract with a profit to himself. That is something which is 
fixed in the open market by competition, and the sort of se- 
curity which a man has to give does not affect it. I would like 
to ask- this: Of course, there is a motive behind every bill; 
there is somebody. demanding every bit of legislation in the 
world. Somebody started the request for this legislation 

Mr. DAWSON. Yes; it was the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, what I want to get at is this: How 
can you account for the fact that the Government of the United 
States would come to Congress voluntarily asking for the re- 
duction of the security which it now receives in connection with 
a contract when the present system is working satisfactorily, 
at least to the Government? 

Mr. DAWSON. But the Secretary of the Navy says that it 

is not working satisfactorily to the Government, and this law 
would be in the interest of better administration. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, the Secre- 
tary of the Navy does not say that, if I heard the report cor- 
rectly. What the Secretary of the Navy says is that it will 
make it easier for the contractor to comply with the law. 

Mr. DAWSON. If the gentleman will pardon me, I will read 
what the Secretary says on that point, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I wish you would. 

Mr. DAWSON. Speaking of the deposit of a certified check 
for the full amount of the contract, he says: 


This statute, which has been in operation about nine years, has 
proved satisfactory in its application to contracts representing small 


amounts. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is just what I said. 

Mr. DAWSON (reading)— 

In such cases bidders usually find it no hardship to deposit cer- 
tified checks covering the full amounts of the contracts. With respect 
to the larger transactions, howeyer, the reverse is true. 

In other words, on large contracts it has not worked well; it 
has worked badly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the gentleman will excuse me, the law 
the Secretary of the Navy is referring to is that which changed 
and amended the old law by permitting certified checks to be 
given in lieu of the bond and the guaranty. There still remains 
the power yet to give a bond and a guaranty without giving a 
certified check at all. Now, then, they have got the right now 
to give a bond and guaranty. If a man does not want to cripple 
his credit at bank by giving a certified check, or rather lessen 
his amount of money in bank by giving it, he can still give a 
bond and guaranty; but when he gives a certified check under 
the present law, unamended by the law you are proposing, he 
must give a certified check as a substitute for the bond and 
guaranty in the same amount. Now you propose to allow him 
to give a certified check for 25 or 50 per cent of the amount. 
In other words, the Government is voluntarily reducing its own 
security, not for the benefit of the Government, but to make the 
provisions easier for the contractor, if I understand it. 

Mr. DAWSON. Let me see if I can state it more clearly. 
As the matter stands now the question of the size of the bond 
or guaranty rests in the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Navy. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Theoretically, yes; but practically he al- 
ways required at least the full amount of the contract. 

Mr. DAWSON. Oh, no. He requires such a bond as will 
protect the Government on the payments, usually made along 
from time to time, so at all periods of the contract the Govern- 
ment will have ample security. Now that power rests with the 
Secretary of the Navy, and the present practice of the Depart- 
ment is to require a bond of 50 per cent on contracts up to 
$1,000 in amount, while on contracts of $2,000 or over the 
amount of the bond is 25 per cent. 

This law simply circumscribed the Secretary of the Navy. 
We do not propose to give him the same leeway with regard to 
certified checks which the law gives him in regard to the bond 
and guaranty. We simply say to him, If it is in the interest of 
good administration, you may make these certified checks 25 
to 50 per cent of the contract, it being a large contract, a 
contract which coyers a long period of time and upon which 


payments are being made from time to time, so that the certi- 
fied check of 25 or 50 per cent may be even greater security 
than the bond which is now required by the Secretary of 
the Navy. We limit his discretion in this law in regard to 
the certified check, but at the same time provide ample security 
for the Government on all its contracts. 

I should like to say, further, that this bill was recommended 
to the two Houses of Congress by the Secretary of the Navy. 

It has already passed the Senate of the United States, whtre 
it was fully considered, and it came over to the House of Rep- 
resentatives and has been considered and unanimously re- 
ported from the Naval Committee. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. DAWSON. Certainly. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Does the gentleman believe there is any 
need of having certified checks for the full amount of the con- 
tracts where they are for small amounts? 

Mr. DAWSON. Les, sir; and for this reason: A small con- 
tract is delivered all at one time and the payment is all at 
one time; therefore the full amount should be required. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Does not the bill you are proposing to 
have pissed supersede the act of May 25, 1896, which gave the 
Department the option to have a certified check for the full 
amount in lieu of a bond by making it compulsory upon the 
Secretary of the Navy to accept not less than. 50 per cent, as 
provided in this bill? 

Mr. DAWSON. No; I think not. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The language of this bill says that he 
shall, in his discretion, accept a certified check, payable to the 
Secretary of the Navy, for from 25 or 50 per cent. 

Mr. DAWSON. In his discretion. A 

Mr. STAFFORD. Then it supersedes the other act when con- 
strued in connection with that, which required the full amount 
of the contract if, in his discretion, he should decide to accept 
a certified check? 

Mr. DAWSON. Yes; it is proposed to modify that law. 

Mr. STAFFORD. If this act passes, he would not be al- 
lowed to accept a certified check in any greater amount than 
50 per cent, because the phraseology limits him to from 25 to 
50 per cent. It does not say in an amount not less than 25 to 
50 per cent, but it says whenever he exercises his discretion 
and accepts a certified check in lieu of a bond that he shall 
not take a certified check of an amount greater than from 25 
to 50 per cent. Why should you not amend this bill so that, 
so far as the small contracts are concerned, discretion shall be 
vested in him to accept a certified check for the full amount? 
The language could be changed so as to read, “in an amount 
not less than 25 per cent,” which would give him the option to 
take a certified check for the full amount when the contracts 
are small. 

Mr. DAWSON. In my judgment, the Secretary would have 
that authority. 

Mr. STAFFORD. As a lawyer, I would say that it would be 
a very grave question whether this bill does not supersede the 
act of May 25, 1896, which act vested in him the authority to 
take certified checks for the full amount and which you say 
should be continued in small contracts. 

Bets LAWRENCE. May I ask the gentleman one more ques- 
tion? 

Mr. DAWSON. Certainly. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. I understand the gentleman to say the 
present law is that the Secretary may exercise discretion in 
large contracts as to the size of the bond—that the Secretary 
has absolute discretion as to the amount of it? 

Mr. DAWSON. I have read the Jaw on that point—all the 
Jaw there js. It says that if his bid is accepted, at such a time 
as may be prescribed by the Secretary he shall give a bond, with 
full and sufficient sureties, to furnish the supplies proposed. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. All your bill does is to allow him to ac- 
cept a certified check in lieu of the bond to the amount of 25 
to 50 per cent of the contract, giving him practically the same 
discretion with reference to certified checks as with reference 
to bonds? 

Mr. DAWSON. Practically so. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. If that be so, in your opinion and in the 
opinion of your committee, the proposed bill does not lessen the 
security which the Goyernment has? 

Mr. DAWSON. No; not in the slightest. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Very well. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will be consid- 
ered read a third time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, if there is any request for 
unanimous consent, I must object. 

The question was taken on ordering the bill read a third 
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EMEN and the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to 
ve it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Let us have a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 125, noes 81. 

So the bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Division! 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 123, noes 80. 

So the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. Foss, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BUSINESS OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 


Mr. JENKINS. I now ask that the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary be called. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to ask what becomes of the busi- 
ness of the Committee on Naval Affairs. Has it been all con- 
sidered? 

Mr. FOSS. I desire to say that these are the only two bills 
we have on the House Calendar. We have no further bills to 
call up. 

The SPEAKER. Let the Chair understand. 

Mr. FOSS. We have exhausted the bills on the House Cal- 
endar from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


DUPLICATE GOLD CERTIFICATES IN LIEU OF ONES LOST OR DESTROYED. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr, Speaker, I am directed by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary to call up the bill H. R. 14587. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill E R. 14587) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
ue gold certificates in lieu of ones lost or destroyed. 


Be it enacted, ctc., That whenever any United States gold certificate, 
made payable to order, issued by the Treasurer of the United States or 
any assistant treasurer thereof, under the act of March 14, 1900, shall 
haye been lost und sball have not been indorsed, or when any such cer- 
tificate shall have been destroyed, the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
be, and he is hereby, authorized, upon satisfactory proof of such loss, 
to issue to the holder of such certificate a duplicate thereof: Provided, 
That the said holder shall first file in the Treasury a bond with good 
and sufficient secureties, to be approved by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in double the amount of such certificate Jost or destroyed, condi- 
tioned to indemnify and save harmless the United States from any 
claim or loss on account of such lost or destroyed certificate. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

After line 6, pase 1, insert the words haye been specially indorsed 
to order or shall.” s 

In line b, after “ authorized,” insert the words “in his discretion 
and on such conditions as he shall impose.” 

In line 10, after the word “loss,” insert “or destruction.” 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I will yield to the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. Parker], who reported the bill. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, there is already on the statute 
books a provision of the Revised Statutes which provides that 
in case a check payable to order is lost or destroyed the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in his discretion, may issue a duplicate 
check upon receiving a proper bond of indemnity. Recently 
there has been a practice of issuing gold certificates payable to 
order. ‘They are practically only checks; but it has been held 
by the Treasury Department that the ordinary provision as to 
checks does not extend to such gold certificates payable to 
order, and this section simply provides that the same remedy, 
substantially, as applied to checks shall apply to lost or de- 
stroyed gold certificates. It is simply what is done in every 
private business; when you give a man a check and it is lost 
another check is given; a bond of indemnity is required and 
a new check is issued. That is all. I yield back the time to 
the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Jenkins, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


NATIONAL GERMAN-AMERICAN ALLIANCE, 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary to call up the bill (H. R. 11273) to incorpo- 
rate the National German-American Alliance. A 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin calls up the 
following bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That C. J. Hexamer, M. D. Learned, Adolph 
Timm, John Weber, Hans Weniger, H. C. Bloedel, all of the State of 
Pennsylvania; John Tjarks, of the State of Maryland; C. C. Lienau, 
of the State of New Jersey; Kurt Voelckner, of the District of Colum- 
bia; H. A. C. Anderson, of the State of New York; Gustave Bender, of 
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the State of Texas; Joseph Keller, of the State of Indiana; F. O. Mar- 
tin, of the State of Idaho; Gustav Halbach, of the State of Ohio; 
H. J. Nienstedt, of the State of Minnesota, officers and members of 
the National German-American Alliance of the United States of Amer- 
ica, and their succesors, be, and they are hereby, incorporated and 
made a body politic and corporate under the name of The National 
German-American Alliance of the United States of America.” And b 

that name they and their successors may have and use a common seal, 
and may alter and change the same at pleasure, and may make by-laws 
and elect officers and agents, and may take, receive, hold, and convey 
real and personal estate necessary for the purposes of the society. 

Sec. 2. That this corporation shall be perpetual and have all the 
rivileges accorded by existing laws or that may hereafter be enacted 
y the Congress of the United States. 

Sec. 3. That this corporation, composed of the individuals aforesaid 
and their associates, under the name and style aforesaid, is formed for 
the purposes as follows: The conservation of the principles of repre- 
sentative government and the e e and maintenance of all civil 
and litieal rights; the protection of German immigrants against im- 
position and deception and to assist in their naturalization; the study 
of American institutions and the publication of American history; the 
cultivation of the German language, literature, and drama, and the 
perpetuation of the memory and deeds of those early German pioneers 
whose influence has been of incalculable benefit to the intellectual and 
economic development of this country and whose loyalty in times of 
stress and strife is a matter of history. 

Sec, 4. That said corporation shall have a constitution and shall have 

wer to amend the same at pleasure: Provided, That such constitu- 
ion or amendments thereof do not conflict with the laws of the United 

States or of any State. 

Sec. 5. That said corporation shall have the right to hold its meet- 
ings at any place within the United States as may be best suited or 
most advantageous to the carrying out of the purposes for which this 
corporation is formed. 

rc. 6. That said corporation shall not engage in any business for 
gain, the purposes of said corporation being educational and triotic. 

Sec. 7. That Congress may at any time amend, alter, or this act. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER], who reported the bill. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, the report is very short, and I 
will ask to have it read. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read in the gentleman's” 
time. $ 

The report [by Mr. PALMER] was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, haying had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 11273) to incorporate The National German-American Alli- 
ance, respectfully report: 

The purposes of the society are stated to be 

“That this corporation, composed of the individuals aforesaid and 
their associates, under the name and style aforesaid, is formed for the 
purposes as follows: The conservation of the principles of representa- 
tive government and the protection and maintenance of all civil and 
political rights; the protection of German immigrants against impo- 
sition and deception and to assist in their naturalization; the study 
of American institutions and the publication of American history; the 
cultivation of the German language, literature, and drama, and the 
perpetuation of the memory and deeds of those cay German pioneers 
whcse influence has been of incalculable benefit to the intellectual and 
economic development of this country, and whose loyalty in times of 
stress and strife is a matter of history.” 

The charter further provides— 

“That said corporation shall not engage in any business for gain, 
the 3 of said corporation being educational and patriotic. 

“That Congress may at any time amend, alter, or repeal this act.“ 

Further information as to the purposes and scope of the society ia 
found in the following letters: 

“ PHILADELPHIA, PA., March 16, 1906. 


Dran sin: In reply to your favor of the 14th instant I beg leave 
to state that the reports at our third national convention, held October 
6,.1905, showed a membership of one and one-half millions. The total 
5 our organizations, which is constantly increasing, is 6.000 
n 32 ates. 

“We have State branches in the following twelve States: Pennsyl- 
vania, New Jersey, Ohio, California, Indiana, Minnesota, Maryland. 
. New York, Missouri, Idaho, and in the District of 

olumbla. 

“State branches are being organized in the following States: Ala- 
bama, Arkansas, Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, Georgm, Illinois, 
Iowa, Kansas, Louisiana, Michigan, Montana, Nebraska, Oregon, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Vermont, Washington, and Wisconsin. 

“Very respectfully, yours, 
“ADOLPH TIMM, Secretary. 

“ Hon. H. W. PALMER, 


“Chairman Subcommittee of the Committee on the 
“Judiciary, House of Representatives.” 


“ PHILADELPHIA, PA., March 13, 1906. 

“Dear Sir: Complying with your request and by order of our presi- 
dent. Dr. C. J. Hexamer, I beg to submit to you the aims of the National 
German-American Alliance: 

“It Is a purely patriotic organization. 

Party politics and religion are strictly excluded. 

“It oppones the immigration of unhealthy persons, convicted crimi. 
nals, and anarchists. 

“Tt calls on all Germans to become citizens of the United States. 

“Its branches maintain German-English night schools for the teach- 
ing of the English language, the Constitution, and American history, 
and aim to make patriotic American citizens of German immigrants 

“Jt recommends the founding of educational societies and the hold- 
ing of courses of lectures on art and science. 

“It advocates the study of American institutions and the publica- 
tion of American history, and for that purpose is instrumental in pub- 
lishing the German-American Annals by one of its branches, the Ger- 
man-American Historical Society. 

“It commemorates the memory of great Americans, and at its third 
annual convention in Indianapolis resolved to celebrate the two hun- 
dredth anniversary of the birth of Benjamin Franklin, which celebra- 
tion was observed by all its branches. 


1906. $ 
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“ Being a national organization in the true sense of the word, with 
branches in every State, it prays to be incorporated by Congress. 
“ Respectfully submitted. 


5 Hon. Henry W. PALM 
Chairman Subcommittee of the Committee on the 
“ Judiciary, House of Representatives. 


“P, S.—A set of the German-American Annals is being sent to you.” 


The fact therefore appears that the society is national in character, 
commendable in purpose, salutary in its operations, and in harmony 
with the Constitution of the United States. 

Its memberen already numbers 1,500,000. citizens, located in 33 
8 with State branches in 12 States and prospective branches in 


20 m 
The n Committee is of opinion that the charter 2 ht 
should be granted, with the following amendment: Insert after the 
8 ee at the end of line 14, the words of the District of 
‘olumbia. 


Mr. LAWRENCE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the 
gentleman in charge of the bill if, under the law as it exists now, 
this corporation could be formed in the District of Columbia, 
and, therefore, what the necessity is, if any, for an act of 
Congress? 

Mr. PALMER, As I understand this, it could not be incor- 
porated under the District law. There is the same necessity for 
this act as there was for the Red Cross charter and several 
other charters of a similiar character that have been granted 
by Congress. There are about 1,500,000 members of this so- 
ciety now, covering 33 States. The organization is national 
in its character, purely patriotic, not for gain at all, and it 
will dignify the society, at least, to have a national charter. 
With the amendments submitted by the committee, to insert 
after the word “corporate” the words of the District of Co- 
lumbia,” this makes it a corporation of the District of Columbia, 
ay therefore, not subject to any objection whatever that I can 


“ ADOLPH TIMM, Secretary. 


3 Air MANN. Mr. Speaker, I should like to inquire of the gen- 
tleman why this bill happens to come from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, when the uniform practice has been for these 
bills relating to the District of Columbia, as provided by the 
rules of the House, to be reported by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia? 

Mr. PALMER. This bill does not relate to the District of 
Columbia. Besides that, the Judiciary Committee is the most 
patriotic committee connected with this House, and as this is 
a purely patriotic society, of course this bill was properly sent 
to the Judiciary Committee. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. 1 1 that it went there for personal 
reasons. 

Mr. PALMER. Then your suspicions are well founded. 

Mr. MANN. I think so myself. 

Mr. PALMER. If you have anything of a patriotic nature, 

you ought to send it to that committee. 
Mx. MANN. Under the rules of the House, a bill to incor- 
porate anything in the District of Columbia goes to the Com- 
mittee on-the District of Columbia. Here is a very nice method 
of getting it before some other committee; leaving out the 
words “of the District of Columbia,” send it to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and have that committee insert the words 
of the District of Columbia,” so you can pass the bill. There 
ought to be some method of getting these things before the 
proper committee of the House.. 

The gentleman has not yet given us any explanation as to 
‘why this bill should become a law. I hope he will explain it to 
the House, so that if there is any exceptional reason it will be 
taken out of the general condemnation of this House against 
granting everybody a special incorporation. 

Mr. PALMER. If there is objection to the bill, I will yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT], whose bill it is. 
I suppose he will be able to explain it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I was not aware that this 
bill would come up this morning, and I have very little to add 
to the report which has been read by the clerk. 

As I understand it, this is an organization having a member- 
ship of a million and a half in this country. It has branches in 
twelve States and has members in thirty-three States of the 
Union. The membership is confined to American citizens—that 
is, no one can join this organization unless he is an American 
citizen. 

The purposes of the organization are to aid in the process of 
Americanization and are supplementary to the legislation had 
at the last session, which provides that immigrants must be 
able to speak the English language before they can become 
naturalized. In view of this legislation it has been deemed nec- 
essary that schools be established in the large cities for the 
‘purpose of giving instruction in the English language; and it is 
the purpose of this organization 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman yield to me? 
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Mr. BARTHOLDT. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is no 3 here requiring the 
study or cultivation of the English language. It is the cultiva- 
tion of the German language and not the English language that 
is provided for. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I desire to answer my friend by saying 
that at the time this bill was drafted and at the time the report 
was written the legislation to which I have just referred had 
not been enacted by Congress—that is, the legislation which 
requires a man, before he becomes a citizen, to be able to speak 
the English language. The purpose of establishing schools to 
enable these men to acquire a knowledge of English has-been 
added to the other purposes since. Of course, as far as the para- 
graph relating to the cultivation of the German language is con- 
cerned, this means within their own circle for the purpose of 
preserving the treasures of German thought and philosophy and 
literature among themselves. That certainly can not make them 
any the less desirable American citizens. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
another question? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. With pleasure. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is there any purpose recited in this bill call- 
ing for the organization of this society that it could not now 
carry out without incorporation? : 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. That is probably true with respect to all 
of these organizations that have sought national charters. They 
might be able to accomplish their purpose without incorporation 
by Congress, and yet my friend from Iowa knows that such an 
incorporation is. desirable; that it is not a Congressional incor- 
poration. It is to be an incorporation under the laws of the 
District of Columbia for the purpose of haying headquarters 
here and conducting business under a sort of national character. 
But the national incorporation will certainly give their organiza- 
tion a prestige which it otherwise would not have. It is that 
prestige that the million and a half members are after. I under- 
stand that three or four national conventions have called upon 
5555 Members of Congress to aid in the passage of 
t 

Mr. HEPBURN. Would the gentleman from Missouri be will- 
ing to accept an amendment striking out of line 2, page 2, the 
word “German” where it appears in the hyphenated form of 
German-American alliance? I think it would be good enough to 
be an American alliance. I do not think there is any advantage 
to be gained-by perpetuating these national distinctions in the 
United States. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I am aware of my friend’s objections to 
the hyphenation, but this is a name which the organization has 
adopted, and they are petitioning us to grant this concession un- 
der the name they have chosen to adopt. I, for one, have no au- 
thority to consent to the change of name. I should like to, but 
I have not the authority to do so. As far as that name is con- 
cerned, let me suggest, Mr. Speaker, that it is only a name. 
The word “German” is not used in a political sense, but merely 
in an ethnological sense. It is true that it confines the member- 
ship and the purposes of organization to those who are Germans. 
The Italians and Irish would have the same privilege to or- 
ganize in the same way and for the same purpose, and I for one 
would be perfectly willing to vote for legislation in their behalf, 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would not. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. But I have no authority to consent to 
any change of the name. 

Mr. MANN. Is this organization incorporated now in any 
way? e 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 


BARTHOLDT. As far as I know, it is not. 
MANN. Nowhere? 

BARTHOLDT. No; it has its headquarters at Philadel- 
phia. 


Mr. MANN. Is this any different from other fraternal or- 
ganizations throughout the country? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It is different in this respect, that it has 
more of a political character, if I may so term it, because they 
want to aid in identifying the immigrants as soon as possible 
with American institutions, and while it is not a partisan body, 
it is in a certain sense a political body, and as such and as a 
national organization they seek. this incorporation. 

Mr. MANN. Is the object of the society to get in some way in 
touch with the immigrant? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes; that is one of its main purposes. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STAFFORD]. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to add my indorse- 
ment to the measure now under consideration. It does not 
differ, so far as the incorporation feature is concerned, from bills 
of like nature that have passed prior Congresses, such as the 
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one providing for the incorporation of the American Educational 


Association. I do not think we should hesitate to incorporate 
this National German-American Alliance which is extending its 
good influences throughout the country. Within the past few 
months a branch has been formed in the State which I have the 
honor in part to represent, comprising in its membership some 
of its foremost citizens, though, it is true, of German lineage. 
Nevertheless they are citizens who have the institutions of this 
country closely at heart. 

As is well known, there is a trend toward a closer union 
among nations. It is not necessary for me to call attention to 
the movement which has had the approval of the President and 
the approval of the German Emperor in the exchange of pro- 
fessors, so that the ideas, the ideals, and the institutions of the 
respective countries could be brought closer home to the students 
attending the universities of each. , . Y 

At the present time, in honor to the memory of a great Ger- 
man-American, one of the most illustrious who eyer came to our 
shores—Hon. Carl Schurz—the German-Americans of my State 
have undertaken the formation of an organization whereby 
they are going to create a chair at the State university for in- 
struction in the institutions of Germany, and in doing so they 
do nothing detrimental to. American institutions. No one will 
question the worthiness of the plan proposed by the Wisconsin 
Schurz Memorial Association, and its appropriateness to com- 
memorate the work and worth of this foremost statesman and 


citizen. 


Mr. LAWRENCE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? $ 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Certainly. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. The gentleman from Wisconsin is evi- 


pate fh very familiar with the object and great purposes of this 


hike to ask him—and I should have 


tion. I have listened to him with interest, and I would 
t confidence in, his 


judgment upon it—what practical. ‘benefits will be accomplished 


by this incorporation? 


in the various States In 


Mr, STAPF ORD. “Mr. 1 Speaker, iu nsw i to the gentleman’ 8 
query, I ‘will say that instead of being | obliged to incorporate 
which the organization, has. separate 
branches, it will. be enabled, under the law to have one, central 
organization located here in the Distriet gt Columbia, and to 
Hu ve all of the branches governed by that one law, thereby en- 
abling it the better to advance the, objects of the society. This 


bill will empower the organization to hold property here ju the 


¿District and will reduce in many ways the inconveniences that 
Would, beset. the organization if it were obliged to have separate 
, Incorporations in the several States. 

‘Mr. LAWRENCE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman’ s explanation 
has been very satisfactory, and for my part I hope the bill will 
be passed. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question, before he 
takes his seat? The gentleman elucidates. every pubject upon 


which he speaks. 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
has expired. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield to his 
colleague? 

Mr. JENKINS.. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin, my colleague. ' 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann] wishes to ask me a question. I yield 
‘tor that purpose. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to inguire of the gentleman 
whether upon consideration of the subject he is convinced that 
this organization is one formed purely for patriotic purposes? 

Mr. STAFFORD. From my knowledge of the men who are 
back of the organization, the leaders of it, and those men iden- 
tified with the organization in Wisconsin, there can be no ques- 
tion whatever but that it is organized for patriotic purposes 


„and for the uplift of American citizenship. 


No more praiseworthy purpose for former aliens to follow 
who haye espoused the nationality of this country could be 
undertaken than to perform the work as outlined by this Ger- 


. Man-American alliance. To enlist support to German immi- 


grants who have recently come to our shores; to advance by 
meetings and addresses the principles of representative govern- 
_ment, which are as dear to the naturalized citizen as to the 


native born; to instill a reverence for American institutions 


and the study of American history; to continue the cultivation 


of their native tongue and the spirit of its literature; to keep 
alive Dy speech, and deed the memory of the pioneers from Ger- 


many to this free land of ours, are objects that naturalized 


peua from any country might well emulate. 


„ Because American citizens of German nativity or sincaxe 


„Wish to perpetuate the memory of, Ita: institutions aud -to att 


vate a love for its language and its literature does not make 
them antagonistic in their duty toward their adopted or na- 
tive country. We have much to learn from Germany, and 
Germany can profit also by a study of our instifutions and 
methods. 

If there were anything in the history of the German people 
who have come to our shores to indicate disloyalty to their 
adopted country, there might be question raised as to the ex- 
pediency and value of this organization. 

Those who know the Gérman race best haye no alarm at ex- 
tending the influence of that people and its language and its 
institutions. In those localities where they give distinction 
and tone to American citizenship the German-Americans have 
woyen their loyalty to every right principle of- American, gor: 
ernment into the fabric.of the state. 

Only good can come from this organization “and its ‘exten- 
sion, and I hope that there will be no question as to the, worthi- 
ness of this movement and of the desirability of haying. it in- 
stad under authority of the National Goyernment. ‘[Ap- 
plause 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is en the engrosainent 
and third, reading of the bill as amended. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed “a read a ‘third: te, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr.“ eee a motion te reconsider the, Jast 
vote was lald en The fable. i 


PERMITTING: NATIONAL’ BANKS To ‘MAKE DANS ox FAR Ahe. 


Mr. PRINCE.” Mr. Shenker; by direction of the“ Committee 
on Banking and Currency, Which has been passed without preju- 
dice under the call. I call up the bill (H. R. 8124) to amend 
‘section 5136 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, per- 
prst national banking associations’ to make, loans ot, ren! 
estate as tecurity, and limiting the amount of such Toans, with 
the amendments thereto; ‘Which 1 send to’ the desk, AAA ask 15 
‘hare, rend. TR ITET ; 

‘The Clerk reid iid Foti: 8 y h 

Be it cnacted, etc., That the. eventh s bdlvision ot section 8130 of 
the Revised Statutes’ or the: United Ste 5 be, and, the, same na 
amended o 5 50 a . ; : eases es 128 
Seren q ezere! se CH ors or auth rized 
officers or gants subjeçt 1 Doar all, se oie et esis shall 
‘be necessary ‘to carry on the! Dusibess 7 by Moco E And 
negotiating DOPET notes, drafts, ki van on and othe ‘eyt- 
dences of deht; by receiving. “deposits; by e und selling. exchange, 
coin, and bullion; by loaning money on 2 1 loaving 
money upon notes)” bonds, or other identas of dent, secyred by mort- 
gages or other instruments of security on wnencuimbered real estate 
situated in the State, Territory.. or District where such association is 
located, worth. exclusive of b. ldings, on à conservative market yalua- 
tion, double the amount of the loan “thereon: Provided, That not more 
than 25 per cent of the total capital and surplus or undivided profits 
of such assocjation shall at ang time be invested in such peal, estate 
securities; and. by ohtaint ae issuing. and ¢irculat 1 according 
to the provisions of this title: But ho association s al Fan any 
business except such as is incidental and neeessarity preliminary’ te its 
organization, until it bas been authorized by- the Cimo talier ot the 
Currency to commence the business of banking.” 


With the, follow ing amendments : 


On page 1, in the title of the bil), fourth Une; strike — the words 
„real estate” and i insert in their place the words “farm lands.” 

On page 2, line 2, strike out the words “ real estate” and insert the 
vo bod “2 lands.” 

line 5, after the word “thereon,” insert the following: 

“prov ed, That any such loan on farm-lands security shall not be for 
‘a’ longer term than twelve months.” 

On page 2, line 6, strike out the words “ or undivided” at the end 
of the line. 

On line (E 

On page 2, line 8. after the word“ securities,” bert the following: 
“Provided Hinka. That applications for loans upon notes, bonds, or 
other evidences of debt secured by Ab map bors ae or other Instruments of se- 
curity on unencumbered farm lands shall be made in writing und ap- 
proved in writing by a majority of the board of directors.” 

On page 2, line S. strike out the words “real estate“ and insert in 
lieu thereof “the words “farm lands.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to amend section 5136 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, permitting national banking 
associations to make loans on farm lands as security, and en the 
amount of such loans.” 


Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill is to per- 
mit national banks to loan on farm lands situated in a State, 
‘Serritory, or district where such association is located worth 
exclusive of buildings on a reasonable market valuation double 
the amount of the loan thereon, provided that any such loan 
en farm-lands security shall net be for a longer term than 
twelve months; and provided further that not more than 25 
per cent of the total capital and surplus of such association 
shall at any time be imyested in such farm-lands ‘securities; 
and provided further that- applications for loans on notes, 
bonds, or other evidences of debt secured by mortgages or other 
«instruments of security on unencumbered farm land shall be 


zi 


ge 2, strike out the word “ fits. 
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made in writing and approved in writing by a majority of the 
board of directors. I do not think I could say more than what 
I have said that is in the nature of an amendment to the pres- 
ent national banking act, which was passed in 1864, and which 
does not permit the loaning of money on real estate or on farm 
land. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman is this the same bill 
which was called up last session, and which failed to pass? 

Mr. PRINCE. In answer to my colleague I would say it was 
the same bill which was called up under a suspension of the 
rules and received a decided majority of the House on a vote, 
but not two-thirds, as required by the suspension of the rules. 

Mr. MANN. ‘This is the same bill? 

Mr. PRINCE. This is the same bill; yes, sir. Your ques- 
tion hardly put it in accordance with the facts. 

Mr. MANN. My question put it exactly in accordance with 
the facts. It was called up and failed to pass. 

Mr. PRINCE. Very well, I misunderstood it. I know the 
gentleman so well he would not purposely say anything of the 
kind, and it may have been my dull comprehension and not his 
statement. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Does this bill limit the real estate upon 
which loans may be made to farm lands? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes, sir; to farm lands. 

Mr. OLMSTED. What is the object of that? Why not city 

lots? s . 
Mr. PRINCE. The object of that was to place it so that 
exploiters in laying out city property might not obtain funds 
from the bank, and the purpose was to make it for farm lands 
exclusively, so that the people in. the farm settlements of our 
country in the West and in the South might have an opportunity 
to obtain money upon their farm lands. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I should think a city lot with a building on 
it, loaned to 25 per cent of the value of the ground exclusively, 
would be better than farm security. 

Mr. PRINCE. That is a question of opinion. When the bill 
was presented to the committee it had the words “ real estate,” 
but after discussion the committee reported by striking out the 
words “real estate” and limiting it to farm lands, and that is 
the way it has come to the House. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman what is the defini- 
tion in the bill of the term “farm lands,” if any? - 

Mr. PRINCE. I presume the definition would be that which 
ordinarily obtains, that of land which is used for tillage pur- 


poses. : 

Mr. MANN. Suppose I have a piece of property in Chicago 
which is used to raise corn on, is that farm land? 8 

Mr. PRINCE. That is for the board of directors to say. 
That is a matter of judgment and discretion. I am inclined to 
think that the condition might obtain as the gentleman has 
stated. 

Mr. MANN. Is there any definition which would appeal to 
the court if these people are being prosecuted for violation of 
the national banking law? 

Mr. PRINCE. Not other than what would be regarded by 
the court as farm land. Where land was set apart for farm- 
ing purposes I imagine it would fall under the head of farm 
land. If it was unimproved land, if there were a few hills of 
corn upon it, but the purpose of it was to sell into city property, 
I question whether the board of directors or a majority -of 
them, in writing, would certify that it was farm land. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, members of the board of directors in these 
banks will do as boards of directors always do—do whatever 
the cashier or commanding officer commands them to do. They 
will in this case where there is no necessity of having control 
at all. 

Mr. PRINCE. Well, Mr. Speaker, in answer to that, all I 
can say is this, that it happens to fall to my lot to be a member 
of the board of directors for a bank. 

We meet every Monday at 12 o’clock, and every note is passed 
upon, every loan is scanned and passed upon. We go over the 
condition of that bank weekly, and we know it is not a weak 
bank, but that it is a strong one. I can not conceive of men 
who are acting as trustees on behalf of the people who will 
purposely and deliberately do that which ought not to be done. 
I can only speak for the average man, and I think that the 
average man tries to do about right. 

Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Speaker, I see that the bill provides 
for a short loan for twelve months. I would like to know if that 
a a renewal of the loan, and if that is the intention of 
the bill? 

Mr. PRINCE. There is no prohibition of a renewal. That 
is a matter that begins, as we lawyers would call it, de novo, 
and a new application undoubtedly would be made, and if the 
directors, or a majority of them, in writing, should approve of 


a new loan, which you might call an extension, I see no objec- 
tion in the bill to that being done. 5 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Suppose they had agreed beforehand that 
a renewal should be had? 

Mr. PRINCE. In answer to the gentleman's question, Mr. 
Speaker, I do not see how they can do it under the law. They 
must falsify themselves when they do so. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Is it not true that a loan of twelve months 
is of very little benefit to the farmer? Does he not require a 
loan of from one to five years? 

Mr. PRINCE. Not necessarily. One year may be ample. It 
may be that he wants to renew it, but he must come in, and if 
he has been prompt in the paying of his Interest, in the pay- 
ment of his taxes, if there are no incumbrances upon the farm 
at the time he obtained the first loan, if there are no judg- 
ments against the land, and if the directors know he is living 
within his means and he has met his obligations, pray tell me 
what objection there would be to him making an application 
for an additional or a new loan? But under the law the di- 
rectors can not agree in advance as to what they shall do, be- 
cause of the subsequent events as I have suggested in the 
answer to the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. I want to state that I am opposed to the 
principle of the bill. ` 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I will yield to the gentleman five 
minutes, if he desires. i 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Mr. Speaker, just one statement. As I 
stated to the House last session, I think it is a dangerous prin- 
ciple that the capital of national banks should be allowed to be 
tied up in real-estate security. I do not believe there is much 
benefit in it to the farmer. He does not want a loan for 
twelve months. He does not want to pay the high rate of 
interest that these short loans call for. His loans are from 
one to five years. I believe a bill violates a sound principle of 
banking when it provides that the banking funds, that are the 
current funds of the country that rest temporarily in our 
banks to answer the needs of commerce, are to be tied up in 
real estate securities. Twelve months is too long a time for 
these current funds to be tied up. The world’s experience in 
banking proves this. Thirty, sixty, ninety, and one hundred 
and twenty days are the limits sound judgment fixes. Banks 
are liable to be called upon to respond to the demand of their 
depositors. Quick, live assets must be the rule. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the pro- 
poser of the bill [Mr. Lewis]. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, oyer forty years ago the national- 
bank act was created, and it was provided that a national bank 
could loan money on anything else in this world except real 
estate. 

Mr. STAFFORD. What was the purpose of forbidding the 
banks to loan on real-estate security? 


Mr. LEWIS. I will state to the gentleman that before the 


civil war, under the old system of the State banks, they were 
permitted to loan money on real estate. Fifty years ago the 
condition was quite different from now. The country was un- 
settled, we had wild-cat money, and as a consequence real-estate 
loans helped to break a great many banks. For that reason, 
forty-two years ago, when this act was created, it was specified 
that national banks should not loan money on real estate. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Was not the reason rather that real-estate 
security has never been considered a ready asset not speedily 
convertible in times of financial stringency to meet pressing 
demands? 

Mr. LEWIS. That is not the case now. It may have been in 
the older days. Now you have to sue a note in two courts in 
some States of the Union on real estate, while many States hare 
specific laws under which you can foreclose on real estate and 
get your money in sixty days’ time. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Is it not a principle of banking that a 
bank should have easily convertible assets, so that if there 
should be any pressing call they would have assets readily 
reducible in currency? And is it not a further fact that the 
negotiable paper discounted by banks averages in time three to 
four months which can be shortly realized upon in case of need? 

Mr. LEWIS. Is it not a fact in banking that every bank 
does have a certain amount of long loans? The bill only pro- 
vides that 25 per cent of the capital and surplus may be loaned 
on farm lands. It is a safe investment. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Has the gentleman considered this condi- 
tion of affairs? Suppose a bank loans to the extent of 25 per 
cent of its capital and surplus on farm lands and at the end of 
the year the mortgagee does not pay his note. Then what will 
the bank be obliged to do except to foreclose that mortgage? It 
win have loaned to the extent of 25 per cent of its capital and 
surplus, but after foreclosing it will have to take the land, and 
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under a decision of the Supreme Court they are not permitted 
to hold land until it can be sold. 

Mr. LEWIS. Certainly the bank would hold the land until 
such time as it could be disposed of. The law provides that 
the bank can not hold land for longer than five years. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The Supreme Court has held that the 
national bank may, when it receives.land through foreclosure 
proceedings, hold the land notwithstanding that positive pro- 
hibition. 2 

Mr. LEWIS. In answer to that I will state that the na- 
tional-bank act forces the bank to dispose of the land within 
five years. Now, suppose you get on hand bad stocks and 
bonds—and every bank is subject to that—the banks can not 
readily realize on such security without a great sacrifice. I 
state to the gentleman that the banks are asking for this law. 
The president of the American Banking Association is asking 
for the law, and the national banks have been recommending 
it. They want it passed. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Let us go back to the original propo- 
sition carried in my question as to what the result would be if 
these mortgagees were not able to pay their notes and the 
banks had to foreclose and take the lands. The banks would 
be obliged to sell the lands for what they could receive, and 
they might have an. asset that could not be readily reducible 
to cash. 

Mr. LEWIS. The bank need not take the land and hold it, 
because farm lands find ready sale all-over the United States. 
Your western lands, in Ohio and Illinois and the Dakotas and 
other Western States, you can sell in fifty or one hundred days. 

Mr. STAFFORD. But in case of financial depression there 
would be no demand for farm lands, as was the case in the 
panic of 1893 and 1894. What is to become of the bank in 
such times with 25 per cent of its capital and surplus tied up 
in unsalable lands? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. A man could not borrow money on 
a United States bond in 1893. Certainly it was as safe a loan 
on a farm as it was on a bond that you could not borrow on. 
[Applause. } 

Mr. STAFFORD. But a United States bond has alw ays had 

„a salable value, whereas in the case of land at such times it 
could not be sold at all. 

Mr. LEWIS. They could sell it at any time. 

Mr. STAFFORD. There has been no time in the history of 
the country since the civil war when a United States bond was 
not a salable asset. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, There has been no time when 
the farmers have not been safer than the speculator, because 
they are honest every day in the year. The farmers are mis- 
treated by legislation more than any other class. 

Mr. LEWIS. Let us not forget that during all this time 
Stocks and bonds are changing from 50 to 60 per cent in value, 
aud cotton plantations are selling all the time. + 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I will ask the gentleman if they 
have not State banks in Georgia? 

Mr. LEWIS. Yes; and they lend every dollar on real es- 
tate; and yet, notwithstanding that fact, in the last twenty-five 
years there have been only two bank failures in the State, and 
they were on account of the dishonesty of the cashier. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Do they not meet the local de- 
mands of the people in this respect? 

Mr. LEWIS. I want the farmers of Georgia treated as fair 
as everybody else. I want the farmer to feel that the owner- 
ship of his magnificent plantation gives him as much right to go 
to the bank to borrow money as you and I have to go to the 
bank to borrow money on bonds and railroad stocks, 

Mr. MANN. Does the farmer have any trouble in borrowing 
money on his personal note in your section of the country? 

Mr. LEWIS. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Then they have very poor banks there. The 
banks of the country loan money on personal notes. That is 
what they loan money on. 

Mr. LEWIS. Do not the railroads have to put up their bonds 
as security? a 

Mr. MANN. They borrow money on the note of the railroad 
company. They do not borrow it on their real estate, and the 
merchants of the country do not borrow on security. They bor- 
row on their notes. 

Mr. LEWIS. ‘There are hundreds of merchants in Chicago 
who could not borrow any money there without putting up 
security. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The paper of the merchants of 
Chicago is discounted in every market. 

Mr. MANN. Any quantity of them borrow the money which 
they require for the conduct of their business on their indi- 
vidual notes. 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. Is there anything in this bill pertain- 
ing to the furnishing of abstracts where a loan is made? I 
have had correspondence with some of my bankers about that. 

Mr. LEWIS. No. i 

Mr. GILLESPIE. That is a perquisite on the side. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. There was a bill requiring an abstract 
to be furnished before the loan was made. 

Mr. LEWIS. The bill exercises great caution in this respect. 
It says that no loans can be made without a meeting of the di- 
rectors and a signed statement giving permission for the loan. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Does this bill authorize the directors 
to make a loan without an abstract being furnished, where they 
fire satisfied that the title is good? 

Mr. LEWIS. I should think so. It is a practical bill. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. That is all I want to know. 

Mr. LEWIS. If the bank is satisfied that the real estate Is 
all right, it is authorized to make the loan. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Without an abstract? 

Mr. LEWIS. Yes. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. The gentleman has stated that the na- 
tional banks want this bill. 

Mr. LEWIS. I made that statement. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. I will ask the gentleman if any associa- 
tion or organization of farmers in this country have ever de- 
manded such legislation as this? 

Mr. LEWIS. Yes; they have been demanding it, There is 
Senator Nenson of Minnesota, who had a bill 

Mr. GILLESPIB. I am talking about any farmers’ or- 
ganization. 

Mr. LEWIS. The farmers never come here for legislation. 
They have no organization. We must take care of the farmers 
ourselves, ? 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Then you admit that the farmers are not 
here asking the passage of this? 

Mr. LEWIS. They want it. You know they want it. Any 
man who has a plantation would like to know that he has as 
good credit as a railroad that runs through it. Let me re- 
mind the gentleman that the Government is doing nothing for 
the agricultural interests of this country. It can not do any- 
thing for them in the way of tariff legislation or anything of 
that kind. Yet, take the wheat farmers nnd the cotton farmers 
of this country. They are furnishing the capital to pay the 
interest on this borrowed money that we owe to Frunce, Eng- 
land, and foreign creditors: I am not prepared to give the 
comparative figures, because this bill has come up rather un- 
expectedly, but it is probable that the exports of cotton and 
grain amount to three-fourths of all the total exports of -this 
country. The farmers are paying off our great national debt, 
and yet they can not borrow a dollar on their real estate. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Georgia a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield to 
the gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. LEWIS. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I believe you are the author of this bill? 

Mr. LEWIS. Yes. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Will you tell why this limitation seems to 
have been added to your bill by the committee, that no such 
loans on farm-lands security shall be for a longer time than 
twelve months? Why should that limitation be put upon land 
security, whereas it has not been put upon any other security 
that may be offered to a bank? 

Mr. LEWIS. I wish to say that I thought the bill was safely 
guarded. I opposed the change of the bill in that way. It 
ought to have been left with the same provision as for making 
a loan on bonds or notes. 

Mr. CLAYTON. What reason was given for the change? 

Mr. LEWIS. The committee wanted to be very conserya- 
tive. They wanted to get a bill as safe as they could. 

Mr. WEEKS rose. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I am still not convinced that the committee 
had good reason for the action, Dy the answer of the gentleman 
from Georgia, and I should be glad to hear from the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. WEEKS. I will say to the gentleman that national 
banks are commercial banks. 

Mr. CLAYTON. All banks are commercial. 

Mr. WEEKS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, but they are not. 

Mr. CLAYTON. No; not technically speaking. 

Mr. WEEKS. The purpose of national banks is to keep their 
funds loaned for short periods and not loan them for a longer 
time than six months. The demand for this legislation comes 
from the farmers of the country. They generally have not 
capital enough to make their crops and they have to go to a 


bank and borrow money to harvest them. 
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Mr. CLAYTON. I am familiar with all that operation, be- 
cause I live in a country where that is sometimes done. I 
introduced into this Congress a bill similar to this one. 

Mr. WEEKS. The only security they have is their farms. 
Now, they can not mortgage their farms to national banks, and 
they frequently have to go to some agent and borrow the 
money at exorbitant rates. It is the purpose of this legislation 
to allow the farmer to borrow money temporarily to harvest 
his crop and to enable the banks to be secured by the only 
security which the farmer has, namely, his farm. 

Mr. CLAYTON. May I ask the gentleman this question: 
Did it not appear in the course of the investigation of the com- 
mittee that the law prohibiting the acceptance of Jand or real 
estate as a security for a loan by a national bank was being 
evaded by some national banks, evading it in this way 

Mr. WEEKS. There was no evidence to that effect. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I say evading it in this way: The borrower 
gives his note or some personal security, or perhaps an in- 
dorsement on the note, and then afterwards, perhaps on the 
same day, he gives a mortgage on his land as additional se- 
curity. Is not that being done now in some sections of the 
country by national banks contrary to the law, and has not the 
Comptroller of the Currency reprimanded some of the banks 
for doing it? 

Mr. WEEKS. There was absolutely no testimony before the 
committee to that effect. 

Mr. CLAYTON, My information is that that has been done 
to some extent, and I think it is better that this law should 
pass authorizing a loan to be made, and hence I am in fayor of 
this bill. I think the bill might have been improved, but I shall 
favor it as it is. This bill will give the farmer a better chance 
to borrow needed money on more favorable terms than he now 
can if existing law be strictly observed. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I will yield five minutes or ten 
minutes to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WEEKS] in 
order that he may answer any questions. 

Mr. GARRETT. In some sections of the country, and it is 
particularly true in my section in Tennessee, most of the loans 
that are made on real estate are what are called“ time loans.” 
Now, is not this limitation providing for no longer time than 
twelve months which has been placed on the bill likely to be 
dangerous in this way, that it will cause many farms to be 
sold at the expiration of twelve months where the borrower is 
unable to raise the money to pay the debt when it becomes due? 
I suppose, of course, that the debt could not be renewed. 

Mr. WEEKS. There is no reason why the debt could not be 
renewed if a satisfactory reason were given for its renewal. 

Mr. GARRETT. And with the renewal would there not have 
to be a new mortgage and involve that additional cost or ex- 
pense? 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes; the matter of a couple of dollars or so, 
that is all. 

Mr. SHERLET. I would like to ask the gentleman this 
question: Upon what theory a farmer is allowed to borrow 
money from a national bank upon his land, and the resident of 
a city is not permitted to borrow upon his city real estate as 
security? 

Mr. WEEKS. I will say to the gentleman from Kentucky 
that, generally speaking, in cities there are savings banks and 
trust companies, and of course those institutions loan on real 
estate; but in the country. districts, where the farmers reside, 
there are no trust companies, and in the South and West there 
are few savings banks, and therefore the only place the farmer 
can borrow money is from a national bank which may be in the 
neighborhood. . 

Mr. SHERLEY. Then the gentleman would make the rights 
of citizens depend upon the facilities that they may have to do 
a particular business? 

Mr. WEEKS. I would make it depend upon the necessities 
of the case. In this bill they are limited to farm mortgages, 
because it was the purpose of the bill to prevent loaning on real 
estate that was being exploited for speculative purposes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Is there any reason why real estate in a city 
would not be just as safe security for a loan as real estate in the 
country? 

Mr. WEEKS. There is no reason in the world why it is not. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Is there any more risk to a national bank 


in loaning on good city property than on good country property ?. 


Mr. WEEKS. Not if it is a properly secured loan. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Then why the restriction? 

Mr. WEEKS. The restriction is because this legislation is 
expedient. It is the only means the farmer has to get money. 
Now, as a matter of fact, under present conditions he goes to 
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his bank to borrow money to harvest his crop, and he has no 
security except his farm. He gives his note to the bank with- 
out any security. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman is making an assumption 


that does not always hold true. You are establishing a prece- 
dent whereby any particular class of men can by urging par- 
ticular circumstances surrounding them have special legislation 
for themselves only to the exclusion of other citizens. 

Mr. WEEKS. I will say to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
generally speaking, in cities and thickly populated communi- 
ties, as I said before, there are savings banks and trust compa- 
nies whose special function is to lend on real estate. They lend 
for a long time at low rates of interest. In this case which 
we are trying to cover there is no way for the farmer to get 
money where the bank will be secured, unless he gives his farm 
as security, and in this way the farmer will be able to get 
money at reasonable rates of interest for temporary purposes 
only. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, Do State banks loan on real 
estate? 

Mr. WEEKS. They do. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. They do in my State. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Is it not a fact this bill provides for lend- 
ing money on the farm lands, exclusive of buildings? 

Mr. WEEKS. Exclusive of buildings, and at one-half the 
valuation. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Whereas in a city the building would be 
additional security. 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes. 

Mr. MARSHALL. And the necessity of keeping up the in- 
surance adds an additional risk other than they would have in 
dealing with farm lands solely. 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Because if by any oversight the insur- 
ance was neglected, or proved to be bad, there is an element of 
risk there which there is not in the other, so that a loan on 
farm lands is different from a loan on city lands. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to my col- 
league on the committee [Mr. Powers]. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I see no special objection to 
this bill, unless it is that it does not go far enough. I should 
see no special objection to it if it abolished all the restrictions 
as to the loaning of money by a national bank. Whatever rea- 
sons may have demanded them forty years ago, I doubt the 
necessity or wisdom of their continuance. I believe regula- 
tions hampering any business, as a rule, do more harm than 
I do not believe that there is a State in this nation 
where trust companies and State banks of any kind are estab- 
lished that puts any restriction upon the security upon which 
those banks may loan at least a part of their capital. I do not 
know any reason why the same rule which every State regards 
as a good one, acting in its individual capacity, might not be a 
proper one so far as national banks are concerned. I believe 
our national banking system is a good—not perfect—one. No 
human agencies are. It has given us a sound and safe cur- 
rency. It has been a potent agency in enabling the Government 
to care for and refund the national debt at a low rate of inter- 
est. There has been a clamor against them in the past. It 
had no solid foundation to rest upon. They are no longer a po- 
litical issue. The people have learned that national banks 
desire prosperity, not panics and commercial depression, to 
make money. If we can devise some means to make our cur- 
rency a little more elastic, and I believe we can, at least for the 
present, it will amply supply all business wants. 

If a small bank in a rural district has a surplus, as the law 
now is, and a farmer wants some of it to. increase the amount 
of his crop, he can only get it by giving satisfactory indorsed 
notes, which he may not want to do, and sometimes, perhaps, 
may not be able to do. So the bank sends its surplus to its 
correspondent at some money center and gets some 2 per cent, 
whereas with the change this bill proposes it might get 6 per 
cent at home and be a great aid to production of agricultural 
wealth. Certainly there can be no question that these real 
estate loans are not safeguarded by ample security and are in 
the interest of the farmer, not the speculator. 

Now, sir, when this national bank act was passed we had not 
perhaps so perfect a knowledge of banking as we have to-day. 
It was to some extent an experiment. Something had to be 
done. Banks were established more generally in large centers 
or cities, not in small country towns, and there is much force in 
what has been said by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Weeks] that to-day persons living in large centers can obtain 
loans from trust companies established there by the State, 
which have authority to make them upon real estate. To-day, 
by an amendment of the national-bank act made a few years 
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ago, we baye many small banks throughout the country with a 
capital of $25,000 and $50,600. It undoubtedly would be a 
great convenience for the farmers in the sections where these 
small banks are to be able to go to one of those banks to obtain 
a loan by mortgage upon their farm lands. In order to be con- 
servative and prevent tying up the banks’ funds for a long time 
the committee has insisted that that loan shall not be longer 
than for twelve months and that no bank shall loan on farm 
lands more than 25 per cent of its capital and surplus. There 
is no limitation on the right for a renewal if the borrower 
desires and the directors deem it advisable in whole or in part. 
At the end of twelve months the farmer would simply have to 
make his application and have it come up before the board of 
directors, and if the board decided it was proper and safe to 
continue the loan, as undoubtedly they would, if they could 
accommodate him—for all banks desire to oblige their cus- 
tomers for more or less or the same amount—he would get the 
renewal. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman from Maine yield for a 
question? 

Mr. POWERS. Yes. 

Mr. GARRETT. Does the gentleman think that renewal 
could be provided for in the first mortgage, so as to save the 
necessity for the second mortgage? 

Mr. POWERS. I do not. I think a fair construction of this 
act necessarily prohibits any such provision or agreement and 
would make it unlawful. It makes it necessary, in order that 
the directors may subserve the interests of their banks, that the 
matter should come up de novo before them when a renewal is 
asked for. 

Mr. GARRETT. One thing I am fearful of myself in regard 
to this is that it is almost providing by law that they must 
squeeze a man at the end of twelve months. 

Mr. POWERS. Oh, no. I am not one of those who believe 
that it is the interest or desire of directors of national banks to 
injure anyone. It is a limitation necessary to prevent too long 
time loans. 

Mr. GARRETT. I think not myself, but I was saying that 
it seems like it is almost making it their duty by law to squeeze 
the farmer whether they want to or not. 

Mr. POWERS. It makes it their duty by law to compel the 
man, as he should, to come in and make a new application and 
present a reason why he wants a renewal of all or part of the 
loan, and that he can readily do. 

Mr. GARRETT. I believe the law now is that a national 
bank if it acquire real estate other than that used in its busi- 
ness shall not hold it for a longer period than two years. This 
makes no change in that. 

Mr. POWERS. None whatever. 

Mr. GARRETT. Any real estate they might acquire by pur- 
chase to saye themselves on a debt they could not hold for 
longer than two years. 

Mr. POWERS. They could not hold it longer than the time 
now prescribed in the national banking laws. They would have 
to sell it as therein provided. Now, as to this being class 
legislation, as contended for by the gentleman from Kentucky 
Mr. Suertey], I do not see it in exactly that light. In some 
respects a great many statutes may be termed class legisla- 
tion. ‘There is, vou may say to-day, a species of favoritism in 
the banking laws. If I have $10,000 in bonds I can go to any 
bank with that collateral security and I can make a loan on it 
in any national bank, if they have the money. But if my 
friend has $10,000 worth of farm lands he can not go and bor- 
row a dollar upon those lands. That is the conditon to-day. 
We purpose to put the farmer in the country in the same posi- 
tion to use his farm lands to procure a loan as the man in the 
city who has the bonds. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. POWERS. Yes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Is the exception due to the fact that there 
is a difference in the yalue of the security of farm lands as 
against city real estate, or is it due to the fact that you want to 
help simply one class of people? 

Mr. POWERS. It is due to the fact that we desire to help 
a class of people that needs the help, for the reasons given by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WEEKS]. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Then it is class distinction, because it is 
for a class and not on account of the security. 

Mr. POWERS. It is a distinction which will aid certain 
people who need it. There is mighty little legislation in this 


country for the farmer as compared with some other interests 
not near as important. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. 
another question? 

Mr. 


Will the gentleman yield for 


POWERS. I want first to answer the gentleman froin 


Kentucky. As I said before, I would take off all the limitations 
if I had my way, but I believe half a loaf is better than no 
bread, and that in this particular instance it would be good 
policy if we can not get more to grant what this bill provides for. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. I want to ask the gentleman 
why it is that in the amendment made to this bill the commit- 
tee has excluded the owner of real estate in the city, no mat- 
ter whether he has bonds to borrow money on or not? 

Mr. POWERS. I think the gentleman from Massachusetts 
made the statement that there was no special need of including 
him, for he had ample opportunity to borrow from trust com- 
panies in his immediate vicinity if he wanted to do so. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Suppose that national banks 
are situated in a city where there are no trust companies? 

Mr. POWERS. It is not a supposable case. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. It is a supposable case. 

Mr. POWERS. Where? 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. 
Nebr. 


Right in the city of Omaha, 


Mr. POWERS. I am not acquainted with Nebraska. I do 
not live in that State. 
Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: I am acquainted with it. The 


owners of real estate in that city are entitled to the same pro- 
tection as that to which the farmers are entitled. 

Mr. POWERS. Are there any savings banks in the city of 
Omaha, Nebr.? 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. One only. 

Mr. POWERS. Where does all the great wealth of Nebraska 
center? 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. A large part of it centers in 
the city and a large part in the farm, and all I am asking is 
that the owners of real estate in the cities shall have the same 
rights and the same privileges extended to the farmers. 

Mr. POWERS. Would you deprive the farmers of the right 
to borrow because the city people do not have it? 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. No; but if granted to the 
farmer you should grant it to the property owner in the city. 

Mr. POWERS. I am in favor of that, but the majority of 
the committee was not. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Would not this bill be more equitable and 
stronger on the floor of this Ilouse if the provision had been 
allowed in it in regard to real estate at large instead of farm 
land only? 

Mr. POWERS. Personally I should have favored it that 
way, but that was not the view of the committee. 

Mr. GRAHAM. I think the committee made a mistake. I 
think the bill would have been stronger if they had left it as it 
was originally. 

Mr. POWERS. The amendments can be voted down by the 
House. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, the general purposes of this 
bill I approve of. Some of its details I am not clearly familiar 
with and can not speak with regard to them. 

But there is a situation in very many of the localities of 
the Central West that, in my judgment, ought to be alleviated. 
I live in a county that at the last national census contained 
24,000 people. Yet, I ascertained that on one day in October 
last in the banks of that county there were deposits amounting 
to $3,180,000 that belonged largely to the farmers. One million 
of dollars nearly, I found from the statement of those banks, was 
under the head of “Due from other banks and bankers,” and 
upon inquiry I found that that large sum of money was largely 
in the cities of Chicago and New York, sent there because there 
was no local demand for it under the possibilities that are 
opened to the banks to loan. The national banks can not loan 
it for a longer period than three months, and there was this 
surplus in the banks that could not be used for such loans. 

There are two reasons why this act should become a law, in 
my judgment. One is for the accommodation of those people 
at home who want loans for a longer period than three months. 
The other is—and that is a more important one, because from 
that comes the peril to our finances—to keep this money out of 
the great money centers. When this money goes to New York 
there is no legitimate demand for it. That is, when I speak of 
legitimate demand I want to exclude from that category the 
stock speculations that are rife in all the business centers and 
that form a peril to our financial stability. This money from the 
country banks goes into the city banks, and its presence there is 
an encouragement of stock speculation. Itis loaned ina way and 
to a class of people and on a class of security that it would not 
be loaned to if the banks were limited to the use of that money 
that belongs legitimately to their section of the country. All! of 
the trouble that we hear of, all of the prognostications of com- 
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ing disaster, are, in my judgment, the result of loans to that 
class of speculators that have no right to consideration from 
well-established and well-organized banks. The money gets 
tied up, and then we hear about the necessity for raising large 
sums in the East to move the crops. 

Let me suggest to you, gentlemen, that that is an entirely 
mythical situation. The people of the West, the region that 
produces the crops, do not rely upon New York or Chicago for 
the money to do their business. They have a surplus. We are 
constantly lenders, not borrowers, from these banks, and when 
this period of talk occurs these gentlemen of the East are but 
“shinning around” to find means for the return to the West 
money that western banks have placed with them and that 
they have been induced to loan for the illegitimate purpose of 
stock speculation. Now, if we can, by a modification of the 
laws, provide a market for this Iowa money, I will say, at 
home, it will be kept out of the city banks. 

Now, whenever one of our people desires a long loan he gets 
eastern money, because he can not secure the money that be- 
longs in his own locality for the reason that the bank can not 
give him the time that he needs and can not accept the secur- 
ity he is willing to give. Therefore, to my mind, the leading 
feature of this bill, namely, that one that authorizes the lend- 
ing of 25 per cent of the capital of the bank on real estate 
security, is a wise provision. It will accommodate the man at 
home who wants a longer period than three months. It will 
prevent the perils that come to us from this overspeculation 
in stocks. Money that is now sent from my county to New 
York and that brings to the home bank 2 per cent, according to 
the report to-day, is being loaned in New Tork to a speculat- 
ing class of doubtful borrowers at 22 per cent on call loans, 
There is the reason why all of these eastern gentlemen are so 
unwilling that we should have this needed legislation. I hope 
the bill will pass. [Applause.]} 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER, For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. For the purpose of addressing myself. to 
the bill pending before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has the floor. 

Mr. PRINCE. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. About three or four minutes. 

Mr. PRINCE. I yield to the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr.. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, every student of the banking 
systems of the world knows that a banking system resting upon 
landed security is as a rule unsafe. I want to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the restrictions that make this bill safe 
for the system while it is to the highest degree advantageous to 
the farmer. 

In the first place, Mr. Speaker, as things are now the farmer 
can go to a State bank and borrow upon land. If there hap- 
pens to be in a town two banks, one a national bank and the 
other a State bank, the cashier of the State bank knows that 
the farmer can not borrow except from him. He gets an op- 
portunity to hold him up for a better security or larger interest. 
Under the restrictions in this bill giving the power to loan upon 
land the security will be sufficient. There are two provisos 
here to which I wish to call the attention of the House, one the 
restriction of time during which a loan may be outstanding 
upon a landed security, and that has been read to the House, 
and the other is this: 


Provided further, That applications for loans upon notes, bonds, or 
other evidences of debt secured by mortgages and other instruments of 
security on unencumbered farm lands shall be made in writing and ap- 
proved in writing by the majority of the board of directors. 


That forces at least a majority of the board of directors to 
take personal cognizance of each of these loans, and to see to it 
that the amount loaned is commensurate with the value of the 
land, is not too much in proportion to the value of the land, and 
that all other conditions accompanying the loan recommend it 
as a safe loan to the bank. I do not desire to discuss it. One 
of the first things I ever did when I came to Congress, in the 
Fifty-third Congress, was to introduce a bill to enable national 
banks to lend money upon land. The farmers in every district 
in my State are in favor of this bill or of some bill like it. 
There is no reason, Mr. Speaker, why the property of the farmer 
should not be taken as security as well as the security of other 
people, providing it can be made into a liquid asset; and with 
these two provisions it can be made into a liquid asset, because 
the directors will see to it that the amount lent is so small in 
proportion to the value of the land that the money can be gotten 
immediately—even by forced sale—out of the land when the 
bank wants it. I hope the bill will pass, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. PRINCE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut rose. 


Mr. PRINCE. Do you want some time? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I should like to have some. 

Mr. PRINCE. You shall have it as soon as the gentleman 
from Missouri is through. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, in my judgment, this is a 


bill which ought not to pass. I think that the real issue raised 
by it is between the national banking system and the State 
banking system, and that the legislation, should the bill become 
a law, will be against the State banks, and will have the effect, 
and perhaps is designed to accomplish the end, of extending 
the national banking system at the expense of the various 
State bank systems. This I do not think to be good legislation. 
The national banks now have some advantages over State 
banks. The State banks have not the power to issue money. 
They can not buy bonds, deposit the bonds, get interest upon the 
bonds, and get back in currency the face value of the bonds. 
The national banks can do that. The supposed advantage to 
farming communities to come from this legislation is, I think, 
Supposed, and not real. It is a fact that those who desire to 
borrow upon mortgage can, as things now are, borrow at less 
than bank rates. 

Any man who has unencumbered real estate which he chooses 
to encumber with a mortgage as security for a loan can get the 
loan at a less rate, and upon better terms, through the various 
agencies of the country for such loaning of money than he can 
at any bank, State or national. It is well known everywhere 
that bank rates are higher than general mortgage rates. The 
effect of such legislation as is here urged (I need not talk about 
its object) will be to increase the number of national banks in 
the country, and decrease the number of State banks, The 
advantage to come to the farmer, who is the supposed bene- 
ficiary in this legislation, is purely suppositional, and, in my 
judgment, never will be realized in fact as the result of this 
legislation. It is well enough, I think, not to extend too fast 
or too far the powers or the functions of national banks. 

The reasons, according to the report, which existed in the past 
for limiting national banks in making loans to the ordinary 
course of the banking business, I believe are existing still. 
The report says that the country has been settled up; that 
cities and towns have grown up, and farm lands are greatly 
advanced in value. That is given as a reason for changing the 
system. In my judgment it is no reason whatever. I believe 
the restriction was sound and beneficial in the first instance, and 
I believe that the soundness and good quality of it remain un- 
impaired. 

Mr. PRINCE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. HILL]. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not know that I can finish 
what I have to say in five minutes. 

Mr. PRINCE. We are desirous to get along with this. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. But it is a pretty important mat- 
ter, and we have the rest of this week. I understand there is 
no appropriation bill ready. 

Mr. PRINCE. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not know. If the gentle- 
man will yield time to me I will conclude in five minutes, if I 
can. 

Mr. PRINCE. Very well; I will give the gentleman five 
minutes, and then will grant him an extension, if he needs it. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I am utterly op- 
posed to this proposition, for it will be an entering wedge for 
the destruction of the national banking system, in my judg- 
ment; and not only that, but it will be a panie breeder for 
the United States. The gentleman from Mississippi has 
rightly stated that the history of the world, from the organi- 
zation of the banking systems of the world, has demonstrated 
that loans upon real estate by commercial banks haye béen un- 
sound and unsafe. I lay it down as a fundamental proposition 
that no bank can receive deposits payable on demand and make 
real-estate loans with them. It is not a safe proposition. 

When the national banking system was first organized, if I 
am not mistaken, there was no such provision in the law in 
regard to real estate as there is now. The law now is that real- 
estate mortgages or real-estate securities may be taken as se- 
curity for debts previously incurred. But the makers of the 
national banking system found it absolutely necessary, after an 
experience of two, three, or four years—I do not remember the 
precise time—to put in this further limitation, that such real 
estate could not be held longer than five years. It must be 


sold. 

Mr. LEWIS. The only way in which a national bank can 
take real-estate security now is where the note originally given 
turns out to be bad or doubtful, and they take the real estate 
as security. 
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Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 
made? 

Mr. LEWIS. To make it stronger. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I understand that. The expe- 
rience of the country was such that it became necessary to add 
this further provision, that such real estate must be sold and 
charged off from the books and not shown as an asset within 
five years from the time it was taken. 

Now, with that experience staring us in the face, why should 
we deliberately go to work and open the door? That is not all. 
We are now probably near the moment of the consideration of a 
bill brought from the Banking and Currency Committee, of 
which I am not a member, providing for a large extension of 
the note circulation of this country. If the recommendation of 
the American Bankers’ Association—not a New York Wall 
street committee, but a committee from all over the country— 
is concurred in, you will probably have the privilege of voting 
upon an increase of bank circulation of about $200,000,000. 
What is the necessity for that? Because during this year, dur- 
ing the past thirty days, rates of money have been 30 per cent. 
But my friend from Iowa says, “That is Wall street.“ Oh, 
yes; but what are the rates in Missouri; what are the rates in 
Montana; what are the commercial rates throughout the West? 
Ten per cent, 8 per cent. What is commercial paper selling 
for in New York? Six and one-half per cent, 7 per cent, T} 
per eent to-day. Does the Secretary of the Treasury, when he 
is repeatedly invited to relieve the situation, deposit the money 
in the Wall street banks? Not at all. He emphatically re- 
fuses to do that, but distributes it in the banks throughout the 
West, as he ought to do. Notwithstanding the hundreds of 
millions of dollars that are lying idle in the West, as claimed by 
the gentleman from Iowa, he is distributing the Government 
deposits in the West, and yet in the face of that you come in 
here and bring in a bill which will take $200,000,000 right out 
of the commercial funds of the country and make it possible 
to lock it up for an indefinite period in real-estate loans. 

Mr. LEWIS. It is true that the Bankers’ Association of the 
United States is asking Congress to pass a bill permitting banks 
to issue 374 per cent credit money at.24 per cent interest. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Do you need it? 

Mr. LEWIS. I am not saying that. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Are you in favor of it? 

Mr. LEWIS. I believe in a liberal amount of money, but I 
do not believe in it in that way. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Then why do you believe in tak- 
ing $200,000,000 out of the commercial funds of the country and 
then voting for an increase of asset currency? You are prac- 
tically substituting farm loans as security for your proposed 
asset currency in place of a Goyernment-bond security, as now, 
and I can not vote for such a measure. 

Mr. LEWIS. Why should not the farmers have it as well 
as the banks? 

Mr. WEEKS. I would like to ask the gentleman what is the 
proportion of bank capital in this country in cities of 10,000 
population? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is a point that I was com- 
ing to. Why, Mr. Speaker, since 1900 some 3,500 small banks 
have been organized. Am I not right, I will ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts? 

* Mr. WEEKS. I think so. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The facts exist as stated by the 
gentleman from Iowa. Banks with a capital of twenty-five to 
fifty thousand dollars, and deposits approaching $1,000,000 in 
some cases find it difficult to loan -their funds. I say to you, 
gentlemen, that the one financial danger that stares this country 
in the face is the bank of small capital and enormous deposits. 
The only margin of safety to the depositor that he has is the 
amount of capital. That is all. That is the only margin of 
safety, and I am not talking about this question from a per- 
sonal interest, for the bank in which I am an officer will never 
loan a dollar on real estate with all the bills that you may pass, 
and the bank that the gentleman from Massachusetts is asso- 
ciated with never will. 

Mr. WEEKS. I think that is true. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. And this proposition is a financial 
danger to this country. It has proved so in every country in the 
world. Why do you limit it to the farmers? Is not the real 
estate worth doubly and trebly more in the city of Omaha than 
it is outside? Why do you limit it simply to the farm? If 
you are going into it, why not go into it on a broad scale? 

Mr. BRUMM. Would the gentleman favor going into it on a 
broad scale? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I am utterly opposed to the whole 
thing. The financial system of this country has provided one 
class of banks for loans on real estate. Your State banks can 


To secure a loan previously 


do it, your savings banks can do it, your insurance companies 


can do it, your individuals can doit. But the Government comes 
in and says, We will organize a commercial system of banks 
that shall not loan on anything except liquid assets. Gentle- 
men, it is a dangerous proposition for the banking system of this 
country to accept deposits on demand and make loans at twelve 
months on real estate. > 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. BRUMM. Is it not true that the fact that banks in the 
country districts can not loan money on real estate is one rea- 
son why you have congestion of money in the moneyed centers 
certain periods and scarcity of money in certain other periods, 
and that that is the most dangerous problem that bankers and 
financiers are attempting to solve to-day, while if the country 
banks shall be permitted to make loans on real-estate security 
they will keep their money at home, and in that way have a 
more equal distribution of the money all over the country at 
all seasons of the year? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will answer the gentleman's 
question. ‘Take it through the greater part of the newer por- 
tion of the country the rates of interest are 10 per cent on com- 
mercial paper. Why does a bank from Montana or North Da- 
kota send money to New York and leave it there at 2 per cent 
when it can loan it at 10 per cent at home? 

Mr. BRUMM. Simply because they can not get the security. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Are they going to bring it back 
and loan it on the real estate at 10 per cent? 

Mr. BRUMM. Simply because they can not get the security. 

Mr. HILE of Connecticut. Not at all. The money they send 
to New York is reserve money which they put there to protect 
their depositors, and it is wise banking, 

Mr. LEWIS. But oftentimes in the Western States—and it 
is true of the Southern States—during the crop time they have 
so much money out there that they can not loan it out. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Then why don’t the rates of inter- 
est come down from 10 to 6 per cent? 

Mr. LEWIS. Money is often loaned at 6 and 8 per cent. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. They are loaning it at 8 and 9 
and 10 and 12 per cent. Why don’t they reduce the rate of 
interest and encourage business in their own locality by loan- 
ing the money out at 5 and 6 per cent as we do? 

Mr. LEWIS. What was the rate on call loans in New York 
City yesterday? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman 
from Connecticut where it is in the West that they loan money 
at 8 and 10 and 12 per cent? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will ask any gentleman on this 
floor from any of the Western States what the rate of interest 
is at his home. What are they in Washington—from 8 to 10 
per cent, are they not? 

Several MEMBERS. No, no. 

Mr. CHARLES B, LANDIS. 
left at 6 per cent. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is because the gentleman 
stands in magnificent credit, both financially and politically. 

Mr. BRUMM. No better credit than real estate would be. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I am speaking of the average rate 
of discounts in the West. It runs from 8 to 10 per cent, and 
so long as interest stands at such rates as that on commercial 
paper it is absolutely useless for any Representative from those 
States to talk about their banks loaning money on real estate 
at any less rate. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut has expired. The time of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
PRINCE] has also expired. : 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I yield any time I may have to 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PRINCE]. , 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PRINCE] 
is recognized for one hour, yielded to him by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WEEKS]. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
Massachusetts for the time, because I had given mine practi- 
cally all away, both to those in fayor of the bill and those in 
opposition. Do I understand that the gentleman from Con- 
necticut wishes more time? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. PRINCE. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, I will be brief as I can. I 
will be through in five minutes, perhaps less. 

Mr. PRINCE. I will yield five minutes more to the gentle- 
man from Connecticut. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 


I made a loan just before I 


Mr. Speaker, I want to call the 


attention of Members of the House again to this proposition, 


1906, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, 


73 


that this bill is the natural outgrowth of the system of small 
banks with enormous deposits, and that such a system is an 
unsafe one in itself. The retention of the reserve in the re- 
serve centers—and it does not necessarily follow that that cen- 
ter is in New York, for that reserve may be kept in San Fran- 
cisco, or St. Louis, or Chicago, or in any of the reserve centers—- 
is required by law and the amount generally is determined by 
the law compelling a reserve of 15 per cent against the enor- 
mous deposits of which we have heard. The country bank does 
that and keeps it a little larger than is necessary, because they 
are getting 2 per cent interest on that portion of their deposits 
with the reserve agent, whereas on the amount they keep in the 
vaults of the bank they get no interest whatever. So that it is 
useless to talk, as I said, about the injustice of large deposits 
by the western banks in the reserve-city banks, because they are 
doing it for the protection of their depositors, and in addition 
to that they are getting their 2 per cent rate of interest. Of 
course they would not keep it there beyond the required reserve 
if they could loan it at home at 10 per cent. Now, to-day I rec- 
ognize the fact that all over this country there is a magnificent 
boom, not only in real estate, but in everything else. Some of 
us who are a little gray-headed remember that this is not a new 
experience. We have seen it before, and some of us have suf- 
fered bitterly by reason of being let in on the top of the boom. 
The time is coming when the banks of this country that make 
their loans on real estate—the new banks, these young banks, 
these $25,000 banks with half a million to a million dollars of 
deposits—will be called upon to pay their depositors. How are 
they going to do it with twelve months’ loans on real estate to 
25 per cent of their capital? Twenty-five thousand dollars out 
of a million, with 25 per cent of their capital locked up in real 
estate and a million dollars of deposits to be handed out on 
demand! i 

Mr. WEEKS. Will the gentleman from Connecticut allow 
me to correct the statement he has just made? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly; correct anything I 
say that is wrong. 

Mr. WEEKS. You were speaking of a bank with $25,000 
capital and a million dollars of deposits. That bank can only 
Joan $6,250. You just stated it could loan $250,000. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I did not intend so to state. I 
understand the situation perfectly, but I say this, that in the 
case of a bank with a small capital, with its $6,250 loaned on 
real estate on twelve months” loans and which is responsible 
for a half million or more of call deposits when the time comes, 
that you can not afford to have your bank in that position. 
Now, the gentleman is a banker himself, and I want to ask him 
fairly and squarely if he believes that it is sound banking for 
deposits payable on demand to be invested in twelve months’ 
loans? 

Mr. 

1) ——— 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Of course you would not. Can 
you conscientiously vote to allow other people to do what you 
would not do yourself? K 

Mr. WEEKS. I can, because I think the needs of the country 
require it, and—— 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 
is more elastic than mine. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. MARSHALL. When these hard times come and the bank 
needs to realize on its securities 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Does not the gentleman know that these 
very same mortgages on farm lands are the most salable and 
they are the best security that he can have to realize on? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I admit it, but that does not alter 
the fact they are not liquid securities and realizable at the 
moment. I admit the soundness and safeness of them, based, 
of course, on reasonable wisdom in valuation in making the loan 
originally. 

Mr. MARSHALL. If that is true, what difference does it 
make whether the bank collects its money out of the borrower 
or whether it disposes of it in the market and realizes on it? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It can not pay its deposits, and 
when the line begins to break, it breaks all the way through. 

Mr. MARSHALL. No, indeed 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Just one moment. The proviso 
on page 2, “that any such loan on farm-lands security shall not 
be for a longer term than twelve months,” amounts to nothing. 
Any board of directors, any president, with that proviso in 
there, will simply make the loan, say, for twelye months, and 


WEEKS. As a director of a bank, I would not loan 


Then the gentleman’s conscience 


if he chooses, renew it on the same day for another twelve 
months. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I now yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from North Dakota | Mr. Gronna], and after he con- 
cludes I shall ask for the preyious question on the bill and 
amendments to final passage. 


Mr. GRONNA. Mr. Speaker, this bill is absolutely in the in- 
terest of the people in the West. It is in the interest not only of 
the banker but of the farmer or borrower. Iam a banker myself 
in a small way, and I know that if this bill is passed it will help 
not only the farmers to get money at lower rates of interest, but 
it will help the bankers and the national banking institutions 
and enable them to loan their money on the best security that can 
possibly be had—security that no bank needs to lose a dollar on, 
if judiciously placed. I want to give you one illustration. I have 
n State bank with a $25,000 capital, and last winter when I tried 
to change it to a national bank I could not do it, because the se- 
curities in that bank were partly real estate. In some sections of 
the West—that, in the new-settled country—as you know, we are 
not rich. The farmers have a limited amount of personal prop- 
erty, and we take as collateral real-estate security in order to 
be secure and safe. When I applied to the Comptroller of the 
Currency for a charter for a national bank I was refused a 
charter because we had real-estate security, although under 
ordinary circumstances the personal security was ample, but 
under the present law no national bank is permitted to take 
real-estate security. I want to say to you that I have been in- 
terested in a national bank with a capital of $200,000, which was 
located in a city where they had no farm security, and the bank 
failed. I have been interested in banks in smaller towns with 
a capital of from ten thousand to twenty-five thousand dollars, 
and those banks are doing business to-day. So it does not nec- 
essarily follow that a bank with the largest capital is the safest. 

Now, let me show you what it is doing to the farmer and the 
berrower. We will say that a farmer has but little personal 
property, he is obliged to pay the highest rate of interest to the 
banks; and why? Because the banker is not permitted to loan 
the money that belongs to the banks upon real estate; and I 
claim it is an injustice to the farmer and borrower, and it is 
unjust to the banker of the West, and I know that 99 per cent 
of the bankers there are in favor of this bill. I hope it will 
pass. [Applaus.] 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I now move the previous ques- 
tion on the bill and amendments to its final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 113, noes 44. - 

Accordingly, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and was read a third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 111, noes 51. 

So the bill was passed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment of the 
title to the bill will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. PRINCE, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by. which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH IN PHILIPPINES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I herewith submit to the Congress the report of the Secretary of 
War and of the Judge-Advocate-General in reference to the claims pre- 
sented by the representatives of the Roman Catholic Church for 
amounts due from the United States to the various Roman Catholic 
churches in the islands for use and occupation by troops of the United 
States and for damages during such occupation. I cordially indorse 
all that is said In these reports, and earnestly hope that the amount 
recommended by the board will be immediately appropriated, in order 
to do what is really an act of substantial justice to the Roman Cath- 
olie churches of the a ge Me in accordance with the suggestion 
of the Seeretary of War. It is not only a matter of equity that we 
should pay this sum, but for the reasons set forth by the Secretary of 
War it is 1 A prany to the interest of the people of the Philippine 
Islands that it should be I I have accordingly approved the ac- 
tion of the Secretary of War in directing that the same board be re- 
convened, or another convened, to report on the advisability of paying 
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additional sums to the Roman Catholic churches in the islands, in 
view of the damages inflicted upon them by reason of the war and by 
the insurrectos. feel that this is peculiarly a case where in the in- 
terest of the Philippine peonia themselyes it would be wise for the 


Congress to exercise a large liberality. 


Tun WHITE House, December 5, 1906. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is not prepared at this time to 
determine to which committee the message shall be referred. 

Subsequently, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires the attention of the 
House to the message of the President, touching “claims pre- 
sented by the representatives of the Roman Catholic Church 
for amounts due from the United States to the various Roman 
Catholic churches in the island for use and occupation by troops 
ofthe United States, and for damages during such occupation,” 
ete. The Chair is in doubt as to the proper reference of this 
message. Offhand, perhaps, under the rules, the proper refer- 
ence would be to the Committee on War Claims; but from a 
broader view, touching the Philippines, the Chair is inclined to 
think possibly the substance of the rules would be more fully 
met by its reference to the Committee on Insular Affairs. If 
the House has a preference as to its reference—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, if it is in order, I move that it 
be referred to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the message be referred to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

So the message was referred to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LEGISLATION FOR ALASKA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was 
read, referred to the Committee on Territories, and ordered to 
be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representattres: 


I transmit the accompanying papers relative to the present needs of 
the Territory of Alaska in matters of legislation and government, and 
heartily commend the views of Governor Hoggatt to the favorable con- 
sideration of the Congress. 


Tun WHITE House, December 5, 1906. 
Norr.—Papers accompanied similar message to the Senate. 
AUTHORITY TO DISMISS AN OFFICER OF THE NAVY IN TIME OF PEACE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was 
read, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I feel it my duty to call Po attention to the facts that, under the 
provisions of articles 36 and 37 of the Articles for the Government of 
the Navy, the President has no longer the authority to dismiss an 
officer of the Navy in time of $ ier unless in pursuance of n sentence 
of a general court-martial, and even in time of war his right of dis- 
missal is practically subject to review by a court-martial to be assem- 
bled within six months, if the accused cer demands this court. The 
articles in question are in the terms following: 

“Ant. 36. No officer shall be dismissed from the naval service except 
by the order of the President or by sentence 3 court-martial ; 
and in time of peace no officer shall be dism except in pursuance 
of the sentence of a general court-martial or in mitigation thereof. 

“Ant. 37. When any officer dismissed by order of the President since 
8d March, 1865, mr in writing, an application for trial, setting 
forth, under oath, mat he has been wrongfully dismissed, the Presi- 
dent shall, as soon as the necessities of the service may permit, con- 
vene a court-martial to try such officer on the charges on which he 
shall have been dismissed; and if such court-martial shall not be con- 
vened within six months from the presentation of such application for 
trial, or if such court, being convened, shall not award dismissal or 
death as the SEn i of such officer, the order of dismissal by the 
President shall be void.” 

This condition of the law was called to my attention by a recent 

inful and humiliating incident. On May 9, 1905, an officer of the 
Navy was accused of behavior so indecent and d sting as to show 
clearly his unfitness (if ilty, as sae) to hold a commission or 
associate with officers and gentlemen. he nature of the alleged mis- 
conduct and the lack of compulsory power in naval courts to enforce 
the attendance of civilian witnesses, as well as the locality where 
the offense was said to have been committed, caused a long and very 
unfortunate, although quite unavoidable, delay in his trial by court-mar- 
tial, which did not occur until January 18, 1906. He was then con- 
victed, but the court, while imposing a severe penalty, to my surprise, 
as well as that of the Navy ge gr ER did not sentence the offender 
to dismissal from the service. he failure of the court to rid the Navy 
of one so clearly unfit to form a part of it was commented upon in ap- 
propriate terms by the Department, but it was then and has m since 
a source of profound regret to me that the law, as above set forth, 
made it impracticable for me to afford a remedy for this failure. 
Moreover, it is to be remembered that, owing to the inability of naval 
courts, as above explained, to compel the attendance of civillan wit- 
nesses, and the further fact that they have no authority to receive as 
evidence the depositions of absent witnesses, while the exigencies of the 
service may often cause officers and men cognizant of the facts to be 
employed in distant places at the time of the trial, there is great dan- 
ger lest offenses of the nature char; against this man should go al- 

ogether unpunished. In this case it was found very difficult to over- 
esses to attend and 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


5 the natural reluctance of some of the witn 
I am convinced that the President should have the authority, upon 
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his own Initiative and responsibility, to dismiss any officer whom he 
thinks unworthy to remain in the service. I think there is no danger 
that this power would be abused, and if such danger exists at all it 
is so slight as to be altogether outweighed by the considerations of 
public policy which require this authority to be vested in the consti- 
tutional Commander in Chief of the Navy. I therefore strongly recom- 
mend that article 36, as hereinbefore given, be amended by omitting 
all of it after the words general court-martial" where those words 
first occur therein and that article 37 be repealed. : 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tue WHITE Horse, December 5, 1906. 
TREATMENT OF YELLOW FEVER. 


The SPEAKER also lald before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, 
referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of. Representatives: 


The inclosed papers are transmitted to the Congress In the earnest 
hope that it will take suitable action in the matter. Major Reed's 
part in the experiments which resulted in teaching us how to cope with 
yellow fever was such as to render mankind his debtor; and this nation 
should in some proper fashion bear witness to this fact. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
THE Warre House, December 5, 1906. 
Nork.— Papers accompanied similar message to the Senate. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF THE CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States ; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and or- 
dered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of the Congress the Twenty- 
third Annual Report of the United States Civil Service Commission. 


: THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tue Warre House, December g. 1906. 
Note.—Papers accompanied similar message to the Senate. 
MODERN TREATMENT OF CRIMINALS BY PROBATION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of the Conero a commu- 
nication from 2 William H. De Lacey, setting forth some reasons 
why the more modern treatment of criminals by probation, so success- 
fully tried in seyeral of the States, should be adopted into the Federal 
rocedure, together with a supplemental paper on the subject of child 
abor, to which I invite your especial attention. 
DORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tun WuHitTe House, December 5, 1906. 


Norz.— Papers accompanied similar message to the Senate. 
HUGH DONNELLY. 


By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. Oxcort, leave 
was granted to withdraw from the files of the House, without 
leaving copies, the papers in the case of Hugh Donnelly (H. R. 
4150), Fifty-second Congress, no adverse report having been 
made thereon, 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of State, recommending that per- 
missicn be given to certain officers of the Army and Navy to 
accept decorations from foreign governments—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending 
legislation to provide for printing a greater number of copies 
of the annual report of the Comptroller of the Currency—to 
the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an additional estimate of appropriations for 
light stations—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of War submitting a 
statement of receipts from proceeds of public property during 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1906, which was not paid into the 
General Treasury—to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, submitting an account 
of the public property of his Department—to the Committee on 
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Expenditures in the Post-Office Department, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letier from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for the immigrant sta- 
tion at Ellis Island, New York—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Navy submitting an 
amended estimate of appropriations for the oflice of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of Agriculture submitting 
an estimate of appropriations for carrying out the provisions 
of the pure-food law during the current fiscal year—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Board of Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a detailed report of ex- 
penditures for contingent expenses for the fiscal year ended 
June 80, 1906—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
combined statement of receipts and expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1906—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury on the state 
of the finances for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1906—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of State submitting ex- 
planations in connection with estimates of appropriations for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1906—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, trans- 
mitting report of Special Agent Lincoln Hutchinson on trade 
conditions in Central America and on the west coast of South 
America—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, trans- 
mitting report of Special Agent Lincoln Hutchinson on trade 
conditions in Argentina, Paraguay, and Uruguay—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, trans- 
mitting the report of Special Agent Charles M. Pepper on trade 
conditions in Egypt and traffic through the Suez Canal—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting a statement of receipts and disbursements in connec- 
tion with the sale of town lots at Anadarko, Lawton, and 
Hobart, in Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
with a copy of a letter from the Acting Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, the rolls of certain Indian tribes in Oregon and Wash- 
ington for use in reference to a certain agreement of August, 
1851—to the Committee on Indian Affars, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
with a copy of a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, recommendations as to the allotment of lands in severalty 
to the Moqui Indians of Arizona—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the 
annual report of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the 
certificate of the governor and secretary of Arizona showing 
the result of the election of November 6, 1906, in that Territory 
on the question of joint statehood with New Mexico—to the 
Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, a 
draft of a bill relating to allotments on the Jicarilla Indian 
Reservation in New Mexico—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
recommending the repeal of the law as to making quarterly 
transcripts of certain records—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting, with 
a copy of a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, a 
recommendation as to the time of payment of certain moneys 
to Indians of Devils Lake Reservation—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
with a copy of a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, a recommendation as to the payment of sums due the 
Osage Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 21189) appropriating the 
sum of $1,000,000 as a loan to the Jamestown Exposition Com- 
pany for the purpose of aiding in the payment of the cost of 
the construction, completion, and opening of the Jamestown 
Ter-Centennial Exposition on Hampton Roads, Virginia, on April 
26, 1907, and to provide for the protection of the Government 
and insuring the repayment of the said sum of $1,000,000 by a 
first lien upon the gross receipts of the said exposition company 
from all paid admissions to the grounds of said exposition and 
from all moneys received from the concessions after the open- 
ing of said exposition—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21190) to change the dates of the opening 
and closing of the international naval, marine, and military 
celebration to be held in the year 1907 on and near the waters 
of Hampton Roads, in the State of Virginia, so as to conform 
to the dates fixed by the Jamestown Exposition Company—to 
the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (II. R. 21191) to increase sal- 
aries of rural free delivery carriers—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21192) to provide for enlarging and im- 
proving the United States building at Bristol, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 21193) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a publie building at Chambersburg, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 21194) to authorize J. F. 
Andrews, J. W. Jourdan, their heirs, representatives, associates, 
and assigns to construct dams and power stations on Bear 
River, on the southeast quarter of section 31, township 5, range 
11, in Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RUSSELL (by request): A bill (H. R. 21195) to 
amend an act providing for a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 21196) to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations, to make preference for the use of Ameri- 
can freighting vessels, to extend the postal service by American 
steamships, and to promote American trade by sea—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 21197) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate 
transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved June 10, 1880, by extending the provisions of the first 
section thereof to the port of Brunswick, Ga.—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHERLEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 21198) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to refund sums illegally 
collected for stamps used on export ships’ manifests—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 21199) for 
the relief of Daniel G. Heidt, jr.—to the Committee on Ac- 
counts. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 21200) to authorize the 
county of Allegheny, in the State of Pennsylvania, to construct 
a bridge across the Allegheny River, in Allegheny County, Pa.— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 21201) fixing 
the salary of Members of Congress and Delegates and their 
necessary expenses, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 21202) fixing the time for 
homestead entrymen on lands embraced in the Wind River or 
Shoshone Indian Reservation to establish residence on same—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 21203) 
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appropriating money to be used in rebuilding and repairing the 
sawmill on the Tulalip Indian Reservation in Washington—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WALDO: A bill (H. R. 21204) to amend section 4446 
of the Revised Statutes, relating to licensed masters, mates, en- 
gineers, and pilots—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 21205) to survey 
and allot the lands embraced within the limits of the Black- 
feet Indian Reservation, in the State of Montana, and to open 
the surplus lands to settlement—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 21206) providing for 
the erection of a post-office building in the city of Pittsburg, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 21207) authorizing survey 
of the Choctawhatchee River, in the States of Alabama and 
Florida, up to Newton, Ala., and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (II. R. 21208) providing for 
the reorganization of the police force of the Congressional 
Library—to the Committee on Appropriations. x 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 21209) to quiet the title of 
the State of Arkansas to certain swamp and overflowed lands— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 21210) to 
establish a subtreasury at Memphis, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 21211)to amend an act 
entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 
1887, and all acts amendatory thereof—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 21212) to fix the rate of pen- 
sion in certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRICK: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 191) propos- 
ing to amend the Constitution of the United States to authorize 
uniform laws on the subject of marriage and divorce, and to 
provide penalties for their enforcement—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 192) pro- 
viding for an extension of time for completing the highway 
bridge and approaches across the Potomac River at Washington, 
D. C.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia.. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 193) to 
provide for the printing of 50,000 copies each of the Special Re- 
port on the Diseases of the Horse and of the Special Report 
on the Diseases of Cattle—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. KAHN: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 44) pro- 
viding for the printing of 3,000 copies of the report of Brig. 
Gen. A. W. Greely on the relief operations of the Army in 
connection with the San Francisco disaster in April, 1906—to 
the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A resolution (H. Res. 642) 
providing for the printing of 10,000 copies of the President's 
message for the use of the Members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A resolution (H. Res. 643) requesting 
the Secretary of the Interior to transmit to the House certain 
information concerning public lands—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 21213) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Leonard—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21214) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel M. Dickson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21215) granting an increase of pension to 

- Finley Brandon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 21216) granting an increase 
of pension to Eliza J. McCardel—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 21217) for the relief 
ef John J. Sanborn—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
Jumbia. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21218) granting a pension to William H. 
Anderson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 21219) for the relief of 
Jefferson Phillips, of Horse Creek, Walker County, Ala.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 21220) grant- 
ing a pension to Edward Heisler—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 21221) granting a pension to Charles 
Pratt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 21222) granting a pen- 
5 8 to Lucy A. Hopkins —to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21223) granting a pension to John Opper- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21224) granting an increase of pension to 
Nat G. Barter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 21225) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to bestow a medal of honor upon Albert Listen- 
berger, late of Company F, Second Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Cayalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 21226) granting an increase 
of pension to John J. Card, alias John Carder—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 21227) granting a pension 
to Cora A. Lasley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (II. R. 21228) granting an increase of pension to 
Pleasant Crissip—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 21229) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi W. Jamerson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21230) granting an increase of pension to 
Milton Wymore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21231) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 21232) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Ferrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21233) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Dewitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21234) granting an increase of pension to 
David A. Nations—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 21235) granting an increase of pension to 
Emery Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21236) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas W. Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21237) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Marshall—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21238) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Gaham—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 21239) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Baley—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21240) granting an increase of pension to 
Meredith T. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21241) granting an increase of pension to 
Watson L. Corner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 21242) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John L. Cleary—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 21243) granting an increase 
of pension to Mathew Jellison—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. $ 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 21244) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Levi E. Eldred—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21245) granting a pension to’ Augusta 
C. Simons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21246) granting a pension to Margaret 
Gilroy—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 21247) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas J. Ayres—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, à bill (H. R. 21248) for the relief of Samuel Winin- 
ger—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DENBY: A bill (H. R. 21249) granting a pension to 
Minnie Scheele—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21250) granting an increase of pension 
to Matilda F. Myler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21251) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21252) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. McMurtrie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 21253) granting an increase 
of pension to Albert Tompkins—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 21254) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nathaniel J. Smith—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21255) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas McDowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21256) granting an increase of pension to 
William Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21257) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 21258) granting an increase of 
pension to James Dopp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 21259) granting an increase of pension to 
Ezra M. Rickert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
- By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 21260) granting 
“an increase of pension to Franklin Greenough—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: A bill (H. R. 21261) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Orson M. Markcum—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 21262) granting an increase 
of pension to Margaret Adams—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 21263) for the 
relief of F. M. Yarbraugh—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 21264) granting an increase 
of pension to David J. Wise—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21265) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi E. Chenoweth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21266) granting an increase of pension to 
William Ridenour—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 21267) granting an in- 

~crease of pension to Jerome B. Clark—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 21268) granting a pension 
to Rollin S. Belknap—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 21269) granting a pension to Albert W. 
Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 21270) granting an increase 
of pension to Ellen Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21271) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Kiniball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21272) granting an increase of pension to 
Dyer Copeland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 21273) granting an in- 
crense of persion to Milton Stevens—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 3 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 21274) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jeremiah Buflington—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21275) granting an increase of pension to 

‘Marcuis L. Box—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 21276) granting 
an increase of pension to Christian Roessler—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 5 

Also, a, bill (H. R. 21277) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 21278) granting an increase 
of pension to Frank Hadcock—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (II. R. 21279) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Heiler—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21280) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Cain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOPF: A bill (H. R. 21281) granting an increase of 
pension to Catherine Ludwig—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21282) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. McNamara—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21283) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick De Planque—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21284) granting an increase of pension to 
William Earnest—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21285) granting an increase of pension to 
William Wayman—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 21286) for the relief of the es- 
tate of William J. Cussen—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 21287) granting a pension to 
David T. Kirby—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 21288) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Oathout—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21289) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 21290) for the relief of 
Joseph Lambert+to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 21291) 
granting a pension to Susannah H. Miller—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21292) granting a pension to Kate Hough— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21293) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Todd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 21294) granting an increase of pension to 
Lizzie D. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21295) granting an increase of pension to 
George D. Fitch—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21296) to correct the military record of 
William W. Shivers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (II. R. 21297) grant- 
ing a pension to John Patterson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 21298) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John A. Pence—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 3 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 21299) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Josiah H. Hurlbert—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21300) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Kasson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21301) granting an increase of pension to 
John Goodier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 21302) granting an increase 
of pension to Nicolaus Kirsch—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21303) granting an increase of pension.to 
James Edward Bristol—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21304) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Kohl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 21305) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nathan Gallant—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21306) granting an increase of pension to 
James Pool—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21307) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Fanver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 21308) granting an increase of pension. to 
John T. Hogg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 21309) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin D. Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21310) granting an inerease of pension to 
Charles B. Wiggins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 21311) for the relief of 
Anderson H. Ash—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bil! (H. R. 21312) granting a pension to Ernst Boger— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21313) granting a pension to James 
Keenan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 21314) 
granting an increase of pension to Robert F. Patterson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. A 

By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 21315) granting an increase 
of pension to George Leadbetter—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21316) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Rhodes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 21317) 
rie relief of Martha J. Sibley—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 21318) granting a pension to William M. 
Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 21319) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel S. Green—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21320) granting an increase of pension to 
Melinda II. Hitcheock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 21321) for the relief of L. P. 
Cayot—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 21322) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elizabeth Wilson—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21323) granting an increase of pension to 
Gottlob O. Greiner—to the Committee on Pensions. j 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bil (H. R. 21324) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Lewis—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21325) granting an increase of pension to 
George O. Tibbitts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 21326) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas E. Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 21327) for the 
zeller of the estate of R. D. Murray—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 3 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21328) granting a pension to Catharine E. 
Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21329) granting an increase of pension to 
Clarica Underwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 21330) granting an 
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increase of pension to B. F. Montague—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 21331) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert O. Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21332) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21333) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel O. Fowler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21334) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Langdale—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21335) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey S. Nettleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21336) granting an increase of pension to 
Herman Hoffmeister—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21337) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry J. Barrows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 21338) for 
the relief of Nick Decker—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21339) for the relief of Lydia Mahoney— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 21840) granting an increase of pension to 
C. F. Hansdorf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21341) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Chapel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21342) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21343) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21344) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward S. Lightbourne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21345) to correct the military record of 
Andrew J. Weidle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN: A bill (H. R. 21346) granting a pension 
to Thacher T. Baxter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21347) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeannette M. Guiney—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21348) granting an increase of pension to 
William Seymour Alden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 21349) granting an in- 


crease of pension to John Orale—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21350) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21351) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 21352) granting a pension 
to Hester B. Parrish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21353) granting a pension to Sallie E. 
Sperring—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21354) granting a pension to Mary 
Shutler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21355) granting an increase of pension to 
John Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21356) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward C. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 21357) granting a 
pension to Charles McCollister—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21358) granting a pension to Abigal 
Bowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21359) granting a pension to John H. 
Moore—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21360) granting a pension to Malona 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21361) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Elder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21862) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Kemper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21363) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21364) granting an increase of pension to 
Beneville Spangler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21865) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Lrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21366) granting an increase of pension to 
James S. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21367) granting an increase of pension to 
Noah T. Shaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21368) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas G. Badger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 21369) for 
the relief of the estate of Thomas S. Howard, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 21370) for the relief of 
Leyi Adcock—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. VAN WINKLE: A bill (H. R. 21371) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elizabeth Deiterle—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21872) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21378) granting an increase of pension to 
Carrie E. Cosgrove—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 21374) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles H. Hornan—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21375) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Cornwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 21376) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John W. Stichter—to the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
against abuses of power in the Kongo Free State—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, against the 
national bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Paper to accompany bill for. relief of 
Mark W. Terrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Jefferson Phillips—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of Iron City Council, No. 
171, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Pittsburg, Pa., 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, for the 
shipping bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, against 
repeal of the bankruptcy law—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Also, petition of the American Musical Copyright League, 
against a copyright law inimical to the mechanical reproduc- 
tion of music—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the Merchant Marine League, for the ship- 
ping bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: Petition of Petersville 
Council, No. 90, and Oakview Council, No. 70, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Unity, Ky., favoring restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr.. BRADLEY: Petition of Highland Council, of New- 
burg, N. Y., and Ramapo Council, of Suffern, N. Y., for bill 
S. 4403, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of John H. Matterson, superin- 
tendent of schools, Coventry, R. I., favoring restriction of im- 
migration (bill S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John J. Card—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Local Union No. 516, United Textile 
Workers, of Peace Dale, R. I., in favor of the shipping bill—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Phila- 
delphia Board of Trade, against repeal of the bankruptcy law— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
James B. O. Horback—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of McKeesport Council, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, for the 
shipping bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Thomas J. Ayers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade, for the shipping bill—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the National Association of Retail Druggists, 
of Atlanta, Ga., against antitrust laws being construed against 
cooperation of the smaller merchants—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
for the shipping bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 


1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL: RECORD—SENATE. 


Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, against repeal 
of bankruptey law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. FLACK: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
«Ezra M. Rickert and Henry H. Davis—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the One hundred and thir- 
teenth Illinois Veteran Volunteer Infantry Association, for an 
Increase of rates of pension in certain cases—to the Committee 
on Inyalid, Pensions, 
By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Paper to accompany: bill for 
„relief of F. M. Yarbrongh—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Merchant Marine League, 
for the shipping bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
- rine and Fisheries. ? 
Also, petition of the executive committee of the „Interchurch 
Conference on Federation, against abuses in the Kongo Free 
State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Also, petition of the American Musical Copyright League, 


against a copyright law preventing mechanical reproduction of 
_ music—to the Committee on Patents. 


By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of the Philadelphia Board of 


Trade, for the shipping bill—to the Committee on the Merchant 


Marine and Fisheries. ; 170 ss 
By Mr. HARDWICK: Paper to accompanx bill for relief of 


Jerome B. Clark to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. KNAPP: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mar- 
. tin, Heiler—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany, bills for relief of Isaac Cain, 
Robert: Jawronce, and William Wayman—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions... ; 

By Mr. KNOPF: “Paper to accompany. bill for relief of Cath- 


erine Ludw ig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. LAMB : Petition of Grove Council, No. 40, Junior | 


Vorder United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of im- 
e the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


Kies Mr, ‘LINDSAY: Petition of Posts Nos. 206 and 435, Grand 


H Army of the Republic, Department of New York, for restoration |. 


of the canteen in State Home at Bath, N, ¥.—to the, Committee 


on Military, Affairs. . 


Also, petition of, the Philadelphia Board of Trade, for the 


Shipping, Wing the Kommitee; on the Merchant Marine, and 
Fisheries. 


Also, petition of the ‘Philadelphia Board of Trade, against. re- 

peal ofthe bankruptcy law-= to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. LEE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs of 
‘Elijah Lumpkin—to the Committee on War Claims. ; 
By Mr, LLOYD: Petition of citizens of Excello, Mo., ‘against 
a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Ronds. 

, By Mr. MANN: Petition of Harriet Laura Cady’ et Al. favor- 

5 ing. free postage on books for the blind—to ` the. Committee on 
the Post-Otlice and Post-Roads. : 
» By-Mr..MCMORRAN : Papers to accompany bills for relief of 


John R. Goodier, James W. Kasson, and Walter M. Rupert—to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of John H. Allison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARKER: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 

Wilson Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Petition of Jefferson Council, No. 127, 
and Saulte Mountain Council, No. 8, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, for restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Paper to accompany 
bill for relief of W. M. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. i 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Martha J. Sib- 


lex to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of heirs of William 
D. Toone and William D. Bostick—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Papers to accompany bills fox relief of 
George O. Tibbitts and Thomas E. Hart—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers to accompany bills for 
relief of Clarica Underwood and Catherine E. Moore—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of estate of R. D. 
Murray—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany -bill for an appropriation for the 
benefit of a national cemetery near the city of Lebanon, Ky.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to. accompany bill for relief RE Mark 5 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


the ‘annual: report of the Librarlan of Cont 
the annunl report of the superintendent of the Library building 


By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of colored citizens of New Haven, 
Conn., assembled in a union thanksgiving service, protesting 
against the discharge of Companies B, C, and D of the Twenty- 
rit United States Infantry—to the Committee on, Military Af- 

airs. 

By. Mr. SULZER: Petition of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade, against repeal of the bankruptcy law—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Paper to accompany 
bill for relief of estate of Thomas S. Howard—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Levi Adcock—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. VAN WINKLE: Petition of 150 citizens of New York, 
against liquor selling in any Government building, ship, or 
park—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 


SENATE. 


Tuurspay, December 6, 1906. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. Hate. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, almost all the long record is one 
of bills introduced, and therefore I ask that the further reading 
of the Journal be dispensed with. 

There-being no objection, the further reading of the Journal 


was di: with. : 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. - 
ANNUAL* REPORT OF COMPTROLLER or CURRENCY, 3 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the Angel 
Report of the Comptroller of the Currency for the year énded 


October 31, 1906; Which was referred to the Committee on 


Finan and a Orage to be printed. 7 
veo} H LIBRARY or coNeRE Ss. : 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays betel: the Senate a 
communication from the Libraxlan of Congress, transmitting 
„together with 


and grounds for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1906. The com- 
munication will be printed. The reports accompanying the 
communieation will not be printed, but will be referred to the 
Committee on the Library” in connection therewith. 
 >MARTTINE. CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


The VIEE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi¢a- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua ; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interoceanic Canals, and ordered to be printed, 

FOREST, RESERVE LANDS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in further 
response to the resolution of March 19, 1906, additional lists of 
persons, firms, and corporations who conveyed or -relinquished 
to the United States lands within forest reserves, etc.; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the eee 
on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

RESULT OF ELECTION IN ARIZONA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a certifi- 
cate of the governor and the secretary of the Territory of Ari- 
zona, showing the result of the election held in that Territory on 
November 6, 1906, upon the question of joint statehood with 
New Mexico; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories, and ordered to be 
puteg: 

RESULT OF ELECTION IN NEW MEXICO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
iion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a certifi- 
cate of the governor and the secretary of New Mexico, showing 
the result of the election held in that Territory on November 6, 
1906, upon the question of joint statehood with Arizona; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

X MOQUI INDIAN LANDS. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from, the Secretary of the Interior, inclosing;a letter from 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, with respect to ‘the condition 
of the Moqui, Indians of Arizona, together with the draft of a 
bill authorizing the allotment of jands to these Indians: Andi- 


vidually ; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Publie Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


JICARILLA INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, inclosing a letter from 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, together with the draft of 
a bill to quiet title to lands on the Jicarilla Reservation and to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to cause allotments to 
be made, and to dispose of the merchantable timber, and for |. 
other purposes; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ACCOUNTS OF INDIAN AGENTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, submitting an amend- 
ment to repeal so much of section 10 of the act of March 3, 
1875, as requires transcripts of the cash books to be forwarded 
quarterly by each Indian agent to the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


DEVILS LAKE INDIAN RESERVATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, inclosing a copy of a 
letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, recommending 
an amendment to article 3 of the act of April 27, 1904, author- 
izing the annual per capita payments to the Indians of the 
Devils Lake Reservation, in North Dakota, yet due, to be made 
in the month of April or May instead of in June; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


OSAGE INDIANS IN OKLAHOMA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, together with the 
draft of a bill recommending that the sum of 869,120, the 
amount due the Osage tribe of Indians in Oklahoma, be placed 
to their credit, at interest, on the books of the Treasury ; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMERCIAL ORGANIZATIONS AND AGRICULTURAL ASSOCIATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Interstate Commerce Commission, transmitting, in 
response to the resolution of June 22, 1906, certain information 
concerning the list of national, State, and local commercial or- 
ganizations, also national, State, and local agricultural associa- 
tions of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
communications from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims 
in the following causes: 

In the cause of Henry Whelen v. The United States; 

In the cause of Emily A. Gifford, widow of George P. Gif- 
ford, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Frances R. Hunsicker, widow of Joseph L. 
Hunsicker, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Mary S. McQuade and William A. Chambers, 
children of William Smith, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Presley M. Rixey v. The United States; 

In the cause of James M. Odend’hal, administrator of John 
W. Odend’hal, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Winnie M. Stillwell, widow of James Still- 
well, deceased, v. The United States ; 

In the cause of A. Nelson Bell v. The United States ; 

In the cause of George T. Douglass, son of Daniel T. Doug- 
lass, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Alexander D. Damon v. The United States; 

In the cause of Ferdinand G. Morrill v. The United States; 

In the cause of Josephine A. Buell, widow of James W. Buell, 
deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Eleanor R. Swan and Charles B. Swan, heirs 
at law of Robert Swan, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Ellen L. Faunce, widow of Peter Faunce, de- 
ceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Fred White, son and heir at law of Edward W. 
White, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Louisa C. Bell, widow of Edward B. Bell, de- 
ceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Katharine M. Burnett, widow of Joseph C. 
Burnett, deceased, v. The United States; 
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Fre the cause of brederick W. Wunderlick v. The United 
ates ; e 

In the cause of Clara B. Hassler, widow of Charles W. Hass- 
ler, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Walter J. Mayer, Alfred J. Mayer, and Ida 
J. Mayer Storch, heirs of William H. Mayer, jr., deceased, v. 
The United States; 

= the cause of Gilbert L. McGowan v. The United States; 
an 

In the cause of Harriet S. Lyeth, administratrix of Clinton. 
H. Lyeth, deceased, v. The United States. 

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownine, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the bill (S. 1804) providing for the use of certified 
checks to secure compliance with proposals and contracts for 
naval supplies. 

The message also announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

H. R. 8124. An act to amend séction 5136 of the Revised Stat: 
utes of the United States, permitting national banking associa- 
tions to make loans an farm lands as security, and limiting the 
amount of such loans; 

II. R. 11273. An act to incorporate The National German- 
American Alliance; and 

H. R. 14587. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to issue duplicate gold certificates in lieu of ones lost or 
destroyed. : 

: PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the One 
hundred_and thirteenth Illinois Veteran Volunteer Infantry As- 
sociation, of Watseka, III., praying for the enactment of certain 
pension legislation ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. , 

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of the. congregation of the 
Second German Baptist Church, of New York City, N. Y., pray- 
ing for an investigation into the existing conditions in the 
Kongo Free State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of Huguenot Grange, No. 128, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of New Paltz, N. Y., remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation providing for the free dis- 
tribution of seeds and plants; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry ‘ 

He also presented the memorial coe M. D. Pratt and 20 other 
citizens of Watertown, N. Y., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation requiring the closing of certain places of 
business in the District of Columbia on Sunday; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM presented memorials of sundry citizens of Chi- 
cago and Decatur, in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation to authorize the closing of certain 
places of business in the District of Columbia on Sunday; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a petition of the Connecticut 
Baptist Convention, at Hartford, Conn., praying for an investi- 
gation into the existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented a petition of Mattoon Council, No. 
1057, Knights of Columbus, of Mattoon, III., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation providing a suitable memorial to the - 
memory of Christopher Columbus; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor So- 
ciety of Grace Church, of Naperville, III., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prevent the impending destruction of 
Niagara Falls on the American side by the diversion of the 
waters for manufacturing purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Farming- 
ton, III., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation re- 
quiring certain places of business in the District of Columbia 
to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE presented a memorial of Morning Light Grange, 
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Patrons of Husbandry, of Monroe, Me., remonstrating against 
any further appropriation being made for the free distribution 
of seed; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the board of aldermen of 
Biddeford, Me., praying for the enactment of legislation to ac- 
quire national forest reserves in the Appalachian Mountains 
and White Mountains, to be known as the “Appalachian Forest 
Reserve“ and the“ White Mountain Forest Reserve,“ respec- 
tively ; which was referred to the Committee on Forest Reserya- 
tions and the Protection of Game. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of Joséph L. White, of 
Harpers Home, Va., praying that he be granted an increase of 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ife also presented the petition cf William II. Willis, of Skip- 
with, Va., praying that he be granted an increase of pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


HISTORY OF THE CONGRESSIONAL CEMETERY. 


Mr. BURKETT. As a member of the subcommittee of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
a bill pertaining to the granting of certain streets in the limits 
of the Congressional Cemetery for burial purposes, I will state 
that the subcommittee has gone very considerably into the his- 
tory and a search has been made of the laws and records 
pertaining to the Congressional Cemetery. The paper which 
has been prepared is needed by the committee, and perhaps 
others, in the further consideration of the bill. I ask that 
this compilation of records and statutes may be printed as a 
Senate document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska re- 
ports from the Committee on the District of Columbia a paper 
entitled “ History of the Congressional Cemetery,” and asks 
that it may be printed as a document. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


MARY LAJORD. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the reso- 
lution submitted yesterday by Mr. NELSOoN, reported it without 
amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to 2 to Mary Lajord, widow of Thomas Lajord, 
late a messenger of the United States Senate, a sum equal to six 
months’ salary at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his 
death, said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and all 
other allowances. 

PRESENTATION OF PRIVATE BILLS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have forgotten what is the scope 
of the rule of the last session with reference to pension bills. 
Can they be referred without a formal presentation? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. After the morning hour they may 
be referred by handing them to the Secretary of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. And also petitions? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Petitions may also be handed in. 

The rule adopted at the last session bearing upon this sub- 
ject is, in part, as follows: 

Senators having petitions, memorials, pension bills, bills for the pay- 
ment of private claims, or for the correction of naval or military 
records to prens after the morning hour may deliver them to the 
Secretary of the Senate, indorsing upon them their name and the ref- 
erence or disposition to be made thereof, and said petitions, memo- 
rials, and bills shall, with the approval of the presiding officer, be 
entered on the Journal, etc. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HALE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


Pensions: 
A bill (S. 6833) granting an increase of pension to Bettie 


Vose; 

A bill (S. 6834) granting an increase of pension to Betheul 
P. Gould; and 

A bill (S. 6835) granting an increase of pension to George 
Maybury. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6836) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
P. Strickland ; ; 

A bill (S. 6837) granting an increase of pension to Elisha R. 
Wiliam; 

A bill (S. 6838) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Shepherd; and 

A bill (S, 6839) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Tyler. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 6840) to authorize con- 
tinuance of the railroad siding into square No, 787, in the city 
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of Washington; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALGER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6841) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Allen; 

A bill (S. 6842) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo D. 


Tee; 

A bill (S. 6843) granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
McCracken ; 

A bill (S. 6844) granting a pension to Joseph Freeman ; 

A bill (S. 6845) granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 
Moore; 

A bill (S. 6846) granting an increase of pension to Edwin W. 
Parker ; š 

A bill (S. 6847) granting an increase of pension to Ozni S. 
Perry: 

A bill (S. 6848) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Seeland ; ; 

A bill (S. 6849) granting an increase of pension to Cornelius 
Cereson ; 

A bill (S. 6850) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
Lobdell ; 

A bill (S. 6851) granting an increase of pension to Ann E. 
Hack; and 

A bill (S. 6852) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Bristol s 

Mr. MeENERX introduced a bill (S. 6853) for the relief of 
the estate of Dominique Pochelu, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6854) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of Trinity Presbyterian Church, of Lavacca, Catahoula 
Parish, La.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 6855) to amend the act ap- 
proved August 19, 1890, entitled “An act to adopt regulations 
for preventing collisions at sea;“ which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Publie Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 6856) for the purchase of a site for a Federal build- 
ing for the United States post-office at Bonham, Tex. ; 

A bill (S. 6857) for the purchase of a site for a Federal build- 
ing for the United States post-office at Wichita Falls, Tex. ; 

A bill (S. 6858) for the purchase of a site for a Federal build- 
ing for the United States post-office at Cameron, Tex. ; : 

A bill (S. 6859) for the purchase of a site for a Federal build- 
ing for the United States post-office at Terrell, Tex. ; 

A bill (S. 6860) for the purchase of a site for a Federal build- 
ing for the United States post-office at Seguin, Tex. ; and 

A bill (S. 6861) for the purchase of a site for a Federal build- 
ing for the United States post-office at Clarksville, Tex. 

Mr. LATIMER introduced a bill (S. 6862) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a building thereon at 
Orangeburg, in the State of South Carolina; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6863) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a building thereon at Newberry, in 
the State of South Carolina; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 6864) to correct the 
military record of Dayid A. Backum; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6865) granting an increase of pension to George 
Nichols (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6866) granting an increase of pension to Louisa D. 
White; 

A bill (S. 6867) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Fisher; and 

A bill (S. 6868) granting an increase of pension to Henry A. 
Minor. 

Mr. ALLEE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6869) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
W. Congdon; and 

bill (S. 6870) granting an increase of pension to William R. 
Cahoon. 

Mr. BURROWS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 6871) re- 


82 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


quiring tho making of an affidavit for labor performed and im- 
provements made during each year on each mining claim, or 
forfeiture for the noncompliance therewith; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Territories. f 

_ Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 6872) to amend an act 
entitled “An act authorizing the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf 
Railroad Company to construct a combined railroad, wagon, and 
foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri River at or near the 
city of Yankton, S. Dak.;” which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 6873)-to amend the 
act entitled “An act making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907,” approved 
June 30, 1906; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 6874) for the relief of the 
personal representatives of James Rhodes, deceased ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LONG introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6875) granting an increase of pension to Lemuel T. 
Williams; and 

A bill (S. 6876) granting an increase of pension to Jesse L. 
Pritehard. 

Mr. KNOX introduced a bill (S. 6877) to increase the limit of 
cost for the purchase of site and erection of a public building at 
Charleroi, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 6878) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Berlin, in the State of 
New Hampshire; and 

A bill (S. 6879) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Rochester, in the State 
of New Hampshire. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 6880) for the relief of the 
trustees of Lutheran Parsonage, of Effingham County, Ga.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. HEMBENWAY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6881) granting an increase of pension to Jefferson 
B 


usli; 
A bill (S. 6882) granting an increase of pension to Elisha H. 
Stephens; and 

A bill (S. 6883) granting an increase of pension to Thomas W. 
White. 

Mr. CULLOM introđuced a bill (S. 6884) for the repeal of the 
proviso in the act of March 14, 1900, which prohibits the issue 
or reissue to any national bank circulating notes ef the denomi- 
nation of $5 in excess of one-third in amount of its circulation 
outstanding; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 6885) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. Anderson; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 6886) for the relief of the session of the Presby- 
terian Church of Greenwood, Prince William County, Va. (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6887) for the relief of the trustees of the Primitive 
Baptist Church, of Front Royal, Va. (with accompanying 


TS) ; 
SE bill (S. 6888) for the relief of the trustees of the Jerusalem 
Baptist Church and the vestry of Zion Protestant Episcopal 
Church, of Fairfax Court House, Va. (with accompanying 


rs): 
papei (S. 6889) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Unison, Va. (with an accompanying 

aper) ; 
j 4 du (S. 6890) for the relief of the trustees of the Trinity 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Catletts, Va. (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6891) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Protestant Church of Fox Hill, Va.; 

A bill (S. 6892) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Upperville, Va.; 
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A bill (S. 6893) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas N. 
Towson, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 6894) for the relief of the trustees of Cedar Grove 
Church, of Culpeper County, Va.; and i 

A bill (S. 6895) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Gravelly Run, Dinwiddie County, 
Va. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 6896) appropriating the 
sum of $1,000,000 2s a loan to the Jamestown Exposition Com- 
pany for the purpose of aiding in the payment of the cost of the 
construction, completion, and opening of the Jamestown Ter- 
Centennial Exposition on Hampton Reads, Virginia, on April 
26, 1907, and to provide for the protection of the Government 
and insuring the repayment of the said sum of $1,000,000 by 
a first lien upon the gross receipts of the said exposition com- 
pany from ali paid admissions to the grounds of said exposi- 
tion and from all moneys received from concessions after the 
opening of said exposition; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Industrial Expositions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6897) to change the dates of the 
opening and closing of the international naval, marine, and 
military celebration to be held in the year 1907 on or near the 
waters of Hampton Roads in the State of Virginia, so as to 
conform to the dates fixed by the Jamestowu Exposition Com- 
pany; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a joint resolution (S. R. TT) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution in relation to the term 
of service of the President of the United States, and so forth; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 


ADDITIONAL CLERK FOR COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. CLAPP submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be authorized to em- 


ploy an additional clerk until March 4, 1907, who shall be paid at the 
rate of $120 per month out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


LUMBER TRADE INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. KITTREDGE. I submit a resolution and ask that it be 
read and lie on the table. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as 
follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and instructed immediately to inquire, investigote, 
and report to Congress, or to the President when Congress is not in 
session, from time to time as the investigation proceeds, as to the fum- 
ber trade or business of the United States which is the subject of 
interstate or foreign commerce and make full inquiry into the cause or 
causes of the high prices of lumber in its various stages of manufac- 
ture from the log; and the said investigation and inqu shall be con- 
ducted with the particular object of ascertaining whether or not there 
exists among any corporations, companies, or persons engaged in the 
Manufacture or sale of lumber any combination, conspiracy, trust, 
agreement, or contract intended to operate in restraint of lawful trade 
or commerce in lumber or to increase the market price of lumber in any 
part of the United States. ý 

To carry out and give efect to the provisions of this resolution the 
Secretary shall have wer to issue subpcenas, administer oaths, ex- 
amine witnesses, require the production of books and papers, and re- 
ceive depositions taken before any proper officer in any State in the 
United States. 

That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be required to make the 
said investigation at his earliest possible convenience and to furnish 
the information above 1 from time to time and as soon as it 
can be done consistent with the performance of his public duties. 


PANAMA RAILROAD. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, if I am in order, I ask the 
Chair to lay before the Senate the resolution I offered on yes- 
terday, with a view of submitting some remarks upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Perrus for Mr. Morsan, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interoceanic Canals is directed to 
inquire and report by bill, or otherwise, whether any or what action of 
Congress is necessary to bring the alleged corporation of the Panama 
Railroad within the direct control of the Isthmian Canal Commission 
or of the Government of the United States. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I do not wish to interfere with the Senator if 
he desires to debate his resolution. Of course we all under- 
stand that when a Senator introduces a resolution upon any 
subject and desires to speak upon it that courtesy is granted 
him. But I wanted to ask the Senator whether he proposes. 
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after his remarks, if he makes them, any action upon the reso- 
lution? 

Mr. MORGAN. Not to-day. 

Mr. HALE. The President has indicated that he will, at a 
very near day, submit to Congress a special message upon the 
subject of the Isthmian Canal, which he has personally investi- 
gated, so far as he was able to do so in a short time. In view 
of that I think the Senator will agree with me that as the mes- 
sage from the President, covering all subjects, and undoubtedly 
the subject of the Senator’s resolution, will soon come in 

Mr. MONEY. If the Senator will excuse me, it is impossible 
to hear him here. 

Mr. MORGAN. The remarks I expect to submit to the Senate 
to-day are exactly pertinent to the resolution I offered, and they 
relate to the Panama Railroad Company and the disposition the 
Congress of the United States ought to make of that very intri- 
cate, tangled, and diflicult question. I presume the President’s 
message will relate to the Panama Canal, and my speech does 
not. 

Mr. BACON. We are equally in trouble about hearing the 
Senator from Alabama since he has gone over to be near the 
Senator from Maine. We can not hear what the Senator from 
Alabama says. We do not know in this part of the Chamber 
what has been said by either of the Senators. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Maine, as I understand it, 
thinks that out of some courtesy to the President of the United 
States I ought to defer my remarks upon my resolution until 
the President’s message comes in. 

Mr. HALE. No; if the Senator will allow me, he is entirely 
wrong. I do not think the Senator should refrain from making 
his remarks on his resolution, but I do not think any action 
should be taken at this time. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; I do not wish to take any action to-day. 

Mr. HALE. If no action is contemplated by the Senator, I 
do not think there is any reason for interposing. I do not in 
any way seek to interfere with the Senator in his remarks. 

Mr. MORGAN. All right. 

Mr. President, I will ask that the Secretary again read the 
resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu- 
tion at the request of the Senator from Alabama. 

The Secretary again read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interoceanic Canals is directed to 
inquire and report by Dill, or otherwise, whether any or what action of 


Congress is necessary to bring the alle corporation of the Panama 
Railroad within the direct control of Ge Isthinian Canal Commission 


or of the Government of the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I wish to present some facts 
and pertinent observations on the subject of the Panama Rail- 
road, not with a view to the countrol of its commercial opera- 
tions by substituting new plans for the conduct of its business 
` or of regulating such conduct, but to place it and its earnings 
and expenditures and its accountability and management in 
proper relations of lawful authority and responsibility to the 
Government of the United States. 

I am thoroughly satisfied that no more important legislation 
connected with the Panama Canal requires the immediate at- 
tention of Congress, and this view of the subject includes the 
preservation of our honor and integrity in respect of our com- 
merce with foreign countries. 

To bring this feature of my statement directly to the con- 
sideration of Congress and to show its pressing importance, I 
will present one statement made by the Secretary of War in a 
recent communication made by him to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Interoceanic Canals. 

The Secretary of War, in a paper dated June 28, 1906, sent 
to Hon J. H. Mitrarp, chairman of the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals, to be incorporated in the hearings of the com- 
mittee, in which he argues in favor of the maintenance of the 
present relations of the Panama Railroad Company to the 
Isthmian Canal Commission and the preservation of the present 
nominal existence of that company under its charter by the 
State of New York, says: 

The whole road is therefore completely under the contro! of the Isth- 
mian Canal Commission. Meantime the artificial entity of the railroad 
company is maintained, and mest conveniently so, in order that it may 
discharge the duty of a common carrier doing a commercial business, 
which, under the existing treaty stipulations, the United States would 
have no right to evade or escape. 

The Secretary of War does not state “the existing treaty 
stipulations ” which “the United States would have no right to 
evade or escape,” or how they would be evaded or escaped if 
the Canal Commission, chartered by Congress, should conduct 
or discharge the duty of a common carrier doing a commercial 
business. 

I am not informed, except by the statement or allusions of 
the Secretary of War, that any treaty stipulations exist which 


prohibit the United States from engaging in the business of a 
common carrier or from discharging the duty of a common car- 
rier engaged in commercial business, especially between its own 
home ports, as is the case between our continental and insular 
ports, and the ports of La Boca and Cristobal in the Canal Zone. 

If there are treaty stipulations with foreign countries that 
contain such prohibitions as to the carrying of trade between 
foreign ports, I am not aware of them. 

If such prohibitions exist in the stipulations of treaties with 
foreign powers, they are evaded and escaped by the maintenance 
of an “artificial entity —a dead dummy—such as the Panama 
Railroad Company is, if evasion or escape from responsibility 
is sought by the United States. The idea that this Government 
stands in need of a legal fiction or an “ artificial entity“ to hold 
it to the discharge of its obligations or its duty as a common 
carrier, is not only fictitious, but it is by no means creditable. 

The United States owns the charter, the property, and the 
stock of the Panama Railroad Company absolutely and without 
exception or reservation, and has enacted laws for the construc- 
tion of a canal that will virtually destroy the great leading pur- 
poses for its creation, as they are declared in its charter. The 
opening of the canal will destroy the main object of its creation, 
as stated in its charter, which was to work out a concession 
from Colombia, now adopted and ratified by Panama, for a com- 
mercial railway, almost exclusively for foreign commerce, to 
connect the Atlantic and Pacific oceans or to bridge the Conti- 
nental Divide between them at Panama. 

When this great commercial purpose is abrogated by agree- 
ment between the owner of the railroad and the grantor of the 
concession, there is an end of the original uses and purposes 
declared in the New York charter, and a dissolution of the cor- 
porate franchise, at the option of the United States, as to all the 
world, except the creditors of the railroad company. 

The United States is supreme sovereign over this property, 


under the Hay-Varilla treaty, as well as its sole and exclusive 


owner, and can pay, as it has already assumed, the debts of all 
creditors and compel a final liquidation of them at any day it 
may prescribed. No creditor could possibly have a standing in 
any court to make objection to or to contest the validity of such 
an act of Congress. 

If Congress should enact a law for tearing up the Panama 
Railroad, no creditor could enjoin such a destruction of the 
property. 

Certainly none could object to the assertion of the Secretary 
of War that this railroad company has become an “ artificial 
entity.” As such it must be considered, and not as a legal 
entity. 

The device of mental ingenuity that has been employed to 
embalm the remains of the New York corporation as an “ arti- 
ficial entity” and to give it the semblance of legal validity 
has taxed to exhaustion the commercial-lawyer craft. the 
wrecker craft, and the promoters’ craft of a brilliant mind, that 
has used this same corporation in many financial, strategic, and 
diplomatic exploits that have resulted in national strifes and 
bloodshed and in ruin to a vast number of innocent people. 

I will refer to some of these facts in the course of my re- 
marks and to some of the reasons why the continued use of the 
corporate name and powers of this company is preserved as an 
artificial entity. 

The Secretary of War, in the statement to which I have re- 
ferred, gives the following account of the legerdemain employed 
in constructing this artificial entity : 

It hardly seems to me worth while to answer the suggestion with 
reference to the method by which directors are qualified to sit upon the 
board under the New York laws. One share of stock is sold by the 
Government to each director, who pare for the stock, and when he re- 
ceives the certificate indorses it in blank and signs an irrevocable power 
of attorney to the United States to transfer it again to the United 
States on demand, the United States paying $19 to make valid and bind- 
ing the option to take over the stock. In this way the director is qual- 
ified, and in this way the United States obtains power to obtain the 
share whenever it is needed and to qualify some one else for the di- 
rector. The members of the Commission constitute the majority of the 
board of directors, the chairman of the Commission is the president of 
the road, and a majority of the executive committee are persons con- 
nected with the Commission and directly under the orders of the chair- 
man or president. 

The whole road is therefore completely under the control of the 
Isthmian Canal Commission. Meantime the artificial entity of the 
railroad company is maintained, and most conveniently so, in order that 
it may discharge the duty of a common carrier doing a commercial busi- 
ness, which under the existing treaty stipulations the United States 
would have no right to evade or escape. 

The “artificial entity“ is thus correctly, but very meagerly, 
described as to its origin and growth by the Secretary of War. 
It supplanted seven of the thirteen directors of the company who 
had no connection with the Panama Canal, and it very gradu- 
ally took on an infusion of seven canal commissioners, and of 
new blood in the persons of Sefior Obaldia, minister from Pan- 
ama, and Farnham, clerk of Cromwell. : 
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Cromwell stood to his colors and remained a stockholder, 
director, member of the executive committee, and general 
counsel of the Panama Railroad Company since 1893, and gen- 
eral counsel of the New Panama Canal Company since 1896, 
and general counsel of Panama in her infantile hours, and 
member and general counsel of the Panama legation at Wash- 


ington. He holds these and other places connected with the 
Goyernment of Panama to this day. ' 

Cromwell was sole artificer of this “artificial entity,” and he 
is the only known person who has any need for it. As general 
counsel his powers, coupled with those of director, and with 
those of Director Farnham and Director Obaldia, and his in- 
fluence in other quarters, has been and is as nearly absolute in 
the control of the railroad as if he was sole owner of the en- 
tire stock of the company. 

The many offices and functions of Mr. Cromwell, connected 
with the acquisition and control of the canal and railroad 
property in Panama, and with every stage of the history of 
that transaction, and his close advisory relations with the 
President and Secretary of War, which he has industriously 
and persistently pressed upon them, and his interference with 
other officers connected with the canal, and his participation, 
as the diplomatic agent of the Government of Panama, in 
negotiating a protocol, or modus vivendi, with the Secretary of 
War touching tariff duties, finance, postal affairs, and the 
rights and privileges of the United States in respect of supply- 
ing food to canal employees and laborers, signalize him as one 
of the persons referred to in the message of the President of 
January 8, 1906, in which he says: 

I court the fullest, most exhaustive, and most searching investiga- 
tion of any act of theirs, and if any one of them is ever shown to have 
done wrong, his punishment shall exemplary. 

The Senate responded to this invitation immediately, and on 
the 9th of January, 1906, adopted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, or any sub- 
committee thereof, be, and are hereby, authorized and directed to in- 
vestigate all matters relating to the Panama Canal and the govern- 
ment of the Canal Zone and the management of the Panama Railroad 
Company, to send for enh age and papers, and to administer oaths, 

und employ a stenographer to report such hearings; and that the com- 
mittee be authorized to sit during the sessions or recess of the Senate, 
and that all expenses thereof be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the Senate. 

The investigation of “all matters relating to the Panama 
Canal and the government of the Canal Zone and the manage- 
ment of the Panama Railroad Company” would necessarily in- 
clude Director and General Counsel Cromwell, and the con- 
spicuous adviser and actor in their most important affairs. 
The committee could no more overlook him in their investiga- 
tions than it could neglect to inquire into the conduct and char- 
acter of the seven Canal Commissioners whose names were 
sent to the Senate at the same time for confirmation, and were 
referred to it for investigation. 

The conduct and character of all the officers and appointees 
were put in issue by earnest suggestions of the President. As 
character does not date from a special time or a special event, 
or a certain employment, the examination into character and 
the conduct of which it is the outgrowth is not limited to a 
given period of time. 

Several of the most important men officially connected with 
the canal and railroad were examined before the committee, 
and the conspicuous interference of Mr. Cromwell in the busi- 
ness of officers of the canal was shown in their testimony. 
This was notably the fact in the testimony of John F. Wallace, 
chief engineer, who bad resigned his office. 

The committee continued its labors almost daily in the ex- 
amination of witnesses from the 11th of January until the 26th 
of February, when Mr. Cromwell was called by direction of the 
chairman. On his appearance, in great form, he had a written 
statement, which showed much care in preparation. The open- 
ing was as follows: 5 


Mr. CROMWELL., Mr. Chairman, I observe from the testimony before 
the committee that it is a matter of interest upon your part to more 
definitely learn the facts concerning certain subjects relating to Pan- 
ama Canal affairs with which I haye had 1 to do since the pur- 
chase of the canal by the United States, and thank you for the 
opportunity. My law firm, Sullivan & Cromwell, have been the general 
counsel of the Panama Railroad Company for over twelve years and of 

_ the New Panama Canal Company for nine years, 

Mr. Cromwell, foreseeing the evil, like the wise man, hid him- 
self behind the time limit, saying: “I observe from the testi- 
mony before the committee that it is a matter of interest upon 
your part to more definitely learn the facts relating to Panama 
Canal affatrs with whch I have had anything to do since the 
purchase of the canal by the United States, and I thank you for 
the opportunity.” : 

Cromwell disclosed, as part of his written statement, facts 


and assertions that tended to impeach the testimony of John 
F. Wallace given before the committee on his previous examina- 
tion; thereupon the following questions were asked the witness 
and his answers thereto were taken: 

Senator-Morcan. Wait a moment, Mr. Cromwell. 

„„ (continuing). And with the view of an indefinite 
tor Morcan. Wait a moment. Is it 
forward this statement in respect of Mr. 
impeach him? 7 
r. CROMWELL. I am stating facts. 

Senator Morcan. What is your 8 in bringing it forward? You 
88 asked no questions. What is your purpose in bringing this 

Mr. CROMWELL. I am stating facts, Senator. 

Senator Morcan. What is your purpose? 

Mr. CROMWELL. The purpose indicated by the facts. 

Senator MorGan. That is to impeach and contradict him? 

Mr. CROMWELL. It is to state the facts as they exist, and I suppose 
the committee desire the facts. 

Senator Morgan. Do you intend to contradict him? 

Mr. CROMWELL. If the facts contradict him, he is contradicted, 

Senator MorGan, Do you intend to impeach him? 

Mr. CROMWELL. If the facts impeach him, he is impeached. 

The character of an impeaching witness is always in issue, 
and Mr. Cromwell, in his effort to impeach Wallace, invited 
scrutiny into his conduct, especially in respect of Panama Rail- 
road and Panama Canal matters at any and all times when he 
was officially connected with those companies. 

If there could be any legal or other reason for limiting his 
testimony to the period since the railroad and canal were taken 
over by the United States, he brushed it away when he volun- 
tarily became a witness to impeach Wallace, and he opened up 
the investigation of his character and fitness to be a dummy 
stockholder in the railroad and a director thereof and a mem- 
ber of its executive committee and its general counsel to the 
limit of the demand for investigation which the President says 
he courted at the hands of Congress. 

But in matters that are far more important to the people and 
Government of the United States and of Colombia, Panama, 
and France, Cromwell’s conduct in dealing with the Panama 
Canal and railroad since his first connection with each of these 
corporations was such that the committee, under the orders of 
the Senate “to investigate all matters relating to the Panama 
Canal and the government of the Canal Zone and the manage- 
ment of the Panama Railroad Company” was bound to in- 
vestigate. : 

While Cromwell’s fitness for office is inyolved in all the his- 
tory of his dealings with those corporations, the dangerous use 
he has made of such opportunities, both before and since their 
property was turned over to the United States, which he can 
continue to make, are matters that require investigation and 
action by Congress. 

If the Panama Railroad Company is still a New York corpo- 
ration, with the same powers and rights it possessed before 
the majority of the stock was obtained by the old Panama Canal 
Company, and if said rights and powers are legally unaffected 
by the ownership of the stock and property by the United States, 
the board of directors are not restricted in their independence of 
action by such ownership. 

In this undeniable state of facts we can not fail to see that 
the door is wide open to the majority of the board of directors 
to make regulations as to the transportation of commerce, or of 
material for canal construction, or of laborers, or employees, 
or suplies of food, that would retard or prevent work on the 
canal for indefinite periods of time. : 

Should such things happen through the wicked recalcitrancy 
of directors or of the executive committee, or for reasons that 
are fully justified in law, morals, honesty, or public policy, what 
could the President, or Secretary of War, or the Canal Commis- 
sion, or the superintendent of the railroad do to meet and over- 
come the difficulty and save the canal? The answer is that 
they could do nothing legally, or even by force. The Secretary 
of War, in his statement to the committee of the Senate, sug- 
gests that the directors who opposed the will of the President 
or the Commission would have their stock ownership canceled, 
and would thereby be disqualified as directors and their places 
could be filled by appointment. In this he fails to notice that 
the President has no power to appoint directors in a New York 
corporation. 

Let us go a step further and assume that the recalcitrant 
railroad directors are Isthmian Canal Commissioners and that 
the Presiđent can remove them from office as commissioners 
and replace them with others that will obey his orders. We see 
that the case becomes still more difficult, because the substi- 
tuted commissioners, acting on their conscience, may do the 
same thing for which the others were expelled from office. 

In all these suppositions the courts would sustain the direct- 
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ors in the honest exercise of their official rights and powers and 
the President would be denied the power to prescribe to them 
a special line of conduct. 

I have referred to such possible difficulties to ask the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the remedy for such unnecessary conflict 
between the moribund New York corporation and the vital 
powers of the Canal Commission, which is to disregard the 
charter of the Panama Railroad Company in respect of all 
operations of the railroad and place the power where it right- 
fully belongs, in the conduct of the Isthmian Canal Commis- 
sion, 

I will assume, in supporting this suggestion, that there is 
always harmony of action, if not full agreement, between the 
President and the Isthmian Canal Commission; but if there 
should be discord between them it would still be true, under 
the Spooner law, that the President must construct the canal 
through the Isthmian Canal Commission and not without their 
concurrence or in spite of their refusal to consent to his plans or 
precedure. The importance of this check upon the power dele- 
gated to the President, that he shall construct the canal 
through the Commission, can not be overestimated. Without 
it any wild, arrogant, or ignorant person who may happen to 
be President could inflict injury upon the country that many 
generations of our people could not outlive. With this check 
reason and experience can be appealed to to prevent headlong 
folly or corrupt action. 

The President is not permitted to construct the canal through 
or in harmony with a board of directors of the Panama Rail- 
road Company, That instrumentality being an indisputable 
factor in the work of canal construction, and being the ex- 
clusive property of the United States, when Congress empow- 
ered the President to construct the canal through the Canal 
Commission it no more authorized him to take the rightful con- 
trol of the railroad from the Commission and place it or leave 
it in a board of railroad directors than it authorized him to 
take up the railroad and dispense with its further use. 

Above all, it is a blow at the entire work of railroad construc- 
tion to place the motive power that controls it in the hands of 
persons, as directors, who are independent of the Commission 
and are mere agents of an independent New York corporation. 

I have said that Cromwell and his following on the board of 
railroad directors can work mischief to the country that will 
cause us shame and millions of money. If he and his following 
were considered, or had the right to be considered as being in 
the foremost rank of trustworthy men; I would feel bound to 
point out these things and to warn my countrymen of the 
dangers that underlie them. The fact that changes in the rail- 
road directorate are possible every year, and in the Canal Com- 
mission they have been very frequent, in either case the lia- 
bility to put bad men in authority is perilous; and, next, the 
fact that there are no safeguards except impeachment and dis- 


missal from office to protect the country from the Commis- 


sioners, and none whateyer to protect the country from faith- 
less directors. 

In the contract proposed for the construction of the canal 
the rates of transportation of employees and of contractors and 
their families is one-half the rates charged to others for like 
services. The fixing of the rates is not provided for, but, under 
the New York charter, this is done by the board of direetors. 

The proposed contract binds the Government to keep up a line 
of ships between New York and Panama, and San Francisco and 
Panama, to furnish transportation for laborers and others at 
half rates, which means that the Government will pay half the 
costs of such transportation at reasonable rates. I refer to this 
as showing one item in which the railroad board of directors 
will control enormous commercial interests at discretion. 

To further illustrate the great control that the railroad cóm- 
pany exerts over foreign commerce I will quote from the depo- 
sition of Richard L. Walker (Hearings, pp. 3042-3043) the fol- 
lowing statement of the steamship lines with which the Panama 
Railroad Company has special traffic agreements’ to share in 
their freight and passenger receipts at the rate of 25 per cent 
on every voyage for transportation across the Isthmus: 


Senator Mondax. I will get you, if you please, Mr. Walker, to giv 
the names of the different steamship Tines with whom you have fis 
through billing 8 to-day. 

Mr. WALKER. The Royal Mall Steam Packet Company, from London, 
Southampton, and New York to Colon; the Leyland Line and the Har- 
rison Line, from Liverpool to Colon; the Hamburg-Amerika Line, from 
Hamburg and Antwerp to Colon; the Compagnie Générale Transat- 
-lantique, from various ports of France to Colon; La Volace, from 
Italian and Mediterranean ports to Colon; the Compania Transatlan- 
tica, from Barcelona and Spanish ports to Colon: the Hamburg-Amer- 
ika Line, from New York to Colon; the United Fruit Company, from 
New Orleans to Colon; the Compania Sud Americana de Vaporeés, from 
the west coast of South America to Panama; the Pacitic Steam Navi- 

tion Com ny from the west coast of South America to Panama; 
the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, from San Francisco and the way 
ports of Mexico and South America to Panama. I think that is all, 


I could add to this statement other very heavy transactions, 
yielding profits, that are controlled exclusively by the Panama 
Railroad Company without the knowledge of the members of 
the Commission, who hold nominal or perfunctory relations to 
the railroad company as members of the board of directors. 
As I am stating, in a general way, the abuses to which ‘the 
Government is exposed through the operations of this railroad 
company—this artificial entity ”—I will not take time to go 
into the many instances in which the evidence shows that this 
free-lance corporation is robbing the people and the Government. 

A blind confidence in Mr. Shonts as superintendent of the 
railroad and Mr. Drake as deputy of Mr. Shonts and Mr. 
Cromwell as general counsel and Mr. Farnham, his clerk, and 
Señor Obaldia, minister plenipotentiary from Panama, seems 
to have saved the Secretary of War from much trouble in 
superintending railroad matters and in giving out orders to 
the board of directors, as matters progressed; but it has fre- 
quently entailed upon him much perplexity in the post-factum 
examination of their doings and in revoking their action and 
excusing their misconduct. The general counsel seems to have 
been leading counsel in most of these flagrant offenses and is 
happy in receiving compliments where he deserved punishment. 

The “statement” of the Secretary of War submitted to the 
chairman of the committee en the 28th of June, 1906, after the 
committee had agreed that no more testimony should be taken 
until December, I will ask leave to append to my remarks. 

In that statement the Secretary enters upon a careful and 
elaborate defense of Mr. Cromwell against what he calls “ sug- 
gestions” that had been made in the committee. These sug- 
gestions were only questions that were put to Cromwell and 
Drake while they were endeavoring to explain transactions of 
the board of directors of the railroad company, that were called 
to their attention. No argument or suggestion from any mem- 
ber of the committee to emphasize the gravity of the facts as 
they were detailed was necessary, and no charge was made that 
did not necessarily arise out of the facts stated by the wit- 
nesses. 

It seems to me that the belated statement of the Secretary of 
War is an effort to explain away the facts, rather than to show 
that any incorrect“ suggestions as to the culpability of Crom- 
well had been made by any committeeman in the course of the 
examination, : 

Cromwell himself could not have written a more astute and 
plausible argument to excuse or justify these palpable wrongs 
and frauds against the Government. The fine distinctions he 
makes as to the rights of stockholders to distribute among 
themselves, as dividends, money that had been expended neces- 
sarily in betterments on the railroad before the United States 
had acquired the property and to pay these dividends out of 
cash in the treasury of the company, and by selling bonds of 
the company, is worthy of the nice inventive skill and the pro- 
fessional ethics of Cromwell. 

The difficulty with the explanation of the Secretary of War 
is that it does not explain. It confuses the situation and is 
very like the efforts of Cromwell, Drake, and Deming in their 
testimony before the subcommittee of the Committee of the 
House on Interstate and Foreign Commerce in February, 1905, 
to explain how a cash dividend could be honestly declared and 
paid to stockholders out of money that had been expended in 
improvements and betterments on the property of the corpora- 
tion two or three years before the declaration of the dividend. 
Their stock had been Increased in value by such improvements 
and betterments, but they also wanted the money that had 
been so expended in addition. 

Some of it, if not all of it, had been borrowed on bonds issued 
by the company, some of which bonds the company had paid 
and even destroyed, and others were still outstanding in the 
hands of purchasers. They left these debts unpaid and put the 
money in their pockets that should have been applied to them. 

This was the first successful effort to disprove the truth of 
the homely adage, “One can not eat his pie and have it.” 
Cromwell’s neatest work of inventing plans of overreaching 
was done in this project of the railroad company to make the 
United States pay its debts, while they took the money from 
the Treasury that was owing to the bondholders and divided 
it among the stockholders. Cromwell seemed almost to have 
convinced the subcommittee of the House that the bookkeeping 
system that he so adroitly contrived to prove the justice of this 
robbery had actually conyerted the money that had been ex- 
pended in betterments on the railroad one and two years pre- 
viously so that it was in “liquid” cash in the treasury. 

The lamp of Aladdin neyer wrought a more magical change of 
base earth into gold than was accomplished by this magic of 
bookkeeping. But it failed to deceive the able members of that 


subcommittee. In their report they left this matter open for 
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further consideration and confined their applause to the “ con- 
spicucusly able, progressive, and businesslike management” by 
the officers of the Panama Railroad, and say that, owing to the 
shortness of the session and the great press of business the com- 
mittee has not been able to take all the testimony which it 
otherwise would have taken.” 

The Secretary’s suggestion that they passed upon this inquiry 
is not supported by the record. » 

They express no opinion as to the dividends or the bonded 
debt, or financial condition of affairs of the railroad, or as to the 
bookkeeping tergiversations that Cromwell, Drake, and Dem- 
ing had so laborously attempted to explain. The committee 
were alert, searching, and remarkably apt in searching for the 
truth of these unique and suspicious specimens of bookkeeping 
legerdemain, but did not have time to come to any conclusion 
about them, and they dropped it from their report and only re- 
ported the evidence. 

It is on this state of the record that the Secretary of War 
bases the following statement: 


The charge against the management of the Panama Railroad Com- 
pany that the dividends had beem improperly declared and bonds im- 
properly issued was first made by General Davis when he was governor 
of the Canal Zone, in a separate report, as a member of the Canal 
Commission. The report came to my attention in January, 1905. On 
January 12, 1905, the House of Representatives authorized the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, or any subcommittee thereof, 
to 8 the affairs of the Panama Railroad Company, On Jan- 
uary 13, 1905, a committee was appointed, consisting of the following: 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD, Mr. LOVERING, ‘OWNSEND, and Mr. 
ADAMSON, 

The subcommittee reported to Congress that “the testimony shows 
that the management by the officers and directors of the Panama Rall- 
road has been conspicuously able, progressive, and businesslike.” This 
report was made after the fullest investigation into the question of 
dividends declared and bonds issued, and in the light of the statement 
of General Davis in the report already referred to. II the officers of 
the road were examined by the subcommittee, who went to New York 
for the purpose, and who examined all the books of the company. 

It did not seem to me, after this report, that it was necessary for 
me further to investigate the question whether the Panama Canal 
Company was indebted to the United States for an unlawful and im- 
proper declaration of dividends before the United States received the 
canal company's stock in the railroad company, But the question has 
now been further mooted, and I have taken occasion to investigate 
the exact condition of affairs in the railroad company with reference 
to decloration of dividends and issue of bonds. 


I think no one will be found to question the universal belief 
that no abler, wiser, truer, more honest, or more courageous 
man than Gen. George W. Davis has yet been placed on the 
Isthmian Canal Commission. 

The Secretary could not have carefully read the report of the 
subcommittee of the House. Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce before he made that statement. 

In order to bring the truth of history to bear on Cromwell’s 
handling of the Panama Railroad, so far as it is available 
under the screen of concealment that he has so far been able 
to throw over it, under the assumed shelter of privilege as a 
lawyer preserving the secrets of his client, in defiance of. the 
rulings of the Senate Committee on Interoceanic Canals, I will 
make another quotation from the statement of the Secretary of 
War: : 


The railroad company, prior to 1893, had made large net earnings, 
some of which were used in declaring dividends and others in consti- 
tuting a sinking fund to redeem bonds. The last dividend was declared 
in January, 1893, from earnings in the previous years. In 1893 and 
1804 there were losses Instead of profits, due to attempted competition 
with the Pacific Mail Steamship Company. Profits began again in 1895. 
From January, 1895, until March, 1901, when a dividend of 2 per cent 
was declared, the directors adopted the policy of declaring no divi- 
dends whatever. They devoted their earnings, which were large for 
those six yea to the reduction of their bonded indebtedness and in 
part payment for the construction of the La Boca pier, which ulti- 
mately cost about $2,200,000, and other improvements that properly 
might be regarded as additions to the permanent plant and the capital 
of the company. The offer to sell the whole property of the canal 
company, including the shares in the railroad company, was made in 
January, 1902. Between the time of that offer and its actual accept- 
ance by payment of the $40,000,000, May 7, 1904, the Panama Canal 
Company had added to its holdings 24 shares, which it transferred to 
tlie United States without an additional compensation over and above 
the price of $40,000,000. 

The proposition of the canal company to sell its property never 
became a binding contract by definite and unconditional acceptance 
of the United States until after the ratifications were exchanged and 
the treaty between Lannma and the United States was proclaimed on 
February 26, 1904. Indeed. after that the stockholders of the Panama 
Canal Company had to authorize the sale, and the United States never 
became bound as upon contract before the proposed sale was completed 
by the payment of the money. It is hardly necessary for me to 
detail the occurrences between the first proposition in January, 1902, 
and the actual transfer, May 7, 1904; but it may be safely asserted 
that the Spooner Act, which was passed June 28, 1902, prevented 
the President from accepting the offer of the canal company until 
it was decided whether Colombia would grant the Fak r right of 
way, or until, in view of subsequent events, it was decided that the 
treaty with the Republic of Panama would be ratified by the Senate 
of the United States. In other words, the Panama Canal Company 
was in the attitude of one proposing to sell shares in a company whose 
proposal was not accepted, but remained open for acceptance until the 
time when the actual cash was paid. 


r. Esch, Mr. 


This statement has the vigor of argument that a lawyer 
would employ in arguing his own cause and the savor of per- 
sonal interest that I am sure the Secretary of War did not feel 
and the force of important constructions of the agreement for 
the sale of the canal and railroad properties that are antago- 
nistic to the rights of the Government and are serious and un- 
fortunate. 

I infer that, in the heat of the Secretary’s effort to shelter a 
friend who has been entangled in a doubtful situation by the 
testimony of Drake and others on hearings before the commit- 
tee, he has argued with a zeal that outruns discretion. 

But this statement of the Secretary of War opens the door to 
other inquiries that must be conducted by a comparison of 
known facts, proven by others, because Cromwell has so far 
refused to uncover them, and he alone in the United States is 
in possession of all the details that would explain the uses that 
have been made of the Panama Railroad in hostility to the 
laws, public policy, and interests of the Government and people 
of the United States. 

No corporation has eyer been made the instrument of more 
wrongdoing to the people who created it and to other peoples 
and governments. ‘The Panama Canal Company was chartered 
by the State of New York on April 7, 1840. The incorporators 
were thirteen men of character, among the best citizens of the 
United States, with William H. Aspinwall as leader. ‘The capi- 
tal stock was $5,000,000, afterwards raised to $7,000,000, and 
the par of the shares was $100. There were thirteen directors, 
of whom five were a quorum. The directors were to appoint 
one of their number president, and all vacancies in the direc- 
torate were to be filled by them. The corporation was empow- 
ered to take over by purchase a concession made by New 
Granada to Aspinwall, Stevens, and Chauncey for a railroad 
connecting the oceans at Panama. 

Section 9 provides that stockholders are personally liable to 
creditors for debts to the amount of the stock held by them. 

This company opened the way to the treaty of 1846, which is 
the most important we ever had with an American state. 

The railroad was constructed for a sum less than the capital 
stock. From 1852 to December, 1904, the net earnings of the 
company was $38.859,254.30. 

In his deposition before the House committee, Cromwell 
stated as follows: 


Throughout that entire period there were, you see, but two years in 
which a deficit occurred. Those were the years 1893 and 1894, when 
the company was trying one of these experiments. This $35,000,000 
is the colossal return of this property, managed as a combined rail- 
road and steamship business. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. HEPBURN). How much has it diminished its 
debt during that time? 

Mr. CROMWELL. During that period, sir? 

The CHAIRMAN. Compare the debt of 1852 with the debt of to-day. 

Mr. CROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, there was no mertgage on the prop- 
erty in 1852. It was built with the proceeds of the stock, etc. The 
company has never issued but two mortgages in all its history. 

The CHAIRMAN. When were they issued? 

Mr. CROMWELL. The 7 per cent sterling mortgage was issued in 1867, 
and it matured in 1897. It was for $4,000,000. In 1897 it was re- 
placed by the present 431 per cent first mortgage issue. By applying 
earnings to that purpose we have gradually reduced that issue so that 
to-day there are outstanding but $3,159,000 bonds, of which the com- 

any itself owns in its own treasury, as treasury assets, $647,000, leay- 
ine only $2,372,000 in the hands of the public. Thus the original 
mortgage debt of $4,000,000 has been reduced to a net outstanding in- 
debtedness of $2,872,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. When you say “this mortgage,” you mean the last 
one? 

Mr. CROMWELL. Yes, sir; the present 43 first mortgage. 

The CHAIRMAN. The older one was canceled? 

Mr. CroMWELL. Yes, sir; it was canceled in 1897 and replaced by 
the present one I have referred to. I made the sale of $2,000,000 of 
these bonds myself to Messrs. Vermilye & Co., bankers, of New York, 
as a member of the executive committee. I sold them at a good price, 
and from the proceeds of the sale of these 43 per cent bonds, plus 
$705,000 cash out of the treasury, we paid off the balance due on the 
sterling mortgage. 

The Panama Railroad Company is never a borrower. Such a thing 
as issuing a note or bills payable, or anything of that character, is 
unknown to us. We are always a depositor of money at interest. 
For years and years, surely as long as I have been connected with the 
company, it has been a depositor at interest of moneys in the trust 
9 of New York, and it is at this moment. We seldom have 
a balance of less than $500,000 to $1,000,000 in cash. Our balance 
now is over $500,000 at this moment, after paying $350,000 in divi- 
dends on the first of this month. We discount for cash. our accounts 
current for supplies as fast as we can, availing ourselves of every 
means of discount and economy in that way. 


In 1880 De Lesseps came to the United States and organ- 
ized the American committee, consisting of a member from each 
of the great New York houses of J. & W. Seligman, Drexel, 
Morgan & Co., and Winslow, Lanier & Co. Secretary of the 
Navy, Mr. Thompson, was induced to resign and accept the 
chairmanship of the American committee, according to the re- 
port of the House committee of the Fifty-sixth Congress, at a 
salary of $25,000 per annum. General Grant had declined the 
place. 
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The American committee purchased for the Panama Canal 
Company, in 1881, 68,500 shares of the stock of the Panama 
Railroad, at $250 per share, that had been selling for $150. 

The committee of the House say in their report: 

The fact is that these three banking houses named above received, 
apparently for the loan of their names, and for nothing else, to this 
rig ene the Immense sum of 6,000,000 franes, or $1,200, 
$400,000 a piece, or $50,000 a year, was paid these houses without 
the knowledge of the chairman of that committee, who all the time 
supposed that he was the 8 factor in this enterprise and was 
himself receiving only half of that sum annually. 

Such extravagance was a small feature as compared with the 
expenditure of $260,000,000 in less than ten years, with an al- 
leged result of the excavation of two-fifths of the canal, and a 
debt for interest-bearing stock subscriptions and bonds of over 
2,600,000,000 francs resting heavily on the stockholders and 
mainly the industrial people of France, or was, rather, a total 
loss to them. 

The New Panama Canal Company took over all the assets of 
. the old company, and was organized by a court of France under 
a law of the French Assembly dated July 1, 1893. Under this 
law France became sponsor for the new company, and distinctly 
violated the doctrine of all our Congressional resolutions—that 
no foreign government should construct a canal through the 
American Isthmus. 

The French court organized the new company in pursuance of 
this statute, with a capital of 65,000,000 francs, under the stipu- 
lation that it should complete the canal according to the con- 
cessions from Colombia. This capitalization, of which 5,000,000 
francs was given to Colombia for extending the concessions to 
the 83ist of October, 1904, the remainder of the capital being 
$12,000,000, was only enough to show that it was a mere ruse, 
intended to deceive Colombia into quietude and to prevent her 
from forfeiting the entire concession. The promise to complete 
the canal was made by persons many of whom stood convicted in 
the courts of France for felonious frauds on the old company. 
They received pardon for their offenses along with their new 
charter. First and last they paid in about 75 per cent of their 
subscriptions for stock, and they or the purchasers of the stock 
from them have been paid $18,000,000 by the United States out 
of the $40,000,000 deal. 

They have put in no money, issued no bonds or additional 
stock, and have spent about $9,000,000 in engineering and in 
scratching over the surface of the Culebra cut, while the 
dredged channel cut by the dd company has been allowed to fill 
with silt at many places. 

To make matters safe against any forfeiture of the canal 
(Wyse) concession by Colombia, the old” company sold the 
Panama Railroad to this new company. If they completed the 
canal, they were to have the railroad without any money com- 
pensation. If they failed to complete the canal, they were to 
pay the old company $5,000,000 for it; but in no case could they 
sell it. Why was this strange feature introduced into this 
contract? It must have been because the railroad was a neces- 
sary part of the canal for construction purposes, but was pro- 
tected from reverting to Colombia, under the Wyse conces- 
sion, in case of its forfeiture, because it was under a New York 
charter and a separate concession, as to which there was no 
cause or ground of forfeiture. Mr. Attorney-General Knox, 
in his opinion on the subject of the canal, says the old and the 
New Panama Canal companies were partners in all the prop- 
erty after it was turned over to the new company. I quote 
what he says in his opinion, as follows: 

The essential nature of each of the two companies, the New 
Panama Canal Company and the old Panama Canal Company, is that 


of a voluntary partnership, their powers being similar to those of an 
individual Frenchman—an individual merchant corresponding to the 


new company and an individual who is not a merchant to the old com- 
pany. ese companies have, therefore, the same power to sell their 
property that an individual Frenchman would have, subject to the 
right of third parties to oppose the sale because of claims against the 


property for debts, etc. 


The railroad was the only paying asset in the entire partner- 
ship, and it was carefully guarded against all comers. Some- 
times the dividends were paid to the liquidator of the old com- 
pany and sometimes to the president of the new company, but 
how they were divided will remain unknown until Mr. Cromwell 
consents to answer. 

It was obvious from the time and under the circumstances 
attending the creation of the new company that there was no 
real purpose to complete the canal, and it was either to be for- 
feited to Colombia or disposed of to the United States—the only 
possible future owner. 

The proposition to dump it onto the United States, under the 
charming idea of its “Americanization,” was agreed upon by the 
directors of the new company on the 18th of November, 1898, 
and was communicated to the President of the United States by 


J. Bonnardel, president of the board of directors. 


It has been 
often printed, but I will append a copy to my remarks. 
Cromwell was asked by Mr. Boyard, agent of the canal com- 
pany, to become a director in the railroad, company, and says 
he bought 14 shares to qualify himself and others for that office. 


(See hearings, pp. 1141 and 3062). 
1903. (Hearings, p. 3036.) 

Cromwell was appointed general counsel of the railroad in 
1893 and of the canal company in 1896. Bonnardel's plan of 
Americanization was made December 18, 1898, and Cromwell's 
programme is duted November 21, 1899. 3 

These consecutive events show that the New Panama Canal 
Company in fact abandoned any purpose to complete the canal, 
if it ever had any, and to dump the property on the United 
States, and that Cromwell was appointed general counsel of the 
railroad and canal company for that purpose. 

The desperation of this effort was manifest in the industry, 
overreaching, and recklessness with which it was followed up. 

One point was necessary to be accomplished that caused Co- 
lombia to revolt against the demands of the canal company. 
It was a further prolongation of the Wyse concession from 1904 
to 1910—-six years. This was one of the professional jobs that 
Cromwell was to undertake as general counsel for the canal 
company. The prolongation was not wanted to complete the 
canal. It was wanted to give more time to exploit the plan for 
the Americanization of the canal. - 

The Hepburn bills were passing through the House in succes- 
sive Congresses, and that fact made the necessity for the exten- 
sion of the Wyse concession very urgent. Such an extension was 
a lease of life for the concession that Colombia could not de- 
stroy, with France to back.the new company which it had cre- 
ated, for twelve years after the date of Bonnardel’s offer to 
the United States, as president of the New Canal Company, on 
the 18th of November, 1898. 

Without such extension it was impossible to get the United 
States to undertake such a work; or that Cromwell's New Jer- 
sey corporation of the “ New Panama American Canal,” or the 
company he attempted to organize in 1899, would undertake it, 
with only six years, or five years, of the life of the Wyse con- 
cession remaining. 

With the hands of Colombia tied hard and fast, and with 
France to protect the New Panama Canal Company, it was a 
safe calculation that some disposition could be made of the canal 
property and the Panama Railroad that would be profitable to 
the stockholders of the new company, and Cromwell, as general 
counsel of the railroad and of the canal, struck out actively for 
such a result. He held the practical control of both companies 
and became the negotiator for Marroquin, President of Co- 
lombia, and for the canal and railroad properties to bring about 
a sale to the United States. How he acquired the power over 
the Government of Colombia to be associated with Concha, Mar- 
roquin’s minister in the negotiation of the Hay-Concha treaty, 
he conceals from Congress by refusing to answer questions pro- 
pounded to him by the Senate committee, on a pretext of pro- 
fessional privilege that could not possibly exist in his favor. 

This project of forcing from Colombia an additional conces- 
sion of time, from 1904 to 1910, led to civil war in Colombia 
that lasted from 1898 to 1903 and destroyed 100,000 lives and 
created a debt of $6,000,000. Cromwell was cognizant of the 
steps and proceedings that led to this civil war, as is shown by 
his letter to Secretary Hay of December 5, 1898, which I will 
append to my remarks. 

I will now present a synopsis of the facts known to Crom- 
well, on which he based the statements in that letter, some of 
the most important of them being stated in the letter. 

Sanclemente was elected President and Marroquin was 
elected Vice-President of Colombia in 1898 and entered. office in 
the summer of that year. The Congress was elected and took 
office at the same period. The Congress was elected for two 
years. After Sanclemente was inducted into the Presidency 
the Panama Canal Company proposed to him to pay Colombia 
5,000,000 francs ($1,000,000) for an extension of the Wyse con- 
cession from 1904 to 1910. He referred the offer to Congress, 
which was then in session, for ratification, as he was bound to 
do by the constitution of Colombia. Congress considered the 
offer and rejected it. Thereupon Sanclemente announced his 
purpose to ratify the contract as President and acrept the 
5,000,000 francs, notwithstanding the refusal of Congress to 
accept the agreement. Congress then declared his office vacant 
and adjourned sine die and did not again meet. Sanclemente 
declared Colombia to be in a state of siege and assumed dicta- 
torial powers. 

Civil war ensued in many of the provinces, and the Liberal 
party issued a manifesto. 

On the 26th of April, 1900, Sanclemente accepted the 5,000,000 


This date was March 31, 
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francs from the canal company and issued the decree granting 
the extension of the Wyse concession from the 31st of October, 
1904, to the 31st of October, 1910. Soon after Sanclemente was 
remoyed from the Presidency by a decree of the supreme court 
on the ground that he had violated the constitution by resid- 
ing away from Bogota, the capital of Colombia, and Marro- 
quin, Vice-President, took office as President. Sanclemente died 
soon after he was thus deposed, and Marroquin prosecuted the 
civil war against the Liberals. 

The Concha treaty was concluded, the Spooner law was en- 
acted, and the Hay-Herran treaty was concluded and ratified 
by the Senate while civil war was flagrant in Colombia. It 
reached Panama, and the Liberal forces gained such victories 
as to disable Marroquin’s forces, unaided, to hold the country. 

Our Government took control of the Panama Railroad with 
the consent of that company to enforce the right of free transit 
granted in the treaty of 1846, and interposed its power to pre- 
vent the Liberals from attacking the city of Panama. The re- 
sult was a capitulation that provided for the election of a new 
Congress for Colombia, with the express purpose of ratifying 
the Hay-Herran treaty. 

That Congress met on June 20, 1903, and rejected the Hay- 
Herran treaty. 

Pig act led to the alleged secession of Panama in November, 
1903. 

This synopsis of the facts shows that this civil war was the 
result of the rejection by act of Congress of the offer of the 
canal company to purchase the extension of the Wyse conces- 
sion from 1904 to 1910, and the refusal of the people, after the 
civil war was ended by capitulation, to elect a Congress that 
would ratify the Hay-Herran treaty, which gave Colombia 
no voice or part in fixing the price of the sale of the canal and 
ber reversionary rights in it and in the railroad to the United 
States, but treated the full ownership of both as being in the 
canal company. 

Colombia was permitted to either accept or reject the price 
of the property fixed by the canal company and no more. She 
refused the terms, thereby incurring the angry hostility of the 
President of the United States and of Mr. Cromwell, and her 
temerity cost her the secession of Panama. 

Cromwell's intimacy with Marroquin while he was prose- 
cuting the bitter and bloody civil war te enforce Sanclemente’s 
* decree for a six years’ further extension of the Wyse conces- 
sion is shown by his letter that the President sent to Congress 
with the Concha treaty as an argument in its favor, which I 
will append to my remarks. His eulogy on the glorious atti- 
tude of Colombia, except for its fulsome and. vapid exaggera- 
tions, would become any Spanish hidalgo who ever rattled his 
spurs or brandished his sword in vindication of his country’s 
honor. Marroquin seems to have resented this officiousness 
when he refused to urge the ratification of the Hay-Herran 
treaty upon the Congress of 1903, and incurred the bitter re- 
sentment of the President ef the United States. 

Cromwell, in his examination before the committee, halted at 
his letter of December, 1898, to Mr. Hay, and, spreading the 
mantle of professional privilege, as a lawyer, to protect the 
sacredness of his secrets, refused to make any explanation of 
that letter or to state anything respecting his knowledge of, 
or his dealings with, affairs in Colombia until he asserted the 
fact that he had blossomed out as a Colombian diplomatist, in 
his letter expounding the Concha treaty. After that exposure 
he again closed his shell and refused to speak of his participa- 
tion in the secession of Panama and the negotiation of the Hay- 
Varilla treaty. He even hides that transaction under the 
screen of professional privilege, as general counsel for the 
Panama Canal Company. 

This work with Sanclemente and Marroquin, as to which he 
refused to testify, and a few visits to Paris for consultation, 
and his letter to Secretary Hay, and his services as counsel, 
witness, and lobbyist to put down the Hepburn bill in the House 
of Representatives is all the business he is willing to admit 
that he did for the Panama Canal Company. 

For this he got an allowance for office expenses and for con- 
sultations with an engineer, including his fees, and he received 
not exceeding $200,000 in money for professional services dur- 
ing his employment by that company, and still has a large sum 
due from that company which he has been “too busy” to give 
his attention. No bill has been rendered for what is yet due, 
and no special contract exists for compensation. This service 
extended over seven years, nearly $30,000 per annum, besides 
his salary of $6,000 per annum paid by the railroad for eleyen 
years, or $66,000; in all, $266,000. 

I haye traced Cromwell’s line of conduct in his dealings with 
Colombia, which is not wholly concealed, in spite of his alleged 
professional privilege, that I might point out more distinctly 


his line of action, as director and as general counsel of the 
Panama Railroad, in aid of the purpose of the canal company to 
break its promise to complete the canal and to prevent Colombia 
from enjoying its rights under the Wyse concession. 

The canal company had no doubt that the railroad, which had 
yielded more than $38,000,000 in net profits in a period of fifty 
years, was as good a piece of property as could be found in the 
world at a cost of $18,000,000. That sum is $1,000,000 in excess 
of all the cash that the stockholders paid into the New Panama 
Canal Company, viz, $12,000,000, and of the $5,000,000 they 
were to pay to the old company for the railroad if they failed 
to complete the canal. 

In the event of such failure they would get back all the money 
they had paid into the treasury of the canal company and would 
get the railroad for $5,000,000. So that the transaction was 
perfectly safe, even if Colombia should acquire all the canal 
property by the forfeiture of the Wyse concession. 

This forfeiture was certain, unless France should interpose to 
prevent it, for the New Panama Canal Company was neither 
able nor willing to complete the canal. From the beginning they ~ 
had no such purpose. Their purpose was to “Americanize” the 
canal, as they called the dumping operation they planned to get 
rid of it. Obviously, then, all the value that the canal company 
could transfer to the railroad from canal work and property 
was so much sayed from the grasp of Colombia, if the dumping 
operation failed. 

In this feature of the operation the talents, skill, experience, 
and good nature of Cromwell as director, executive committee- 
man, and general counsel of the railroad company was valu- 
able, and was not overpaid by the salary of $6,000 per annum 
and other valuable perquisites. 

Among the earlier of many such operations was the sale of 
ears, locomotives, and other machinery that had accumulated on 
the hands of the canal company to the railroad company for 
$400,000. A purchase that the railroad company had no need 
to make, and would never have made from a stranger. This 
money was paid from the gross earnings of the railroad 
company. 

The canal company sold wharfs and derricks to the railroad 
company and did much work in renewing its tracks and remoy- 
ing them, for which the railroad company paid out of its gross 
earnings. ‘ è 

The railroad bed was laid and equipped by the Aspinwall 
company from Colon to the city of Panama, and so continues to 
the present time. In its concession the railroad company was 
bound to extend its tracks to deep water at or near Perico 
Island, a distance of 3 miles. The canal company dug a channel 
for steamships, about 3 miles long and 30 feet deep, from a point 
near that island to the coast at La Boca, about 3 miles west of 
Panama City, and built.a pier there for the handling and unload- 
ing of ships of the greatest dimensions that come to the Bay of 
Panama. 

All that was done by the canal company was canal work, 
under the Wyse concession, and in case of its forfeiture it 
would revert to Colombia. To prevent this the canal company 
sold its ditch and pier and plant to the railroad company and 
was paid for it out of the gross earnings of the railroad and in 
bonds more than $2,122,000, thus placing that much of the canal 
property in the ownership of the railroad and out of the reach 
of forfeiture by Colombia, if the Wyse concession should be 
forfeited. 

To make sure of this ownership of the canal property, through 
the ratification of the agreement by Colombia and Panama, and 
to secure the substitution of this agreement as a compliance 
with the terms of the concession of Colombia to the railroad 
company that it should build its track out to deep water from 
the terminus at Panama, the railroad company created a regular 
diplomatic mission to Bogota, on which, with others, a relative 
of Marroquin was appointed. The negotiations of these diplo- 
matists were protracted, formal, and astute, and were under 
the supervision of Counsel Cromwell of the railroad company, 
who wrote many of the most difficult and intricate dispatches, 
some of which are spread at large upon the minutes of the rail- 
road company. Drake's testimony gives quite an account of 
these negotiators and their doings and writings, and shows that 
the important ministers were officers or stockholders of the 
railroad company, or of the canal company, and sometimes of 
both companies. In this fraternization of these companies in 
a negotiation that added to the property of the railroad com- 
pany and saved the canal company from the peril of its con- 
fiscation, the canal company gave the direction to the oper- 
ations. 

All this diplomatic play furnished the opportunity to Crom- 
well to draw near to Marroquin and to gain his consent, as 
President of Colombia, to the sale of the canal concession and 
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property to the United States on the terms and conditions of 
the Hay-Concha treaty, which was so greatly extolled in the 
letter of Cromwell which our President sent to Congress. 

Finally, the La Boca matter was closed by heavy payments 
to Colombia and Panama, and the postponement of the right of 
Colombia to require the extension of the railroad track to deep 
water for thirty years. This was a strategic coup that cut 
Colombia off from claiming the reversion of the La Boca pier 
and ditch and the railroad leading to it, if the Wyse concession 
should be forfeited, leaving the railroad concession to stand as 
thus amended, but the railroad company had to pay all the costs 
of the campaign out of its gross earnngs or bonds. 

This American corporation in French ownership and under 
the twin powers and advantages of an American lawyer, who 
was general counsel for the railroad company and the canal 
company, was used to hammer Colombia, who was our near 
friend since 1846, into terms that made her right to the re- 
version of the canal property under the Wyse concession of no 
avail or worth to her, because she had been tricked into a 
change in the situation by Cromwell's diplomacy that cut her 
off at least for thirty years from access with a canal to the 
Bay of Panama by any feasible route. The railroad under this 
new agreement held the only available route for a canal from 
Miraflores to the Bay of Panama at least for thirty years, 
and that ended the whole value of reversionary interest of Co- 
lombia under the Wyse concession, and its further forfeiture 
would have left her by way of reversion only the miserable 
scrap heap of metal and machinery scattered through the jungle 
that we have paid for under the head of “ Errors and omissions ” 
at an enormous cost. This is the result of the La Boca enter- 
prise. That destroyed the canal route, under the Wyse con- 
cession, if it was forfeited to Colombia. In such an event it 
would belong to the Panama Railroad under the manipulation 
of Counsel-General Cromwell, but at an enormous cost. 

Then bonds began to issue to the public from a company that 
had never owed a dollar that it could not pay prior to 1896, 
and deficits began to defame a corporation that had always had 
money for large dividends after heavy current expenditures. 

From 1898 until the Spooner law was enacted Cromwell and 
Bo rushed their dumping policy until $40,000,000 was in sight 
for the canal company, of which the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany would get $18,000,000 and the railroad. The contract of 
sale to the United States was to be completed even at the cost 
to Colombia of the loss of the State or Province of Panama. 
And it was lost to Colombia. A decree that is stronger than any 
law in the statutes or in the treaty books was made, and it 
brought the ownership of that Canal Zone and the railroad to 
the United States. Colombia was left out in the cold, in com- 
pany with the débris of our broken treaty, and Panama “ rose 
as one man” and got the $10,000,000 we had admitted to be due 
to Colombia. 

While the railroad stock remained in the hands of the “ two 
partners,” as Mr. Attorney-General Knox describes the old and 
the New Panama Canal companies, the quiet robbery of the 
beehive began while the bees were preparing to leaye it, and 
Mr. Cromwell was the king bee in the devastation. 

He objected to the jurisdiction of the committee to inquire 
into any matter that was antecedent to the date of the sale of 
the property to the United States, forgetting that he had con- 
tended that Bo's offer of sale in January, 1902, was confirmed 
by the final sale that occurred in May, 1904, and was a part of 
it, and that he claimed that Bo's offer carried interest until it 
was confirmed. Mr. Secretary of War also uses this fallacy as 
a serious argument. Cromwell also forgot that while he was 
testifying before the committee he was, as counsel for the canal 
company, pressing a claim before the President as arbitrator 
for the work done on the canal from the date of Bo’s offer until 
May 19, 1904, amounting to more than $1,000,000, which demand 
has been rejected by the President very recently. 

This work was done in a way so perfunctory and at such 
waste of machinery that its value to the United States was al- 
most nil. While doing it they allowed excavated parts of the 
canal that were dug and dredged by the old company to fill 
up, and our engineers assert that the machinery turned over to 
us was, and is, in a state of uselessness; and the great bulk of it 
has gone into a condition where it is of no value even as scrap 
iron. They say it would have been an adyantage to our work 
if none of it had been left in the Canal Zone. 

It was for this sort of work that the Secretary of War, in his 
statement, excused and justified the railroad company, under 
the advice of the “ general counsel,” in using money that should 
have been applied to the repair of the old steamships—the Alli- 
ança and the Finance—that were laid up as being unseaworthy. 
The proposition is distinctly proved that the directors of the 
railroad company willfully and without excuse suffered its prop- 
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erty to decay and deteriorate when they had plenty of money 
to keep it at least in the state of repair that it was in when 
M. Bô offered to sell it to the United States; and this deprecia- 
tion ran riot from the time it was known that B6’s proposition 
to sell it for $40,000,000 to the United States was agreed to, in 
every and any event. 

Bô’s proposition was that of a desperate gambler who was 
playing for the forlorn hope of saving the New Panama Canal 
Company all the money it had expended on the canal for the 
purchase of pardons of felons and the remission of fines they 
had incurred in robbing the old company.. M. Hutin, the director- 
general of the canal and railroad, had caused the property 
that was turned over to the new company to be valued by law- 
ful and sworn appraisers. They valued it at $109,000,000. 
When the Walker Commission offered an estimate of $40,000,000 
as the value of the property, Hutin refused to accept it and re- 
signed his office, from which he was driven by M. Bo. He 
was elected president of the board of directors, and hastened to 
snap up Admiral Walker’s tentative bid of $40,000,000 by cable. 
The throwing away of $69,000,000 in this reckless game left a 
debt due to the French people of more than $1,000,000,000. 
When they realized their loss and that the men who had 
wrecked the old company were pardoned for their crimes, on 
the promise to complete it for 40 per cent of its profits, and 
that the Government had opened this door to the final robbery 
of the people, Paris shook as if in the throes of an earthquake. 
Cabinet ministers resigned. The French Assembly was thrown 
into furious excitement, and De Lesseps, the greatest and least 
culpable of the canal officers, was condemned to the penitentiary 
while on his deathbed—a vicarious sufferer for the crimes of 
others. x 

The Walker Commission thought they could construct the 
canal at $5,000,000 saving under the cost of the Nicaragua route, 
and Cromwell stepped forward and accomplished his plan of 
Americanizing the Panama Canal by adding to the French de- 
bacle the robbery of Colombia, at the cost of civil war. 

The directors of the railroad company, who had been chosen 
by the Panama Canal Company and the general counsel, re- 
mained in office from the time of Bo's offer to sell, and before 
that time, until the United States paid for the property on May 
9, 1904, and after that time until April 1, 1905. Some Canal 
Commissioners were injected into the board, as places could be 
made for them by resignations, until April 1, 1906, when all the 
board were elected by order of the Secretary of War and are 
now subject to his orders in every official act, 

It is a pardonable pride of authority he enjoys in being left 
to his own will, independently of Congress, in directing such a 
body of directors, and he would have had a peaceful reign but 
for the inexperienced Shonts and the uncontrollable Cromwell. 
He has steadily endeavored to repair the breaches of the law 
and the continuous forays they have made to secure profitable 
jobs for their friends, such as the postal arrangement, the tariff 
arrangement, and the supply of food to laborers for the benefit 
of the Panamanians. 

In all these benevolences Cromwell led, representing the Gov- 
ernment of Panama as general counsel and the Panama legation 
as general counsel, and the Panama Railroad, and also the Pan- 
ama Canal Company. His generosity with the concessions he 
made for the United States fortunately had the support of an 
affluent Government, and his altruism had the support of our 
most generous President and our most amiable Secretary of 
War. 

The statement of the Secretary, which I append to my re- 
marks, does not refer to the Markel contract, or the doctoring 
of records, or the issue, unlawfully, of $600,000 in railroad 
bonds, or the borrowing of money on bonds to pay debts of the 
Canal Commission, or the use of canal funds to buy ships to 
let on void charter parties to the railroad company, or the con- 
venience, that was substituted for the law, for handling the 
current income of railroad earnings, or the failure of the rail- 
road company to account for its earnings and expenditures 
with the Treasury of the United States. All these and other 
like transactions baye become as familiar as a chronie dis- 
order that attracts neither the sympathy or attention of anyone 
except the sufferer. They had happened and passed over and 
are almost forgotten. Z 

We are, happily, a forgetful and forgiving people as to all 
wrongs and eyils that are nonusable for party purposes. 

It was some other cases besides the piccadillos I have men- 
tioned that had escaped the public attention until disclosed in 
the hearings that have called forth the great skill and ability 
of the Secretary of War to save Cromwell from himself by his 
statement. 

I have noticed one point in that statement about the use of 
the money of the railroad company in paying dividends from 


funds that had long before been expended in betterments and 
improvements on the property represented by the stock in the 
company. ? 

I can not conceive of the justice or morality of a party who, 
after offering property for sale, when the offer is conditionally 
accepted, engages in the secret work of robbing the property of 
its value. It is not larceny, because the delivery has not been 
completed, but it is a meaner crime, because it involves a breach 
of trust. 5 

I will append to my remarks the entire cable correspondence 
between the New Panama Canal Company and the Walker 
Commission, as reported by them, that Senators and others 
who are new to this subject may be informed. And also a 
letter and powers of attorney giving to Cromwell the power to 
renew the offer of the canal company to sell its property after 
the “ Bô” proposal had failed by its own time limitations. 

I have only time now to call earnest attention to these facts, 
with the observation that the Bô offer, which was condi- 
tionally accepted by Attorney-General Knox, was in the fol- 
lowing words: 


> . Paris, January 9, 1902. 
Admiral WALKER, Washington, D. C.: 


The New Panama Canal Company declares that it is ready to ac- 
cept for the totality, without exception, of its propert and rights 
on the Isthmus the amount of $40, 0,000, the above offer to remain 
in force up to March 4, 1903. 


B 
President of the Sard. 
This was accepted, but failed to materialize, because, accord- 


ing to the saying, “the rabbit must be caught before it is 
skinned.” 


Cromwell, nothing daunted, demanded of the Government of 


the United States a renewal of the agreement with the canal 
company, in the terms of the very remarkable document which 
I append to my remarks, seht to me by the Department of 
State. 

There is no actual proof that this agreement was made with 
the President, but the history of events following it show that 
it included the plan to assist Panama in her so-called “ revolt” 
against Colombia. What else can be the meaning of this clause, 
emphasized in italics, in the document lodged in the Depart- 
ment of State by Cromwell? I will quote it. 

After reciting that the BO agreement had expired on the 3d 
of March, 1903, by the want of ratification of the Hay-Herran 
treaty, he says: 

It is mutually recognized that the ratification of the said treaty, in 
the form in which it is now pending, at a date anterior to March 4, 
1905, is, by the parties, accepted as being in conformity with the offer, 
the acceptance, and the confirmation above mentioned. This provi- 
sion shall apply also to the concluston of a 8 N $ under another form, 
or in any wey, which may be satis 5 to the United States, and 
which maintains, without modification, the provisions of articles £ 
and £2 of the pending treaty. It is understood that in any case the 


term above mentioned may be prolonged by mutual consent of the 
parties should occasion arise, 


The treaty he speaks of is the Hay-Herran treaty, which was 
rejected by Colombia. The treaty, “in another form, or in any 
way,” is an open threat against Colombia, whose honor he had 
extolled in his letter on the Conchas treaty. 

Here is a clear forecast of the fact that Colombia would be 
forced to accept the Hay-Herran treaty or else lose Panama 
through its secession. 

No other way to force the sale of the canal to the United 
States by the canal company was thought of or was imagi- 
nable except the then threatened secession of Panama. Thus 
Cromwell paraded the poisoned chalice before our Government 
that he was to assist in pressing to the lips of Colombia. 

In every aspect of the situation the sale by the canal com- 
pany of its property to the United States, including the Panama 
Railroad, was settled in January, 1902, under the Bô agreement, 
and was secretly continued under the Cromwell act of adoption 
in 1904. 

In these two years, and even after March 9, 1904, when the 
sale to the United States was completed, the- robbery of the 
treasury of the Panama Railroad went on under the leadership 
of Cromwell for the benefit of his other client, the Panama 
Canal Company. This alleged American added another to the 
list of insolent wrongs that had been inflicted on the United 
States by this New York corporation in the hands of a French 
company. 3 

In the statement of the Secretary of War, which justifies 
these acts and many others of the Panama Railroad Company 
under the leadership of Cromwell, and is, virtually, a plea for 
his further continuance in power, I find the following founda- 
tion statement of principles and alleged facts upon which the 
Secretary relies: - 


The proposal to sell the pro; of the canal company and its shares 
of . n the railroad fi nai contained no representations as to 
the condition of the railroad company or its treasury or its stock or 
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its bonds. The proposal was merely to sell the shares held by the 
Panama Canal Company in the Panama Railroad Company. nder 
these circumstances the question is what obligation there was on the 

rt of the Panama Canal Company, as the largest stockholder in the 

anama Railroad Company, to preserve the value of the shares which 
it proposed. to transfer to the United States. In the first place it is 
to noted that the re of $40,000,000 contained In the proposal 
did not carry with it interest, and that when the United States paa 
the fixed price in the proposal it therefore paid no interest. Strictly 
ers there was no contract obligation on the part of the Panama 

anal Company to make the sale which it proposed to make in January, 
1902, because there was no consideration for the option given which 
would make the proposal a binding one. 


On the authority of the report of the Walker Commission, 
in explanation of the scope of the offer of M. Bô, which report 
is dated January 30, 1902, and is unquestionably the statement 
on which the Spooner law was based, I find that the railroad 
property, assets, outstanding liabilities, and credts are thus 
enumerated ; 

i EN Paris, January 14, 1902—9.45 p. m. 
President Isthmian Canal Commission ; 
Corcoran Building, Wash ington: 


We send by mail letter confirming cable 11th 1 and, under 
registered package, pareat August 2, agreement with liquidator, and 
three extracts showing powers of board.- All these documents are cer- 
tilled to by the United States consulate-general. 


Bo, 
President of the Board. 


The “totality, without exception, of its property and rights on the 
Isthmus,” mentioned in the 9 of Lene 9, — the fol- 
low ing classes of property: 


1. LANDS NOT BUILT ON. 
s 


s * + s * * 
2. BUILDINGS. 
* . * + * . * 
3. PLANT. 
* * u + 


* * * 
4 4. WORK DONE. 
. . s -. s * + 


5. PANAMA RAILROAD. 


Of the existing 70,000 shares of the Panama Railroad, the canal com- 
pany will transfer to the United States all but about 1,100 shares. 
These latter are held by a few individuals residing in various parts of 
the United States and in Euro As it will not be the policy of the United 
States to so manage the railroad as to secure a large revenue, it is 

robable that the holders of these shares will in time find it to their 
nterest to dispose of them at the price fixed by the Commission for the 
other shares, viz, their par value. At par the value of the 68,863 
705886 GR be transferred to the United States by the canal company is 

Against this property are mortgage bonds to the amount of $3,439,- 
000. Of this amount, the company owns $871,000, which it has pled; 
as collateral for its debt to the Panama Canal Com ny deseri 
below, and it also holds in its treasury $1,064,000 subject to sale or 
cancellation, leaving outstanding in the hands of the public $1,504,000, 
The bonds bear 41 per cent interest. 

‘There are outstanding also $996,000 6 per cent sinking-fund subsi 
bonds, but this liability is an amortization of the annual yment o 
$225,000 due the Colombian Government under its concession for the 
period ending November 1, 1910. 

The railroad company owes $986,918 to the Panama Canal Company, 
mainly on account of the construction of the pine at La Boca. 

Its total Liabilities, therefore, are $2,490,918, not counting the sink- 
ing-fund subsidy bonds, for which the Colombian Government has re- 
ceived the benefit and for which it should make allowance to the United 
States in the negotiations for treaty rights. 

- Its cash assets January 15, 1902, were $438,569.33. 

It owns three passenger and freight steamers of American registry, 
the Atanga, Advance, and Finance, of approximately 2,000 tons net 
each, which, together with a chartered steamer, the Orizaba, run be- 
tween New York and Colon on a weekly schedule. For the past year 
it has operated a line of chartered steamers of American registry be- 
tween San Francisco and Panama. These steamers, owned and char- 
tered, on the Atlantic and Pacific constitute the Panama Rallroad 
ai wasn 7 Line. 

The railroad 5 owns an undivided half interest in the islands 
of- Naos, Culebra, Perico, and Flamenco, in the Bay of Panama, the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company being the joint owner. 

Besides its right of way, terminals, wharves, and considerable areas 
of land, it owns nearly the whole of the town of Colon, the houses 
there being constructed under leases. 

The railroad company has no operating contracts which can not be 
terminated in ninety days. 

The work of comatenetinkt the canal will largely increase the business 
of the railroad, and will enable it to pay off its liabilities in a very few 
years. After the completion of the canal its commercial profits will 
8 cease, but it will have a value incidental to operating the 
canal. Š 


How could it be that this item of cash assets January 15, 
1902, $438,569.33, was put into that statement when “the 
proposal was merely to sell the shares held by tħe Panama 
Canal Company in the Panama Railroad Company?” It is 
either an impeachment of the veracity of the Walker Commis- 
sion or of the statement made by the Secretary of War just 
quoted. It also refiects on Congress for acting on the facts as 
reported by the Walker Commission without taking notice that 
we were dealing with the worst set of sharps that had ever 
been pardoned out of penitentiary convictions by the French 
Government. I do not think it necessary to follow further the 
mistaken facts and very questionable conceptions of the moral 
duties of those who sell property for future delivery, dependent 
upon future events, to keep the property intact from spoliation 
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by the vender until the time arrives for the completion of the 
contract by delivery. 

It is quite surprising to hear the Secretary put this proposi- 
tion of common morality to Congress. He says that “under 
these circumstances the question is what obligation there was 
on the part of the Panama Canal Company, as the largest 
stockholder in the Panama Railroad Company, to preserve the 
value of the shares which it proposed to transfer to the United 
States.” Such a question, “under the circumstances,” is so 
coldly technical and so oblivious of the duties of these corpora- 
tions, under the direction of Cromweli, who was general counsel 
of both companies and director in the railroad company, and 
was, as he swears, the negotiator of the Bô contract and of 
the contract, that concluded the purchase of the canal and rail- 
road in a single transaction, that it surprises the country that 
it could be asked by the Secretary of War. ~ 

There was no part of this series of transactions that was 
not intimately known to Cromwell, including the report of the 
Walker Commission. If he had stated the doctrines and ex- 
cuses set up for him by the Secretary of War, in his own tes- 
timony, no one would have believed him. As they are stated 
by the Secretary of War, evidently on information furnished by 
Cromwell, they must be taken cum grano salis. 

Then follows a very complex statement and argument by the 
Secretary as to the magical bookkeeping by which investments 
in betterments and repairs that all railroad companies pay out 
of current earnings, when they are sufficient, are afterwards 
dug up and converted into cash in the treasury, and paid out to 
stockholders. This is the same puzzle that the House commit- 
tee wrestled with and could not solve. This story is impeached 
on its face as a false excuse for a serious moral dereliction to 
the deception and injury of the United States. I leave it to the 
Senate to find any possible excuse for it in the statements of 
the Secretary of War. 

The issue of bonds for the repair of steamers is a flagrant in- 
stance of pocketing money in dividends, salaries, and other ex- 
penditures that stood ready in the Treasury to pay for ship 
repairs, and leaving the cost of such repairs to hang over the 
railroad property as a liability to be paid by the United States. 
Crafty bookkeeping does not disguise the fact that this debt 
was created before the United States got control of the prop- 
erty to be paid after the $40,000,000 was paid by our Govern- 
ment. 

The Secretary of War says, “I do not hesitate to say that I 
think it would have been much wiser if the company had not 
issued the $265,000 of bonds, but had paid the whole sum in 
cash, as it might easily have done, for it had at the time 
$700,000 in cash in the treasury.” 

The benefit of the doubt between wisdom and robbery in 
creating this debt, which the Secretary kindly gives to Crom- 
well, might be more tolerable if the $700,000 had not been dis- 
tributed in dividends to the New Panama Canal Company, 
Cromwell's liberal patron, and to himself as a stockholder. 

It is due to the Canal Commission to say that none of them 
were on the railroad board of directory when the bonds were 
issued to the Cramps for repairs to be put on the ships. When 
any of them went on the Commission they found the contracts 
in existence and executed in large part by the railroad com- 
pany, and it was too late to annul them. 

For a piece of fancy work in finance and bookkeeping, the 
repair of the Allianga and the Finance has been rarely out- 
classed. 

I will not further comment on the statement of the Secretary 
of War in exoneration of Cromwell. I have only referred to it 
as a conclusive proof that the Panama Railroad Company, in 
the control of the French canal companies, has been the most 
reckless and predatory agency that ever assailed the commer- 
cial interests, the Treasury, and the honor of the United States. 

The celebrated Huntington contracts with the Panama Rail- 
road Company for the monopoly of the coastwise traffic crossing 
the Isthmus and the railroad traffic crossing the continent, 
which cost our Pacific coast people and others hundreds of mil- 
lions of dollars, continued for about fifteen years, and went 
down under adverse legislation by Congress for about two 
years, when it was renewed with Cromwell's assistance, until 
it was suppressed recently by order of the President. But this 
arrangement, in principle, was renewed by agreements with 
foreign steamship lines, and is the same monopoly under terms 
that are somewhat different; but they still exclude the ships of 
all nations, including America, that are not in general lines of 
transportation companies, on both oceans, from the benefit of 
the cut rates. No independent vessel can get other than high 
local rates for railroad services across the Isthmus. 

No nation was ever so badgered by its own domestic corpora- 
tion as we have been by the Panama Railroad. It is time that 
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these needless and unjust conditions had ended and that the 
Government was no longer in the shipping business under the 
sea flag of a dummy corporation. If the Commission or the 
Government are to engage in the business of common carriers 
by sea, let it be done openly and at a saving of something of 
the great expense now attending the maintenance of this New 
York corporation that the State of New York should have dis- 
solyed years ago when it became a party to a wicked and op- 
pressive monopoly. s 

If reports from credible sources that have come to members 
of the committee are true, the Panama Railroad Company is 
quietly looking on at robberies of its income that are very 
startling. Let the committee ascertain and report the facts as 
to all matters connected with the questions presented in this 
resolution before the Senate that the Senate may know what is 
pains done and what should be done by Congress and take 
action. 

I would, in conclusion, invite the attention of the Senate to 
two features connected with the directorate of the railroad com- 
pany. First, that the will of the President, or the Secretary of 
War, acting through the general manager or president of the 
Panama Railroad Company, is actually inviolable on the part of 
the directors. This seems to be true in effect, but it is unlawful 
and yiolative of the charter in fact and in effect. Congress can 
not afford to sustain such a despotism over men who are sworn 
to perform their duty according to law. The members of the 
Commission who are really forced to become directors in the 
railroad accept the will of the President of the United States 
in all matters as the act of the Government, as if it combined 
all the powers of government, legislative, executive, and judicial, 
and they obey it without inquiry. 

If it can be considered safe and Wise to concede such powers 
to the President, it is still to be considered that he may be in 
a minority on the Commission composed of men, some of whom 
are foreigners and others who would be more reliable and less 
dangerous if they were foreigners. Five members of the board 
of directors is a quorum to do business under the New York 
charter. There are six directors whom the President of the 
United States can not command to do his will without question. 
Five of them could, under favoring conditions, transact business 
that would put the Panama Railroad in a position of obstructive 
hostility to the canal for any cause. 

Cromwell has carefully testified that the President of the 
United States has no power to dismiss a director for any cause. 
If he is correct as to the security of his official tenure, I would 
not willingly intrust to him or to any other reckless and ambi- 
tious man such powers in dealing with the Panama Railroad 
Company as have already reddened its eareer with blood and 
blackened it with fraud. - : 

These five directors, Mr. President, grouped together, as they 
seem to be grouped together, under Cromwell's leadership, have 
got the power to-day to call a meeting, and, if five of them are 
present, three of that number can enact any law, establish any 
policy, effect any end that they may choose, destroy this canal 
work, and hold the Government of the United States in the 
leash until they can have their sweet will. 

Am I to be expected to trust a man who has a record like 
Cromwell in the leadership of that possible three out of five in 
the management of this canal? Can this Congress be excused 
by the people of the United States from its duty to take hold of 
this question in the right way and prescribe by law what are 
the duties, rights, obligations, and powers of this railroad com- 
pany, turning over the control of the whole matter into the 
hands of the Canal Commission and requiring them to do what 
the railroad company has never yet done—account to the Goy- 
ernment of the United States for its dealings, its incomes and 
outgoes, and paying over balances in its hands into the Treasury 
of the United States? 

We are hurrying along at a rapid gallop over this great, 
enormous volcano in that Canal Zone. When we come to ab- 
surdities, contradictions, dangers, like those that I have been 
pointing out to-day, with extreme difficulty to myself. we pass 
them over and say, “All is well; all is going right; the Presi- 
dent of the United States is about to send a message here, after 
three days’ observation, in which he will show that the canal 
is all right. It does not make any difference, Mr. MORGAN, or 
Mr. Anybody Else, what you have got to say about it or what 


the records prove about it or what the testimony that has been 


taken before this committee shows, it is all right; we are 
going ahead.” 

Gentlemen, you will not go much further until you stumble 
into a pit out of which you can not get. Thank God, I am not 
of the political majority of this House. It belongs to the other 
side. That the country must understand, and they will hold 
you responsible for this very queer, unsatisfactory, and danger- 
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ous condition. It is our right and our duty to enact a law by 
which this dummy, this shell, this mere corporate name that 
lingers on the statute books of New York, should be abrogated 
and thrown out of the way, and when that property which be- 
longs to the United States Government should be taken control 
of by the United States Canal Commission and administered 
honestly, like other property under the laws of the United 
States and under that sort of accountability which requires 
every agent of the United States Government to pay in all 
amounts that are due to the Government and to have appro- 
priations for such expenditures as it must make. 

I beg pardon of the Senate for having delayed it to this ex- 
tent; but I wanted, if I could, to call the attention of the Senate 
to some of the matters which are hanging along on this rail- 
road route which we are trying to work that are of quite as 
much importance as it is, possibly, to haye this canal con- 
structed, which I think it will not be in the next twenty-five 
years. 


APPENDIX 1. 
Juxn 28, 1906. 


My DEAR Senator: I beg to acknowl the eet of your letter 
of June 19, in which you say that the Senate Canal Committee has 
adopted a resolution providing for my submission of a further state- 
ment to you, the same to be transmitted to each member of the com- 
mittee for examination before ordering it to be incorporated in the 
record of the hearings on Panama matters. I avail myself of this 

in order that the time of the committee an 


W my own in 
t last days of Congress shall not be occupied any more than is 
necessary with an o hearing. I should have submitted this state- 


ry 
ment earlier, but supposed that I would be called again before this for 
further examination. 


DIVIDENDS ON PANAMA STOCK. 


The subjects which I wish tə discuss had not been developed in the 
hearings before the committee when I made my previous statement. 
The first question is, whether the Panama Railroad Company, in 1903 
and 1904, improperly declared dividends on the stock of the company 
in excess of net earnings and improperly paid for ordinary and cur- 
rent repairs to its steamers by an issue of bonds, instead of paying 
them, as they should have been paid, out of gross earnings. The rele- 
vancy of this question to the matter under investigation by the com- 
mittee is to be found in the following tances : 

In 9 1902, the Panama Canal ee Ges owned 68,863 shares 
of the total 70,000 shares of the capital stock of the railroad company, 
and in that month its representative telegraphed to the Isthmian Canal 
Commission that it would sell all its property on the Isthmus, pen i 
the shares of stock in the Panama Railroad Company, for $40,000, i 
and in fulfillment of that proposition it did, on May 7, 1904, transfer 
all its property. Balten Its holdings Panama stock, to the repre- 
sentatives of the United States. If during this interval, dividends were 
declared and paid on this stock in excess of the net earnin and not 
out of profits, but out of the assets of the road, then it is claimed that 
the dividends received by the Panama Canal Som gor as stockholder, 
not out of profits, deprived the railroad company of assets which it 
should have had when the stock in the company was transferred to the 
United States; and as the United States the transfer became the 
owner of sixty-nine seventieths of the stock, the loss to the United 
States was substantially equal to the loss in the assets of the company. 
If this claim be well founded, it would have justified the United States 
in aba from the $40,000,000 the $100, thus lost to the assets 
of the railroad company, or it would now be justified in bringing suit 
against the Panama Canal Company for this amount. 

e against the management of the Panama Railroad Com- 
pany that t fvidends had been improperly declared and bonds im- 
propel issued was first made by General Davis when he was governor 
of the Canal Zone, in a separate report, as a member of the Canal Com- 
mission. The 7 came to my attention in January, 1905. On Jan- 
ange Sa 1905, the House of Representatives authorized the Committee 
on Interstate and Fore’ Commerce, or any subcommittee thereof, to 
investigate the affairs of the Panama Railroad Company. On January 
13, 1905, a subcommittee was appointed, consisting of the following: 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD, Mr. LOVERING, Mr. Esch, Mr. Townsend, and Mr. 
ADAMSON. 

The subcommittee reported to Congress that “the testimony shows 
that the management by the officers and directors of the Purana Rall- 
road has been conspicuously able, 9 and businesslike.” This 
report was made after the fullest investigation into the question of 
dividends declared and bonds issued, and in the light of the statement 
of General Davis in the report . to. All the officers 
of the road were examined by the subcommittee, who went to New 
York for the purpose, and who examined all the books of the company. 

It did not seem to me, after this report, that it was necessary for 
me further to investigate the weenie whether the Panama Canal 
Company was indebted to the United States for an unlawful and 
improper declaration of dividends before the United States received 
the canal company’s stock in the railroad com But the ques- 
tion has now been further mooted, and I haye taken occasion to inves- 
tigate the exact condition of affairs in the railroad company with 
reference to declaration of dividends and issue of bonds. 

The railroad company, prior to 1893, had made large net earnings, 
some of which were used in declaring dividends and others in consti- 
tuting a sinking fund to redeem bonds. The last dividend was declared 
in January, 1893, from earnings in the previous yore In 1893 and 
1894 there were losses instead of profits, due to a — — competition 
with the Pacific Mail Steamshi gan again in 
1895. From January, 1895, unt 
per cent was declared, the directors adopted the policy of declaring no 
dividends whatever. They devoted their earnings, which .were aes 
for those six years, to the reduction of their bonded indebtedness and 
part payment for the construction of the Boca pier, which ulti- 
mately cost about $2,200,000, and other improvements that prop- 
erly might be regarded as additions to the rmanent plant and 
the capital of the company. The offer to sell the whole property of 
the canal company, including the shares in the railroad company, was 
made in January. 1902. Between the time of that offer and its actual 
acceptance by payment of the $40,000,000, May 7, 1904, the Panama 


Sega eA Profits 
March, 1901, when a dividend of 2. 


Canal Com 
ferred to the 


ro} 
became 1 


1902 
and the actual transfer, — 5 7, 1904; but it max be safely ‘asserted 


that the Spooner Act, whic 


un 
grant the g r right of 
way, or until, in view of subsequent events, it was decided that the 
treaty with the Republic of Panama would be ratified by the Senate 
of the United States. In other words, the Panama Canal Company 
was in the attitude of one proposing to sell shares in a company whose 
proposal was not accepted but remained open for acceptance until the 
time when the actual cash was paid. 

The proposal to sell the property of the canal company and its 
shares of stock in the railroad company contained no representations 
as to the condition of the railroad company or its treasury or its stock 
or its bonds. The proposal was merely to sell the shares held by the 
Panama Canal Company in the Panama Railroad Company. Under 
these circumstances the question is, What obligation there was on the 

rt of the Panama Canal Company, as the largest stockholder in the 

anama Railroad Company, to preserve the value of the shares which 
it cree to transfer to the United States? In the first place, it is 
to noted that the price of $40,000,000 contained in gd oben did 
not carry with it interest, and that when the United S paid the 
price fixed in the proposal it therefore paid no interest. Strictly 
Ppa „there was no contract obligation on the part of the Panama 

anal Company to make the sale which it proposed to make in January, 
1902, because there was no consideration for the option given which 
would make the proposal a binding one. 

But let us assume, for the purpose of the argument, that there was 
a contract binding upon the ama Canal Company to transfer all 
its shares in the Panama Railroad Company to the United States, 
entered into in January, 1902, and to be consummated in May, 1904. 
The fact that no interest was to be paid on the purchase price is con- 
clusive to show that the Panama Canal Company was entitled to all 
the dividends on the shares of stock which it held in the Panama Rail- 
road Company that might be legally declared by the directors of the 
company in accordance with its charter and general rules of law 
affecting the declaration of dividends by incorporated companies. 
Now, what is the rule with reference to the declaration of dividends? 
It is that a dividend may be declared out of the net earnings of the 
company, and there is no limitation whatever with respect to the time 
preceding the declaration of the dividend when those net earnings 
were carned, provided only that they are in the form of money in the 
treasury of the company when the dividends are declared and have 
not been permanently changed into capital either by expending them 
in increasing the permanent plant of the corporation or in reducin 
lis indebtedness. t us examine the facts to see whether the rail- 
road company has violated this rule in any respect in its declaration 
of Aividends. 

The accounts of the company show that the available net earnin 
of the company, less the losses of 1893 and 1894, from January 1, 1893, 
to January 1, 1902, amounted to $2,072,359.42, and that out of that 
sum there was expended on 1 75 account, for additions to perma- 
nent plant, $1,604,407.12, leaving a balance of net earnings unex- 

nde and in the treasu of the company on Janun 1, 1902, of 
$407,052.30, less a dividend of 2 per cent, paid in March of 1901, of 

140,000. 

In other words, the available net earnings in the treasury of the 
company on January 1, 1902, amounted to $327,952.30. These net 
earnings, however, were represented by $304,919.80 cash, and twenty- 


two 44 r cent bonds of the company, purchased in open market, of 
$23,032.50. For purposes of this discussion I shall consider that only 


80, was ayailable for dividends. On that 


the cash, to wit, $304,919. 
company in excess of current lia- 


a the current cash assets of 
bilities amounted to $861,020.45. 

In 1902 the net carnings were $295,384.40, which added to the 
undivided profits or net earnings already in the 3 of $304,919.80, 
made $600,304.20. The dividends paid in 1902 were $280, „ leavin, 
a balance of undivided profits of $320,304.20. During the year 190 
there were expended out of these profits $72,682.80 upon permenent 
plant, which reduced the balance on January 1, 1903, of unexpended 
rofits to $247,621.40. This was in cash in the treasury. On January 
J. 1903, the current cash assets, over and above the Liabilities of the 
company, amounted to $894,924.49. 

The net earnings for the year 1903 were $401,068.30, which added 
to the unexpend rofits brought over from 1902 of $247,621.40 made 
the undivided profits available for the declaration of dividends durin 
the year 1903, $646,689.70. The dividends declared and paid in 190 
amounted to $500,000, leaving a balance of $88,589.70 of undivided 
profits. There were, however, capital expenditures during the year 
1903 of $20,701.67, leaving a balance of undivided profits on January 
1, 1904, of $67,988.03 in cash. The current cash assets over and above 
. of the company on January 1, 1904, amounted to 

722,668.15. > 
N The net earnings of the penus from January 1 to May 1, 1904 
amounted to $216,813.03, which, added to $67,988.03, the undivided 

rofits brought over from 1903, made the undivided profits available 
or a dividend on the Ist of rg SS 1904, $284,801.06. A dividend was 

id on the 8d of May of $175,000, leaving a balance of $109,801.06. 

he current cash assets, over and above the liabilities of the company, 
on May 1, 1904, amounted to $826,344.30. There should be deducted 
$456.50 from the undivided profits charged to capital account for per- 
manent improvement, leaving a balance of undivided profits, in cash 
in the company’s treasury, of $109,844.56 on May 1, 1904. No divi- 
dends were Geclared or paid to the Panama Canal Company after this, 
and its stock was transferred to the United States on the 7th of May 
following. 

The figures which I have given above were prepared for me by Mr. 
Rossbottom, the first assistant secretary of the railroad company, 
from the books of the company, and are indisputable. 1 append h 
statement hereto, marked Berllibit 1.“ The figures show, therefore, 
that instead of the Panama Canal Company, as a stockholder in the 
railroad company, depriving the United States, as its transfereo of 


1906. 
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stock. of the benefit to it, of assets of the company Patno declaration 
and perans of dividends in excess of net earnin ere was left in 
the treasury of the company $109,344.56 of undivided profits, which 
the Panama Canal Company might have properly declared as divi- 
dends, unless the next transaction that I am about to discuss would 
have prevented it. 


BONDS FOR REPAIR AND RECONSTRUCTION OF STEAMERS. 


In 1903, the steamships Adrance and Finance, which were part of 
the fleet of the Panama Railroad 1 8 and in active service, be- 
came so much out of repair that the insurance companies would not 
class them as Al, and they had to be put out of commission, and the 
company was obliged to charter steamers to take their place, at the 
rate of about $16,000 a month. 

In November, 1905, a contract was made with Cramp & Sons for the 
reconstruction of these steamers. (See p. 2918 et seq. of record of 
hearings before this committee. The directors regarded this expense 
as got e to capital account, because it involves practically 
the rebullding of the steamers; and therefore they made an agreement 
with Cramp by which they were to pay him, for the work to be done 
on them, $200,000 in 41 per cent bonds of the company, which they had 
in the treasury unissued, and the remainder in cash. 

'Dhe contract was not to be completed until July or August of 1904. 
The contract did not fix specifically the time or the total cost. As a 
matter of fact, it was not completed until some time in August, ‘and the 
cost of the reconstruction was $370,000. Meantime, between the mak- 
ing of the contract in November, 1903, and August, 1904, the transfer 
of the shares of stock had been effeeted on May 7, 1904, from the 
Panama Canal Company to the United States, and three of the Isthmian 
Canal Commissioners had been elected members of the board of direc- 
tors of the Panama Railroad Company—Admira!l Walker and two others. 
Under the contract, 121 one thousand dollar bonds of the 200 had been 
delivered to Cramp & Sons for the part of the contract performed on 
the 7th of Man 1904. 

The remainder of the 200 were delivered afterwards, but in August 
they were returned to the company, and instead of completing the 
arrangemnt with Cramp & Sons a new agreement: was completed with 
Vermilye & Co., by which Vermilye & Co. took $265,000 of the bonds. 
With something over $100,000 from the treasury of the company, the 


whole payment to complete the contract was made in cash to Cramp & 
Sons, and there was thus added to the bonded indebtedness of the com- 
pany $265,000. 


I do not hesitate to say that I think it would have been much wiser 
if the company had not issued the $265,000 of bonds, but had paid the 
whole sum in cash, as it might easily have done, for it had at the time 
9 in cash in its treasury. e report of the Commission for 

904 stated that The company issued 265 bonds to the public to pay 
for the repairs to the Advance and Finance. These bonds were sold 
as requir by contract made in October, 1903. The balance of the 
money was taken from a reserved fund of 7 of steamers, 
amounting to $102,750.” ‘This statement in the report of the Com- 
mission is not exactly correct, becausé the contract made in October, 
1903, only provided for the issue of 200 bonds of $1,000 each, and the 
transaction which was actually carried out was not in performance of 
that contract at all, but made with another party. 

The transaction seems not to have met with criticism by the Congres- 
sional committee appointed to investigate it. As already said, the 
board was not under the contro] of the Secretary of War at the time 
those bonds were issued, because only three of the Commissioners were 
then members of the board of directors. The Government did not obtain 
complete control of the directorate by the election of all the directors 
until the annual meeting in April, 1905. It is now proposed to pur- 
chase all the outstanding 43 Sag cent bonds of this issue, which will 
include, therefore, the bonds. 

I do not propose to inquire into the propriety of the company issu- 
ing bonds for such a pur as that of reconstructing steamers. I 
am bound to admit that it is very questionable, for the reason that 
it does not add to the capital. It merely supplies a loss to the capital; 
and such bonds ought not to be issued certainly if dividends are to be 
declared out of the e which might have been used to pay for 
such reconstruction and making good the capital. But it is one thing 
to criticise the course of the company in this respect and another 
thing to show that it has effected any pecuniary injury at all to the 
United States of which the United States may properly complain. 
The only bonds issued between November, 1903, and May 7. 1904, were 
$121,000. Now, even if these repairs should have been paid out of the 
earnings of the company instead of by issuing bonds, and there was 
left a sufficient amount in the treasury of the company out of net 
earnings or any other fund properly LL gris to the payment of the 
repairs to take up the bonds thus issued for repairs, the United States 
certainly had no reason to complain. 

The fact is that, at the time of the transfer to the United States, 
there was in the treasury of the railroad company, as already shown, 
$109,344.56 of undivided net earnings, and there was also in the treas- 
ury, as stated in the report of the Commissioners, which I have cited 
above, and as shown in the statement of account given by Mr. Ross- 
bottom, the sum of $102,750 in cash, which had been kept in the 
treasury for years as a fund to meet the depreciation in value of 
steamers and tugs, and therefore to be devoted to this very purpose. 
In other words, there was a fund in the treasury which would pay 
or take up not only the 120 bonds already issued, but the 200 bonds 
to be issued under the contract in force at the time of the transfer. 

Certainly, therefore, the declaration of dividends out of other net 
earnings than these was not at all to the prejudice of the United 
States, and could not be made the basis either for an abatement in the 

rice from the $40,000,000 or for a recovery of any sum from the 

nama Canal Company. It is true that the cost of repairs reached 
unexpectedly $370, ; but repairs are current expenses to be paid as 
they fall due, and there was enough money in the treasury to ay all 
the repairs, payment for which had fallen due, and near! 5100 £ 
more at the time the United States became the chief stockholder. 


PRICE PAID FOR OUTSTANDING STOCK. 


The second subject, with respect to which I should like to submit a 
few remarks to the committee, is as to the wisdom of the purchase of 
the outstanding stock of the Panama Railroad Company at the prices 
which were id. There is some evidence given by Mr. Drake in 
which he said that single shares of the company had n sold as low 
as 70 or 80 cents sometime prior to the purchase of the shares by the 
United States. He said that when anyone came into the office offering 
the stock in small quantities they usually sept the holder of the stock 
to one J. B. Manning, who bought it ap at the price of 75 or 80 cents. 

Manning was the stockholder who held 234 shares at the time of the 
transfer to the United States and to whom we were obliged to pay 


280 a share. I have had a transcript made of Mr. Manning's hold- 

gs of stock, as shown stock book, and it appears that he pur- 
chased no stock after 1902. Therefore it must haye been before 1902 
when he paid the price of 80 cents. It must borne in mind that 
after that time the steck paid dividends. Prior to that time, for six 
or sent years, it had paid no dividends. 

It not surprising, therefore, that single shares of stock would sell 
as low as 75 or 80 cents by persons anxious to get rid of it, and whose 
interest was so small as not to make them careful of the price at which 

ey of it. The truth is that the price which the United 
States paid to the Panama Canal Company for sixty-nine seventieths of 
the whole capital stock was, as shown in the estimate of the Commis- 
sion, at the rate of something over $100 a share. In the spring of 

904, 100 shares of the stock were offered to Admiral Walker, the 
chairman of the Commission, at $100 a share, and I authorized the 
purchase on this ground. 

In January, 1905, when I gave the authority to Mr. Cromwell to 
make the purchases at $100 a share, a dividend of 5 per cent had been 
declared out of the earnings, and there was no reason to suppose that 
the value of the stock had decreased, because the United Sta 
the stock, as it was shown, and because the earnings had pier up. It 
is submitted that it would have been absurd for the United States, hav- 
ing paid more than $100 a share for sixty-nine seventieths, to seek to 
buy the outst: shares at any less price per share. 

n order that there may be no mistake or error in respect to the 
purchase, I beg to attach hereto, as “ Exhibit 2,” all the correspondence 
which I had with Mr. Cromwell, and all his accounts, in respect to 
the buying of the shares. One or two letters of this correspondence 
are already in the record, but for the sake of clearness I insert them 
in their proper order in this exhibit. 

In testifying before this committee on the 25th of January, 1905, I 
said, on page 1 of the record of the evidence: 

eed A gentleman came to me 5 and told me that he 
thought he could get the shares, because of his familiarity with the 
company and its transactions, for par, with 5 per cent, and I author- 
ized him to make the purchase if he could. ut it is gia 3 
that some of those shares are in the hands of individuals Wall street 
who think that they can be made valuable by using them for some 
other purpose than the benefit either of the Government or of the 
company; and I think we ought to have the power, by special proceed- 
ings, to condemn those shares in the State of New York. The com y 
is a New York corporation, and unless we can control the TAHTOA ab- 
solutely as an instrument for the construction of the canal, we shall 
hare to build another railroad there.” 

Senator Knox questioned the power to get rid of the minority stock- 
holders by condemnation, and suggested that we ought to make an 
offer to the minority stockholders, with the statement that the Govern- 
ment was willing to buy the stock on the basis that the old dividends 
made it worth. He said: 

“I think you would haye them all coming in on that, would you 
not? You have an absolute power in the matter.” 

To which I replied : 

“ Suppose a dissentient stockholder comes in and says: ‘Here is a 
great 5 for the stockholders of this company. There is a 
work to done down there, and this road is needed for that work. 

The freight will be increased a hundredfold, and the revenues of 
the road, if the read is properly conducted—as we have a right to have 
it conducted under our franchise—will be such that we will probably 
earn 30 or 40 per cent dividends each year. Now, this majority stock- 
holder property pro to set us aside with an 8 per cent dividend or 
a 10 per cent dividend.’ Certainly he has a right to be heard in a 
court of equity.” ` : 

Senator Knox. But you 5 do not avoid that dimeulty by 
condemning the stock, because he will raise all those questions on the 
condemnation proceedi to determine the value of the property. 

“ Secretary Tart. Well, he may; but when we do get rid of him, then 
we have gotten rid of him, and the condemnation ends the business. 
If, on the other hand, you are going to lease, you will have constant 
litigation as to the fairness of your lease,” 

The subcommittee of the Interstate Commerce Committee of the 
House of Representatives, in their report, after a full investigation of 
the affairs of the company, made the following recommendations: 

“The committee is of the opinion that the United States should 
secure ownership of the entire stock of the Panama Railroad Com- 


ny. 
pore will be remembered that, at the instance of the President, the 
House of Representatives a law abolishing the Commission and 
making provision in the law for the condemnation of the outstanding 
stock of the Panama Railroad Company. When the bill came into the 
Senate objection was made to the abolition of the Commission, and 
because of the inability of the two Houses to agree the whole bill 
failed on the 4th of March, 1905, when that Con; ceased to be. 
By that time Mr. Cromwell had succeeded in obta ng substantial! 
all the outstanding stock at $100 a share, except 234 shares hel 
by J. B. Manning and three lots of 10 shares each held by persons 
whose agents were in Wall street and who had discussed with Mr. 
Manning the value of the stock, and had agreed with him that they 
would not accept the offer made by Mr. Cromwell under my authority 
of purchase at par. Mr. Manning, in the time of De Lesseps, had 
owned 100 shares of stock in the ama Railroad Company, and sold 
it to the Panama Canal Company at what was Serene to $280 a 
share. Thereafter he began to accumulate stock until, in 1902, he had 
234 shares. I have taken occasion to find out Mr. Manning's business 
and his peculiarities and his circumstances in order to show why it was 
necessary to pay him $280 a share in order to get his stock. 

Mr. Manning has an office on Wall street, and deals in unmarketable 
bonds and unmarketable stock, and has money enough to hold them 
until such time as persons interested in the enterprises desire to buy 
the bonds or stock, and then he exacts a good round price for them. 
His business is just exactly that of obtaining a nuisance value for odd 
shares of stock and bonds, a large majority of which are owned by 
some one who wishes to obtain complete control. Ile is a man reputed 
to be worth a million dollars or more, a very keen trader, one who 
knew the condition of the company, and knew that the company since 
1893 had been accumulating its net earnings in shape of reduced 
ment of plant. He reasoned that the United 
d need the road and that anyone who remained 
as stockholder might insist upon very large dividends due to the in- 
creased business given the road by the United States. He professed 
the desire not to sell his stock at all, but wished to be a partner in 
the road with the United States. I had several conversations with 
Mr. Cromwell on the subject of tting Mr. Manning's stock. After 
the 4th of March Mr. Cromwell thought that the failure of Congress 


indebtedness and enlar: 
States Government wo 
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to authorize the condemnation of stock made it necessary to secure 
the stock at once, and at any price. Accordingly Mr. Cromwell called 
on Mr. Manning, determined to purchase the stock, and finally induced 
him to accept $280, the same price which De Lesseps has paid him. 
Lest he might back out of his contract, and without an opportantiy to 
consult me, Mr. Cromwell drew his personal check. for $65,000 neces- 
sary to make the purchase, sent itout and had it certified, and obtained 
the stock at once from Mr. Maoning: He did the same ae with 
the holders of the other three lots of ten shares each, though he suc- 
ceeded in getting them at $200. 

Mr. Cromwell then came to me and said that he had bought these 
shares at a price whic: had been unauthorized, and that, therefore, if I 
declined to pay the price, he was willing to take them as his own 
property, but would turn them over to me at cost at any time, and 
would give the Government his irrevocable power of attorney to vote 
the stock until I could submit the matter to Congress. This was, as 
the correspondence shows, on the Sth of March. I took time to con- 
sider, consulting the President and also Senators ALLISON and SPOONER, 
and my recollection is that I spoke also to the Speaker of the House, 
but of this latter I can not be certain. 

At my request, Senator SrPooner talked with Senator Gorman on the 
subject and explained the situation, and the unanimous advice was that 
the price was a small one to pay in order to obtain all the outstanding 
stock. Persons who have had any experience in attempting to secure 
all the shares of stock down to the last one in any corporation, with as 
many stockholders as this one, understand the great difficulty there is 
in obtaining it all, and the necessity for paying an exorbitant price to 
some one who is willing to use the exigency to enforce an unconscion- 
able bargain. 

The result is that for the 1,112 shares of stock outstanding, whose 
ar value was about $111,200, we have had to pay a little less than 
46,000 more than par. When we consider the great difficulties that 

would be presented compelling the sale of this stock, the delay in 
the litigation that certainly would be involved, I must think that it 
was a very useful settlement for the United States. A dissentient 
stockholder would of course have objected to the United States using 
the railroad for its own purposes, and could have insisted that all the 
freight that it carried over the line, whether in the removal of the exca- 
vated material or in the transportation of equipment, must be at fairly 
reasonable commercial rates and that the profit of the transactions 
should be divided according to the holdings of the stock. Every ar- 
rangement effected would have been subject to examination by this 
dissentient stockholder, and might have been carried into a court of 
equity to prevent the United States from abusing its power as a ma- 
jority stockholder, The advantage of getting rid of the nagging and 
the nuisance which would have been caused by such a stockholder, and 
the inevitable delay thus caused, measured In money value to the 
United States, far exceeds the $46,000 which we were obliged to pay 
to secure the last share of stock. j 


SHARES HELD BY DIRECTORS. 


It hardly seems to me worth while to answer the suggestion with 
reference to the method by which directors are qualifi to sit upon 
the board under the New York laws. One share of stock is sold by 
the Government to each director who pays for the stock, and when 
he receives the certificate indorses it in blank and signs an irrevocable 

power of attorney to the United States to transfer it again to the 
Jnited States on demand, the United States paying $10 to make valid 
and binding the option to take over the stock. In this way the di- 
rector is qualified, and in this way the United States obtains power to 
obtain the share whenever it is needed and to qualify some one else 
for the director. The members of the Commission constitute a major- 
ity of the board of directors, the chairman of the Commission is the 
president of the road, and a majority of the executive committee are 
persons connected with 5 and directly under the orders 

airman or president. 

of he ee road is therefore completely under the control of the 
Isthmian Canal Commission. Meantime the artificial entity of the 
railroad company is maintained, and most conveniently so, in order 
that it may discharge the duty of a common carrier doing a commer- 
cial business, which under the existing treaty stipulations the United 
States would have no right to evade or escape. 


DELAY IN FILLING REQUISITIONS BY OLD COMMISSION. 


Another matter to which I wish to refer is the criticism of the old 
Commission that it was derelict in making arrangements for a proper 
archasing and forwarding bureau in this city. My recollection now 
s somewhat more distinct on this subject than when I was before the 
committee. I learned when I was on the Isthmus with Mr. Wallace 
and General Davis in December, 1904, of the delays in the purchases 
of material and equipment needed on the Isthmus, and discussed the 
matter with Admiral Walker. He told me that the great difficulty he 
had was in getting a proper man. Very soon after we returned from the 
Isthmus, however, he told me he had found a man. His name was 
Major Gallagher, and he was in the commissary department. There 
was some dela in assigning him, but he was assigned and began his 
duties on the ist of February, relieving Mr. Redfern. 

I ought further to say that after my return from the Isthmus in 
1904 I sent down Dr. C. A. L. Reed, of Cincinnati, and Mr. Thomas 
T. Gaff, of Washington, to act as arbitrators in the assessing of the 
value of some land which the Commission desired to buy for resi- 
dences and a hotel in Ancon, just outside of Panama. Doctor Reed is 
the president of the American Medical Association, and I suggested to 
him that he make a report to me upon the hygienic conditions which 
e found on the Isthmus. 

7 He made such a report, but it was so extreme that I submitted it to 
the Commission for answer. Unfortunately the report was published 
by Doctor Reed. In this report it was charged that the delay and 
inefficiency of the Commission in filling the requisitions of the medical 
department on the Isthmus were the cause of the yellow fever. This 
was a serious charge, and the Commission was given full opportunity 
to answer. I think it only fair to the Commission in this record that 
Doctor Reed's charges and the answer of the Commission and the 
letter which I wrote forwarding the correspondence to the President 
should be pis in ae record, I therefore append it as Exhibit 3. 

j: sincerely, yours, i 7 

ee sy Wu. H. Tarr 


Secretary of "War. 
uon in in A on Interoceanic Canals 
ommittee „ 
ä United States Senate. 


(Inelosures.) 
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APPENDIX 2. 
Translation. ] 


[Compagnie Nouvelle du Canal de Panama, 7 Rue Louis le Grand, Paris. 
Capital, 65,000,000 francs, } 


PARIS, November 18, 1898. 


DECEMBER 6, 


To the PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Sin: The New Panama Canal Company believes it to be its duty to 
respectfully submit the following statement: y 

t is common knowledge that in 1889 the Campagnie Universelle du 
Canal Interocéanique de Panama, the old com any, fell into financial 
difficulties: after about one-third of the canal had been finished. The 
rights of that company then 11 judicial administration. A liqui- 
dator (receiver) was appointed by tle judgment of the civil tribunal 
of the Seine under date of the 4th of February, 1889. During his ad- 
ministration (1889-1894) and with the authorization of the court, the 
greatest care was taken to preserve and maintain the work already done, 
and a prolongation was obtained from the Republic of Colombia of the 
time ibe a gars for the completion of the canal, thus reserving the 
rights of the company under its concession in their 8 

n view of the advanced state of the work on the canal and the con- 
siderable sum (at least $150,000,000) actually expended for canal work, 
properly so called, and for installations and plant, the logical con- 
clusion followed that the very large capital invested would be protected 
through a reorganization of the affairs, which took place successfully 
in the month of October, 1894. At that time and with this object ia 
view the undersigned company was organized under the general laws 
of France. The company is a commercial association, formed ex- 
clusively upon private capital, and has no connection, alliance, or rela- - 
tion whatever with any government, except the relations established by 
the concessions which it aois from the Republic of Colombia. The 
board of directors of the e. mpany is an entirely new board and com- 
posed of gentlemen of independent positions, having no official relation 
with the old Panama company and for the most part identified with 
large financial and commercial enterprises, 

ursuant to judicial sale, authorized by the court as aforesaid, the 
undersigned company in 1894 became the sole owner of all the canal 
works, pins material, concessions, and other property of the old com- 
pany. he title of the undersigned to this roperty is therefore unques- 
5 and has been officially recognized by the Government of Co- ` 
ombia, 

Surveys had been made by the old company, but the new compan: 
while making use of them, would not be bound by their conclusions. 
The board of directors resolved at the start to examine and study anew 
all the questions involved, making use of the most recent improvements 
in material and of the advances made in engineering. 

It is needless for us to enumerate the difficulties and enormous ex- 
pense involved in the choice of a definite plan for the execution of this 
work, which is one of the greatest underta ings of our time. 

Different piana equally practicable but veering in probable cost, have 
been studied. Many months have been spent in preparing, studying, 
and revising them. This work ‘has not been done hastily and superfi- 
cially. Engineers, chosen especially for their professional ability, have 
studied the question in all its details—technical, climatic, physical, geo- 
logic, and economic. 

Though the skill of its own technical staff is worthy of the highest 
confidence, the undersigned company, out of abundant caution and in 
order to place beyond criticism the final conclusions, caused to be ap- 
pointed an International Technical Commission, composed of engineers 
selected from different nationalities, a course which assures to the 
company the benefit of the widest possible experience, the severest jndg- 
ment, and the most independent conclusions. The International Tech: 
nical Commission is composed as follows : 

M. Robaglia, president, inspector-general of roads and bridges (re- 


h „ chairman, inspector-general of roads and bridges (re- 
red). 

General Abbot, United States Engineer Corps. 

M. Castel, inspector-general of mines (retired). 

M. Daymard, chief engineer of La Compagnie ‘Transatlantique. 

M. Fargue, inspector-general of roads and bridges (retired). 

M. Fteley, chief engineer of the Croton Aqueduct, New York City. 

M. Fulscher, private counselor to the minister of public works of 
Prussia, formerly technical director of the work of the Kiel Canal. 

M. Hersent, civil engineer. 

M. Hunter, chief engineer of the Manchester Canal. 

M. Koch, councilor of public works of Germany; director of Technical 
Academy of Darmstadt; formerly member of the imperial commission 
of the Kiel Canal. 

M. Jules Martin, inspector-general of roads and bridges (retired) 

M. Skalskowskl, formerly director of the department of mines to the 
minister of agriculture and lands of Russia. 

M. Sosa, chief engineer, Colombia. 

As to all statistical and economic questions, the new company esiab- 
lished a special commission, presided over by M. Paul Leroy-Beaulieu, - 
the eminent economist, and a member of the Institute of France. 

It is certain that the members of these two commissions are the most 
distinguished and able men in their professions. No one of them would 
compromise his reputation and his honor, acquired by n long life of 
eminent services, by formulating conclusions upon unfounded, incom- 
plete, superficial, or uncertain information. 

By the closest study of the bara Seg by actual inspection of the werks 
of the canal, made by several of its members; by full discussion and by 
frequent exchange of views; by subjecting eve roblem to the critical 
judgment of all, thus obtaining the most var opinions; by all the 
methods and with all the care which the most advanced technical ex- 
perience could suggest, this eminent commission of engineers has 
reached a unanimous conclusion, which has been officially communicated 
to this company, and upon which this company is pursuing the work of 
construction. These conclusions, signed by every member of the com- 
mission, 5 the entire feasibility and practicability of completing 
the canal. 

We do not doubt that you will be interested to learn the essential 
features of our plans, which have been prepared with so much labor 
and care, and confirmed by four years of continuous study. 

1. The old company had already substituted for the proposed sea- 
level canal a system of locks. This principle, with important modifi- 
cations and improvements, has been adopted by the new company. 

2. The length of the canal from ocean to ocean is 46 miles. 

3. The locks will not exceed four on each slope of the divide; all 
locks will have a rock foundation, and all will haye doube lock chambers. 
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4. There is nothing in the ph 1 conditions on the Isthmus to pre- 
vent a change from a canal with a system of locks to a sea-level canal 
should the latter seem desirable in the future. 

5. The time of passage from ocean to ocean will be less than a day. 

6. The harbors situated at either extremity (Panama and Colon) are 
not artificial harbors; they are natural harbors, safe and satisfactory, 
needing but slight improvement. ‘This fact is known to all the world, 
thanks to commerce, which for almost fifty years has made use of the 
Panama route (the Panama Railroad). 

7. Two-fifths of the work on the canal has been actually constructed ; 
the remaining three-fifths is in a fair way of completion.. During the 
last four years three or four thousand workmen, on an average, have 
been employed in working on the canal. 

S. The company's. concessions are unquestionable. The Republic of 
Colombia has given to the enterprise its cordial and sincere cooperation. 

9, The existence and operation of the railroad, long established on 
the proposed linc of the canal, greatly facilitates its construction. 

10. No construction is planned which is not fully justified by prac- 
tical experience. 

Formerly the greatest difficulties were: 

(a) The control of the floods of the Chagres River; and. 

(b) The excavation of the Culebra cut. 

The manner in which each of these difficulties is to be surmounted is 
shown with the greatest detall in the report of the technical commis- 


sion, which we kave the honor to present to you. 
The condition of the new company is equally 3 Its assets, 
Including the work actually done on the canal, the buildings, the ma- 


chinery, the material on hand, exceeds in value 500,000, francs, or 
$100,000,000, which valuation has been made by a special commission 
of whieh the former director of the National Academy of Roads and 
Bridges of France was chairman. The company has no mortgage or 
bonded indebtedness. The propery is free from all incumbrance. 
The company has no other debts than monthly Its cash 
reserve is largely In excess of its actual needs. 

The undersigned company also invites p attention to the pro- 
visions of its concession, particularly articles 5 and 6, which reserves 
all rights to the Government of the United States secured by the treaty 
with the Republic of Colombia signed in 1846 and ratified in 1848. 

We have the honor to be, your obedient servants, 
J. BONNARDEL, 
The President of the Board of Directors. 


Certified by the secretary of the company. 


pay rolls. 


Ep. LAMPRE. 


This was the nin n of the campaign, and it was charged with 
smokeless wien Unt the shot was fired at Nicaragua. It was ber- 
alded by Mr. Cromwell in a letter dated New York, 28th of November, 
1898, addressed to Mr. Hay: 
Mr. Cromectl to Mr. Hay. 
New York, December 5, 1898. 


My Pear Sm: I beg leave to confirm the telegram which I sent you 
at 10.45 this 5 as per inclosure. 

Upon my_ return learned through Director-General Hutin (who 
had preceded me to New York) that the measure which had just been 
meted on by one branch only of the Colombian Congress was a bill to 
authorize the executive to negotiate the terms of and to conclude a 
further prorogation of six years from 1904 for the completion of the 
canal, under a communication which the company had addressed to the 
Government, in the form of which I inclose you a translation. 

You will note that the company specifically stated to the Government 
that the pro tion was not a matter of absolute necessity, but was 
desirable in the interests of commerce and navigation to enable an 
even deeper cut to be made (and which would reduce the number of 
locks to four), but which reduction would, of course, require more time 
than the plan adopted. 

You will note that the bill proposed to confer power upon the execu- 
tive, and this happened to arise under extraordinary political condi- 
tions in Bogota. As you have probably been advised through official 
channels, a serious difference has recently been existing between the 
House of Representatives of Colombia and the President, the House 
having est! formal resolution declar the office of President vacant, 
and refusing to recognize the qualification of the President before the 
supreme court. x 

re therefore construe the action of the House of Representatives as 
only a part of the strife between the House and the President, and 
not a declaration of the policy of the nation or the Congress in respect 
of the Panama Canal, and as not oe hostility to the company 
itself. We are the more confirmed in this ief because of the uniform 
consideration and cordiality displayed by the Congress and the Govern- 
ment to the New Panama Canal Company; which we have no doubt 
their minister at Washington would vont confirm to you. 

Our company has not the least apprehension regarding any proroga- 
tion of its concessions it may consider necessary in the future. 

I have, etc., your obedient servant, 3 
Wu. NELSON CROMWELL, 
Counscl New Panama Canal Company. 
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General bases with powers of consummation to Mr. Cromwell. 
Panama Canal Company. tract 
the proceedings of the board ef trectors. Pi reting of Octobe: 
1903. Left (at the Department) by Mr. William Ne 


November 21, 1903. 

[English translation.] 

Present: Messrs. Bô, president; Monvoisin, vice-president; Terrier, 
vice-president; Georges Martin, secretary; Bourgois, director; Cou- 
vreux, director; Forot, director; Gueydan, director; Rischmann, di- 
rector; Samper, delegate of the Colombian Government. 

M. Gauton, liquidator of the Compagnie Universelle du Canal Inter- 
océanique, was present at the meeting. 8 

s + 


New 
r 31. 


* * * 
Mr. Cromwell, counsel of the aea a in the United States, has 
come to Paris to consider with the rā of directors the measures 
which there may be occasion to take at this time on account of the 
delay of the ratification of the Hay-Herran treaty on the part of Co- 
lombia. He proposed to prepare a draft contract which should be 
submitted to the President of the United States and which would 
involve the continuance of the arrangements in force. This draft has 
been examined by M. Waldeck-Rousseau, and its text has been fixed in 
the following terms: 

“ General proposed by Mr. Cromwell for an understanding be- 


tween the President of the United States and the new company, with a 
a to reaching the performance of the existing contract of March 3, 


2 Considering > 
“1. The offer made by the new company, through President Bô, on 
January 9 and 11, 1902: 


Knox, on the date of February 17, 1903; 
ABs rin fares and confirmation of the new . th 
„ March 


Mr. Crom 
; and 
“4. The treaty of January 22, 1903; 

“It is that since the said date of March 3, 1903, the 
Senate of the United States has duly ratified the said treaty, but that 
this treaty 18 still nding in Colombia, awaiting ratification or some 
other jon; and that by reason of the foregoing (and of wv 
other important circumstances) it is mutually desirable that certain 
details of the existing contract should be now settled. 


“ Consequently : 

“I, It is mutually recognized that the ratification of the said treaty, 
in the form in which it is now pending, at.a date anterior to March 4, 
ng in conformity with the offer, 
This provision 


its general counsel in America, under date oi 


1905, is, by the parties, u. as bel 
the acceptance, and the confirmation above mentioned. 
shail apply also to the conclusion of a treaty under another form, or 
in any way which may be satisfactory to the United States, and which 
maintains, without modification, the provisions of articles 1 and £ 
0 pending treaty. It is understood that in any case the term 
above mentioned may be prolonged by mutual consent of the parties 
should occasion arise. i 

“II. In the meantime the new company will continue the work of 
excavation of the canal in a manner in conformity with the plans 


adopted hy the new company and by the Isthmian Canal Commission. 
III. This work of excavation shall be carried on under the 
tion of a special commission, which shall be appointed by the ent 


of the United States, 


to which commission the n. company 
pant the fullest liber ome 
n 


and facilities for inspection, examination, and 


formation, in order that if the United States ca out the purchase 
rnd may be in a position to continue the o 


ay. 

“IV. The United States shall assume no obligation concerning this 

zox na 5 one TRA rN 3 propad — be 

carried ou cm, and in that case the 

provided in following article. F 
V. In case of carry out the proposed purchase, all questions of 

every nature, as well of fact as of law, relative to the claims of the 

new company for reimbursement for expenditures made by it after the 


work Included in the estimate of the report of th 
Commission of November, 1901, shall be submitted to tho fa ee 
and final decision of the President of the United States as sole a er.” 


This draft is unanimously adopted by the members 
meeting. M. Gautron states that he also gives his a a oe sehe 
a hel tn pag 4202 Catten 1 — . 8 — to allow him to proceed with 
c President o e Unite ates in orman 
The meeting adjourned at 4 o'clock. port, e 
Certified as agreeing with the record of proceedings. 


M. Bo, 
> The President 
Ep. LAMPRE, ent of the Board of Directors. 


The Secretary-General. 
(Translation. ] 


WASHINGTON, D. C., March 23, 1900. 
Mr. SECRETARY or State: I should be ver ateful 
kindly do me the honor to grant me an audienca on grin March 


~ Be pleased to accept. Mr. Secretary of State, the 
high „5 ‘and devoted sentiments, together with sy taaticipated 
nks. 8 


Hon. Jonx Hay, Secretary of State, Washington, D. C. 8 


Note handed to Mr. John Hay, Secretary of State of the United 
Washington, March 24, 260 . 

The technical commission appointed by President McKi 
suance of the resolution of Congress of March 3. 1899, RRE d 3 
over by Admiral Walker, will shortly be back in the United States, after 
examining on the spot the various routes suggested for the opening of 
a maritime way between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. 

‘The commission has 8 a large number of investigation docu- 
ments pe ware eee e 3 5 probed, and completed by the 
personal observations of its members. It has now 
a" 5 ea ton ror a 5 S 

must confessed t, whatever be the light In whi xam- 
ined, whatever the point of view from which 1613 5 
a of = 1 heh Somber question. Its 
rue solution ca: y ou seeking it with rtia 
ne pence rn ——. A 4 x A apartat atoy 

m e, however, to say truthfully that the man 

tions ra by the problem in both the technical and 3 ordet 
have often been discussed under the influence of traditions and preju- 
dices that progress and time have been so far unable to eradicate. 

It would not be proper, on the other hand, to lay any stress here on 
the action and importance of the private interests which have in dif- 
ferent quarters been involved in this considerable undertaking. We 
trust we may — pi observe that they are worthy of consideration, 

But the natural preponderance of certain national rights and inter- 
ests and the supremacy of international interests must necessarily be 
borne in mind it the realization and the future of so great a work are 
to be insured. 

Such ere the general principles upon which the course followed by 
the new company of the Panama Canal was mapped out. In order to 
demonstrate this, it will be sufficient to recall the written and oral 
communications of the authorized representatives of the company to 
the President of the United States and to the Secretary of State in 
the months of November and December, 1898; the written statements 
handed to the Rivers and Harbors Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and to the President of the United States on the 27th and 
28th of February, 1899, and, Hang: the replies made to Admiral 
Walker, president of the Isthmian Canal Commission, which are set 
forth in the stenographic report of the last two sittings held at Paris 
by the said Commission, 

In this convention two remarks will find their place here. 
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The first relates to the crisis which broke out in January, 1900, in 


the management of the new company of the Panama Canal. It has 
been alleged, in the furtherance of certain interests, that the declara- 
tion made in the United States in 1898 and 1899 by the board of direc- 
tors of the company had not received the approval of a large group of 
arties in interest. This is absolutely erroneous. The truth is that 
or reasons which can not be usefully recited here there arose a conflict 
55 N This conflict is now adjusted under conditions satisfactory 
oò all parties. 

The second remark bears upon the incorporation, under date of 
December 27, 1899, of a society styled “Panama Canal Company of 
America“ under the laws of the State of New Jersey. 

It is unnecessary for us to say that the new company of the Panama 
Canal, being, through its public declarations, in honor bound to rein- 
corporate, under certain conditions in accordance with the laws of any 
one of the States of the Union, will not fail under any circumstances 
to discha: that. obligation. 

But it is obviously important that the freedom of action, not only 
of the new company, but also that of the Government of the United 
States itself, be reserved until such reincorporation sh: be deemed 
expedient or become necessary. 

his is why we hasten to declare that the Panama Canal Company 
of America holds no contract and has no legal tie with the new com- 
pany of the Panama Canal. 

As we observed at the outset, the Commission presided over by 
Admiral Walker has completed the first part of its labors. 

We feel sure that it will concede that the new company of the Pan- 
ama Canal did all that was in its power to facilitate its work. 

We placed at its disposal, both at Paris and on the Isthmus, all the 
archives, all the documents that we had in our ion. We have 
laid before it as long and complete statements as its members may have 
desired of our technical plans as a whole, of our economical and statis- 
tical investigations, and, finally, of the general condition of our 


company. : 

We believe that our duty was thus fulfilled. We therefore venture, 
vi meters to express our confidenee that the Congress of the United 
States will not legislate and the Government will not come to a deci- 
sion upon the question of the interoceanic canal until the report of the 
Commission shall have been filed. 

In conclusion, we still have to consider the new situation created by 
the signing of the convention of February 5, 1900, between the United 
States and Great Britain. 

The effect of Article I of the said convention is to reserve the final 
form to be given to the solution of the financial questions connected 
with the execution of the interoceanic canal. 

The new company of the Panama Canal will necessarily be called 
upon to look into these questions at no very distant time. It will 
address such communications as may be appropriate on this point to the 
Government of the United States. 

M. HUTIN, 
President and General Director. 


APPENDIX 4. 


SULLIVAN & CROMWELL, 
New York, March 31, 1965. 

Sin: In connection with the presentation by Señor Jose Vicenté 
Concha, minister plenipotentiary and envoy extraordinary from the 
Republic of Colombia, of a proposed concessionary conyention or treaty 
between the United States and Colombia, to further the completion 
operation, control, and protection of the Panama Canal by the United 
States, I have been requested by the minister, in view of my relation 
to the subject as general counsel of the Panama Canal Company, and 
of my knowledge of the minister's views derived from our vai con- 
8 in the preparation of the treaty, to submit the following 
reflections : 

Colombia welcomes the United States to its territory, and will facili- 
tate in every way reasonable within its power the consummation of 
the desires and needs of the United States for the completion, opera- 
tion, maintenance, control, and protection of the interoceanic canal 
across its domain, subject, of course, to the sovereignty of Colombia, 
and a reasonable and just convention between the two nations. 

Colombia views with admiration, as does the rest of the world, the 
splendid magnanimity, the far-seeing statesmanship, the virile and 
comprehensive policy which moves this people to construct the greatest 
undertaking which ever has engaged the attention of mankind, not for 
its own benefit alone, nor with selfish preference to its own commerce, 
but for the common benefit, upon equal terms and under universal neu- 
trality in times of peace for all the ples of the earth. 

History does not furnish another instance of such national generosity, 
patriotism, and wisdom. 

This could not but call out from Colombia the warmest response; 
and that nation takes pride in associating herself with an affair con- 
ducted upon such an elevated plane of national and international duty 
and concern, 

The Isthmian Canal Commission, a most distinguished and able body, 
selected with much care by President McKinley to consider all possible 
isthmian canal routes and to determine which of them it is most to the 
interest of the United States to acquire, has reported unanimously that 
the Panama route is the most practicable and feasible route for an 
isthmian canal to be under the control, management, and ownership of 
the United States. Therefore the solution of the problem only involves 
two other conditions: 

1. The sale by the New Panama Canal Company to the United States 
of the concession, property, and rights of the canal, with the shares of 
the Panama Railroad Company. 

2. A new concessionary convention or treaty with Colombia. 

3. The first of these two conditions already has been made easy of 
fulfillment in the formal acceptance by the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany of the valuation fixed by the Isthmian Canal Commission— 
e ben PAETE by its duly authorized proposal to the United States 
or a sale of the property at that price (subject, of course, to a satis- 
factory convention being arrived at between the United States and Co- 
Jombia.) 

The sole remaining condition, then, is the determination of the con- 
cessionary and treaty relations of the United States to a zone of terri- 
tory across the Isthmus of Panama necessary for the consummation of 
the undertaking. 

There has not been a moment in which Colombia has not entertained 
the keenest desire to further the designs of the United States, and this 
sentiment has prevailed under each succeeding administration in Colom- 
bia and alike in both of the great national parties who alternately have 
ruled that country. 


This sentiment is neither new born nor inspired by hope of pecun- 
iary gain. The two nations are old friends, and this feeling assumed 
practical form in 1846, when the treaty of that year was made, which 
8 8 for the construction of this canal; in furtherance 
of whi ‘colombia guaranteed to the United States the free transit of 
the Isthmus, and Franted extraordinary concessions to the people and 
commerce of the United States, upon terms of perfect equality with 
its own citizens, while the United States, in turn, guaranteed the 
neutrality of the Isthmus and of the canal to be constructed upon it, 
as well as the sovereignty of Colombia over that territory. 

It is a significant fact that this treaty of 1846-48, assuring to the 
United States especial rights and. aa n upon the Isthmus of 

in connection with any interoceanic canal or railroad across 
the Isthmus of Panama, antedates the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. The 
treaty of 1846-48 is in full force, as it has continued to be without 
change from the date of its execution. 

Colombia has never made a treaty with any other nation upon the 
subject of an isthmian canal, although it was at liberty to do so. 

These treaty ties cementing their joint design for the construction 
of a new highway for the world have held the two nations together 
= common interests and unbroken friendship for more than half a cen- 

ury. 

y granting the concessions now owned by the New Panama Canal 
Company, and by furthering the construction of the canal to its present 
advanced stage of completion by the old and new Panama Canal com- 

anies, Colombia initiated the great work which now, happily, the 
Jnited States may consummate. 

While the minister of Colombia was in Washington for more than a 
year A fare ag | for the moment when the subject could be seriously and 
attentively discussed, it is only since January 4, 1902, that anything 
could be definitely said or done: since then, and then only, was a defi- 
nite proposal of sale made by the canal company. Immediately there- 
upon, however, the Government of Colombia, requiring the service of 
its then minister in other important fields, designated its minister of 
war, Sefior Concha, as minister plenipotentiary and envoy extraordi- 
nary, to come at once from Bogota to Washington, charged with its 
ripest views and amplest instructions, to confer with the executive 
authorities of the United States, and, after exchange of information and 
opinions, to reach a satisfactory convention. s 

Minister Concha has devoted himself, since his arrival a few weeks 
ago, absorbingly to this task and is prepared to reach a conclusion with 
the executive officers of the Government. 

He is fully empowered to . and sign a 
to the ratification of the Colom 
nations. 5 

But Colombia is in the dark as to the precise desires and needs of 
the United States upon the subject, and Minister Concha can not, of 
course, anticipate in his first statement all the reasonable requirements 
of this Government. He wishes, however, to manifest in the most 
hearty manner the desire of his Government to facilitate the purposes 
oz the United States, and this disposition is manifested by the compre- 
hensive convention which he has this day submitted to you, but not 
as an ultimatum. The establishment of a canal convention involves, 
as you are so well aware, besides the utilization of a canal zone for 
the construction, operation, maintenance, control, and protection of a 
canal, railroad, and auxiliary works, as well as a grant renewable per- 
petually, anc a consent to the sale by the New Panama Canal Company 
(all of which Colombia concedes in the convention submitted), but also 
numerous other grave questions relating to judicial procedure, punish- 
ment of crimes, the capture of criminals, sanitary and police regula- 
tions of Panama and Colon, proper regard to the vested interests upon 
the Isthmus, exemption of the United States from all forms of taxes, 
port charges, or other dues, etc. Quite aside from pecuniary matters. 
these are subjects which only can be examined and negotiated directly 
with you in person and are impossible of negotiation with the Houses 
of Congress. 

Permit me to call attention to the facts that a canal convention in 
respect of the Isthmus of Panama necessarily involves considerations 
whieh do not relate to a section where there is but a wilderness, unin- 
habited by man, and 8 no income to the nation. The conven- 
tion respecting the Panama route covers a zone which has been the 
pathway of commerce across the continent for four hundred years, 
with important cities at its termini, with villages along the route; with 
a settled population, with considerable property, and with important 
yested interests to be taken into consideration. 

All this represents an increment of value in civilizing influences, in 
means of protection, in expenditures of national funds for improve- 
ment and development, as well as in certitude of engineering plans, of 
all which the United States now may derive the benefit, 

It would be neither in order nor fitting for the canal company or 
myself to express any views, one way or the other, upon any of the 

rovisions of the proposa treaty, and our reserve in that regard will 
Be noted. However, I beg to refer, by special request of the minister, 
to Article XXV of his proposed treaty, and which article relates to 
the pecuniary terms. Colombia is prepared to discuss, negotiate, and 
decide upon the precise sum or sums which may be reasonable for the 
United States to pay and for Columbia to ask; but as the subject is in 
the hands of Congress, and it seems impracticable at the moment to 
secure a definite expression of the views of the United States upon the 
subject, Colombia manifests its good faith and reasonableness by pro- 
posing that the annuity shall be only such sum as mutually may be 
agr upon between the nations, or, failing in such agreement, such 
fair and reasonable amount as may be determined by a high commis- 
sion presided over by the president of the International Peace Tribunal 
of ‘The Hague, the remaining members being nominated in equal num- 
ber by the two nations. Such annuity would only be fixed once in a 
hundred years. 

The national requirements of Colombia make a payment of $7,000,000 
desirable, and you will note the provisions on that head; but I also 
ask vou to note that Colombia waives the annuity for the first fourteen 
years. This method insures to the United States the concessionary 
rights which it requires and which can not be affected or interrupted 
by any difference or Seley respecting the ascertainment of the annuity. 
The United States is only 8 to pay such sum as it may agree 
upon, or as so may be determined to be fair and reasonable. Colombia 
does not ask more than what may be determined to be fair and reason- 
able, and surely the United States does not wish to do less than that. 

I have the honor to be, Mr. Secretary, 

Your obedient servant, 


treaty, subject only 
ian Congress, as in like cases with ail 


Wu. NELSON CROMWELL, 
General Counsel New Panama Canal Company. 
Hon. Jonx Hay, 
Secretary of State, Washington, D. C. 
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EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY BILL. 


During the delivery of Mr. Mondax's speech, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated by the Secretary. 

- The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 5133) to promote the safety of 
employees and travelers upon railroads by limiting the hours of 
service of employees thereon. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask unanimous consent that the un- 
finished business be laid aside temporarily. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside. Without objection, it is so ordered. The Senator 
from Alabama will proceed. 

After the conclusion of Mr. MorGan’s speech, 

ADMINISTRATION OF DISTRICT SCHOOL LAW. 


Mr. FORAKER obtained the floor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before the resolution of the Senator from 
Ohio is laid before the Senate I ask the Senator if he will allow 
me to present the memorial of Rey. S. L. Carruthers and 16 
other citizens of the District of Columbia, in reference to the 
administration of the school law in this District, in which they 
ask for an investigation by Congress. I do not commit myself 
in any way to the memorial. 

Mr. LODGE. That is in violation of the rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will suggest to the 
Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am going to ask that the memorial be 
printed as a document, and I think under the rule I am entitled 
to do that. In other words, I am not presenting it as a peti- 
tion. If the Chair holds that it is in violation of the rule to 
present this paper as a memorial at this time I will ask that 
it be printed as a document and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 
` The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
ef the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none, 
and it will be so ordered. a 
DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I desire to call up, if I am in 
order to do so, resolution No. 180. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio calls up 
for consideration the resolution named by him, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PENROSE 
on the 3d instant, as follows: 

¥ o communicate to the 
. ie full information 
bearing upon the recent order dismissing from the military service of 
the United States three companies of the Twenty-tifth Regiment of In- 
fantry, United States troops (colored). 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President 

Mr. FORAKER. The resolution which the Secretary has 
read is the original resolution for which I have offered a sub- 

itute. 4 
eine VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio wish 
his amendment reported at length? 

Mr. FORAKER. No; not necessarily. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio, which has been 
heretofore read. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Penrose] is present in the building, and I have sent 
for him. While waiting for his arrival, I yield to the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], if I may be allowed to do so, who, 
I believe, desires to present some morning business. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I rise to morning business. I 
beg leave to offer two petitions and certain bills. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the rule adopted at the last 
session of Congress it is not in order to interrupt the Senator 
from Obio [Mr. ForaKer] for that purpose. The rule to which 
the Chair refers reads: 

It shall not be in order to interrupt a Senator having the floor for 
the purpose of introducing any memorial, petition, report of a commit- 
tee, resolution, or bill. It shall be the duty of the Chair to enforce 
this rule without any point of order hereunder being made by a Senator. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, may I be allowed to state that 
1 did not interrupt the Senator from Ohio, but he reminded the 
Senate that he was waiting for the presence of a Senator on the 
other side, and yielded the floor to me without being requested 
to do so or being disturbed upon the floor, and I am, I think, 
in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If the Senator from Ohio has 
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yielded the floor, the Chair will recognize the Senator from 
Virginia. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have not yielded the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Then the Chair is of the opin- 
ion-— 

Mr. FORAKER. I am sorry that I can not now accommodate 
the Senator from Virginia in view of the statement of the Chair. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have no idea of violating the rule, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to retain the floor. 

Mr. DANIEL. Very well. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I should like to call up my 
resolution, which I believe was the first one introduced on this 
subject. 

Mr. FORAKER. The resolution is already called up. I will 
say to the Senator from Pennsylvania that I have called up in 
his absence the Senator’s resolution and my substitute, and they 
are both now before the Senate. On yesterday, while the Sen- 
ator was absent, these resolutions were before the Senate and 
there was some discussion then which I thought indicated that 
there might be an agreement arrived at. I do not want to 
interfere with the Senator’s resolution, but I want to pass my 
own; and, if there is no objection to my resolution being con- 
sidered independently, I am willing to have it so considered, and 
let the Senator’s resolution be considered in that way. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, that suggestion is entirely 
satisfactory to me. I said when the Senator from Ohio pre- 
sented his resolution that it was not incompatible with mine, 
one being directed to the President and the other to the Secre- 
ary of War. I would suggest that the vote be taken on my 
rsolution, it having been first introduced; and if that shall be 
passed, that then the Senate consider the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. ' 

Mr. FORAKER. I want it understood that there is a unani- 
mous agreement that my resolution be presented independently 
as an original resolution, and that it will not be objected to so 
that it may have to go over; otherwise I shall insist on its 
being considered as a substitute for the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent that that may be 
considered as the understanding—that we consider the Senator's 
resolution as an independent resolution, and not subject to go 
over on one objection. 

Mr. WARREN. I wish to say if the resolution which I of- 
fered as a substitute, embodying the subject-matter of both 
resolutions, is considered as standing in the way of the plan 
proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose], it 
may be laid aside for the purpose indicated by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
that the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
FORAKER] shall be regarded as an original resolution and be 
considered after the disposition of the resolution introduced by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE]? The Chair 
hears no objection; and it is so ordered. - 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, so far as the resolution intro- 
duced by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] is con- 
cerned, I would be entirely satisfied with it, but as he has with- 
drawn it I suppose the only question before the. Senate is on 
the adoption of my resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the question is on the adop- 
tion of the resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PENROSE], as I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I am opposed to the resolu- 
tion offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania. My opposition 
to it is based entirely upon the form of it. This resolution does 
not, so far as the subject-matter goes, fall within the class of 
inquiries which the Senate has ever been accustomed to address 
to the President. It implies on its face, Mr. President, a doubt 
here which I think does not exist; as to whether the Senate 
is of right entitled to all the facts relating to the discharge of 
the three named companies or not. Always the Senate, in pass- 
ing resolutions of inquiry addressed to Cabinet officers, except 
the Secretary of State, make them in form of direction, not re- 
quest. It rarely has happened that a request has been ad- 
dressed to any Cabinet officer where foreign relations were in- 
volved. Where such a resolution has been adopted it has been 
addressed to the President, with the qualification that he is 
requested to furnish the information only so far as, in his judg- 
ment, the transmission of it is compatible with the public in- 
terest. 

There are reasons for that, Mr. President. The State De- 
partment stands upon an entirely different basis as to the 
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Congress from the other Departments. The conduct of our 
foreign relations is vested by the Constitution in the Presi- 


dent. It would not be admissible at all that either House 
should have the power to force from the Secretary of State 
information connected with the negotiation of treaties, commu- 
nications from foreign governments, and a variety of matters 
which, if made public, would result in very great harm in our 
foreign relations—matters so far within the control of the Presi- 
dent that it has always been the practice, and it always will be 
the practice, to recognize the fact that there is of necessity 
information which it may not be compatible with the public 
interest should be transmitted to Congress—to the Senate or to 
the House. 

There are other cases, not especially confined, Mr. President, 
to the State Department, or to foreign relations, where the 
President would be at liberty obviously to decline to transmit 
information to Congress or to either House of Congress. Of 

course, in time of war, the President being Commander in Chief 
of the Army and Navy, could not, and the War Department or 
the Navy Department could not, be required by either House to 
transmit plans of campaign or orders issued as to the destina- 
tion of ships, or anything relating to the strategy of war, the 
public knowledge of which getting to the enemy would defeat 
the Government and its plans and enure to the benefit of an 
enemy. ; 

There are still other cases. The Department of Justice would 
not be expected to transmit to either House the result of its 
investigations upon which some one had been indicted, and fay 
bare to the defendant the case of the Government. The con- 
fidential investigations in various departments of the Govern- 
ment should be, and have always been, treated by both Houses 
as confidential, and the President is entirely at liberty to per- 
mit by the Cabinet officer to whom the inquiry is addressed 
as much or as little information regarding them as he might 
see fit. I have no doubt the President would transmit every- 
thing upon this subject. My objection is to the form of the 
resolution. I think we ought to maintain the uniform practice 
upen the subject. I do not think, as to a matter upon which 
the Senate clearly has a right to be fully advised, it should 
depart from the usual form of directing the transmission by 
the Secretary of War or the Secretary of the Navy or the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, to adopt a resolution of request of the 
President, bearing upon its face a recognition of the fact that 
he is at liberty to withhold the information or to transmit such 
part of it as he shall see fit. 

Mr. President, in time of peace as to matters relating to the 
organization and the administration of the Army there can be 
no. secrecy. It is purely domestic public business, as to which 
the Congress has a right to know. I should be very much 
disappointed if in a matter of this kind the Senate should 
address the inquiry to the President, coupled, as it must be, 
with the suggestion that we doubt our right to the information. 
l think it is a bad precedent to establish. In such matters 
I think we ought to maintain the practice which, so far as I 
remember, hitherto has been unbroken. Therefore I am opposed 
to the form of the resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 
I am in favor of the form of the resolution of the Senator from 
Ohio. ~ 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I desire only to say a word 
of the same general character as that which has been spoken by 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. My objection to 
the resolution offered on yesterday by the Senator from Wyo- 
ming [Mr. Warren] was that under it the President would 
have a right to withhold information particularly called for by 
the resolution I had offered. Senators will observe when they 
come to look at that resolution that nothing is called for except 
only that which is specifically described, and that it is all of a 
character such as the Senate is clearly entitled to. No one has 
the right to withhold it from the knowledge of the Senate if the 
Senate asks for it. That was the only objection I had to having 
my resolution incorporated with the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania in a resolution such as was offered 
by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren] on yesterday. 
The same objection, of course, lies to the suggestion which was 
made, also, by the Senator from Pennsylvania that we might 
unite the resolutions. If the Senate sees fit to adopt it, I have 
no objection to the resolution offered by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania; but I shall insist in any contingency upon the con- 
sideration of my own resolution as calling for information we 
are clearly entitled to without anybody giving his judgment 
whether or not it is our right to have it. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, on the matter of precedents I 
have only had a moment to look back. My memory was that 
we had sent many inquiries to the President which did not refer 
to foreign relations. On looking hastily back through a book 


from the Secretary's desk, I find in the Fifty-ninth Congress 
the following resolution, offered by the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. Netson], was adopted: 

Resolved, That the President is hereby requested, if not incompatible 
with the public interests, to transmit to the Senate the reports of the 
Keep Commission on Department methods, relating to official crop sta- 
= cs and the investigation of the Twelfth Census report on agri- 
culture. 

It seems nothing could be more purely domestic than that. 
I find another, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to furnish the Senate, if 
not incompatible with the best interests of the service, the petition and 
accompanying papers of certain officers of the Army, veterans of the 
civil war, retired from active service for disability contracted in the 
line of duty. and who have not yet received the benefits of the act of 
April 23, 1904. 

Those are two very recent ones. I thought I remembered 
some relating to the Philippines, and I find there are some. 
This book only goes back to the Fifty-eighth Congress, but I 
find a resolution submitted by Mr. Hoar, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not in his opinion in- 
compatible with the public interest, to inform the Senate whether there 
be any law or regulation in force in the Philippine Islands which will 
prevent any native of those islands who may so desire, not under ar- 
rest and against whom no charge of sny offense against the United 
States is pending, from coming to the United States and stating his 


views or desires ns to the interest of his people to the President or 
either House of Congress. 


Mr. SPOONER. When was that adopted? , f 

Mr. LODGE. That was referred to the Committee on the 
Philippines, and printed. It was not adopted. The other two 
that I read were adopted. I have no doubt that others could 
be found. Certainly, I think that there can be no question 
that resolutions of inquiry have been addressed to the President 
on all possible subjects. In this case, he being Commander in 
Chief of the Army, it seems to me it is perfectly proper in form 
to address a resolution to him on a subject where he has taken 
direct action and about which there is a great deal of public 
feeling and has been a great deal of public discussion. It seems 
to me the proper way to get the facts before us is to make 
inquiry, not only of the War Department, but of the President 
himself, so that he may have an opportunity to state to Con- 
gress in the fullest official manner the reasons which actuated 
him in rendering this decision, which, of course, as we all know, 
is peculiarly his own. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I take it for granted the 
President will find some way to put the Senate in possession of 
any information he has that he wishes to put before it. On 
the other hand, it seems to me entirely proper for the Senate 
to ask the President for such information as the Senate wants, 
and that he is the proper one to ask. And believing that the 
Senate and the country want all the information obtainable 
I am willing, if I have the opportunity, to vote for both resolu- 
tions, the one proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PENROSE] and the one proposed by the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. Foraker]. I know of no rule against such action. I 
know of no custom against it. I know of no reason why we 
should not adopt both resolutions as presented here, though by 
all means we should indorse the one directed to the President 


-whether or not we adopt the other one. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the precedents cited by the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loper] might be in- 
creased in great number. For many years past, even during the 
war, it was a frequent occurrence to call on the President for 
information. I myself have been somewhat of a stickler in 
reference to the form of resolutions of inquiry. We request the 
President, and we direct the Cabinet officers; but, after all, the 
whole matter of communicating information to this body by 
Cabinet officers is absolutely under the control of the President. 
If the President declines or thinks such information should not 
be sent, it is not sent. We request the President for informa- 
tion, “if not incompatible with the public interest.” That is 
merely a courteous form of making the request. If we left out 
the expression “if not incompatible with the public interest,” 
he would still have authority to withhold any information. I 
think it will be found that the rule among Cabinet officers, 
whenever requests of delicacy or importance have been pre- 
sented by Congress, has been to consult the President in relation 
thereto. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion in that connection? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. My memory is that there haye been cases 
within comparatively recent years where Cabinet officers hay- 
ing been directed by resolution of the Senate to send certain in- 
formation to it, have withheld entirely, or withheld in part, such 
information by order of the President. 
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Mr. TELLER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. LODGE. I think it occurred under Mr. Cleveland on 
more than one oceasion, and I think it has occurred in relation 
to the Department of the Interior quite recently, though I do 
not remember the exact date. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. CARMACK. I think that occurred in a former session 
of Congress when an answer to a resolution of mine asking the 
Secretary of the Treasury for certain information was declined 
on the ground that it would be incompatible with the best in- 
terests of the public service. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, there are undoubtedly a large 
number of precedents of that kind. I had occasion some time 
ago to consult the precedents running back forty or fifty years, 
and I have a very distinct recollection of a number of cuses 
where Presidents have declined to communicate information 
both to the House and to the Senate. 

I do not think there is any impropriety in our asking the 

President in a courteous, proper manner to communicate in- 
formation to the Senate. I am under the impression, Mr. 
President, that the better practice would be to ask the Secre- 
tary of War, the Secretary of the Treasury, or the Secretary 
of the Navy, whoever it might be that had the matter under 
control, without annoying the President and adding to his 
work. But, so far as I am concerned, I am willing to vote for 
a resolution asking the President for information, or I am will- 
ing to vote for a resolution asking the Secretary of War for in- 
formation; but I do not think we ought to ask them both. It 
seems to me we ought to confine ourselves to one or the other, 
I simply express my preference for the method of asking the 
Secretary of War, instead of asking the President. If the 
President or the Secretary of War wish to communicate on the 
subject, they know how to do so by direct message to this body. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I was going to say that the resolution I read 
requesting the President for certain information in regard 
to veterans of the civil war was introduced by the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] himself. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, briefly, and principally to ad- 
dress myself to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], I 
think it may be taken for granted that as a matter of mere 
official ethics the address of the resolution of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] to the President of the United 
States is deferential and correct. It must not be lost sight of 
that the President represents the executive department, a co- 
ordinate department of the Government. The right of the Presi- 
dent, because of his character as Chief Executive of the Nation, 
charged with the conduct of our foreign affairs, to be the sole 
judge as to the communication to Congress of matters relating 
to our international affairs was well stated by the Senator from 
Wisconsin, 

The Senator further proceeded to say that in case of actual 
war it would be obviously improper for the Senate to call upon 
the Commander in Chief of the Army and Nayy for plans of 
battle or campaigns, for drafts of fortifications or lines of de- 
fense, or for any information which, if made public, might 
militate against the interests of the country. But the Senator 
undertakes to differentiate by saying that this is a time of 
peace, and, therefore, the directions of the President with refer- 
ence to the Army must be under a different rule as relates to 
the legislative department from that which would obtain in 
time of war. The logic of that, I think, will not be apparent 
to the mind of the Senator from Wisconsin when he reflects 
upon the particular facts in this case as made known by cur- 
rent information. It is alleged, and not denied, that the troops 
engaged in the controversy concerning which we seek informa- 
tion actually committed murder in the State of Texas. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. CARTER. I do. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not know whether I correctly under- 
. stood the Senator. I understood him to say that it is charged, 
and not denied, that the troops mentioned, or some of them, com- 
mitted murder in the State of Texas. I want to say to the Sena- 
tor that I am not surprised that he makes that statement, be- 
cause that is the popular understanding as I gather from the 
newspapers; but, nevertheless, it is not true. The record shows 
that that charge is denied, and there is a great deal of testi- 
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mony, if not the weight of testimony, in favor of the denial. 


But that is a matter upon which I do not wish to enter. It is 
a matter we can discuss after we get the facts for which the 
resolutions call, one of which facts is the testimony that has 
been submitted. We can then look it over and see what the 
state of facts is. 

Mr. CARTER. It is not necessary to the elucidation of the 
point I desire to make that I should characterize the current 
report as correct or incorrect. I will merely state, then, that 
it is alleged, and not denied, that certain soldiers of the United 
States at a point in Texas disturbed the public peace. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me, 
that also is denied. The question which has been under con- 
sideration when the testimony has been taken has been whether 
or not the soldiers, or any of them, participated in this so-called 
“shooting up” of the town. The testimony does not clearly 
show that any of them did, and there is testimony to show that 
none of them did. 

Mr. CARTER. Then, in order to reach an understanding 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CARTER. If the Senator from South Carolina will per- 
mit me, I will say that it is alleged 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. CARTER. That some disturbance occurred at a point 
in Texas for which soldiers of the United States were respon- 
sible. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. CARTER. Most assuredly I yield. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not wish to be overly particular about 
this, but I have seen so much of this statement, assuming that 
this, that, and the other thing has been done, that I feel called 
upon to set the Senator right in the hope that I may at the 
same time set a great many other people right. 

Mr. CARTER. I will say to the Senator that I do not assume 
anything. I say it is alleged. Does the Senator from Ohio 
deny the fact that it is alleged? 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not deny that it is alleged that troops 
belonging to this command were guilty of the offense to which 
the Senator refers, but what I want to get before the Senate 
is that it is denied, and there is a very strong lot of testimony 
in support of that denial. What the fact is I do not pretend 
to say. I want to get all the facts, and then we can find out. 

Mr. CARTER. Then, Mr. President 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CARTER. I yield to the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was merely going to remark that I saw in 
the Washington Post this morning what purports to be an ad- 
vance copy of something the Secretary of War will send to us 
in his annual report, and he has thought it of sufficient mo- 
ment to give it to the press ahead of its official presentation. 
If I am not mistaken, I saw in that report, or that alleged re- 
port—we have to speak by the card this morning, it appears 

Mr. CARTER. ‘The Senator had better put it that way. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That the Secretary of War practically as- 
serts what the Senator from Montana asserts; and the Secre- 
tary of War certainly. would not give out to the newspapers, 
as an authoritative statement coming from him, a misstatement, 
would he? 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

Mr. CARTER. I wish to interpolate, to the end that it may 
not be lost to the record, that the Senator from Montana has 
made no assertion in reference to the occurrence in Texas. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I understand that what the Senator is al- 
leging 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator stated that it was alleged in 
current reports. Beyond that the Senator from Montana as- 
serted nothing. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Secretary of War alleges, or the news- 
papers allege that he alleges, that certain soldiers, ten or 
twenty, did shoot up the town of Brownsville, and the facts in 
regard to that transaction are what the Senator from Ohio is 
trying to get, and I hope the Senate will help him to get them. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from’ Ohio? 

Mr. CARTER, I yield. 

Mr. FORAKER. Just a moment, if the Senator will allow me. 

I also read in the morning papers what was reported to have 
been written by the Secretary of War, and I noticed the un- 
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qualified statement of the guilt of these men made by the Sec- 
retary of War, and it was because I noted that that I was more 
particular to interrupt the Senator from Montana than I other- 
wise would have been. 

The Secretary of War, as I understand, does not pretend to 
have any information on this subject except only what is given 
in a pamphlet which has been printed by the War Department, 
setting forth all the testimony that has been taken in regard to 
this trouble, and setting forth also the reports of the several in- 
spectors who have been there to investigate that trouble. This 
is what the Secretary of War had before him—— 

Mr. TILLMAN rose. 

Mr. FORAKER. Only a line, if the Senator from South Caro- 
lina will allow me. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I merely want to ask the Senator where he 
got the copy of that document. I have been trying to get some- 
thing bearing on this subject. 

Mr. FORAKER. I saw in the newspapers that the War De- 
partment had printed this document, and I sent there and asked 
if I might be favored with a copy, and they favored me, I have 
no doubt the Department will give the Senator one. 

Mr. GALLINGER. One was sent to everybody. 

Mr. LODGE. One was sent to every Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mine has not come. I should like to have the 
Senator from Massachusetts give me his, if he has a copy of it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Major Blocksom is the first inspector sent 
to Brownsville and the only one who went to Brownsville, and 
after he had been there and had carefully gone over the whole 
situation, and after he had examined all the witnesses and had 
inquired among the troops he saw fit to call upon, and after he 
had familiarized himself with the testimony taken by the citi- 
zens’ committee, he wrote his report, in which occurs this state- 
ment: 


The officers appeared to be trying to find the criminals, but it is 
certainly unfortunate for the reputation of the battalion that they 
have as 15 hardly discovered a single clue to such a terrible precon- 
certed crime committed by so many men. 


Then on the 28th day of August, after he had completed his 
investigation and after the command had left there for El Reno, 
he reported to the War Department, to the Chief of Staff, saying, 
among other things: 

Almost no evidence against men arrested, though believe majority 
more or less guilty, ete. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will bear with me for just 

a moment, running all through not only this report, but each of 
the other reports, is the same uncertainty as to the guilt, the 
same confession that there is no satisfactory evidence; and I 
do not hesitate to say that this evidence, on which is predicated 
the claim that these men are guilty of committing this crime, is 
the most incomplete, the most unsatisfactory, the most flimsy 
in character on which a conviction was ever rested to my knowl- 
edge. So, instead of saying there is against these men testi- 
mony which shows their guilt without doubt, just the opposite 
is true. 

In addition to the character of this testimony, which is so 
unsatisfactory, is the contradictory testimony, negativing these 
charges, given by the noncommissioned officers who had charge 
of quarters, and who had charge of the guns, and who were in a 
situation to know what the truth was. I understand it will be 
no trouble to show that these are all men of good reputation for 
truth and veracity, who have the confidence, as the positions 
they hold indicate they have, of the officers who put them in 
those positions. Now, the testimony of all these men is of ne- 
cessity entirely excluded by those who say there is no doubt 
whatever about the guilt. 

But, as I say, I do not now desire to discuss this matter. 
When I get the facts I do want to present to the Senate an 
analysis of the testimony, to show the character of it, and to 
show how unsatisfactory and how insufficient it is to warrant 
the serious finding against these men, and especially the men 
who are conceded to be innocent and who are being punished 


under this order. 
Mr. President, I think the Senate will agree 


Mr. CARTER. 
with me—— - 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. CARTER. I should like to make an observation just at 
this point, and then I shall be glad to yield. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana declines 
to yield. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio chal- 
lenged my statement that it was alleged that some disturbance 
occurred in the State of Texas with which troops of the United 
States were connected, 
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Mr. FORAKER. No; “responsible.” 

Mr. CARTER. I submit to the Senate that the Senator from 
Ohio has amply justified by his statement the fact that allega- 
tions were made and issues framed to which he very eloquently 
addresses himself. 

I now yield to the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, by the courtesy of the 
Senator from Montana I desire to state that I agree with the 
Senator from Ohio that this is not the time to discuss the tes- 
timony. But I can not permit bis observation to pass unchal- 
lenged that there is practically no testimony as to the guilt of 
these soldiers on the 13th of August at Brownsville. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator from Texas will pardon me, 
I did not say there was no testimony or practically no testi- 


mony. : , 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator from Ohio said the weight 
of the testimony was to the contrary. 

Mr. FORAKER. I said the testimony was insufficient, and 
that the weight of the testimony, if colored men are to be be- 
lieved at all, is to the contrary. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Occupying but a moment more of the 
time of the Senator from Montana, I desire to call attention to 
the fact that the Senator from Ohio omitted, doubtless inad- 
vertently, to read fully from the report before him. I desire 
to read a paragraph from the report of the commanding officer 
at Fort Brown upon the subject, which the Senator no doubt 
has seen. I read from a telegram, dated August 15, to The 
Military Secretary, and signed C. W. Penrose, Major, Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, Commanding. The Senator from Ohio will find 
it at the bottom of page 12 of this pamphlet: 

Were it not for the damaging evidence of the empty shells and used 
clips I should be of the firm belief that none of my men was in any 
way connected with the crime. 

That was based, Mr. President, upon their statement merely 
that they were not. Now, what does the major add to that? 

But with this fact so painfully before me I am not only convinced it 
was perpetrated by men of this command, but that it was carefully 
planned beforehand. I have the affidavits from three noncommis- 
sioned officers who were in charge of quarters on the day and night, 
and they swear positively the rifles were verified and the racks locked 
after drill (practice march of Companies B and D, drill of Company C), 
and the old guard returned to the quarters; that they never left the 
quarters, and that the keys to the locks of the racks were never out 
of their possession, and that the racks were not opened until call to 
arms sounded, and were then opened by them. 

From testimony gathered by the citizens’ committee and given to me 
by Dector Combe, I believe from seven to ten men were implicated in 
this matter. Some one of them must have had a key to the gun rack, 
and after check roll call was taken—for all were reported present at 
11 p. m. roll call—they slipped out of quarters, did the shooting, re- 
turned while the companies were forming, and at some time during the 
early hours of the morning cleaned their rifles. This is made possible 
from the fact that the shooting all occurred within two short blocks of 
the barraeks. f x 

Mr. President, that is all I desire to say for the present, but 
I ought to haye had the indulgence of the Senate while I gaye 
to the Senate and to the country this statement of rne com- 
manding oflicer. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Montana yield to 
me for another moment? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I wish to correct the impression which the 
Senator from Texas seems to have received from what I said. 
I did not say, as I understood him to repeat I had said, that 
there was no testimony. I said it was unsatisfactory, in- 
complete, and of a flimsy character, using some such expres- 
sions as those; and that I reiterate. I was not unmindful of 
the fact, when I made that statement, that Major Penrose, the 
commanding officer, had made this report. I had read it. But, 
Mr. President, I was, with that in mind, also remembering what 
the testimony is in this case and what I shall be able to show 
to Senators it is in this case when we come to analyze it and 
discuss it and compare it and point out its consistencies and its 
inconsistencies. I think Major Penrose, when he wrote that 
report, was of the opinion that certain of the men had unlocked 
the gun racks and had taken out the guns and had done this 
firing, and that that was the only way to account for the 
“shooting up” of the town; and it may be that that is the 
truth. I do not pretend to say. But I do say that the weight 
of testimony, if the colored men who have given their evidence 
under oath are to be believed, is to the contrary, and I think 
I can demonstrate that, and I think I can explain, too, why 
Major Penrose made that kind of a concession in the report he 
made. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, it was no part of my purpose 
to precipitate at this time a discussion on the merits of -this 
controversy, with only limited information in the possession of 
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the Senate. The purpose of the resolution of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE], supplemented by that of the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. FonAKER IJ, is to secure full informa- 
tion concerning those transactions referred to in the respective 
resolutions. The only question before the Senate, as I under- 
stand, is that raised by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Spooner] concerning the manner of addressing the President 
of the United States in the resolution upon which we are about 
to vote. He objects to the words “if compatible with the 
public interest,” thus leaving it, according to the phraseology, 
respectfully subject to the judgment of the President as to 
whether the information shall be given in whole or in part. 

Now, the Senator from Wisconsin proceeds to say that this 
would be an entirely proper address to the President of the 
United States if we were engaged in actual war. This resolu- 
tion refers to the management of the Army of the United States 
by its Commander in Chief, the President of the United States, 
and I suggest to the Senator that the form of address which 
would be proper in time of war can not be improper in time of 
peace. 

The Senator upon refiection will realize—and I again ap- 
proach dangerous ground—that it is alleged that in this case, 
in the transaction complained of, certain citizens of the State 
of Texas were murdered, and that the Army of the United 
States was.in some manner, directly or indirectly, concerned in 
that murder. I submit to the Senator from Wisconsin that it is 
not improbable, under such circumstances, that the Department 
of Justice has been in correspondence with officials of the State 
of Texas with reference to the subject-matter of this alleged 
murder of citizens of that State. This resolution, if addressed 
to the President containing no limitation as to that discretion, 
or suggestion of it, would not only call upon the President to 
send to the Senate all the correspondence emanating from the 
War Department and the officers of the United States Army, but 
likewise all the information contained in the correspondence of 
the Department of Justice with officials of the State of Texas. 

Now, it must be obvious, I think—along the line of reasoning 
suggested by the Senator—that it would be highly improper for 
us to ask the Department of Justice to convey to us informa- 
tion, which would thus become public, concerning a public 
transaction; that it would be highly improper to ask the Presi- 
dent of the United States unqualifiedly to transmit to the Sen- 
ate correspondence with officials of the State of Texas which 
involves or may involve the possible criminality of a soldier of 
the United States under the laws of that State. So, according 
to the reasoning of the Senator himself, I think it is quite ob- 
vious that the phraseology of the Senator from Pennsylyania 
in respectfully suggesting to the President that he may transmit 
this information, if, in his judgment, it is not incompatible with 
the public interest, is eminently appropriate in this particular 
ease. I think the Senator from Pennsylvania weighed his 
words well and considered the situation fully when he framed 
the language of that resolution, which is in conformity, as I 
understand, with an ancient and almost unyarying line of pre- 
cedents emanating from this body. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I have as high an opinion of 
the legal attainments and knowledge of precedents possessed 
by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] as has any mem- 
ber of this body, and I do not yield to him in any degree in my 
jealous regard for the prerogatives and privileges of the Sena- 
torial office. But in the contention he makes in this matter I 
can not see that he has the slightest foundation in the line of 
precedents. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] has 
referred to several of them. I have one here: 

JANUARY 16, 1906. 

Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the President be requested to furnish the Senate, if 
not incompatible with the best interests of the service, the petition 
and accompanying papers of certain officers of the Army, veterans of 
the civil war, retired from active service for disability contracted in 


the line of duty, and who have not yet received the benefits of the act 
of April 23, 1904. 


A purely routine departmental matter, haying no relation to 
the high constitutional and international relations referred to 
by the Senator from Wisconsin. On January 31 the President, 
in response to the Senate resolution, sent to this body a message 
of many pages, being Senate Document 179. : 

On May 28, 1906, Mr. Netson submitted the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the President is hereby requested, if not incompatible 
with the public interests, to transmit to the Senate the reports of the 
Keep ‘Commission on Department methods, relating to official crop sta- 
3 es and the investigation of the Twelfth Census report on agricul- 

10 ; 

In response to that resolution, which was passed by the Sen- 
ate, the President sent a message, known as “ Document No. 
464,” relating to a matter possessing none of those high quali- 
fications—constitutional and international—referred to by the 
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Senator from Wisconsin. I have here a number of other resolu- 
tions, but I will not take up the time of the Senate by more than 
referring to them. 

The pending resolution was not hastily prepared by me, but 
was prepared after having examined a very large number of 
precedents in the Senate, and the phraseology is identical with 
those precedents. If the resolution differs from its prede- 
cessors, it is only. in the element of its greater brevity and sim- 
plicity. 

It occurred to me that the President, being the Commander in 
Chief of the Army of the United States, haying assumed before 
the country sole responsibility for this act, having in the public 
mind, perhaps, incurred some disagreement with his own Sec- 
retary of War upon the subject, was the proper person and the 
only person to whom this body should submit a resolution re- 
questing information; that it would be discourteous to him to 
go below or beyond him and ask the information from any other 
person than the one who was primarily responsible and the one 
who assumed the responsibility before the people of the country. 

Mr. President, I introduced the resolution without guile, out 
of a natural relationship to a large colored constituency in the 
State of Pennsylvania, whose race prejudice has been aroused 
and who felt that perhaps an affront had been put upon them. 
I did not know that I was going to create such a disturbance 
in the minds of some of my colleagues as was developed when 
I heard the anguished tones of the Senator from Ohio inform- 
ing this body that he had a similar resolution which he would 
like promptly to get before us. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not catch the adjective which the 
Senator from Pennsylvania prefixed to my tones. 

Mr. PENROSE. I had no political purpose to serve and no 
one to punish. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

Mr. PENROSE. I was in a legitimate mental attitude. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. PENROSE. I will be through in a minute, and then the 
Senator from Ohio can have the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
declines to yield. ed 

Mr. PENROSE. I was in a perfectly legitimate mental at- 
titude, desiring to seek the truth, a condition of mind to which 
no reasonable man can object. Nor have I ever known a reso- 
lution solely, and in a bona fide spirit, intended for such a 
purpose to be objected to or delayed or to encounter technical 
objection or controversy. 1 

I am myself investigating this matter, and if I find tha 
these colored troops have been wronged, if injustice has been 
perpetrated, I will be as zealous and active as the Senator 
from Ohio or any other member of this body to see that that 
injustice is righted. If, on the other hand, grave felonies and 
misdemeanors and wrongs have been committed and the action 
of the Department is right, I will be found supporting the 
action of the Department. At the present time my only in- 
terest Is to see that this matter is thoroughly cleared up, and 
that the great colored constituency of Pennsylvania will feel 
that there is no mystery or obscurity surrounding the subject, 
and that no injustice has been perpetrated upon their race. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I understood the Senator . 
from Pennsylyania [Mr. Penrose] to say that I had offered my 
resolution in angry tones. 

Several Senators. Anguished. 

Mr. FORAKER. What is it? 

Mr. PENROSE. I referred more to a condition of anguish 
than of anger. 

Mr. FORAKER. Oh, anguished. Mr. President, I was not 
aware that my tones indicated either anger or anguish. They 
certainly did uot indicate either. I, in common with everybody 
else, I think, was taken by surprise when the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, violating all precedents, offered his resolution. 
I happened to have in my pocket the resolution which I had 
dictated to my stenographer, and which he had furnished to me, 
but which I had not had opportunity to look over, and not 
understanding and not liking the kind of resolution offered by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, I offered mine as a substitute, 
and asked that it might go over until another day, when it could 
be properly considered. I have no purpose in view except only 
what the Senator from Pennsylvania says he has in view, to 
get the facts in order that the whole subject may be intelli- 
gently considered and acted upon here in the Senate, as I think 
it will have to be. 

But, Mr. President, what I rose to say more particularly 


than that is that I did not offer the resolution because it in- 
volved the race question. It is not necessary to consider that 
question at all, and I do not desire to consider that question, 
and haye no thought to consider that question. In my opinion, 
it is a much broader and a much more serious and a much 
more important question than that. It is a question which 
concerns white men as well as colored men. It is a question 
which concerns the Army itself. What avail is it that the 
Congress may raise armies if, as fast as they are raised, the 
President may, if he sees fit to do so, disband them? If the 
President may disband one company he may disband three, 
as he has done here, and if he may discharge a whole battalion, 
he can do away with a regiment if he so likes, and if he can do 
away with a regiment, a brigade, and, as I say, the whole 
Army. 

But that is not the most important question either, Mr. Pres- 
ident, for I do not apprehend that any President would do any- 
thing like that. I believe it will be easy to show that no Pres- 
ident has power to do any such thing and that no President 
would have disposition to do any such thing. The broader ques- 
tion is one of constitutional right. The President does have 
power, as the Secretary of War says in the statement published 
in the papers this morning, to grant discharges without honor 
in contradistinction to discharges that are dishonorable and to 
discharges that are honorable. But running through all au- 
thority, and necessarily so because of the spirit of our insti- 
tutions as well as the letter of the law, is this rule, that no such 
discharge can be granted by any order, from the President 
down; when it rests upon a conviction of a felony punishable 
with imprisonment in the penitentiary under the laws of the 
United States and when as a result of such discharge punish- 
ment is inflicted as though it had been in pursuance of the sen- 
tence of a court-martial. 

Whenever it comes to the point where men are charged with 
the commission of a criminal act they are entitled to a trial 
before they are condemned, and they have that right, although 
they may be enlisted men in the Army of the United States. 
They have it under our constitutional guaranties, and they 
have it according to the letter of the statute that is applicable. 
I shall point out, when the proper time comes, that the Con- 
gress of the United States has been careful, in enacting the 
Articles of War and other statutes for the government and regu- 
lation of the Army, to provide that there shall be no conviction 
of any enlisted man of any offense upon which a discharge can 
be predicated until he has had a trial before a court-martial or 
some other duly constituted tribunal. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. FORAKER. I yield. 

Mr. WARREN. I assume, of course, that the Senator from 
Ohio realizes the fact that the President of the United States 
has power to reduce or increase the Army within certain limits, 
and that he has heretofore exercised it, decreasing it very ma- 
terially? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; and there arises another question, 
which I did not intend to address myself to now. The President 
has the right and the power under the law which we have en- 
acted to increase the Army not beyond a named maximum and 
to decrease it not below a named minimum. If he undertake to 
decrease the Army below the minimum by discharging a bat- 
talion, if it have that result, his act for that reason would be 
unlawful. 

But, Mr. President, I do not stand upon any mere statutory 
provision of that kind. I stand upon the broad proposition that 
no man in this country can be convicted of crime until he has 
had a right to be heard. 

Now, how stands the case with these men? I have called at- 
tention to the fact in the remarks made a few minutes ago 
that these enlisted men and their officers, who were in charge of 
guns and quarters, have all testified under oath. If their tes- 
timony be true, no crime has been committed by any of these 
men, and it is only upon the theory that they have also com- 
mitted perjury that the conclusion was reached upon which thi 
action has been taken. . 

So these men are guilty, some of them of murder, if the case 
upon which the President has aeted be established; others from 
the knowledge of that murder have been guilty of misprision of 
felony in refusing to tell about it, and others of them still, 
nearly all of them, haye committed perjury in saying they had 
no knowledge of it. They can therefore be tried for three 
crimes, all of them involving moral turpitude and all of them 
involving punishment in the penitentiary: 

Is it possible, Mr. President, that by an Executive order men 
can be so convicted and punished? 
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But look, if you will bear with me a moment, to the result of 
this order. The resolution I have offered points out—and I 
had that in my mind—that we have a statute which provides 
that when a man has served for thirty years faithfully and hon- 
orably he shall have a right to retire on three-quarters pay with 
a monthly allowance of $9 for clothing and subsistence, That 
can not be allowed to the man who is discharged without honor. 
It is only allowed to the man who is honorably discharged. I 
do not know how many men there are, but quite a number, I 
know, from the testimony which has been given, of those who 
have been discharged who would soon be entitled to be so re- 
tired. That is an important right. All retained pay is for- 
feited; so, too, their right to pensions. 

Others have served more than twenty years and are entitled 
to membership in the Soldiers’ Homes of the country. They 
lose that right. All of them, if honorably discharged, will be en- 
titled to honorable burial, without cost to them, in national cem- 
eteries. They lose that right. All this is not important, perhaps, 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania, but it is important to the 
am who have served so long and so faithfully to acquire these 
rights. 

So I might go on enumerating other rights. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania? S 

Mr. FORAKER. I will be through in a little bit, and the Sena- 
tor can then take the fioor and deal in questions of anguish or 
anger, as he may see fit. 

So it is, Mr. President, that this broadens out, as I say, into 
a case where men are sent forth branded as criminals, threefold 
criminals—men who have committed murder or who have sup- 
pressed the knowledge of murder, although called upon by the 
legal authorities to give that knowledge, and men who have com- 
mitted perjury. They are branded with all these crimes, and 
as a result of it they are stripped not only of honors, but also of 
property rights. 

Now, I say, without any statutory provision on the subject, 
the Constitution itself protects them. No man can be deprived 
of life, liberty, or property without due process of law. Due 
process of law means in accordance with the law of the land. 
The law of the land says when a man is charged, although an 
enlisted man in the service of the United States, with the com- 
mission of an offense of that character he shall have a right to 
trial before a court-martial and the sentence shall be such as 
the court-martial may direct. That is the law of the case. 

It was from considerations of that kind, without any desire, 
Mr. President, to make it a color question, without any desire 
to introduce into the discussion of the subject any of the race 
prejudice that we see so much of to our great regret here and 
there, evinced throughout the country, without any desire to 
find any fault with any body, but only that we might protect 
broad principles and protect men who are entitled to our pro- 
tection in the enjoyment of their acquired rights that I in- 
troduced this resolution and specified the facts I want to obtain. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. May I ask whether any of the white officers 
who had charge of these three companies were dismissed in 
the order? 

Mr. FORAKER. No, Mr. President, no white officer is dis- 
charged. No white officer is really criticised. There is a sort 
of criticism made by Major Blocksom, the first inspector, As to 
one of the officers, but that he practically answers and says he 
does not insist upon it. They go clearly acquit. I think, 
Mr. President, they are entitled to go acquit until there is some 
evidence produced that somebody did the thing these men are 
charged with having done. 

Now, the Senator talks about this testimony. There is a great 
deal of it I might read at length, but if Senators will bear with 
me a moment I will read just two or three samples. Here is 
the kind of testimony sent to the War Department, and which 
along with other testimony forms the predicate of this case of 
crime. x 

Mr. F. M. McCampbell’s testimony : 

I was on my way to the house on the night of the 13th, when we 
met some soldiers, and they turned the guns on us and asked us, “ What 
are you sons of bitches hunting for?” I think it was a whole com- 
pany. I did not see any white officer with them. I just saw the 
ranks of the soldiers. They went in the direction of town, and “ We 
care very little if we shoot you full of holes,” they said. Mr. Fielder 
was going to the hotel. I did not see any firing. I don't think there 
was a commissioned officer with the soldiers. That's all, about, I 
know. ‘This happened right about behind the market. There must have 


been about fifty or sixty men in the company. Mr. Fielder was with 
me going to the Rio Grande Hotel at that time. That's all. 


Tue testimony shows, and there is no dispute upon that point, 
that after the firing was over the commanding officer sent one of 
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the companies, consisting of fifty-two men, to patrol the town, 
and those are the soliders this man saw. Yet that is paraded 
as evidence that the soldiers did this shooting. : 

Mr. M. G. Dalling’s testimony : 

I am a State ranger. I have come into the possession of some infor- 
mation this morning, which I got from this soda-water man who sells 
soda water. He told me that this soda-water man had been told by a 
saloon man, who keeps a saloon in the edge of town, that some shooting 
had been done last night, and that Company C could have taken the 
whole town if they had wanted to, and t they could take the whole 
damn State. 

Mr. G. W. H. Rucker's testimony : 

About Monday night last, about half past 8 o'clock, I took two cases 
of soda water to saloon near edge of town. There were about thirty 
or forty negroes inside gambling, as near as I can ascertain about the 
crowd, and I heard three or four negroes making threats that they 
would die and go to heaven before they would go back into post, but 
do not know what the conversation was about. Yes; I know if I 
would see this soldier again I would recognize him. I could pick him 
out of a crowd. He was a soldier. Yesterday morning I ssed this 
negro saloon,- but nobody was there. At about 12 o'clock, it must 
have been, as I was picking up empty cases, I went to this saloon, and 
the proprietor told me that he did not need any “pop,” as the Sopa 
had m having a little trouble with the citizens and they were all in 
the post. He is working for two soldiers who are in the post, who own 
the saloon. He said that if a gun had been fired last night that Com- 
pany C could have come ont without any orders, and would run every 
. out of town; that Company C could whip the whole State of 

exas. 

And so on for quantity. Now, here is the testimony of Mr. 
J. P. McDonald. Here is a right intelligent witness, but he con- 
tradicts in one respect the testimony of every man on whose 
testimony this finding is based. Mr. J. P. McDonald testified: 

Question. We are here to get what information we can that will 
throw light on the circumstance—Answer. I board on the little block 
next the garrison, about the middle, I knew there was bitter feeling 
in town and thought that if they caught any negro soldiers up town 
ht do them up. So I laid awake; never pulled off my shoes. 
e -first fire started I jumped up. There were from six to ten 
shots on Elizabeth street; then they ceased. 

There is the testimony of a citizen of Brownsville, who laid 
awake because he was expecting trouble, and being awake and 
listening far them, he heard the first shots, and he has a right 
to testify intelligently upon that point. He tells us where the 
firing commenced—down on Elizabeth street. Other witnesses 
claim to have seen colored soldiers and that the firing com- 
menced at the quarters inside the wall surrounding the post. 

I might go on at great length, but I think I have gone far 
enough to show the general character of this testimony. Then, 
after this testimony there is testimony here that will be given 
proper attention at the proper time, of people who say what 
they saw; but, as I said, when I take it up to analyze it I will 
have something to say about that testimony which I do not want 
to say now. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. FORAKER. I yield for a moment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator from Ohio in reading the 
testimony of this man McDonald undertakes to create the im- 
pression—in fact, I believe he makes a direct statement, which 
contradicts the other witnesses—by saying that the first shots 
were fired on Elizabeth street. The Senator is mistaken in that. 
He has misconstrued the testimony. The man said: 

When the first fire started I jum up. There were from six to 
ten shots on Elizabeth street; then they ceased. 

Mr. FORAKER. I stand corrected, then. I was not aware 
that any witness had so testified. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It is the same witness the Senator read 
from a moment ago. 

Mr. FORAKER. What witness? 

Mr. CULBERSON. MeDonald. 

Mr. FORAKER. Where does he say that? 

Mr. CULBERSON. On page 29. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is the same thing I stated. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Precisely; but the Senator stated and 
he undertook to make the impression that this witness said 
the first shots fired were on Elizabeth street. He only states 
that from six to ten shots on that street were fired. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is what I said. He said the firing 
commenced on Elizabeth street. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is a mistake. The Senator mis- 
reads the testimony of -the witness. He says he was lying 
down when the first firing was heard. Then he adds that 
“there were from six to ten shots fired on Elizabeth street; 
then they ceased.” Those were the last shots fired, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and not the first. 

Mr. FORAKER. Now, Mr. President, let us see if they were 
the last. The witness proceeds: 

When the first fire started I jumped up. There were from six to 
ten shots on Elizabeth street; then they ceased. I went down the 


street to the next block and on to the alley and stopped on the corner. 
The shooting commenced again just inside the garrison wall. 

So it was not the last. I may be in error about the effect I 
attach to the witness’s statement, but I just happened to have 
my eye fail upon it as I was looking through the record, and, 
remembering what he had said, I thought that it would answer 
for an illustration as well as anything else. 

But I would call the attention of the Senator at the proper 
time to the fact that this testimony is full of conflicts of that 
character, so full of conflicts that it is absolutely unreliable 
standing by itself, and I do not believe any jury in Christen- 
dom, unbiased, impartial, would find on such a state of evidence 
anybody guilty of the commission of any serious offense. When 
1 say I do not believe a jury would find them guilty I mean 
in view of the weight that should be attached to testimony 
that is in conflict with that given by the troops themselves. 
They testify in such a way that it would be impossible for 
any man in that command to have done this shooting. 

But about that I do not wish to be understood as taking any - 
positive position. I am only pointing out that there is grave 
conflict in this testimony, and that no man who is careful as to 
what he says has a right to say, in view of this state of evidence, 
that there is no doubt whatever as to the guilt of these men. 
There is doubt about it—serious doubt. I commenced the read- 
ing of it under the impression that there was no doubt. I took 
that as granted. I supposed, as a matter of course, from what 
I had seen in the papers and what I had seen of the action 
which had been taken, that upon satisfactory testimony it had 
been established that there was that guilt. But when I got 
through with the testimony, starting in with a perfectly open 
mind, I came out with graye doubt about it. Now, I want all 
the facts I can get, for it is a serious, broad, far-reaching matter. 
When we have all the facts my resolution calls for, we can con- 
sider the matter intelligently. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it is quite apparent that we 
can not intelligently discuss this question, not having the infor- 
mation we ought to have. It seems to me the only question is 
how we shall get the proper information. I understand the 
objection made by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] 
was practically the question of order, whether the resolution 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose] was in order 
or not. I think he will probably not insist upon that. 

The resolution of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForaKer] calls 
for more than the resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 
It calls for specific information upon the part of the Secretary 
of War and it calls for the form of the dismissal. I do not 
know whether any Senators have seen it. I know I have not, 
and I am not aware what it is. I belieye we will get more in- 
formation directly from the Secretary than from the President, 
unless the President sees fit to refer the whole matter to the 
Secretary. x 

Mr. Presiđent, this is a subject that is being pretty actively 
discussed. I have on my table here now a resolution from a 
very respectable meeting of colored people in Colorado. Some 
of them I know to be very respectable people. They are greatly 
excited, because they are going upon the theory that the Presi- 
dent has done something to these people because they were 
colored. I do-not myself suppose that there is anything in that 
at all. 

These colored soldiers were charged with a grave offense. If 
they had been white men and had been guilty of what is charged 
they were guilty of, the President would have been certainly 
justified in proceeding as far as his constitutional authority 
would allow him to proceed. I do not know myself whether 
he has proceeded beyond that point or not. I know it is as- 
serted in some circles by some people that he has gone beyond 
it. That is a matter which I think we could discuss better 
after we have the form of the discharge and have had an op- 
portunity to look into all the conditions and study the statutes 
upon this subject. 

It seems to me, Mr, President, that the thing to do is to get a 
report of all the facts and send them to some proper committee, 
which will be, I suppose, the Committee on Military Affairs as 
a matter of course. I do not believe that you will ever come 
to any proper conclusion about it except by some such tri- 
bunal as that. 

I wish the Senator from Pennsylvania would withdraw his, 
resolution and allow the resolution of the Senator from Ohio 
to pass, and dispose of this question in what I think would be a 
satisfactory way to everybody. If the Senator insists upon it, 
I do not know that we can pass both resolutions. I do not 
think it would be exactly courteous to ask the President for 
one thing and the Secretary of War for another. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield. 

Mr. PENROSE. I understand the friends of both resolu- 
tions are satisfied with the arrangement suggested, that both 
resolutions be passed. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well; I. have no further remarks to 
make on the subject. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I desire to submit a few 
observations. 

I agree entirely with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] 
that this discussion of the merits of the question is entirely 
premature. For one I intend to withhold any discussion of it 
until the incoming of a report which puts the Senate officially 
in possession of all the facts in relation to it. 

The Senator from Colorado is mistaken in supposing that I 
made any point of order against the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. I did not. I objected to the form 
of the resolution—that is, I objected to a resolution addressed 
to the President as unusual. I still adhere, Mr. President, to 
that objection as a matter of proper practice, although there is 
nothing in the Constitution to prohibit it, nothing in the rules of 
the Senate to prohibit it. It is entirely competent for the Sen- 
ate to pass it. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to ask the Senator on that 
point whether he contradicts the statement made by me and 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar] that there are 
numerous” precedents of the Senate justifying this course. His 
present objection is purely theoretical and critical of a bad 
practice in the past as much as in the present. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will get to that. Mr. President, I have 
not examined the precedents. I speak from my recollection as 
to the almost uniform practice of the Senate during a period 
of nearly sixteen years in which I have been a member of the 
body. It appears that resolutions addressed to the President 
have been introduced and passed—one offered by the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. I rather think it must have been 
inadvertently done, because it was not a subject upon which, 
so far as I recollect the scope of the resolution, there could 
have been any possibility of the Executive withholding in- 
formation from the Senate. The general practice of the Senate 
has been—and it is a good practice, an almost universal prac- 
tice, except in those eases where the nature of the subject is 
such as to warrant the belief that all of the information may 
not properly and safely be communicated to either House of 
Congress—not to address the resolution of inquiry to the Presi- 
dent, but to address it to the Secretary of the appropriate 
Department, making it a direction instead of a request. 

The precedent cited by the Senator from Massachusetts rela- 
tive to a request upon the President for a copy of the report of 
the Keep Commission does not fall at all within the exception. 
The Keep Commission was not a commission authorized by law. 
It was a commission appointed by the President composed of 
officials selected from the various Departments to investigate 
the methods of the Executive Departments of the Government 
and to report to the President for his information, as I recol- 
lect it. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. I should like to ask the Senator from Wis- 
consin if that portion of the resolution should be amended, 
thus calling upon the President for all the correspondence and 
all the facts, whether he would deem it proper to call upon the 
President, without qualification, to communicate to the Senate, 
and therefore to the public, the correspondence, if any there be, 
between the Department of Justice and the legally constituted 
authorities of the State of Texas with reference to the com- 
mission of crimes in that State by soldiers of the United States 
liable to punishment under State law, if such communication 
would militate against the ends of justice? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Montana has utterly mis- 
` apprehended my objection to this resolution. He insists that my 
objection is because of the presence in it of the words “if not 
incompatible with the public interests.” He is quite mistaken. 
I know quite well that propriety demands that when a request 
for information is addressed to the President—and that is why 
I think such requests are limited, and has been in general prac- 
tice, to the cases which I indicated when I first spoke—it is 
always qualified, so far as I recollect, by these words. My 
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preference for the resolution of the Senator from Ohio is be- 
cause, being a request for detailed information; our right to 
which is beyond question, it is addressed to the Secretary of 
War, and contains no evidence that the Senate doubts its right 
to the information. 

I do not take it to be open to debate, Mr. President, that the 
Senate has a right to obtain from the War Department copies 
of discharges, records of courts-martial—eyverything relating to 
the domestic administration of the Army not connected with 
plans of campaign or of war. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do. 

Mr. CARTER. Then I wish to state that I clearly and dis- 
tinctly understood the Senator from Wisconsin to object to the 
words “if not incompatible with the public interests” in this 
form of resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I objected to the resolution 
because it requires those words and implies in the resolution it- 
self a doubt upon the part of the Senate whether or not this in- 
formation might be properly withheld from the Senate. That is 
my objection. 

Mr. CARTER. The objection of the Senator was to the ad- 
dressing of any resolution to the President on the subject. 

Mr. SPOONER. For that reason. The almost universal rule 
of the Senate has been to address no inquiries to the President 
of the United States without those words; I remember no ex- 
ception, where the nature of the subject of inquiry was such as 
to make it perfectly apparent that the Senate or the House was 
entitled of right to all the information covered by it, the direc- 
tion, not the request, has been made as an almost universal rule 
upon the appropriate Cabinet officer, instead of by resolution of 
inquiry addressed to the President. : 

I said there were some exceptions, and there are. Foreign 
relations constitute one exception; the movement or plan of 
campaign of the Army or the Navy in time of war constitutes 
another, because even a child would know that the Commander 
in Chief, under our Constitution, must have the discretion in 
order to insure the safety of the Republic and the success of 
our arms, to exercise discretion and to withhold, if his judg- 
ment so dictates, information which would endanger the public 
interest if it were given to the public. The Senator from Mon- 
tana, with a logic the like of which I have never known him 
to indulge in before, seemed to think that there is no dis- 
tinction, and can be none, between the information which the 
Senate or the House is entitled to have in relation to the Army 
in time of war and in time of peace. 

It does not at all follow, Mr. President, because certain in- 
quiries as to the Army must be in time of war addressed to the 
President, and he have discretion to withhold or to transmit in- 
formation, that in time of peace, upon every imaginable subject 
connected with the administration of the Army, it is proper, or 
comports with the dignity of the Senate or of the other House 
as legislative bodies in all cases to address inquiries to the 
President, qualified as courtesy requires such inquiries to be. 

Mr. CARTER. Now, Mr. President 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to get through. 

Mr. CARTER. I wish to address the Senator a question at 
that point. ji 

Mr. SPOONER. -Very well. 

Mr. CARTER. Itis well known that we are expending very 
large sums of money on our coast defenses. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. I will ask the Senator if he thinks in time of 
peace it is proper for the legislative department of the Govern- 
ment to make public all the plans of defense that are being pre- 
pared in case of war by calling on the Secretary of War or the 
President to disclose such information? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator gets back to my path—that is, 
that the question is to be resolved with reference to the subject- 
matter. I admitted it, and I admit it now. I must admit that 
there are numerous cases in which absolute direction upon one 
of the Departinents or upon a Cabinet officer is subject of right, 
I mean, to a declination by order of the President to that officer 
to afford the information. But that argues nothing upon a 
subject like this or upon the subject generally embodied in the 
resolution of inquiry by the Senate and by the House.. We 
could not call upon the Attorney-General to send to the Senate 
copies of papers which he has acquired through investigation to 
be used in the trial of a gang of counterfeiters or to be 
used in the trial of cases prosecuted under the antitrust 
law for the obyious reason, Mr. President, that it would lead 
possibly to the defeat of the Government's litigation. You can 
not put your side of the case into the hands of your opponent. 
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If an investigation has been made by the Treasury Department 
with reference to the apprehension of men who are smugglers, 
‘Congress could not expect the President to permit the informa- 
tion to be sent to the Senate or the House, and warning thereby 
be given to those whom the Government seeks to apprehend. 

There are many such cases. Is this a case of that kind? 
Congress, Mr. President, fixes the size of the Army. The Army 
is the Army of the people of the United States. It is created by 
act of Congress. The rules for its government are entirely 
within the jurisdiction of Congress. The grounds upon which 
men may be discharged is within the constitutional capacity of the 
Congress. Whether any man can be discharged for offense without 
a trial is entirely within the constitutional competency of Con- 
gress. Whether the President shall be given the right to dis- 
miss an officer at will without trial is for Congress to say. 
The Army is supported by moneys appropriated by Congress. 
The manner of the expenditure of those moneys Congress has 
a right to know. I do not make any doubt whatever, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that it is within the constitutional right of the House or 
of the Senate either, acting in a legislative capacity upon this 
subject, to direct the Secretary of War to transmit to the Senate 
or to the House all information within his jurisdiction upon the 
subject of the discharge of the three colored companies. 

Now, Mr. President, the foundations of the Union will not be 
shaken whichever of these resolutions is adopted, or if both be 
adopted. I am surprised that the Senator from Wyoming [ Mr. 
WARRENI withdrew his resolution. They all three might have 
been adopted. The Senator from Pennsylvania thinks it im- 
proper that both should be adopted. He offered his resolution 
in the form which he employed addressed to the President— 
the form is proper if the resolution is to be addressed to the 
President at all—because the Senator thought it would not be 
within the proprieties, it having been the President's act, to 
address it to his subordinate, the Secretary of War. 

I do not stop to discuss the question of propriety; but it is 
very proper, some Senators think, to pass both of the resolu- 


tions. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loba] seems to 
think so; the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER] seems to 
think so. 


There never has been, within my knowledge, a President who 
is more frank with both bodies of Congress than the present 
Executive. The objection is based upon principle and was made 
because E believe it is the dignified and proper course for both 
bodies to pursue as to subjects upon which the House or the 
Senate is entitled manifestly to the information to make a direc- 
tion in the usual way upon the appropriate Cabinet officer. 

I think it will look rather absurd—I shall not further object 
to it, Mr. President—to pass the resolution calling upon the 
President, if not incompatible with the public interests, for full 
information bearing upon the subject, and also to pass the res- 
olution of the Senator from Ohio, directing the Secretary of 
War, who has probably received most of these papers from the 
President, to furnish all information upon the subject on file in 
the War Department. But that is a matter for the Senate to 
determine. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not wish to prolong this 
debate, but the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] seems 
to think that the resolution which I introduced some time ago 
must have been inadvertently introduced. I presume the files 
of this Senate will show a great many resolutions of mine of a 
similar kind. I want to say to the Senator, as a matter of 
history, that if he will take the trouble to go into the question 
of the right of the Senate and of the other House to call upon 
the Executive for information, he will find that in the early 
history of the country such requests went directly to the 
President. If he will take the pains to go back fifty years he 
will find that it was a common occurrence, and I will venture 
to say there has not been a President since the days of Wash- 
ington who has not been called upon by the Senate and the 
other House for information. 

During the exciting times immediately after the civil war, 
when Andrew Johnson was President of the United States, a 
great number of such resolutions from the House and the 
Senate were day after day directed to the President. Some- 
times he furnished the information and sometimes he did not. 
If he did not furnish it, he would say that he did not think it 
was compatible with the public interests that he should do so. 
In such cases I believe he always courteously declined. - 

When we call upon the President for information, we re- 
quest him; when we call upon the Secretary of War, we direct 
him. Suppose the Secretary of War fails to reply. Where is 
the power of the Senate to compel him? He is a subordinate 
of the President. He is the mouthpiece of the President in 
many ways. He becomes the mouthpiece of the President be- 
cause of his special knowledge in regard to certain matters. 


You call upon the man who is supposed to know most about 
the subject concerning which information is desired. If you 
want to know about public lands or about pensions, you call 
upon the Secretary of the Interior; but if you want to know 
about military affairs, you call upon the Secretary of War. 
There is, however, no way by which you can compel the Secre- 
tary of War to reply, unless by impeachment, and we can not 
institute such proceedings, for, under the Constitution, they 
must originate in the House of Representatives. 

‘There is nothing unusual in the resolution of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. As I said before, the resolution of the Senator 
from Ohio calls upon the Secretary of War for information that 
is not in the hands of the President, and therefore I prefer the 
form of his resolution. At the end of his resolution there is a 
request for an order issued to Major Penrose. Probably that 
order is not in the keeping of the President, but is in the keep- 
ing of the Secretary of War. It seems to me there is an unnec- 
essary question of propriety raised here. I do not myself want 
to admit that when the Senate wants information it can not call 
upon the Executive for it. I do not care whether it is in one 
Department or another or whether it is solely under the control 
of the President. You may call upon him for information af- 
fecting matters of foreign diplomacy, but he is not obliged to 
answer; sometimes he would be derelict in duty if he did an- 
swer; but it must be fairly presumed that the Senate of the 
United States will never call upon the President for informa- 
tion which ought not to be given to the country. If he says 
“I do not consider it compatible with the public interests that 
I should give it,” that is the end of the controversy. 

Mr. WARREN. I want to ask the Senator a question before 
he takes his seat. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. ; 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator from Colorado has been a dis- 
tinguished Cabinet officer, and I want to put this question to 
him: In the present case the President, by. the Constitution, is 
clearly Commander in Chief of the Army—in other words, he 
is the highest officer of the Army. He bears a relation to the 
Army and Navy that he does not bear as to other Departments. 
It seems to me that information regarding this particular case 
lies not only with the Secretary of War, but undoubtedly with 
the Department of Justice as well. Therefore I want to ask 
the Senator from Colorado if, when we make an inquiry of the 
President, he will not, as a matter of course, call upon the dif- 
ferent Departments for such information as he chooses to fur- 
nish, whereas if we call upon the Secretary of War alone, he 
furnishes only that which his Department has? If so, it seems 
to me in this case—while I am ready to vote for both resolu- 
tions—if we are to select one and vote for only one, it should 
be the one calling upon the President, first, because he has con- 
trol over both of these Departments that may have evidence; 
second, he is the Commander in Chief of the Army and its 
highest authority, and, third, this action concerning the dis- 
charge of troops is the action of the President, in the absence 
from the city at the time of the Secretary of War, and there- 
fore the President is the highest authority to appeal to and the 
man above all others who is able to furnish us the information 
we want. : 

Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator has answered his own 
question, and I think he is correct about it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, on yesterday I offered an 
amendment to the resolution of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
ForAKER]; which he accepted. Since then that resolution has 
been detached in a parliamentary sense from the resolution of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose], and I do not 
know which one of these resolutions will be adopted by the 
Senate. Therefore, I beg to offer the same amendment to the 
resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania which I offered 
yesterday to that of the Senator from Ohio, modified to suit an 
inquiry addressed to the President of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas pro- 
poses an amendment to the resolution of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE]; which will be stated by the 
Secretary. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add after the last word of 
the resolution of Mr. PENROSE the following: 

The President is also requested to send to the Senate a copy of the 
order issued to Maj. C. W. Penrose, Twenty-fifth United States Infan- 
try, directing him not to deliver to the civil authorities of Texas cer- 
tain men of his command charged with assault to murder and mur- 
der, at Brownsville, Tex., August 13, 1906, and referred to by Major 
Penrose in his letter of August 24, 1906, to Capt. W. J. McDonald, of 
the Texas rangers. 

Mr. PENROSE. I accept the amendment of the Senator 
from Texas. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution proposed by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


Mr. FORAKER. 
before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. The question is on agree- 
ing to the resolution proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
FoRAKER]. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance: 

H. R. 8124. An act to amend section 5136 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, permitting mational banking associa- 
tions to make loans on farm lands as security, and limiting the 
amount of such loans; 

H. R. 11273. An act to incorporate the National Germun- 
American Alliance; and 

H. R. 14587. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to issue duplicate gold certificates in lieu of ones lost or 
destroyed. 


I understand that resolution No. 181 is also 


GAMBLING IN THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. BURNHAM. Mr. President, I expect to be away from 
the city for a time, and I therefore ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of Order of Business No. 1264. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill 
the title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 10853) to prohibit gambling 
in the Territories. - 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire what the Senator 
wants to do with the bill? 

Mr. BURNHAM. I desire to haye it considered. I will say 
that when it is taken up I will offer an amendment which, I 
understand, will remove all the objections which have been 
made to the bill. The amendment which I intend to propose 
will lessen the amount of the penalty and, I think, make the 
bill free from all objections. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator expect to put the bill on its 
passage this evening? 

Mr. BURNHAM. It is a bill that has passed the other House 
in substance, and so I want it passed by the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know what the bill is, but I think it 
is an inopportune time to take it up with the expectation of 
passing it to-night. 

Mr. BURNHAM. I want to say that it is a bill in harmony 
with the law in every State of the Union and in some of the 
Territories, and I think when the Senator reads it he will find 
no cause of objection. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Allow me to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire if this is what is known as the “ antigambling bill?” 

Mr. BURNHAM. It is the antigambling bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I object to its being considered at this 
hour of the day, Mr. President. J s 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill will 
go over. 

JAMESTOWN EXPOSITION. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. DANIEL. I hope the Senator will allow me to offer 
morning business. i 

Mr. LODGE. I will temporarily withdraw the motion and 
yield to the Senator. 

[Mr. DANTEL thereupon introduced two bills, which will be 
found under the appropriate heading.] č 

Mr. DANIEL. In connection with the second bill, I present 
a statement which I ask may be printed in the Recorp. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it will 
be so ordered. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


STATEMENT AS TO THE TERCENTENNIAL JAMESTOWN CELEBRATION. 


At the time of the inauguration of the proposed tercentennial cele- 
bration it had the earnest indorsement of the President and many of 
our leading men who are familiar with American history who were in 
sympa chy. with the idea of celebrating in the unique manner proposed 
the greatest event in American history, second only to the discovery by 
Columbus. The idea was new to many in this country, and there was 
some doubt in the minds of some men in Congress, as well as in those 
outside, as to the magnitude which the celebration would assume. 

The capital that was subscribed and the appropriations that were 
made were thought to be in keeping with the probable demands of the 
occasion. Since then, however, as the information has spread through- 
out the country and the 1 of the President has been trans- 
mitted to foreign countries, there has been a general appreciation of 
the importance of the event and the great opportunity it presents not 
only for an historical celebration, a great naval and military gathering, 


but also the opportunity for bringing together the representatives of 
the various States of the Union at the place of its birth for social in- 
tercourse and the exchange of courtesies, but also for the exhibition 
of the products of the various States and for a collective gathering of 
objects of historical interest. 

ACCEPTANCE OF INVITATION BY MANY NATIONS, 


About nearly all of the leading nations of the world have accepted 
this Government's invitation to be represented by their ships and de- 
tachments of their soldiers, prominent among which are the following: 

Great Britain, France, Germany, Spain, Italy, Japan, Russia, Bel- 
gium, Switzerland, Venezuela, Denmark, Sweden, and others. 


PARTICIPATION OF THE STATES. 


About twenty of the States have taken legislative action for the ap- 
pointment of commissions for erection of State buildings and the ex- 
hibit of their products at the exposition and about ten more now have 
the matter under consideration, to be consummated in the sessions of 
their legislatures. 

Among those who have provided for buildings at the exposition are 
the following: 

Massachusetts building now in course of construction; Connecticut 
ai 1 550 is nearly completed, and also Rhode Island building; Vermont, 
which, it is believed, has never voted money for its 2 at any 
exposition, has just appropriated $10,000 for a building at the James- 
town Exposition. Maine has appointed a commission with authority 
to erect a building from funds to be subscribed by its citizens. Nego- 
tiations are now pending with New Hampshire, with good prospect of 
her participation, she being the only remaining one of the original 
thirteen States to fall into line. 

Pennsylvania has erected a replica of independence Hall, and it is 
now nearly ready for occupancy on the grounds. 

New York has contracted for the erection of a very handsome build- 
ing over 200 feet in a, Nom i 4 

The New Jersey building, which is completed, is a reproduction of 
General Washington's headquarters at Morristown. 

The governor of Delaware has visited the exposition ounds, se- 
lected a site, had prepared a plan for a building, and a strong move- 
ment has been Inaugurated for the necessary appropriation from the 
legislature which is about to assemble. 

The Maryland building is parunas completed for use, and also 
those for Virginia, Missouri, Ohio, and South Dakota. 

The Ohio building is a reproduction of “Adena,” the home of the 
first governor. 

North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, and Louisiana have all ap- 
pointed commissioners and made necessary appropriations for buildings 
and exhibits. 

Florida has appointed a commission to erect a building and prepare 
an exhibit which is to be paid for by private subscriptions, which are 
now being made. 

In West Virginia, pending the ee of the legislature, the 
governor has appointed a very able commission, who have selected a 
site and are now about to begin the erection of a 8 the cost 
of which is 8 by ex- Senator Henry G. Davis, pending an ap- 
propriation m the legislature. 

In Kentucky 2 popular sige cary is being made for $40,000 with 
which to reproduce the fort of Daniel Boone, and in it to make an 
exhibit of her resources. ; A 

The States of Oregon, Montana, and Washington have selected the 
site for a building, which it is expected the three States will unite in 
building for the exhibit of their resources. 

Advices lately received from the governor of California indicate that 
his State will, when the legislature assembles in January, make suit- 
able provision for representation. 

Wisconsin and ichigan have appointed commissions with in- 
structions to select sites and report the amount uisite for the 
representation of their respective States for consideration at the ses- 
sions of their legislature in January. 

Several of the remaining States have the matter now under con- 
sideration and are expected to act at their January sessions, and 
several of those States which made appropriations in the early stuges 
of preparations have bills prepared to increase their appropriations. 
Prominent among these are the States of Rhode Island, North Carolina, 
Illinois, and New York. $ 


PARTICIPATION OF PATRIOTIC, FRATERNAL, AND, OTHER ORGANIZATIONS. 


Outsidé of the legislative action of the States there has been a wide- 
spread interest among the peice and fraternal or, izations of the 
country, several of which have not only decided to hold their annual 
conventions at the exposition in 1907, but are erecting buildings on 
the grounds. The Deeper of the Revolution are among them. 
The - Pocahontas Memorial Association and the Society of Virginia 
Antiquities are interesting themselves actively. 

Among these also are the Travelers’ Protective Association, com- 
posed of the traveling salesmen of this country; and one of the 
ar — and most progressive orders in the country, the Modern 
Woodmen of the World, an organization which has a membership in 
the United States of over half a million; the Eagles, a beneficial or- 
ganization with a ve large membership which assembles in its 
national annual conyention with 8 to thirty thousand ple. 

Among the religious organizations which are to meet at the exposi- 
tion next year one of the strongest numerically is the Disciples of 
Christ,” which organization has selected a site and has decided to 
build on the exposition grounds. 

CONVENTIONS TO BE HELD AT THE EXPOSITION. 


Between eighty and one hundred of these organizations have already 
in their national conventions this year adjourned to meet at the expo- 
sition in 1907. kes 
YACHTS, BOATS, AND YACHT RACES—CUPS TENDERED BY THE KING OF 

ENGLAND, THE EMPEROR OF GERMANY, THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 

STATES, AND SIR THOMAS LIPTON, 

In the sporting world of Europe and America preparations are bein 
made for the assembling in Hampton Roads of a t gathering o 
yachts and motor boats. I am informed that cups ve been tendered 
for the yacht races by the King of England, the Emperor of Germany, 
the President of the United States, and by Sir Thomas Lipton. 
AERONAUTICAL EXHIBITION BY THE JAMESTOWN CONGRESS OF AERONAUTS. 

Exhibitions and competitions under the auspices of the Jamestown 
Congress of Aeronauts, of which Dr. Alexander Graham Bell, of Wash- 
ington, is the president. The most prominent men in Europe and 


America are interested in the development of this organization and will 
be in attendance on this congress. oe „ 
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ATHLETIC GAMES. 
The athletic associations of the country are also arranging a series of 
functions and great athletic games at the exposition, under the auspices 
of their national organizations, 


INDUSTRIAL AND COMMERCIAL AND MUNICIPAL EXHIBITS. 


Along industrial and commercial lines not only are a large number 
of the leading manufacturers of the country either erecting buildings of 
their own upon the exposition grounds or are arranging for space in 
the exposition buildings, already-so much space having been provided 
for exhibits as was provided at the Buffalo Pan-American Exposition, 
but many of the prominent cities of the East, in their corporate capac- 
ity, are endeavoring to secure space for the collective exhibition of the 
manufactures of their seyeral cities. 

Among these are the. cities of Philadelphia, Baltimore, Washington, 
Boston, Hartford, Milwaukee, Richmond, Roanoke, and Lynchburg. 

In the State of Ohio a popular movement has been organized and 
funds are being subscribed for the erection of a building which will 
cost over $100,000, in which will be exhibited alone the manufactured 
products of that State. 

MILITARY ORGANIZATIONS. 


Owing to the advices which the exposition company has received from 
various States indicating their intention to send their military organ- 
izations to participate in this tercentennial celebration, it has been as- 
certained that the land originally set apart for military purposes is in- 
sufficient, and it has been necessary to acquire additional territory.“ 

ENLARGEMENT OF PLAN AND OF ACCOMMODATIONS NECESSARY. 

The widespread interest which has been manifested in the United 
States, and which appears to be increasing as the celebration ap- 
proaches, has made it necessary for those who are charged with the 
responsibility of the celebration to enlarge upon their original plans in 
order to afford the necessary accommodation to those who are applying 
for it and to creditably represent the nation in the celebration of her 
tercentennial anniversary. 

This widespread interest also indicates the great concourse of people 
who are likely to assemble on the shores of Hampton Roads next year, 
assuring to the exposition a revenue beyond their original expectations. 
This concourse seems the more probable when it is realized that half 
the population of the United States is within twenty-four hours’ ride 
of the on of Norfolk, and the transportation is afforded by a number 
of trunk-line railroads and coastwise steamship lines. 

GREAT ATTENDANCE INBICATED AND TEMPORARY LOAN SECURED BY RE- 
CEIPTS AND INCOME. 

To meet the demands upon them it has been found necessary by the 

exposition company to ask Congress at this time to make a loan of 
1,000,000, to be expended in the completion of the exposition, pledging 
‘or the return of the loan a portion of the gate receipts and income 
from concessions on the exposition grounds in the same manner as the 
Loulsiana Purchase Exposition did in connection with the loan of 
$4,600,000 made to it by this Government. 

2 attendance which is now indicated at this exposition it. is 
believed will indicate an income of something like $4,000,000 from gate 
receipts and concessions. ‘The exposition company is therefore believed 
to be safe in 9 the obligation of returning to this Government 
the $1,000,000 asked for, and is willing that the Government provide 
the same safeguards for the repayment of this money as were provided 
at.St. Louis. : 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. LODGE. For what purpose? 

Mr. BURKETT. I want to ask to have a bill passed. 

Mr. LODGE. I think it is rather late to take up the Calendar. 
I renew my motion for an executive session. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 


PRINTING OF ILLUSTRATIONS. 
While the doors were closed the following order was made: 


Ordered, That the illustrations accompanying the communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report from the 
commissioner of the interior for Porto Rico for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1906; the communication from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of the commissioner of edu- 
cation for Porto Rico for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1906, and the 
memorial of N. E. Dawson, of Chicago, III., on the question of a re- 
form in spelling, setting forth a plan for imparting ee in 518 
by means of a simplified key to pronounciation applicable to all lan- 
guages, and suggesting measures for PEDE S knowledge of it over 
the nation, presented yesterday, be printed with the documents. 


Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 20 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned, the adjournment being until Mon- 
day, December 10, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 6, 
1906. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
Herbert G. Squiers, of New York, former envoy extraordinary 


and minister plenipotentiary to Cuba, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Panama. 


CONSULS. 

Albert W. Brickwood, jr., of Arizona, lately vice and deputy 
consul at Nogales, to be consul of class 8 at Puerto Cortes, 
Honduras. 


George A. Bucklin, jr., of Oklahoma, to be consul of the United 
States of class 9 at Glauchau, Saxony. 

James G. Carter, of Georgia, lately consul of class 9 at Sivas, 
to be consul of the United States of class 8 at Tamatave, Mada- 
gascar. 

Julius D. Dreher, of South Carolina, to be consul of the United 
States of class 9 at Tahiti, Society Islands. 

Ernest L. Harris, of Illinois, lately consul of class 6 at Chem- 


nitz, to be consul of the United States of class.6 at Smyrna, 


Turkey. 

Will L. Lowrie, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States 
of class 8 at Weimar, Germany. 

Thomas H. Norton, of Ohio, lately consul of class 6 at Smyrna, 
to be consul of the United States of class 6 at Chemnitz, Saxony. 

John H. Shirley, of Illinois, lately consul of class 9 at Sura, 
to be consul of the United States of class 9 at Charlottetown, 
Prince Edward Island. : 


SECRETARIES OF EMBASSY. 


H. Percival Dodge, of Massachusetts, lately secretary of the 
embassy at Berlin, to be secretary of the embassy of the United 
States at Tokyo, Japan. 

Spencer F. Eddy, of Illinois, lately secretary of the embassy 
at St. Petersburg. to be secretary of the embassy of the United 
States at Berlin, Germany. 

George Post Wheeler, of Washington, to be second secretary 
of the embassy of the United States at Tokyo, Japan. 

Basil Miles, of Pennsylvania, to be third secretary of the em- 
bassy of the United States at St. Petersburg, Russia. 

Paxton Hibben, of Indiana, lately third secretary of the em- 
bassy at St. Petersburg, to be second secretary of the embass 
at Mexico, Mexico. 

SECRETARIES OF LEGATION. 


Fred Morris Dearing, of Missouri, to be second secretary of 
the legation of the United States at Habana, Cuba. 

William Heimke, of New York, lately second secretary of the 
embassy at Mexico, to be secretary of the legation of the United 
States at Bogota, Colombia. 

Charles S. Wilson, of Maine, lately secretary of the legation 
to Greece and Montenegro and of the diplomatic agency in Bul- 
garia, to be secretary of the legation of the United States at 
Habana, Cuba. 

M. Marshall Langhorne, of Virginia, former commercial agent 
at Dalny, to be secretary of the legation.of the United States at 
Christiania, Norway. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Clark W. Carnahan, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Oregon, in the State of Oregon. 

Dascar O. Newberry, of North Carolina, to be collector of 
customs: for the district of Albemarle, in the State of North 
Carolina. 

Jesse F. Warren, of Florida, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Apalachicola, in the State of Florida. 


APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 
Winthrop T. Hodges, of Massachusetts, to be appraiser of 


merchandise in the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the 
State of Massachusetts. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 
Stanley Vincent Parker, of Ohio, to be a third lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. N 
Joseph Tillotson Drake, of New York, to be third lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 
Lloyd Toulmin Chalker, of Connecticut, to be a third lieu- 
tenant in the Reyenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


First Lieut. Daniel Jason Ainsworth to be a captain in the 


Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from July 8, 1906. 

First Lieut. James Henry Brown to be a captain in the Rey- 
enue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such from 
July 10, 1906. 

First Lieut. John Ernest Reinburg to be a captain in the 


Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such- 


from September 15, 1906. 

Second Lieut. Albert Henry Buhner to be a first lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to, rank as 
such from July 10, 1906. 

Second Lieut. Charles William Cairnes to be a first lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from September 15, 1906. 

Second Lieut. John Mel to be a first lieutenant in the Rey- 
enue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such from 
July 8, 1906. 
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APPOINTMENTS IN PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Robert Alexander Herring, of Mississippi, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of 
the United States. 

William W. Miller, of ‘Tennessee, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States. 5 

Friench Simpson, of Texas, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Robert A. C. Wollenberg, of Michigan, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States. ; 

POSTMASTERS, 


ARKANSAS, 
Tillie J. Bruce to be postmaster at Piggott, in the county of 
Clay and State of Arkansas. 
Joel A. Harper to be postmaster at Rector, in the county of 
Clay and State of Arkansas. 
COLORADO. 
George A. Herrington to be postmaster at Montrose, in the 
county of Montrose and State of Colorado. 
Mabel E. Strout to be postmaster at Ouray, in the county of 
Ouray and State of Colorado. 
IDAHO, 
William S. Brainard to be postmaster at Wardner, in the 
county of Shoshone and State of Idaho. 
ILLINOIS. 
Welby B. Carleton to be postmaster at Hinsdale, in the county 
of Dupage and State of Illinois. 
Henry B. Harvey to be postmaster at Cissna Park, in the 
county of Iroquois and State of Illinois. 
Frank Woolley to be postmaster at Saybrook, in the county 
of McLean and State of Illinois. 
INDIANA. 
Daniel Conaway to be postmaster at Cayuga, in the county 
of Vermilion and State of Indiana. : 


KENTUCKY. 
Dood Adair to be postmaster at Hawesville, in the county of 
Hancock and State of Kentucky. 
MAINE, 
Mary E. Clark to be postmaster at Bingham, in the county of 
Somerset and State of Maine. 
Mary E. Frye to be postmaster at Fryeburg, in the county of 
Oxford and State of Maine. 
Harry R. Hichborn to be postmaster at Stockton Springs, in 
the county of Waldo and State of Maine. s ; 
Theophilus H. Sproul to be postmaster at Winterport, in the 
county of Waldo and State of Maine. 
MARYLAND. 
Alfred H. Hambleton to be postmaster at St. Michaels, in the 
county of Talbot and State of Maryland. 
0 MASSACHUSETTS. 
Andrew N. Maxon to be postmaster at Blackstone, 
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 
Simeon L. Smith to be postmaster at Orleans, in the county 
of Barnstable and State of Massachusetts: . 
MICHIGAN, 
Oscar P. Carver to be postmaster at Traverse City, in the 
county of Grand Traverse and State of Michigan. 
MINNESOTA. 
Joseph H. Feeter to be postmaster at Bird Island, 
county of Renville and State of Minnesota. 
N. Eilertson to be postmaster at Mount Iron, in the county of 
St. Louis and State of Minnesota. r 
MISSOURI. 
U. S. Grant Evans to be postmaster at Farmington, in the 
county of St. Francois and State of Missouri. 
MONTANA. ` 
Max Jacobs to be postmaster at East Helena, in the county 
of Lewis and Clark and State of Montana. 
NEW MEXICO. 
Albert L. Breeding to be postmaster at Texico, in the county 
of Rooseyelt and Territory of New Mexico. 
RHODE ISLAND. 
F. Edgar Crumb to be postmaster at Riverside, in the county 
of Providence and State of Rhode Island. 
VIRGINIA. 
Verlin M. Scott to be postmaster at Saltville, in the county 
of Smyth and State of Virginia. 
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WEST VIRGINIA, 
William H. Lautz to be postmaster at Pennsboro, 
county of Ritchie and State of West Virginia. 
‘ WISCONSIN. 
John J. O'Connell to be postmaster at Marinette, 
county of Marinette and State of Wisconsin. 
WYOMING. 
Henry D. Ashley to be postmaster at Encampment, in the 
county of Carbon and State of Wyoming. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tnunspar, December 6, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS. 


The SPEAKER announced the following committee appoint- 
ments: 7 

Mr. GitHAmMs, to the Committee on Revision of the Laws and 
to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

Mr. Core, to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. Bannon, to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


CALL OF COMMITTEES, 


The SPHAKER. The Clerk will call the next committee, 
5 Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries was 
called. 
COASTWISE PILOTAGE, 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD, Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, I call up the bill 
(H. R. 5281) to remove discriminations against American sail- 
ing vessels in the coasting trade. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLE- 
FIELD], on behalf of the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, calls up the following bill, which the Clerk will re- 
port. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4442 of the Revised Statutes be, and 
is hereby, amended by adding thereto the following: Whenever the 
master or mate of a sailing vessel of the United States employed in 
the coastwise trade claiming to be a skillful pilot offers himself for a 
license, the inspectors shall make diligent inquiry as to his character 
and merits, and if satisfied from personal examination of the applicant, 
with the proof that he offers, that he 8 the requisite knowledge 
and skill, and is trustworthy and faithful, they shall grant him a license 
for the term of tive years to pilot any such vessel within the limits pre- 
scribed in the license; but such license shall be suspended or revoked 
. satisfactory evidence of negligence, unskillfulness, inattention to 
the duties of his station, intemperance, or the willful violation of any of 
the provisions of this title.” 

Sec. 2. That section 4444 of the Revised Statutes be, and is hereby, 
amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4444. No State or municipal government shall impose upon 
pilots of vessels any obligation to procure a State or other license in 
addition to that issued by the United States, or any other regulation 
which will impede such pilots in the performance of the duties required 
by this title; nor shall any pilot charges be levied by any such au- 
thority upon oar veszel piloted as provided by this title, nor upon any 
vessel of the United States emplo: in the coastwise trade being towed 
into or out of any port of the United States by a vessel under command 
of a pilot licensed for such port under the laws of the United States, 
and in no case shall the fees charged for the pilotage of any vessel ex- 
ceed the customary or legally established rates in the State where the 
same is performed. Nothing in this title shall be construed to annul 
or affect any regulations established by the laws of any State requiring 
vessels entering or leaving a port in any such State other than coast- 
wise vessels to take a pilot duly licensed or authorized by the laws of 
such State or of a State situate upon the waters of such State.” 

Src. 3. That section 4237 be, and is hereby, amended to read as fol- 


lows: 

Sue. 4237. No regulations or provisions shall be adopted by any 
State which shall make any discrimination in the rate of pilotage or 
half pilotage between vessels sailing between the pos of one State and 
vessels A between the ports of diferent States, or any discrimina- 
tion against yessels propelled in whole or in part by machinery or sail, 
or against national vessels of the United States; and all existing regu- 
lations or provisions making any such discrimination are annulled and 


brogated. 
a — 4. That this act shall take effect six months after its passage. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that we may be allowed two hours on a side for debate, the time 
on the other side to be controlled by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. SHERLEY] and the time on this side to be controlled 
by myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent that debate upon this bill to close in four hours, two 
hours to be controlled by himself and two hours by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY]. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I yield fifteen minutes to 
the gentleman from Washington [Mr. HUMPHREY]. 


1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


109 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, it is not my 
intention to attempt to discuss the details of this bill. I shall 


leave that for those who follow after me; but I do wish to call the 
attention of the House to a few of the main features of this bill. 

Let it be understood at the beginning that this bill does not in- 
tend to abolish pilotage where there is any necessity of having 
a pilot. The very name of the present system, “compulsory 
pilotage,” is repugnant to the American conscience, and it means 
what the term implies in its fullest and worst form. It means 
that ships must and do pay pilots for services they do not want 
and for services that the pilots do not perform. It means that 
one man owns a business and another is given the privilege of 
levying a tribute upon it without giving anything in return. 

The object of this bill is to prevent such tribute from being 
laid upon American sailing vessels; to prevent these vessels 
from being compelled to pay large sums of money for which 
they receive nothing in return; to relieve these vessels from the 
unjust burden of paying pilots whose services are not needed 
and not given; to allow these sailing vessels in time of storm to 
enter American ports in order to save life and property without 
being compelled to pay this unjust tribute. 

Some most astonishing facts were presented before the com- 
mittee, and not disputed, as to the workings of this system. A 
sailing ship enters one of these ports, no pilot is needed, none is 
used, but unless these vessels pay a pilotage they are libeled 
and held. The safety of the vessel and the protection of prop- 
erty does not enter into the calculation. The only thing neces- 
sary is to pay the pilotage. A vessel comes into one of these 
ports towed by a tug, the owner of which is liable for damages 
if any injury is sustained by the vessel, yet that vessel must pay 
for a pilot. True, such pilot is a mere fiction. He is never 
seen and he renders no service, but he must be paid. To require 
a pilot on a sail vessel that is towed into port is just as much 
needed and fully as idiotic as it would be to require an addi- 
tional engineer on each one of the coaches of a passenger train. 

To demonstrate the absolute iniquity of this system, let me 
relate a few undisputed facts. In some of the States where 
this system prevails a license is issued to a vessel; then this 
vessel can sail in and out of the ports coyered without pilots. 
By this act of the legislature the ports are rendered absolutely 
safe. The dangerous bars are removed. By this act of the 
legislature a captain of such vessel is immediately endowed 
with a knowledge of all the dangerous shoals and tides and 
channels about which so much eloquence and oratory has been 
wasted. By this act of the legislature the waters are calmed, 
the sterms abated, the winds die, all danger to life and property 
is dispelled. Talk about an act of God! The Deity would not 
dare to enter into competition with the legislatures of these 

States. Does any man want any further evidence to absolutely 

demonstrate to him that there is no necessity for compulsory 

pilotage in these ports? 

Take one more illustration of the workings of this system: 
For eighteen years sail vessels have gone in and out of the 
harbor of Norfolk, and in all that time no pilot has been aboard 
any one of them, yet they have all paid pilotage. Last year 
these sail vessels entering this port paid more than $60,000 
pilotage. This loot was divided among the pilots of that port, 
yet not a single pilot performed any service and not a pilot was 
on board of any of these ships; yet these pilots, for absolutely 
no service, recelve about $10,000 each per year, and all the labor 

they perform is to collect this legalized blackmail and divide 
the spoils between them. Nowhere under the flag to-day is 
there another system as unjust, as vicious, as unjustifiable as 
this remnant of piracy, known as the compulsory pilotage law. 

Not only do they levy this tribute, but American vessels seem 

to be the especial prey of these pilots. It is shown by the evi- 

dence introduced before our committee . 

Mr. YOUNG.. Will the gentleman tell us where these pilotage 
fees go? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. They go to the pilots. If 
gentlemen will excuse me, I do not wish to be interrupted until 
I get through with the discussion, and then I am willing to 
answer any questions. These pilots are not even just in their 
iniquity. It was shown by the evidence introduced before our 
committee, and shown by the receipts signed by the pilots them- 
selves, that they charge an American vessel in the same port 
three times as much as they charge a vessel fiying a foreign 
flag. What position are these men in to come here appealing 
to this Government to protect them, when their patriotism is 
measured solely by dollars? 

Another fact I wish to call to the attention of the House is 
that the pilot charges in these ports are the highest in the world. 
In these ports the pilot charges are four times what they are in 
Cuba and five times what they are in Canada. According to 
the testimony before our committee 


Mr. FOSS. Who fixes the pilotage charges? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. They are fixed by the pilots 
themselves, and they change them. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman from Washington yield? 
I know he does not desire to allow that statement to go in the 
Recorp. Is it not a fact that they are fixed by the State law 
in their respective States? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. That same question arose 
in regard to the port at Tampa, and when the question was 
asked how they were fixed, it was not answered, and we have 
not been able to ascertain; but this fact is shown, by the re- 
ceipts of the pilots themselves, that they charge American ves- 
sels three times what they charge a foreign vessel, and that 
fact has not been explained or denied. If the States fix the 
charges, how do they make this discrimination, and if the State 
fixes the charges, how are they able to charge a foreign vessel 
less than they charge an American vessel? 

Mr. FOSS. Is the charge for the same service? Do they 
charge the American vessels three times as much as the foreign 
vessels for the same service? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. For the same service, in 
the same ports, for the same character of vessel, they charge 
the American three times as much as they charge the foreign 
vessel. And, as I have stated, that fact remains unanswered 
and unexplained; although they promised to explain it, they 
have never done so. 

About 130 men, according to the evidence, are affected by this 
bill, and their representatives, or those who pretend to repre- 
sent them, come before us and say that this bill, if passed, will 
take away the income of these men. They do not claim that it 
will take away their employment, for no man contends that 
they have any employment to be taken away or that they give 
any service in return for the compensation they receive. . 

Mr. MADDEN. Does the gentleman wish to be understood 
that these pilots are licensed to perform duties never per- 
formed? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes, sir; I do. They per- 
form no duty whatever on many of the sail vessels. There 
has not been one on a sail vessel in the port of Norfolk for 
eighteen years; and yet every vessel has paid heavy pilotage 
fees. I mean exactly this, that these pilots are paid for duties 
they do not perform. So if you pass the bill, while you may 
take away the income of these-men, you do not take away 
their employment. You might just as well stand here and ask 
this body not to pass a bill prohibiting highway robbery be- 
cause it might take away the employment of certain estimable 
gentlemen. 

In the olden times they used to issue licenses—indulgences— 
to highwaymen, and I have no doubt that when the time came 
to take that privilege away those highwaymen made the point 
that to do so would rob them of their income, and they might 
do it with almost as much justification as is done in this case, 
when these pilots come and ask us not to take away this right 
because it will destroy their income. 

Certainly nothing more is wanted to demonstrate that the 
existence of this system is absolutely indefensible. But let me 
ask you to remember, in addition to the facts already given, 
that in the port of Norfolk, where for eighteen years no pilot 
has been aboard of any sail vessel that has gone in and ont, 
and yet no accident has occurred due to their absence. Of all 
the many vessels that have gone in and out of these ports with- 
out pilots in accordance with the privilege given by State 
licenses, not one of these has suffered from their absence. Of 
all the vessels that haye gone in and out of these ports with- 
out pilots, rather than wait for them or be bothered and annoyed 
by them, no accident has happened because of their absence. 

Let it be remembered that of all the thousands of sail ves- 
sels that have gone in and out of these ports for years, that 
have paid for pilots that they did not use, that no necessity 
has been shown for their services, and that by running without 
them not one ship has been lost, not one ship has been dam- 
aged, not one dollar’s worth of property destroyed, not one life 
lost. You tell me that with that record there is any excuse for 
the continuance of compulsory pilotage in these ports? If 
vessels for years sail in and out of these ports without pilots, 
and in all that time not a vessel is wrecked, not an accident 
occurs, not a dollar’s worth of property destroyed, not a life 
endangered, will some one please stand up and tell me how 
much safer or better or what advantage it would be to com- 
merce or to human life to have had these pilots. How any 
man can look these facts in the face and then defend this propo- 
sition on any ground of necessity or justice without blushing 
surpasses my comprehension. 

I am well aware of the ground of defense that is made for 
this system. Again the ghost of States rights walks, sheeted, 
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and grinning—filling with fear a few timid souls. 
that as these States want it, regardless of its merit, it should 


It is urged 


be retained. Unfortunately this tribute is mostly, if not en- 
tirely, levied upon vessels owned by men that do not live in the 
States that permit the system. That this is a subject with 
which the General Government has full power to deal none will 
deny. Then shall we permit this outrage simply because the 
States cry out to be let alone? 

The argument is advanced that the local government under- 
stands the situation better than we understand it. That they 
can deal with it better. That they should not be interfered 
with. This is the argument that every tyrannical government 
on earth has always advanced as an excuse for oppression and 
outrages on the weak and the helpless. This was the argument 
that was advanced in favor of slavery in this country for more 
than half a century. This is the argument that England ad- 
vanced as a defense for the nameless outrages permitted upon 
the wretched people of Ireland. This is the defense made by 
Russia for her bloody murder of the helpless Jews. This is 
the defense made by Turkey for her slaughter of the Christians. 
This is the defense that Spain gives for her cruelties and atroci- 
ties that shocked and startled the civilized world in Cuba. 
When the United States pointed to the awful evidence, the 
whitening skeletons, the grinning skulls of 200,000 noncombat- 
ants, mostly women and children, that had suffered the awful 
death of slow starvation, Spain replied: “ You do not know the 
situation as we know it. Leave the situation for us to solve. 
We can take care of it better than you. All we ask is to be 
let alone.” So these States, when we point to the thousands 
of unearned money and the large salaries of men who do noth- 
ing; to the fact that vessels can go in and out without pilots 
if they will but pay this graft; to the written licenses proving 
that the system is unnecessary and can not be justified; to the 
discrimination against American vessels in favor of foreign ves- 
sels. When we point to these infamies, they do not attempt to 
justify them, but they give the excuse that is always given 
for an inexcusable outrage: They say you do not understand the 
situation. “We can best tend to our own, affairs. Let us 
alone.” This is the only real reason for the opposition to this 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker, as the States have not dealt with it, as they 
have refused to do their duty, then I ask, Is that any excuse 
why we should not do ours? 

Now, if there are any gentlemen who wish to ask any ques- 
tions I shall be glad to answer them. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like some infor- 
mation in regard to the bill. It seems to me to be an attempt 
on the part of the Federal Government to regulate in part only 
the pilotage service. Would it not be better for the Government 
to take charge of the entire service? This bill simply applies to 
sailing vessels, and only those who are fortunate enough to 
have masters or mates who may pass the examination may es- 
cape these onerous burdens of which the gentleman has been 
informing the House. The bill has no application to foreign 
boats at all. Ought not the whole matter to be left to the 
States, or ought not the Federal Government to take charge of 
the whole business? That is a query in my mind, and it seems 
to me quite a serious objection to the bill under consideration. 
It provides for part Federal regulation and part local regulation. 
It seems to me it is unbusinesslike on that account. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. This bill provides for 
abolishing compulsory pilotage upon American sailing vessels 
in certain of these ports, and these are the only ports in the 

Tnited States where it has not been abolished. That is the 
reason why it is local. 

Mr. MANN. But I do not find any ports named in the bill. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Well, it affects only a few 
ports. 

j Mr. MANN. There are no ports named in the bill. This bill 
is general and applies only to sailing vessels in the coastwis 
trade. 8 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The ports I have men- 
tioned are the only ports affected. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think foreign vessels should 
be compelled still to pay these unjust and burdensome charges? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I am not concerning my- 
self about foreign vessels at this time. It will be time enough 
when we take care of American vessels to care for the foreign 
vessels. As far as I am concerned, I would like to see the bur- 
den made heavier on the foreign vessels until it would give the 
American vessels an equal opportunity to do the business of 


this country. [Applause.] 
Mr. MANN. That is a selfish motive on the part of the 


gentleman. 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
in favor of American vessels. 

Mr. MANN. Representing the coastwise districts. ‘There are 
some Members of the House who do not live on either the At- 
lantic or the Pacific coast. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes; and there are some 
Members who do not seem to realize that there is a Pacific or 
an Atlantic coast. 

Mr. MANN. And there are some who do not seem to realize 
the Atlantic and the Pacific coasts are not the whole thing. 
That is something which it is difficult to make the gentlemen 
who live on the coast realize. [Applause and laughter.] 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes; and some gentlemen 
do not seem to know there is any coast or any interest when it 
comes to any legislation that does not directly affect the corn- 
fields. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I hope that when I shall haye 
used ten minutes’ time I shall be notified. Gentlemen, there is 
an old saying that is very true, that “hard cases make bad 
laws,” and if we needed an illustration of that saying we would 
have it in this proposed legislation. ‘There is also a difference 
between facts and declamation, and there is a difference be- 
tween selfishness for American interests and selfishness for 
certain American interests. Now, this bill proposes to abolish 
State pilotage. The gentleman from Washington began his 
statement by saying that it did not propose to do that. Tech- 
nically he is right. There is nothing in the bill that says the 
States may not maintain a system of pilotage, but taking away 
the compensation that the pilot earns will effectively destroy the 
State-pilotage system, and the gentlemen who are favoring this 
bill know that to be a fact. Now, the present law has been 
the law of America from the beginning of the country. It has 
always been considered, frequently stated by the Supreme 
Court, that pilotage was a matter peculiarly within the knowl- 
edge and care of the States; that they themselyes could best 
determine what the needs were at their particular harbors and 
localities, and so long as the national law remained silent that 
it was perfectly proper for the States to institute pilotage sys- 
tems. They have instituted those systems, and under the laws 
passed by the State legislatures they have fixed the compensa- 
tion, have regulated the duties of pilots, and have made it com- 
pulsory upon them that in fair weather and foul they should 
be outside the bar prepared to meet any vessel and give it 
suecor. The Northern States had this pilotage system, and 
continued it until recent years. After a while they found that 
their income from pilotage on foreign yessels was more than 
sufficient to maintain their pilotage system, and then they 
abolished the system so far as it related to coastwise vessels. 
Now, that exercise of judgment on their part, which they did 
exercise freely, they want to deny to the Southern States, where 
foreign commerce has not grown to such an amount as to 
support the pilotage system. 

They want to say to the Southern States, “ You must now do 
away with charging pilotage on coastwise vessels and permit us 
to come into your harbor free, although we charged it as long 
as the exigencies of the case made it necessary and only abol- 
ished it when our foreign commerce was sufficient to enable us 
to get along without it.“ Now, it is manifest that it is to the 
interest of every State to reduce its pilotage charges as much as 
possible. There is no place hurt quite so much and no people 
hurt quite so much as the place and the residents thereof 
where pilotage laws are enforced. If Virginia or South Caro- 
lina or Florida have unfair pilotage laws they suffer more than 
any other people. Any handicap upon the freedom of com- 
merce coming into and going out of their ports affects them of 
necessity more than it can affect anybody else. Now, we have 
a peculiar illustration of greed in this case. The advocates of 
this bill, after having got, at their own request, concessions 
made in favor of certain classes of vessels and in favor of a 
license system instead of pilotage fees, have the effrontery to 
come in upon this floor and urge that the concession that was 
granted at their own request shall be made the ground of re- 
pealing the law in favor of pilotage systems in the South. If 
there is anything wrong in the license system, if there is any- 
thing wrong in the system which exempts these vessels, the 
proper and fair programme would be to bring a bill in here 
doing away with that and putting them back under the system 
that they were originally under and which was only changed at 
their own instance and request. The gentleman speaks of Nor- 
folk, Va., and tells us that sail vessels have been coming in 
there for eighteen years without carrying a pilot, but he does 
not tell you that it was the result of their own request and 
own instance that they, rather than pay pilotage charges, were 


Yes; I am always selfish 
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willing to take the risk to life and property and pay a general 
license fee; so that to accommodate them, they being willing 
te assume these risks under this license system, the concession 
was granted, and now gentlemen come and urge upon us that 
fact as a reason why we should abolish the whole system. 
Now, there is also a distinction that will occur to any fair- 
minded man between a sailing vessel and a steam vessel. 
There are times when all vessels need pilots, but the times are 
yery much greater in regard to sailing vessels than in regard to 
steam vessels. 

The steam vessel is always subject to control and can fol- 
low the channel easily. It can be navigated with a skill and 
directness impossible with a sailing vessel. A sailing vessel is 
subject to the winds and currents in a way the steam vessel is 
not, and it is infinitely more important that a sailing vessel 
should have a pilot to bring it into a narrow, changing harbor 
than a steam vessel. These harbors change from week to week 
and month to month. Any man at all familiar with either the 
facts or the evidence produced before the committee knows that 
that is of necessity true, and yet they propose to license pilots 
by the Federal navigation officers who have no particular knowl- 
edge and could not have of the various ports of America; and 
they seem to think that a man who is a pilot in the sense of be- 
ing able to navigate a vessel on the high seas will be a pilot in 
the sense of being able to come into any particular harbor. 
There has always been a recognition of the distinction between 
these classes of pilots, between those who are necessary because 
of their knowledge of a particular locality and those who have 
simply the knowledge that is necessary to navigate a vessel. 

Mr. RGSSELL. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The statement was made just a few mo- 
ments ago that in these pilotage charges American vessels are 
often charged three times as much as foreign vessels. What is 
the information of the gentleman from Kentucky in regard to 
that? 

Mr. SHERLEY. So far as I know—and I speak from memory 
of a year ago, not having opportunity to refresh it—there was 
but one case brought to the attention of the committee, and that 
the matter was immediately taken hold of by the National 
Pilots’ Association. But my answer to the gentleman about 
that is this, that he can not come here and ask us because of a 
hardship in a particular case to make a law that will abolish 
pilotage in all other cases. The gentleman can not contend with 
any show of knowledge of the fact that that is an existing con- 
dition all over the South. Every State has absolute control 
over its pilotage system. Every State can and will abolish the 
pilotage system when it is to the interest of the State and to the 
interest of life and property that it be done. The movement is 
already beginning in the South. There are certain ports in the 
South that have abolished it—ports where they are finding their 
foreign trade sufficient to maintain pilotage without the require- 
ment of fees from coastwise vessels. Just as in the North the 
pilotage system was changed gradually by State after State ac- 
cordingly as the facts justified it, so will it be done in the South. 

But now we are asked not to give them the opportunity to 
change when the facts warrant it, but to force them to dispense 
with it now. How will it affect those States? Most of their 
commerce grows out of vessels engaged in coastwise trade. The 
amount of pilotage that they could obtain from foreign com- 
merce would not be sufficient to maintain the pilots. The adyo- 
cates of the bill are willing under this act to keep in effect all 
of the State laws that require compulsory action on the part of 
the pilots. They are willing to have the State say to the pilot: 
“You must go out and succor any vessel, no matter what the 
condition of the weather, and if you do not do it you shall be 
fined.” They are willing to have all the burdens imposed upon 
the pilots, but they are not willing that they should have any 
compensation. They tell you that because they can usually go 
into ports without a pilot, that therefore the pilotage system 
should be abolished. The same reasoning would abolish the 
fire system in every city in the land, because you do not have 
fires all the time. You have got the pilotage system there ready 
day and night in good season and bad to take charge of those 
ships, where having a pilot means the safety of life and the 
safety of property. Many a vessel now, looking to greed rather 
than safety, stays outside and endures the weather or storm 
rather than pay a reasonable pilotage fee. No man believes 
more than I do in freedom of trade. No man believes more than 
I do in doing away with all restrictions to trade. I have had 
a quarrel with a good many gentlemen on that side of the House 
on the proposition ever since I have been here, but the sort of 
charge that is necessary for the protection of life and the pro- 
tection of property is an entirely different charge from one that 
may be put on trade for the benefit of a special class. Pilotage 


fees belong to this first kind of charge upon commerce. It is 
only a handicap in the sense that all of us are handicapped by 
taxation for protection against fire. Here the whole system 


must be taxed for the sake of protection against the loss of life 


and the loss of cargo. The facts will show that there have 
been in those States where they have done away with the com- 
pulsory pilotage a very much larger number of shipwrecks and 
a greater loss of cargo and life than there have been in the 
Southern States where the pilotage system is in vogue. The 
facts themselves justify the retention of these systems. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I consumed? 

The SPEAKER. The ten minutes are up. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Then I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I yield fifteen minutes to 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. MINOR]. 

Mr. MINOR. Mr. Speaker, I believe the first bill that I took- 
any special interest in when coming to this House in 1895 was a 
bill identical in its provisions with the one now before us. I was 
then assigned to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, and we considered that bill thoroughly, having it before us 
perhaps a month, with frequent meetings. I took the other side 
of this question at that time, and joined in a minority report 
from that committee, believing, as I did then and as I now know, 
that the time had not quite come when we might safely enact 
this legislation. The time to which I refer was the first session 
of the Fifty-fourth Congress. Then, as I say, I joined the minor- 
ity in opposing this legislation. i e 

My reasons for it at that time have now vanished. We then 
found that the Navy Department were opposed to the legislation 
because of the incompleteness of the harbors in those South At- 
lantie States. We found the War Department, through the 
Engineer Corps, were opposed to the legislation because of the 
incompleteness of the harbors. We found every marine insur- 
ance company opposing the bill because they believed it was not 
to their interest to have pilotage abolished, thereby increasing 
the danger that would come to the floating property that visited 
these ports. We found those engaged in the manufacture of 
lumber and the shipping of lumber and other products of the 
South were opposed to it, and assigned the same reason—the in- 
completeness of the harbors of the South. 

To-day, and for four years last past, these reasons haye not 
been urged. None of these interests have appeared to oppose 
this legislation. On the contrary, the demand for the passage 
of this legislation is not alone from the North Atlantic coast to- 
day, but from the South as well. It comes from the insurance 
companies, it comes from the shippers, and it comes from every- 
one interested in the maritime welfare of our coastwise trade, 
I believe that after expending $56,000,000, as we have done 
in these southern harbors, to make them deeper and more com- 
modious, the time has come to abolish compulsory’ pilotage 
on sailing vessels. If it has not come, then, in the name of com- 
mon sense, how many more million dollars must we pour into 
those southern ports in order to make their harbors sufficiently 
commedious and safe, with depth of water sure and permanent 
enough to dispense with local pilots that are now employed in 
these southern ports? 

Mr, SHERLEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. MINOR. If the gentleman will make it short. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion: In Georgia, where there has been a deepening of the harbor 
to twice the depth which it originally had, the bar outside has 
lengthened greatly and makes the pilotage much more a neces- 
sity than before. 

Mr. MINOR. In reply to the gentleman, I desire to say that 
during the last session of this body, when the matter was before 
our committee, we sent over to the Coast and Geodetic Survey 
and brought a chart into the committee room, and there was not 
a man, I do not care whether he was from the North or the 
South, that could show a change in bars for the last four years. 
The bars that they are talking about down there are entire 
myths. It is a bar which has gradually slipped off into deep 
water. The fact is that the bars have all gone ashore, so that 
the bars down there are on the dry Jand, and not in the water, 
[ Laughter. ] 

Now, how does this bar pilotage system work? You take the 
State of Virginia as a sample, and this illustrates what I am 
now about to exploit and will explain the whole thing so far as 
the necessity for bar pilotage in that State is concerned. A 
captain can go into the port of Norfolk and for 10 cents on the 
measured tonnage of his vessel he can buy the right to navigate 
all the ports in the State of Virginia for one year. It does not 
matter whether there is a woman or boy in charge of the vessel 
or no one in charge of the vessel, because the question of compe- 
tency is not raised. It is not required that any qualification 
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shall be shown before he can get the right to navigate aH the 


ports in the State of Virginia. If he pays in advance 10 cents 
a ton, he gets a license. That proves conclusively that a pilot 
is not a necessity. Furthermore, it is proof positive that the 
harbors are deep and commodious, and that this bill should pass. 

Take another illustration. Two vessels come through the 
Capes, both bound up the Potomac River. They have been 
spoken by the pilot outside of the Capes. One of them is bound 
for Alexandria, 7 miles below here, and the other for the city of 
Washington. The yessel that is bound for the city of Washing- 
ton pays no pilotage, but the vessel dropped off at Alexandria has 
got to pay her regular pilotage or a pilotage license of 10 cents 
a ton for the entire year, though no bar pilot has been on board 
of her. Is there any sense in it? : 

Now, it will be told us that this bill will endanger human life. 
I suggest for your information that these sailing vessels do not 
carry passengers. They have crews numbering from 8 to 10 
men. The steam vessel, that does not have to submit to com- 
pulsory pilotage, carries the human freight. 

A steam vessel may come into one of those southern ports, 
carrying 200 passengers and a cargo valued at half a million dol- 
lars and drawing 20 feet of water, without a pilot. You trans- 
fer that same captain that brought her in, whose competency is 
unquestioned, whose skill is undoubted, to a sail vessel drawing 
just half the nuniber of feet, namely, 10, and he has got to pay 
a pilot. Is there any sense in it? And where is the necessity 
to continue this thing? 

Then again they have tugs down there in those southern ports, 
strong, powerful, abundantly able to take care of all the shipping 
that comes, and unless a vessel has a leading wind—that is, a 
fair wind, she will remain outside until the tug comes and gets 
her, and when that tug puts a line on that vessel it is the duty 
of the captain of the vessel to obey the orders of the captain 
of the tug, because he is licensed by the United States, he is 
competent to handle his own boat as well as the vessel he has in 
tow, and if that vessel disobeys his orders, namely, to follow the 
tug or to port or starboard the helm as the command may be 
from him, he assumes all liability and releases the tug from any 
obligation. The tug, if she is large and powerful, draws as 
much water as the vessel does when she is loaded, so that the 
vessel may safely follow where the tug leads. The result is 
that no yessel leayes a southern port without one of these tugs 
taking her outside, and the charge of those tugs, that cost from 
fifty to a hundred thousand dollars apiece, with twelve men in 
the crew, is often and often only one-third of the charge of the 
fellow who goes aboard as a bar pilot and toasts his shins in the 
cook’s galley of the vessel. That is a fact. 

Now, there is not one vessel in ten visiting the southern ports 
but what her captain is competent to pilot his yessel into har- 
bor, and therefore he needs no pilot, and he takes no pilot. But 
if he has been spoken outside by a pilot the pilot walks to the 
dock and collects the bill. Has the Congress of the United 
States ever heard of anything so infamous? I pronounce it to- 
day pure and simple graft, and I told the president of the Bar 
Pilots’ Association four years ago that never again could I op- 
pose this legislation. I said, “ The time has passed when there 
is necessity for your organization to exist;” and he told me 
himseif that he did not blame me or any Congressman for tak- 
ing that position. He recognized the truth and force of what I 
said. He is as fair and square a man as ever lived. He is 
here working for himself and for those he represents, and he is 
doing it honorably and fairly, but that does not make it right. 
If you are going to enact legislation for the preseryation of life, 
then you should include the steam vessels and compel them to 
pay a bar pilot the same as you do your sailing vessel, but you 
dare not do that, though the steam vessels are the ones that 
carry the human freight. f 

A noted labor leader came before our committee and said that 
he opposed this bill on the ground that it endangered hunian 
life. There is nothing in that argument. It falls of its own 
weight, because, as you know, the steamer carries the passen- 
gers and not the sail vessel. 

Now, how does it work as regards freight charges? The 
steamer was exempted from this pilotage charge in 1871. The 
great shipment from the southern ports is lumber. Steamers 
carry from one-fourth to one-third of all the lumber manufac- 
tured and exported from those ports. They pay no pilotage, but 
the sail vessels competing with them do pay the pilotage every 
trip they make, and the steamer makes the freight on lumber, 
and the sail vessel has got to come to it or go out of those ports 
empty. If she comes to their terms and loads, she must pay 
the pilot. Ah, gentlemen, that is an infamy. Is this General 


Government going to continue to pour its millions of dollars 
into the improvement of the harbors of those Southern States 
and compel sailing vessels to pay tribute to local pilots? 


I say 


to you now, from observation, I know that those ports are per- 
fectly safe. I know that they have a sufficient depth of water. 
I know there is no necessity for this organization to exist any 
longer, when their only mission is to compel vessels to pay them 
whether they employ the pilots or not. I say that time has 
gone by. I call the attention of the River and Harbor Commit- 
tee to the fact that if, after the expenditure of all this money, 
more than fifty millions, you have not perfected those harbors so 
as to dispense with the necessity for these men you had better 
let go and compel them to take care of themselyes—let them 
keep up their own harbors and light their coasts and keep their 
system of bar pilotage to themselves if they desire to-do so. 

Now, I do not know that there is very much more to say in 
this matter. I know that vessels have gone into those southern 
ports and traded there during an entire year (and they did not 
make many trips, by.the way), but their pilotage bills in some 
cases amounted to $459, and the net earnings left to the owner 
of the vessel at the end of the season were only $350. I know 
vessels that have gone down there and paid $200 for tug service 
for a year and paid the bar pilot four and fiye hundred dollars 
a year. And what did he do? Two-thirds of the time he was 
not aboard the vessel at all, but at home; he simply had spoken 
to the captain outside, and the captain, who was thoroughly 
competent, refused his services and had taken the vessel in. 
Will you perpetuate such a system as that, you gentlemen who 
ought to be interested in the southern ports? If you are bound 
and determined to do it, and I were a member of the River and 
Harbor Committee, I would cut down your appropriations ac- 
cordingly. [Applause.] 

Mr. FOSS. I understood the gentleman to state that he found 
a year ago that the War Department and the Navy Department 
were unfavorable to this legislation. 

Mr. MINOR. Oh, that was way back in 1896. 

MT, FOSS. Does the gentleman know how they feel about it 
now? = 

Mr. MINOR. I have seen reports of commanders of battle 
ships saying that they have gone into these ports and have 
found them of ample depth and capacity, large enough to hold 
the entire Navy, and that there was no need of any bar pilots. 
Formerly they did require a pilot in the early days, when the 
channels were crooked and tortuous and the shoals were con- 
stantly shifting. At that time there had been no improvements 
outside, and every norther that came shifted the bars. They 
needed a pilot in those days. In 1896 the Navy Department was 
against this bill, and so was I. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask a question for 
information. Is it true that American vessels have been dis- 
criminated against? 

Mr. MINOR. That 
and not disputed. g 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, before I yield time to another 
gentleman, as I shall in a moment, I will say in answer to the 
question just asked by the gentleman from North Dakota, that 
the Supreme Court of the United States has on two occasions, 
to my knowledge, and I think more, expressly held inyalid and 
unconstitutional laws that undertook to discriminate between 
vessels of one State and those of another; and it is as abso- 
lutely impossible to pass that sort of a law as it is to legislate 
a tax on imports from one State to another. Mr. Speaker, I 
now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MADDEN]. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If the gentleman will excuse me, I 
will say that while the law is as stated by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, the evidence before the committee, uncontradicted, 
was that there were gross abuses in the line of discrimination 
against American vessels under this compulsory pilotage system. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. The gentleman does not mean to say that 
that discrimination is in the State laws? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The evidence before the committee was 
uncontradicted that there were gross discriminations against 
American coastwise vessels under this compulsory pilotage sys- 
tem. I could read now the statement of the president of the 
association, in which he himself admits that he made a con- 
tract discriminating against coastwise vessels under this legis- 
lation, although it might be unlawful. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman knows that there are yiola- 
tions of all sorts of laws and that the commission of a crime 
does not justify a change of law. Mr. Speaker, I again yield 
ten minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MADDEN]. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, it has been stated by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Minor] that a de- 
mand has been made by owners and masters and insurance com- 
panies for legislation seeking to abolish compulsory pilotage. 
No one says that there is any demand being made for this leg- 
islation by the people of the United States who believe in the 
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protection of life and property. There ought not, from a human- 
itarian standpoint, it seems to me, to be any legislation enacted 
which would allow, if you please, any master of any vessel to 
enter into a port without a pilot. It is unfair to assume that 
the master of a vessel going into a foreign channel, knowing 
nothing whatever about the currents of the channel or its course, 
can safely pilot that vessel to its destination. 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Is the gentleman aware 
of the fact that thousands of vessels do go in and out without 
a pilot, and that not one accident has occurred in them? 

Mr. MADDEN. It may be true that thousands of vessels do 
enter various harbors throughout the country. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I mean these particular 
ones. 

Mr. MADDEN. It may also be true that no accident has oc- 
curred in recent years. It is also true that the Slocum was 
running in the East River, New York, with a large number of 
excursionists; that it had no pilot; that the captain was unable 
to manage the vessel, and every person who was on board the 
vessel, or nearly every person, lost his or her life. 

It is also true, as this report shows, that in 1853 the ship 
New Fra appeared off the New Jersey coast with a load of immi- 
grants from Antwerp. Its captain was hailed by a pilot, but 
refused to take one. He declared that even if it did take him 
until next day he was fully capable of piloting his own ship 
into the harbor. That night a tempest arose. Before daylight 
the ship was a total wreck. Hundreds of lives were lost. Four 
hundred and eight bodies drifted ashore and were buried in a 
huge grave on the site of what is now Asbury Park. 

It is true, too, that this was in 1853; but why hesitate to pro- 
tect the lives of the people who may be compelled to ride on 
board ships because the last serious accident occurring from 
that cause was in 1853? Better by far that every vessel sailing 
in the coastwise trade should be compelled to pay exorbitant 
pilotage fees than that in the next century one life should be lost 
by reason. of the failure of the vessel to carry a pilot to direct 
it safely to its destination. I believe, Mr. Speaker, that if such 
legislation is to be enacted it should be enacted by the States. 
This is a matter over which the States have jurisdiction. If it 
is to be enacted it should also include steam vessels. The men 
who favor this bill favor it because the sailing vessels to which 
n es come from the section of the nation from which they 

all. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MADDEN. Not because they believe it is in the interest 
of commerce, not because they believe the pilotage charges are 
unjust, not because they believe the pilotage charges should be 
dispensed with, but simply to give an opportunity to men owning 
sailing vessels to make more money than they now make. Be- 
cause of their avarice they seek to jeopardize the lives of the 
men, the women, and the children who are compelled in their 
movements from one place to another to ride on board these 
ships. I believe, Mr. Speaker, that the bill ought not to pass. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
for a question? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I would like to have the 
gentleman state to the House how many passengers are carried 
upon these sailing vessels? 

Mr. MADDEN. I do not believe that I know any more about 
it than does the gentleman who asks the question. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. He does not know as 
much. 

Mr. MADDEN. The men who are employed and running ves- 
sels are just as important as men and women who are riding as 
passengers. Because a man happens to follow the avocation of 
a sailor, that is no reason why his life is not as dear to him and 
to his family as is the life of the greatest man in the country. 


Will the gentleman yield 


LApplause.j 
Mr. SCOTT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 
Mr. SCOTT. I understood some other speaker on this bill to 


say that no pilotage charge is made for steam vessels. 

Mr. MADDEN. That is true, as far as I can understand. 

Mr. SCOTT, I should like to ask the gentleman the reason 
why a sailing vessel should be charged and a steam vessel 
should be excused from that charge. 

Mr. MADDEN. If there is any reason why a pilotage charge 
should be made against one vessel, it should pertain to all ves- 
sels. If they want a bill which meets the wishes of the Ameri- 
can people, it seems to me they will provide that the pilotage 
charge be made against the steam vessel as well as the sailing 
vessel. The captain of a steamship is no more qualified to run 
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that ship into a strange harbor than is the captain of a sailing 
vessel, and neither captain should be allowed to do it under any 
circumstances, iy 

Mr. SCOTT. Is the rule in regard to steam vessels the re- 
sult of a State law? é : 

Mr. MADDEN.. All State laws. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Oh, no. 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes, they are. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Would the gentleman state, therefore, that 
legislation should be enacted to compel compulsory pilotage in 
all the seaboards, on all the coasts, and on the Lakes as well. 

Mr. MADDEN. No; I do not make that claim. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Then why should there be compulsory 
pilotage on certain southern harbors, when there is no necessity 
for compulsory pilotage on the northern Atlantic coast, in the 
Pacific coast harbors, or on the Lakes in order to save life and 
property ? 

Mr. MADDEN. Because these harbors are not so dangerous. 
There are no tortuous channels, no shallow streams, no shifting 
bars, and the States, realizing this condition, have not enacted 
any law requiring compulsory pilotage. The States in which 
compulsory pilotage prevails understand the needs of their com- 
munities better than we do, and they ought to be allowed to 
enact laws to govern the question. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. One otber question, if the gentleman will 
permit. Is it not a fact that the north Atlantic coast States 
did have compulsory pilotage, and from time to time they have 
repealed those laws because it was unnecessary to continue 
them? 

Mr. MADDEN. I believe that is so. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. And if that is true because of the improve- 
ment of the north Atlantic coast harbors—and we know that the 
south Atlantic coast harbors have been improved in substan- 
tially the same manner, to the same depth of water—why 
should the compulsory pilotage be necessary in the Southern 
States? 

Mr. MADDEN. Let the Southern States have the same rights 
in connection with legislation of this character that the North- 
ern States have assumed to have. That is my answer to that 
question. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. FORDNEY]. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Briefly, Mr. Speaker, I will explain why I 
am in favor of this bill. First, let me say to the gentleman 
who has just spoken on the subject: He said that the men who 
were interested in this bill were interested for no other motive 
except the fact that there were yessel ownerships in the 
district from which they came. I want to say to the gentle- 
man that he is sadly mistaken. There are no vessels on salt 
water that sail between ports south of Old Point Comfort and 
the Southern States to Texas that are owned by anybody from 
the State from which I have the honor to come. I have no 
interest in any vessel property anywhere, either on fresh water 
or salt water. I am in favor of the bill because I believe that 
it repeals a law that permits men to heap injustice upon parties 
who own vessels sailing into those ports. Before the bill came 
before the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries I had 
some correspondence with men who were opposed to the meas- 
ure, in which I had in a measure stated that I would oppose 
the bill, but when hearings were given to men interested on 
both sides of the subject, I told Mr. O’Brien, who represented 
the Pilots’ Association, that I would not support the bill, but 
later told him that unless he could to my satisfaction answer 
statements and testimony presented to the committee, showing 
that there were injustices heaped upon men who owned vessels 
sailing into those ports, that I would be compelled to support the 
measure, and that I would use every effort to give him every op- 
portunity to answer those questions. He failed to do it in any 
respect, although giyen ample time. One vessel owner who ap- 
peared before that committee showed that he had a vessel sail- 
ing into a Gulf port, as I now remember it, carrying lumber 
to and from those ports, which were compelled to pay $150 
pilotage fees when foreign vessels of equal capacity, drawing 
no more water, were permitted to sail in and out for a charge 
of $40. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. That was at Tampa, Fla. 

Mr. FORDNEY. And at Gulf ports also. I have the names 
of vessels here, and I will call attention to one of them, the 
Gertrude Bartlett, a foreign ship. The testimony shows she 
paid $40 pilotage fee. The S. M. Bird was assessed a hun- 
dred and fifty dollars for like services. The owner of that 
ship went to the Pilots’ Association and presented his claim, 
showing that he was charged more than other vessels of like 
capacity, and offered to settle the case by paying $75. His 
ship was libeled and tied up at the dock, and he could not even 
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get a tug to take it out. The answer came from the captain of 
the tug that it would be a violation of the law to take that ship 
out, and especially contrary to the pilotage law. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I would like to know who has power 
to regulate this matter? 

Mr. FORDNEY. A commission, as a gentleman stated, repre- 
senting the Pilots’ Association. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does not the gentleman know the pilotage 
law of the different States is the result of the action of the 
legislatures of those different States and that they have full con- 
trol to make or change any law? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I know. only, my dear friend, just what was 
stated to the committee. Mr. Pendleton, a.vessel owner well 
informed on the subject, gave testimony. I have it here of 
record where a vessel was libeled, and he had to give bond. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman has not answered my ques- 
tion. It only requires a yes or no answer. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I do not know what the law is, but I know 
what the practice is. = 

Mr. SHERLEY. Then the gentleman would take a violation 
of the law as an argument for this House to believe that was the 
law. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I want the House to understand me on this 
subject. Mr. O’Brien was given opportunity to answer to my 
satisfaction why this extortion was allowed, and he failed to do 
it, and because there is a law that will permit a set of men to 
extract from another man, contrary to the law, a sum of money 
and compel him to pay it, I favor this bill. I have no interest 
_in yessels. I am supporting the bill in the interest of simple 
justice. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
has expired. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Does the gentleman desire more time? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Three or four minutes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Now, it may bé claimed by some men that 
the reason why one vessel is charged $40 and the other a hun- 
dred and fifty dollars might be on account of their carrying 
capacity. The yessel Gertrude Bartlett carried 28,000 feet of 
lumber more than the other vessel; that is all. In one instance 
Mr. Pendleton stated before the committee, and that statement 
is in the records, that the profits on his cargo amounted to $32 
and the pilotage was $40. 

Mr. Speaker, there is nowhere else in the United States where 
the law compels a vessel owner to employ a pilot. There is 
nowhere else in the United States where there is more danger 
to life and less loss of life than at those ports. Other ports on 
the Pacific and Atlantic coasts are not compelled by law to hire 
a pilot, but they do hire a pilot in these ports referred to, and 
notwithstanding the fact that the captain of a tug is a pilot 
himself, competent to take a vessel over the bar, a vessel owner 
is also obliged to employ a pilot to ride upon the tug beside of 
the captain, and he pays not only a tug hire, but a pilotage 
charge as well. All men who sail or who own vessel property 
are interested in the saving of the lives of the sailors as well as 
passengers. However, there are no passengers to speak of on 
sail vessels. They go on steamships. The loss of life is among 
the sailors. - : 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for one 
question? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PRINCE. Has there been request on the part of any na- 
tional or State quarantine association for this legislation? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Not that I know of. 

Mr. PRINCE. Has there been any request on the part of any 
chamber of commerce for this legislation? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Oh, there may be lots of them. I am not 
just familiar with the requests that have been made. 

Mr. PRINCE. Has there been any request on the part of any 
labor organization in this country for this legislation? 

Mr. FORDNEY. It does not make any difference to me 
whether there is any request from any labor organization or not 
so long as the measure appeals to me to be one of justice, sir. 
[Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield fifteen minutes to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BRANTLEY]. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Mr. Speaker, it was my privilege during the 
last session to consume some considerable time in the discus- 
sion of this identical bill, and I put into the Record at that time 
a much more comprehensive discussion of the questions involved 
than I can hope to do in the time allotted me to-day. I will be 
glad if those who are interested will look now at what I then 
said. 


This is a bad bill. It is bad in principle and it is bad in its 
effect if enacted into law. No one questions the jurisdiction or 
the power of Congress to regulate pilotage. When the attempt 
is made to bring about such regulation we will meet that ques- 
tion. It is not now involved, and although some gentlemen say 
they favor this bill because they favor Federal regulation of 
pilots, I wish to call the attention of the House to the fact that 
this bill does not seek to regulate pilotage by Federal laws or 
otherwise, but the only effect of it if passed would be to, not 
directly, but indirectly, destroy the pilotage systems of the 
Southern States now existing; to substitute no system by the 
Federal Government in its place, and to leave these States with 
their hands tied and unable to provide any other system of 
pilotage in lieu of the one destroyed. Mr. Speaker, the princi- 
ple of compulsory pilotage is upheld the world over. It has 
been repeatedly sustained by the decisions of our Supreme 
Court and sustained and enforced’ in many other countries of 
the world. 

What this bill seeks to do is not to abolish compulsory pilot- 
age—for it is still to be authorized, notwithstanding the passage 
of this bill, against all foreign vessels—but this bill is to pre- 
vent compulsory pilotage being enforced against coastwise sail- 
ing vessels. What, now, would be the effect of such a law? 
Back yonder, thirty-five years ago—in 1871—Congress pro- 
hibited compulsory pilotage against steam vessels engaged in 
the coasting trade, and it is now proposed to supplement that 
legislation by prohibiting compulsory pilotage against sailing 
vessels engaged in the coasting trade, and with what result? 
With the result that the system of pilotage we now have in my 
State—the State of Georgia—would fail. Why? Because there 
would be no funds with which to support it. Our system of 
pilotage is maintained by fees paid by the vessels that receive 
the benefit of it and for whose protection it was inaugurated. 
We had at my port—the port of Brunswick, Ga.—last year 
some forty millions of commerce. Perhaps 75 per cent of it 
was domestic or coastwise business, handled in large part by 
sailing vessels. We have a great port and a great commerce, 
amply protected by competent pilots, but if you relegate us to 
pilotage fees from foreign vessels to maintain our pilotage sys- 
tem we can not maintain it, for there will not be sufficient reve- 
nue from that source for the purpose. What is true of Georgia 
is true of other Southern States. 

When this Goyernment first started, in the very first Con- 
gress it was deliberately enacted that in the matter of pilotage 
each State should be free to make such laws as it saw fit. 
From that first Congress to this, the second session of the 
Fifty-ninth, that rule has not been changed. Each coast State 
during all these years has enacted pilotage laws to suit its 
needs and as necessary to protect its commerce. Until those 
States on the eastern coast had gradually builded up their 
foreign trade so that they had foreign vessels enough to sup- 
port their pilots, they maintained, the most of them, compulsory 
pilotage against sailing vessels in the coasting trade. Each 
State has been free to establish or abolish compulsory pilotage 
as it saw fit, and at all times to legislate in this regard as the 
interests of its commerce justified or authorized it to do. All 
that we ask for my State to-day is the privilege enjoyed by 
all States heretofore of changing our pilotage system whenever 
in our judgment it is wise to do so. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is entitled “A bill to remove discrimi- 
nation against American sailing vessels.” The plea is made 
that it is a bill directed against discrimination, and yet in its 
very essence it is a bill to impose discriminations of fundamental 
character against those States in the Union which are not for- 
tunate enough at this time to have a sufficient number of for- 
eign vessels coming into their ports with which to maintain a 
pilotage system. A more unjust, unfair, and inequitable meas- 
ure was never proposed in the American Congress. It is no 
justification for it to say that Congress has already released 
coastwise steamers from compulsory pilotage. The vessel un- 
der steam is under control and can feel its way; the vessel un- 
der sail can not do so. The one as a rule plies regularly be- 
tween certain ports; the other does not; neither is there any real 
competition between sail and steam. In slow freight steam 
ean not now compete with sail, and, pilotage or no pilotage, sail 
can never compete with steam where dispatch and certainty of 
time of delivery are necessary. - 

Mr. Speaker, it is an absurdity to talk about any State or any 
port imposing or maintaining for any length of time unreason- 
able pilotage fees. When it does so it injures its commerce. 
Each State is a competitor with every other State, each port is 
a competitor with every other port, and each State and each 
port is going to make its charges against commerce just as low 
as it can consistently with the proper protection of that com- 
merce. Each individual State can better be relied upon to pro- 
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tect its commerce than can the United States, and knows better 
what protection is needed. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? It has been said here that we have a condition 
whereby different rates are imposed and collected as pilotage 
from ships of the same capacity. I have been trying to find out 
by what authority pilots are allowed to collect discriminating 
rates against ships of the same capacity, and especially why 
they discriminate against American vessels in favor of foreign 
vessels, if the facts are so. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. In answer to the gentleman, if he does 
not know it already, I will inform him that in each of the 
States with whose laws I am familiar the matter of pilotage is 
regulated and fixed by law—by acts of the State legislature. 
I have heard no complaint that any State has enacted bad laws 
or laws authorizing the discriminations to which the gentleman 
refers. I have heard some complaint to the effect that at one 
or two ports discriminations had been made, but in each in- 
stance such discriminations have been shown to be in direct 
violation of the laws of the State, and nothing is simpler and 
nothing easier than to correct such discriminations, if persisted 
in, by an appeal to the courts. 

Furthermore, no complaint of this character has been made, 
so far as I know, that has not been investigated or is not now 
being investigated by those competent to correct any and all 
abuses. But I would say to my friend that he can not main- 
tain the proposition that because, for instance, the State of 
Mississippi, or some other State, does not enforce its pilotage 
laws he is justified in abolishing the pilotage laws of my State, 
against which no complaint of discrimination exists. 

The proposition before us is to wipe out all the pilotage laws 
of all the States because, forsooth, at some port the State laws 
regulating its pilotage system have not been fairly or properly 
enforced. 

Mr. Speaker, I am concerned in the maintenance and pro- 
tection of the commerce of my port and my State. Now, we 
get down to this proposition: Do we need pilots to protect our 
commerce? No man will gainsay the proposition that we do. 
No one has attempted to do so. It being conceded that pilots 
are necessary, the next question is how to secure them, how to 
support them. We can only support them by paying them fees. 
Who is to pay those fees? In all justice and fairness the fees 
should be paid by the vessels coming into the ports—the vessels 
that the pilots are on duty to protect. Oh, gentlemen say it is 
a great outrage for a vessel that does not use a pilot to be taxed 
with pilotage fees. Let me say to such as take that view, go 
down to the coast of Gesrgia and inform yourselves on the sub- 
ject—look over our laws and see on the statute book who can 
become a pilot. See that not only must he be a man of good 
moral character, but must undergo a period of years of appreu- 
ticeship before he is qualified to serve as a pilot, and when he 
does become a pilot, see what are his duties. The law says to 
him that he must stay on the outside of the bar. What about 
this compulsory pilotage that he collects? He does not collect 
it unless, outside the bar, he tenders his services to the vessel 
coming in. He can not stay at home at his fireside and tax the 
vessel with his fees, for the law says he must be on the out- 
side—across the bar—in deep water; that he must be there 
in storm as well as in fair weather, by night as well as by day— 
be there on the watch to serve when his services are needed; 
and if he stays there, I ask you why shouldn’t he be paid for 
doing so? 

Mr. PALMER. Will you allow me to call your attention to 
this statement in the report, and ask you whether it is true? 

The system of compounding for pilot fees exists in Virginia and 
Georgia and reduces the business to one of revenue alone to the pilot, 
as it licenses the vessel and proceeds upon the theory that the services 
of the pilot are not in any sense necessary to the vessel. 

That is found on page 49. Is that true—that a vessel can get 
a license for a sum of money paid into the hands of the Pilot 
Association down there and enter and depart from these harbors 
without a pilot? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Mr, Speaker, in answer to my friend from 
Pennsylyania I want to say to him that, in the interest of 
making commerce as inexpensive as possible at my port and 
the ports of Georgia, a concession was made to the vessel 
owner by which, under certain conditions and certain regula- 
tions, certain vessels coming regularly into our ports may pay 
so much per year as a license fee, the money to go to the support 
and maintenance of the pilots of the port. 

Mr. PALMER. They get fees from such vessels without ren- 
dering any service? 

Mr. BRANTLEY, They may not render any service, trip after 
trip, to a particular vessel, but they are on duty ready to give 
assistance if by chance it should be needed. 


Mr. PALMER. But they do-get a fee from the vessel for 
services they do not render? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. They get the license fee paid by the vessel. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And all of this element of protection to 
life and property is entirely eliminated so far as the pilotage 
system is concerned. Is not that true? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. It is not true. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I should like to know, if the vessel has 
no pilot, under your system, how the pilot, under your system, 
does the vessel any good? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would think that if any 
man on this floor ought to understand this question it would 
be my friend from Maine. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, I hope I do. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Under the license system our pilotage sys- 
tem is maintained. We have pilots and they remain outside the 
bar, and although vessels may and do come in which do not 
need them, they are there when their services are needed, and 
the day comes to all vessels when the services of a pilot are 
absolutely necessary. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, For the purpose of ascertaining whether 
I really do understand anything about it, let me ask my question 
again. I understand you to address your remarks now to the 
system in general. My question was addressed (I had hoped to 
make myself understood, but it seems I was not) to the specific 
vessel that had the license. With reference to that vessel, quo 
ad that vessel, where does the element of protection to life and 
property as to that vessel come in under your system? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. The answer is yery simple. As to that 
particular yessel the element of protection comes in this way— 
that under the license system the pilot is maintained on the 
bar to protect that particular vessel in time of storm, when 
it does need the services of a pilot. If the Congress should 
follow the lead of the gentleman from Maine, the pilot would 
not be there when the time came that his services were neces- 
sary, so that under our system each particular vessel is pro- 
tected by the mere presence of the pilot on the bar. The master 
of the vessel has no hesitancy in seeking a cargo at our port, 
because he knows that if the weather is thick and the wind high 
when he reaches the entrance to our harbor there will be found 
a pilot competent and ready to take him inside. We can not 
require the pilot to be there, require him to undergo years of 
apprenticeship, to purchase, equip, and maintain his own pilot 
boat, to risk his life, to remain at sea in foul as well as fair 
weather, and not provide adequate compensation for him. You 
can do one of two things—abolish pilots altogether or provide 
reasonable compensation in return for duties required. 

On our Georgia coast the mainland is low and in thick weather 
can not be seen, There are shoals projecting far out to sea, 
and mariners have to be cautious when the weather is not fair. 
The pilot boat stationed just across the bar is always there to 
direct not only the vessel needing a pilot, but the vessel not need- 
ing him, where the entrance to the channel is. We have eyer 
found the pilot necessary, and we want the privilege of keeping 
him at the expense of those whose property he protects until 
the time comes when we can either dispense with his services or 
have sufficient foreign shipping to support him. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. The gentleman said that in case of a storm 
the pilot was out there, outside the bar, prepared and ready and 
willing to pilot the ship in. Is any extra charge imposed in case 
he does pilot that ship in? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Not a penny. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I mean the ship that has paid the license by 
the year. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Not a penny. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. No extra charge? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Not a penny. A vessel is piloted in in 
time of storm for the same money that it is piloted in in fair 
weather. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. But I am speaking of those who have paid 
a license, and therefore are not required to take a pilot except 
when they wish him. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. If they take a pilot, they pay him. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. They pay extra for the pilot that they take 
to pilot them in during the storm? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. They do not pay extra. They pay the 
pilot for his services when they take him, but if they have this 
license they do not pay any pilot fees when they do not have a 
pilot. The license fees, which are small, exempt them from all 
pilotage charges, except where they actually use a pilot. 

[The time of Mr. BRANTLEY having expired, Mr. SHERLEY 
yielded to him five minutes.] 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Mr. Speaker, I just want to say, in con- 
elusion, that this bill is so manifestly unfair upon its face, is 
such a manifest discrimination against certain of the States of 
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this Union, that although it has been introduced in this House 
year after year for a quarter of a century 
Mr. BARTLETT. More than thirty years. 


Mr. BRANTLEY. It has always received the stamp of dis- 
approval in the American Congress, because the American Con- 
gress has stood against discrimination and in favor of equality 
of treatment of all the States. We would be glad in my State 
if we could make commerce absolutely free, but we believe that 
the duty is incumbent upon us to protect commerce at our ports, 
if we would invite it to come there, and we know that the neces- 
sity exists to have pilots to bring vessels into our ports. 
They may come in at times without needing the services of a 
pilot, but the day comes for each and all of them when the pilot 
is hailed as a savior, when his services are of inestimable value, 
and we want to have him there against the time when his serv- 
ices are needed. We want at all times to regulate the matter 
for ourselves. If any of the people of my State have any fault 
to find with our pilotage system, they have but to appeal to the 
legislature of the State to have any changes made that appear 
necessary or proper to make. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is entitled “A bill to remove discrimina- 

tions against sailing vessels.” The plea is made that the sail- 
ing vessel is discriminated against, and that its owners must 
be allowed to make more money. Yet turn to the hearings be- 
fore the honorable committee having this bill in charge and 
read there where the leading advocate of the passage of this 
bill—himself a shipowner—testifies that he has gradually in- 
creased his ship holdings from year to year until he has a con- 
trolling interest in more than one hundred of these sailing ves- 
sels. Evidently he has found it a business profitable under our 
laws as they now exist, and yet in order to make it still more 
profitable be would sacrifice and imperil the commerce of my 
port and imperil the lives of the men who serve on his vessels. 
There is no excuse or justification for this bill except to put 
money into the pockets of a few people. 
_ There is no industry in the world that is to-day so protected, 
SO taken care of, so watched over and looked after as the coast- 
wise sailing business of this country. We are expending mil- 
lions for its benefit every year. We have removed all competi- 
tion from abroad with the men engaged in it; we have given 
them an absolute monopoly. We spend millions to deepen our 
harbors and deepen our channels for them; we build light-houses 
and station light vessels for them; we set up buoys and range 
lights for them; we tax them nothing for these great aids to 
their business, and yet when my State asks that they contribute 
something to the protection of the lives they employ and the 
protection of the commerce they handle, and the protection of 
the good name of our ports, they rise up and say: No; we 
are the favored children of the nation, and you must not tax 
us anything.” That the sailing vessel is the great beneficiary 
of improved harbors and deeper channels is easily demonstrated. 
At the port of Brunswick, Ga., the coastwise steamers draw 
from 14 to 18 feet of water, while it is a matter of almost 
daily occurrence for sailing vessels drawing 19, 20, and 21 feet 
of water, and sometimes more, to enter our harbor. It is to 
accommodate the deep-draft sailing vessel that we are con- 
stantly seeking to deepen our channel. It is to protect the 
sailing vessel that pilots are primarily needed, and it is but 
small return for them to make for all that is done in their 
behalf to assume the burden of paying these pilots. I hope 
this bill will be defeated. [Applause.] 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, I am unable to agree with the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BRANTLEY] who has 
just spoken, and who contends that this is a bad bill. Upon the 
contrary, I think that the commercial interests of the entire 
country, and, I am sure, the commercial interests of the South, 
as illustrated by our coastwise trade, will be benefited by the 
passage of this particular legislation. : 

Substantially this bill provides that the masters or mates of all 
sailing vessels may be licensed under the authority of the United 
States to pilot any vessel within certain limits and that the au- 
thority granted by such license shall not be limited by any 
State regulation. The purpose is to make the acceptance of a 
pilot by a sail vessel optional instead of compulsory. The bill 
does not apply to foreign vessels, but only to American vessels 
engaged in the coastwise trade. By the act of 1871 all steamers 
were relieved from compulsory pilotage, and the purpose of 
this bill, as the title implies, is to remove this discrimination 
against sail vessels and put them on an equality with vessels 
propelled by steam. With the commercial growth of our coun- 
try, with the constant improvement of our harbors by providing 
a greater depth of water and by marking the channels with day 
and night beacons, the tendency has been to remove all burdens 
upon our coastwise shipping, and this is true because any bur- 


and because the necessity which formerly existed for compulsory 
pilotage has ceased. Compulsory pilotage has been abolished by 
the action of the several States upon the Great Lakes, upon the 
Pacific coast, and upon the North Atlantic coast above Cape 
Henry. This burden—and I think I can show it is an unneces- 
sary burden—is only imposed in the ports between Cape Henry 
and Galveston. 

Until about three years ago I was opposed to this legisla- 
tion, not upon its merits, but because I clung tenaciously to the 
opinion which actuates so many of its opponents, that the regu- 
lation of pilotage should be left with the several States. In 
truth, this is the only reason which can be advanced against 
this bill. Since the foundation of our Goyernment it has been 
our policy to leave these matters to the several States, but like 
so many other subjects affecting our domestic trade and com- 
merce conditions have so changed as to demand uniformity of 
legislation and regulation and to demand that Congress shall 
assert its unquestioned jurisdiction. No one denies the au- 
thority of Congress to enact this legislation. At the best it is only 
a question of policy and of commercial necessity. I would be 
the last person to invade upon any vital question the reserved 
rights of the States, but this legislation not only follows beaten 
paths, and for which there are numerous precedents, but it is 
in line with the admitted trend of legislation to make uniform 
and consistent all laws affecting interstate trade. The only 
manner in which this result can be accomplished is through 
Congressional action. 

Does the necessity exist for this legislation, or ought the 
South Atlantic and Gulf States to be permitted longer to regu- 
late pilotage? I think the time has arrived when the States 
ought voluntarily to surrender these privileges or in default 
thereof that Congress should assert its jurisdiction. If pilotage 
was ever a local question, that time has passed. There was a period 
in our history when it was strenuously contended that Congress 
had no power to appropriate money for the improvement of our 
waterways or harbors, but now public sentiment everywhere has 
yielded this pesition, and no one questions that the maintenance 
of our harbors is a function of Congress. The harbor of New 
York is not the property of the Empire State, but of the coun- 
try. Hampton Roads, in its magnificent area, is not the prop- 
erty of Virginia, but is the pride of every American. Galyes- 
ton, with its enormous shipping and great tonnage, does not 
alone belong to Texas. In so far as these ports and others 
are useful for commerce, to this extent does every State in 
the Union possess an interest in them. Every burden upon iu- 
terstate commerce in these ports, every obstacle to the freest 
movement of steamers and vessels should be removed, and 
every encouragement for their use by American shippers should 
be afforded. Commerce can and should be as free as is con- 
sistent with safety. 

If these burdens in the way of pilotage regulations imposed 
under the authority of any State are not only unnecessary, but 
the charges are extortionate and are harsh and inconsistent, and 
particularly if they foster a monopoly, then the necessity for 
Congressional action is imperative. I think that all of these 
onerous conditions exist at the several ports between Cape 
Henry and Galveston, and in a more or less drastic form. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Will the gentleman from North Carolina 
yield for a question? 

Mr. SMALL. Certainly. : 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Is it not true that the port of Wilmington, 
N. C., has abolished compulsory pilotage fees? 

Mr. SMALL. Yes. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. And that the change of the position of the 
gentleman on this question changed with the action of the port 
of his State? X 

Mr. SMALL. I will answer the gentleman. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. If the gentleman will pardon me, I want 
to ask another question in that connection. Is it not true that 
following the declaration that Wilmington is a free port its 
lumber business in a large measure got away from it, and has 
been away since it has been a free port? Then I want to ask 
the gentleman further if abolishing compulsory pilotage in 
Wilmington has resulted in giving this port an advantage over 
every other southern port that has not abolished pilotage fees, 
why isn't it for the interest of Wilmington to have this bill de- 
feated and compulsory pilotage maintained at the other southern 

rts? 
aie SMALL. Mr. Speaker, answering the question of the 
gentleman, I will say that Wilmington, N. C., is the principal 
port- of my State, and that the legislature of North Carolina 
bas made it a free port; but that was not the controlling rea- 
son which actuated me in coming to a belief in the merits of 
this legislation. It is not true that the coastwise trade of the 


den upon interstate trade is ultimately borne by the consumer | port of Wilmington, either in lumber or any other commodity, 
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has decreased since it has become a free port, but upon the con- 
trary there is evidence the other way, which has been presented, 
if I am not mistaken, to the committee. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I can hand the gentleman 
a letter, if he desires it, to the effect that the trade has not 
falien off. 

Mr. SMALL. I would be glad to have it. There is evidence 
to the effect that the commerce of Wilmington has shown a 
healthy increase since these discriminations were removed from 
sailing vessels engaged in the coastwise trade. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. There is a letter from the president of 
the chamber of commerce, which I hand to the gentleman. 

Mr. SMALL. Yes; here is a letter which I will read. It is 
from Mr. J. A. Taylor, president of the chamber of commerce of 
that city, and is as follows: 

THE WILMINGTON CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
Wilmington, N. C., March 21, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES E. LITTLEFIELD, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sır: Referring to the minority report on the Littlefield bill, 
beg to call your attention to figures on page 78 purporting to represent 
the relative shipments from Charleston, S. C., Georgetown, S. C., and 
Wilmington, N. C., for the years 1904 and 1905, in which the Wil- 
mington ipments of lumber to New York are represented as having 
fallen off more than 4,000,000 feet. This statement is intended to 
convey the re ape that shipments received at New York are prac- 
tically the total output of this commodity from Wilmington, and a 
„ lamer argument we can not well conceive., For 2 information, beg 

to say that the shipments of lumber from Wilmington for 1904 were 

„000,000 feet, and for 1905, 46,000,000 feet, and this notwithstand- 
ing that one of the principal mills was shut down for five months, due 
to a bòiler explosion. It is estimated that Iumber shipments from 


Wilmington for 1906 will exceed 60,000,000 feet, or an increase over 
1904 of 50 per cent. r receives the proportion of 


New York no 1 

shipments that it formerly enjoyed, and if the signers of the minority 
report had been as zealous in 1 facts as they were in put- 
ting forth a misleading argument they would never have appended their 
signatures to a report so easily refuted. 

On this same page appears this clause: Cause, reduced freight, as 
the freight always pays the pilotage.” This is the conclusion of the 
argument and is the capstone to the contention that a free port suf- 
fers a loss of commerce. In the same paragraph the action of Wil- 
mington in abolishing 3 oer is represented as a short- 
sighted step on the part of a few ping shippers. As a matter of 
fact, the Wilmington Chamber of Commerce, by unanimous yote, con- 
demned compulsory pilotage, and the members of the chamber raised a 
large fund to prosecute repeal before the State legislature. The sub- 
scribers to this fund embraced, with three exceptions, every manufac- 
turer and wholesale dealer in Wilmington. 

For your further information I will state that ten pilots are now 
8 and efficient than it has been for more than ten years. There 
a deen plist ar to ene ae e eee andthe cose 
ee of Wilmington are highly pleased with the results 
of the free port. 

I hope that you will feel at liberty to use this letter in meeting the 
erroneous assumptions in the minority report. 

Yours, respectfully, 
2 J. A. TAYLOR, President. 

I will state that the act of the legislature making Wilmington 
n free port took effect in March, 1905. 

Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, repre- 
senting the Wilmington district, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man if the statistics from the Department of Commerce and La- 
bor do not show that there is an actual falling off in the ship- 
ments of lumber from Wilmington since it was made a free port, 

and if those statistics do not show an increase from Charleston 
and Georgetown? 

Mr. SMALL. If the gentleman has any such statistics, he 
can produce them in his own time and then they can be an- 
swered. I have not any to that effect. I was but recently in 
Wilmington, and there I found among the commercial interests 

of that port a unanimity of sentiment in favor of a continuance 
of the law making the city of Wilmington a free port. 

Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina. I desire to say simply 
that those facts are so, and I tried to get from Mr. Taylor his 
explanation, but have not been able to do so—that is, as to the 
falling off. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What was the statement of the gentle- 
man? ' 

Mr. SMALL. The gentleman from North Carolina, my col- 
league, stateđ that the statistics of the Department of Commerce 
and Labor showed there had been a falling off in the coastwise 
trade since the city of Wilmington was made a free port. 

Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina. On lumber only. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. May 1 ask if tbe gentleman questions 
the credibility of Mr. Taylor, who writes the letter which the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. SMALL] has read? 

Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina. No; I do not, nor do I 
question the credibility of the Secretary of the Department of 
Commerce and Labor. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. May I ask the gentleman if it does not 
embarrass him if he questions the intelligence and credibility of 
Mr. J. A. Taylor? 


in the business at this port, and the service is more satis-- 


Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina. Not at all. He is an 
honorable gentleman. He is in favor of this bill. Yet the 
largest shipper there is opposed to it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That does not change the fact—the cir- 
cumstance that these people are for or against the legislation. 

Mr. SMALL. I will say to the gentleman that the shipper to 
whom he refers, the firm of Alexander Sprunt & Son, is engaged 
exclusively in the foreign trade, as I understand. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And they want the coastwise trade to 
pay to help them out in the foreign trade. T 

Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina. Before the matter is 
closed I would just like to say that my own opinion about the 
falling off is that it is due to the destruction of our forests, and 
not because Wilmington is made a free port. 

Mr. SMALL. I am obliged to the gentleman for that state- 
ment. 

Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina. That is my own opinion. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman 
to say that the State of North Carolina, through its legislature, 
made Wilmington a port of entry. 

Mr. SMALL. A free port. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. A free port, I would say; and that it did 
so because it evidently found that the foreign shipping was suf- 
ficient to sustain the pilot system there, I presume. 

Mr. SMALL. I do not understand that that entered substan- 
tially into the reasons controlling the commercial interests of 
Wilmington in a movement for a free port. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Whatever the reason may have been, does 
not the gentleman think the balance of the Southern States or 
any State in the Union can also be trusted to do the right thing 
whenever the time comes for doing it? 

Mr. SMALL. I will say, in answer to the gentleman, that the 
only possible merit in the opposition to this bill is the contention 
that it should be left to the State, and I think the time has come 
when the Congress of the United States, in the interest of inter- 
state commerce and freedom of trade, should remove this dis- 
crimination against the coastwise' trade. 

Mr. HARDWICK. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SMALL. Certainly. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I want to ask you this: Why will not the 
same argument made by my friend from Florida apply, and why 
did it not apply, to quarantine just as well? 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I can answer that 

Mr. SMALL. Oh, the question of quarantine has been thrashed 
out, and a majority of this Congress has admitted that it was 
the duty of the. United States to take jurisdiction. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. What objection has the gentleman from 
North Carolina to allowing the State of Georgia to do as the 
State of North Carolina did, abolish compulsory pilotage at its 
pleasure and not at the command of the Government of the 
United States? 

Mr. SMALL. Without reflection upon the Empire State of 
Georgia I might suggest that Georgia is not as wise as North 
Carolina and may not do it, and therefore the Congress of the 
United States ought to step in and free commerce from this 
restriction. [Applause.] 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Will the gentleman let me suggest just 
there that if his State has been more wise, and you have got an 
advantage over Georgia, then why do not you keep it? Have 
you not made a mistake and want to pull us in the hole with 
you? 

Mr. SMALL.’ I hope the gentleman will not think that in 
North Carolina we are so narrow we would withhold the benefits 
we are enjoying from the great State of Georgia and her ports. 
We are liberal in these matters and we wish to extend the bene- 
fit to every port of the country. Now, as to one question pro- 
pounded by the gentleman from Georgia, my friend Mr. BRANT- 
Ley. He intimated that the reason for my position at this time 
was because Wilmington was the chief port and a free port. 
I would not intimate that the gentleman represents the pilots 
of his ports. I would not represent that other gentlemen here, 
residents or representing districts which have ports in them 
in States which recognize compulsory pilotage, are representing 
their ports alone. I will give them credit for a wider range of 
vision in this matter than to say they represent their particular 
ports or particular section. 

Substantially every reason which was adduced in favor of a 
system of compulsory pilotage at each separate port has been 
eliminated in the course of our commercial growth and in the 
extension of our domestic trade. Many beautiful sentiments 
have been written in praise of the heroism of the pilots as they 
brave the storms upon the ocean, seeking the luckless vessel and 
bringing her safely into port. Under the old conditions the 
pilots were desired by the masters and in stress of weather they 
were a necessity. But by no wild stretch of the Imagination 
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can such sentimental reasons be advanced to-day in fayor of 
the present system. Steamers are not required to take pilots 
and yet strange vessels frequently demand their services. The 
master and pilot of a sail vessel accustomed to trade with more 
or less frequency at the same port are just as well acquainted 
with the channel as is the local pilot. So that the arguments of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MappEN] and several other 
gentlemen who have appealed to the sentiment of Members are 
dealing not with the present but with the past. 

Let me illustrate some of the inconsistencies in the applica- 
tion of compulsory pilotage. At Cape Henry a sailing vessel 
entering Hampton Roads and bound for Norfolk or Newport 
News must take a pilot or pay the fee. If she is bound for 
Baltimore she is not so compelled, although subject to the same 
conditions, because Baltimore is a free port. If the same 
vessel is bound for Alexandria she must take a pilot, but if her 
destination is the city of Washington, just a few miles farther, it 
is optional. Can such inconsistencies be explained? 

Again, a practice exists at Cape Henry, and I believe to the 
same degree substantially at the other ports where pilotage is 
compulsory, by which an annual license for a consideration is 
issued to a vessel, and which relieves such vessel from the 
necessity of taking a pilot during the life of the license. Mind 
you, the license is not to some skillful and intelligent pilot on the 
sail vessel, but it is issued in the name of the vessel itself, It 
is, therefore, a fair inference that at least one purpose of com- 
pulsory pilotage is to raise revenue for the pilots rather than 
to protect shipping or conserve the interests of the port. 

It has been said in this debate that the object of this legisla- 
tion is to benefit owners of sail vessels in the State of Maine. 
I am unwilling to believe that none of the sail vessels engaged 
in trade with the South Atlantic and Gulf ports are owned by 
the southern people, but if every such vessel was owned in the State 
of Maine such fact would not justify unnecessary discrimination 
against and unnecessary exaction upon such vessels engaged in 
the trade. These vessels are the instrumentalities of commerce, 
and are not only entitled to freedom of movement, but every dol- 
lar extorted from them is necessarily added to the freight 
charges and is paid by the southern owner of the lumber or 
cross-ties or other material so transmitted by them. It was 
said by one gentleman, Mr. BRANTLEY, I believe, that this bill 
was intended to put money in the pockets of a few individuals 
referring to the vessel owners. This was an unfortunate allu- 
sion. The representative of the pilots stated that this legislation 
would not affect more than 1,000 pilots, and there was evidence 
before the committee to the effect that the number would not 
exceed 130. It has been shown that wherever a compulsory 
pilotage system exists that the number of pilots is limited; that 
they are well organized; that they receive large incomes, and it 
is well known that they have maintained at this capital one or 
more intelligent and distinguished representatives to protect 
their interests. Evidently it can be said upon the best authority 
that those opposed to this legislation are seeking, perhaps un- 
consciously, to maintain a profitable monopoly at a few ports. 

May I call attention to another form of discrimination? The 
kind of vessel which has more than any other reyolutionized 
water-borne trade and reduced the cost of movement to a mini- 
mum is that of barge transportation. Therefore eyery encour- 
agement should be afforded, and yet a tug entering the harbor 
from Hampton Roads with a tow of, say, three barges, need not 
take a pilot, but each barge is compelled to accept a pilot or 
pay the fees for an annual license. How can this be justified? 

We have heard in this discussion some panegyrics upon labor. 
It is said that the pilots belong to the American Federation of 
Labor, and that this fact may prejudice this bill. How the 
pilots under modern conditions come to be associated with any 
labor organization is one of the unfathomable mysteries. At 
least a goodly portion of them sit in comfortable offices and col- 
lect the vessel licenses, with occasional visits to their State cap- 
itals while the legislature is in session in order to relieve the 
monotony of the daily grind. Instead of being laborers, they re- 
semble more the traditional lily, “ which toils not, neither does it 
spin.” If I had authority I should at once institute an inquiry 
in order to ascertain how these pilots were mustered into the 
ranks of labor, and I am sure some skillful legerdemain would 
be discovered. 

If compulsory pilotage is necessary, then who should be in 
favor of it? I should say that the vessel owners would favor 
the system for the protection of their property. I would say 
that the owners of the cargoes of such vessels would advocate 
it. I would also suggest that the marine underwriters would 
be zealous friends of the system. But in all the hearings before 


that committee I have seen no evidence that any one of these 
interests was opposed to this bill, but, on the contrary, they 
are advocating its passage. 


Fortunately, I represent my own constituency in the position 
I have advocated. Millions of feet of lumber are manufactured 
in eastern North Carolina, and large quantities are shipped to 
Norfolk and there transferred to sail vessels or barges and 
thence transported to Philadelphia and other northern ports. 
I think every manufacturer and shipper of lumber in my Con- 
gressional district has written to me asking me to support this 
bill. They are not interested in maintaining the compulsory 
pilotage system at Cape Henry, and they realize that its mainte- 
nance imposes upon them an unnecessary exaction. 

Mr. Speaker, I have endeavored to consider this legislation 
alone from the viewpoint of public duty. I am sorry that many 
of the southern Members and Democrats differ with me. T 
yield to no man in loyalty to the South and to the tenets of 
the Democratic party, and in supporting this measure I make 
no sacrifice of either. Whenever I can do so consistently and 
in the line of duty I stand for that legislation which makes for 
commercial growth, for industrial activity, and for the develop- 
ment of the rich resources of the South. Any legislation which 
tends to freedom of commerce, which increases the number of 
vessels engaged in our coastwise trade, and which lightens the 
cost of transportation will tend to increase our prosperity. Ob- 
stacles may temporarily be thrown in the way, but in the march 
of progress they will ultimately be removed. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY], I yield ten minutes to the y 
gentleman from Florida [Mr. CLARK]. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I shall not undertake 
in the few remarks which I shall submit upon this bill, to go 
into details. That would be impossible in the short time I am 
allowed. While no one questions the authority of Congress to 
deal with this matter, the fact remains that ever since the 
formation of the Government Congress has deemed it wise not 
to interfere with the States along this line. This bill has been 
presented at almost every Congress for possibly thirty or forty 
years, and the Congress has never seen fit yet to take from the 
States the control of this subject. Why should Congress do so 
now? What particular reason exists now for this bill? Who 
is demanding the passage of this bill? Not the people at inter- 
est; not those of the States where these ports are located, but 
the cry for the abolition of compulsory pilotage by Congress 
comes from the shipowners of the State of Maine. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, if this bill should pass it would absolutely destroy the 
pilotage system of the State of Florida, which I in part repre- 
sent upon this floor. A bill to repeal compulsory pilotage has 
been repeatedly introduced in the Florida legislature, and it 
has failed of passage every time, because our people recognize 
that the commerce from foreign nations coming to our ports is 
so exceedingly small that it could not possibly maintain an effi- 
cient pilotage system in any of those ports. There is another 
thing that gentlemen should remember. The channel in south- 
ern ports, particularly with us, is constantly changing on ac- 
count of the shifting sands. They are not like the ports of rock- 
ribbed New England, that remain the same all the time, and it 
is absolutely essential that pilots thoroughly familiar with the 
channel should be on hand to guide these vessels safely into and 
out of our ports. It is necessary in the interest of human life, 
it is necessary in the interest of the preservation of property; 
and, I say, Mr. Speaker, that the saving of one human life, the 
saving of one human being, is worth more to the country than 
every dollar that these shipowners would be taxed. 

I want to say, too, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the main 
reason assigned for the necessity for this bill is the fact that 
there have been some acts of injustice somewhere. Here and 
there isolated wrong has been perpetrated; here and there in- ` 
stances of hardship upon some shipowner have occurred. That 
does not demand the abolition of the law; that does not demand 
the destruction of the system. It ought to be regulated; its 
inequalities and injustices ought to be cured; but it does not 
demand the entire abolition of the system and the denial to the 
ports of my State of the right to maintain a pilotage system. 
Why not do with Florida as has been done with the State of 
North Carolina? Let us go on under this system until our for- 
eign commerce has reached that point where we can voluntarily 
abolish it, as they have done at the port of Wilmington; and it 
will be abolished wheneyer our foreign commerce reaches such 
a volume as to maintain an effective system of pilotage in our 


rts. 

This pilotage system as we have it, too, Mr. Speaker, is a 
great aid to us in matters of quarantine. The pilot, I say, is 
always, as has been so eloquently said by the gentleman from 
Georgia, outside. He is the first man who comes into contact 
with a vessel seeking entrance into our ports. If there be any 
disease on board he discovers the fact before the vessel enters 
our port. He discovers and reports that fact, and it is valuable 
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to the quarantine system. Mind you, Mr. Speaker, there is no 
demand in my State for the passage of this bill. It is true that 
some gentlemen have sent telegrams to the committee, and so 
forth; but the sentiment of the people, the overwhelming senti- 
ment of the people in my State, is in opposition to this bill. 

Probably the largest shipper at Jacksonville, which is the 
largest city in my State and in my district, is the Cummer Lum- 
ber Company, people who represent over $2,000,000 in lumber, 
turpentine, and other interests, and they are absolutely op- 
posed to the passage of this bill. In 1905 I believe they sent a 
telegram here supporting it, but last winter the Cummer Lumber 
Company put themselves on record as opposed to this bill and 
are anxious that it be not passed by Congress. So I say there 
is no demand there for it. ‘The only demand comes from the 
shipowner of Maine. The only demand comes from him, and 
only to save a few dollars, regardless of the danger to human 
life, regardless of the danger in the destruction of property, and 
regardless of the rights of labor in this country. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Will the gentleman per- 
mit a question? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Certainly. 

Mr. HUMPHRBY of Washington. Is the gentleman able to 
show where there has been any loss of life or any injury to the 
yessels that have gone in and out of these ports without a pilot? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I will say to the gentleman that I 
can not state from memory, but I know there have been a good 
many. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. That challenge was made 
before our committee to those who oppose this bill, and it was 
shown that not a single vessel was injured, not a life was lost, 
and no danger to property happened on any vessel out of the 
thousands that had gone in and out of these ports. without a 
pilot; and yet to-day the gentleman is opposed to the passage 
of this bill, as he says, in the interest of the protection of life 
and property. I fail to see what basis the gentleman has for 
his argument that it is for the protection of life and property, 
because the testimony shows that where they employed pilots 
there were lives that were endangered and vessels that were in- 

ured. ; 

: Mr. CLARK of Florida. I do not doubt the gentleman’s state- 
ment; but, Mr. Speaker, I oppose it upon this proposition—that 

the pilot living at the port, there every day and every night, 

knowing every possible change in the channel, is bound to know 

more about it than the pilot upon a vessel coming into that port 

once a year. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Will the gentleman allow 

me to ask him one question? 

J CLARK of Florida. I will if I have the time. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Suppose, as in the case of 
Norfolk, where a pilot never leaves the shore, and only sits in his 
office and collects the pilotage, and as has been shown by the 
evidence before the committee, that there has not been a pilot 
on a sailing vessel in that port in eighteen years, how do they 
learn it by simply sitting in their offices ashore and simply col- 
lecting the revenue? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I presume the gentleman who rep- 
resents the Norfolk district can take care of that. I am speak- 
ing solely for my own constituency, and I know that at the port 
of Jacksonville and Pensacola and other Florida ports there is 
a body of pilots inferior to none in all this country and true to 
their trust. They do not sit in carpeted offices and draw a 
salary, but in sunshine and in storm the Florida pilot is outside 
of the bar seeking only to assure to property and to life a safe 
guidance into the port; and I say to the gentleman again that 
I know that so far as our own pilots are concerned—the Pensa- 
cola pilot and the Jacksonville pilot and the other Florida 
pilots—they know more about our own ports in a minute than 
the pilots on one of these Maine schooners will know about those 
ports in forty years, because they stay out there. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him one more question? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Certainly. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. After the eloquent eulogy 
you have pronounced on the pilots of Florida, will you please 


explain why, under the pilotage system of Florida, they charge. 


American yessels three times as much for the same service as 
they do to the foreign vessel at the same port? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I said at the opening 
of my remarks that there might be occasions where injustices 
or wrongs have been done, but I stand here to urge these gen- 
tlemen to correct it. But because there is one wrong or one 
injustice, because here and there you can point out one indi- 


vidual act of injustice, do not destroy the whole system that 
means so much to us. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 


Mr. CLARK of Florida. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It appeared before the committee that 
the acts of injustice and discrimination were repeated and con- 
tinuous, and that as a matter of fact there was more discrimi- 
nation than there was regular treatment. Now, why not join 
with us in wiping out the system that renders that kind of 
conduct possible? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. If the gentleman wants to wipe out 
systems that are objectionable, where injustice creeps in and 
wrong is triumphant, then why does not the gentleman join 
with me to adjust the inequalities of the Dingley bill? [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. “The gentleman from Maine” will be 
perfectly ready to debate that interesting proposition with the 
gentleman from Florida at any time when the occasion arises, 
but that does not answer my question. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. All right. The gentleman is now 
talking about existing wrongs. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Is that all the answer the gentleman 
can make to my question? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I say to the gentleman from Maine 
that I am ready to do my part in aiding him to wipe out any 
inequality that may exist, but I am not willing to destroy a 
system that has done so much for us and promises so much for 
us in the future. This Congress ought not to treat us differ- 
ently from the way in which they have treated the other States 
of the Union. They have waited upon them all to abolish com- 
pulsory pilotage when their foreign commerce justified it, 
They waited upon North Carolina until such time as their for- 
eign commerce justified it. When ours reaches that point we 
are ready to join hands with the gentleman from Maine in re- 
pealing compulsory pilotage. [Applause.] 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman from Maine use some of 
his time? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I yield ten minutes to the gentieman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, in 1896 this bill was pend- 
ing in the House of Representatives, and for a reason which I 
gave at the time I voted against its passage. Eighteen hundred 
and ninety-six was a time of starvation, and it was represented 
to the House of Representatives that if we should abolish this 
subsidy, or whatever else you may call it, one hundred and 
twenty-odd pilots and their families would suffer during the 
coming winter. I made a speech in opposition to the bill, 
putting it upon that ground, and asking. in reply to the pres- 
sure made by Mr. Dingley, that he postpone the passage of 
the bill until a better condition should justify the action of 
Congress. From that day to this, and, indeed, going back to 
1892, every Administration of the Federal Government, through 
its proper officer, has appealed to Congress to repeal this dis- 
criminating charge. Now is the first time since 1896 that a 
bill has been presented before the House for its passage: At 
the time of the original discussion of this matter there was 
not the condition that exists at the present time. 

It is a most astonishing thing that which we have here dis- 
closed. First, every business man in the great cities of the 
South who has spoken has appealed for the passage of this 
bil. I am amazed to hear the gentleman from Jacksonville 
[Mr. CLank of Florida], whose home is in Jacksonville, speak 
in opposition to this bill, when apparently as many business 
men as there probably are in the city of Jacksonville have 
appealed for its passage, and their names are signed to the 
memorial to Congress. 

It is a new development in commercial trade that there shall 
be handed over to a little organization of men the power to 
license or refuse to license the shipping of the American people. 
The long lease of power that this little coterie has had has 
emboldened these men until it now appears that in more than 
a majority of cases they never touch the wheel of a ship, and 
in very many cases they never go on board the ship. They sit 
there in an organized body and issue licenses by the year. to 
the owner of a ship or a half dozen ships. They say to him, 
“It is very true now, you have your own pilots. You under- 
stand how to come into these ports. Give us so many dollars, 
and you need not take a pilot at all.” If there is any gentle- 
man here who wishes to question that, here are the receipts 
for money and here are the statements of the men themselves 
that they do not go on board of the ships. They simply issue to 
the owners of the ship a permit for a year, for $500, $300, or 
$200, and the owner of the ship makes his own arrangement 
for the piloting of the ship, but pays this tribute to this organi- 
zation. What do you call that? What would that be called 
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in these days of “ muck raking?” An honest man with a cargo 
going into the port of Norfolk, attempting to enter the James 
River, is charged a percentage of his cargo in value, and some- 
times the majority of the profit of his cargo, in order that he 
may sail up that harbor, and furnish his own pilot. He takes a 
receipt for the money, and in that receipt they say that they did 
not go aboard of the ship, but “spoke her.” “Spoke her!” 
In other parlance, they “touched” her. [Laughter.] From 
Norfolk to Eastport, Me., there is no such condition, there is no 
such charge. From the north coast of the Pacific, clear down 
to the extreme southern part of California, there is no such 
condition. It is just this little piece of property down there 
that is just now coming here and asking the Government of the 
United States to loan them $1,000,000 to run a show down 
there, so that their pilots can “ touch” every vessel that comes 
into that show. [Laughter and applause.] We will cross 
that bridge when we come to it. 

What is there that justifies this condition? North Carolina 
and the whole business men of Florida protest against it. 
Here they are by hundreds, representing millions and millions 
of dollars of property; here they are asking Congress to take 
off of their commerce a burden that is not the slightest benefit 
to them. 

The very eloquent gentleman on the other side who talked 
about the pilots being out there to save property and save lives 
does not undertake to say how it happened that they themselves 
certify over and over, continually, from the beginning of the 
year to the end of it, that they simply charged the ship and did 
not go aboard of her at all. 

We spend millions of dollars making the harbors of our coast 
easy of access; we spend vast sums of money to dig out the ob- 
structions of our harbors; we spend vast sums of money to light 
our harbors, and we have got these harbors. Take the harbor 
of Norfolk. Is there any necessity for any especial skilled pilot 
to steer a ship into the harbor of Norfolk? Does anybody sup- 
pose that they could make the masters of these vessels, south- 
ern men, men who have built up this business in that harbor— 
convince them of the necessity of haying a special pilot when 
the captains can go into these harbors at any hour of the day 
or night with absolute safety under the light and with the depth 
of water that is furnished them by the Government? 

Why, Mr. Speaker, there is no excuse for this tax. It is a 
distinct tax and burden for nothing. What other occupation in 
life is there that compels a man with his little schooner, with 
no life on board of it, perhaps, that is not as skilled as the 
pilot himself, to pay a tax for the privilege of entering one of 
the harbors of the United States? For the credit of our coun- 
try be it said that it affects no place north of the harbor of 
Norfolk and no place on the great Pacific coast, including the 
dangerous entry to Columbia River and of all the other rivers 
and harbors along the Pacific coast. It exists nowhere else 
than in these few ports that are entered by the commerce I 
have spoken of. 

Take the harbor of Galveston, to-day second in importance of 
exports to the greatest in the United States; second only to 
New York in its export trade. Do they require in that mag- 
nificent harbor that has cost this Government untold millions 
of dollars—do these shipowners require that there shall be put 
upon that sailing vessel skilled men? Who is interested in 
saying the lives on board ship so much as the owner of the 
ship—who next to him but the captain and the men who are 
handling the ship itself? The whole of this, Mr. Speaker, is 
an unnecessary burden upon this commerce, and if gentlemen 
want to see how heayy it is, take this report and read it and 
you will find that many a ship loaded with the products of in- 
dustry of laboring men has been taxed more than one-half of 
the profits of the three weeks’ trip in order that they may sail 
into a harbor, and no pilot ever touched a wheel on the ship. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I represent a district 
that nowhere touches the coast. I have uo pilots in my dis- 
trict and no shipping interests, but we are very much inter- 
ested in commerce. My district is one of the largest manu- 
facturing districts In the South. We ship a large amount of 
the products of our manufactories abroad. We are interested 
in foreign shipping, and I am going to yote against this bill, 
because I believe it will interfere with our commerce, exactly 
for the opposite reason that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GRosvENOR] says he is going to vote for it. I say to this House 
that I believe we in Alabama are better able to judge what will 
adyance or improve or foster the commerce of Alabama than 
some gentlemen living in some other State. From Fort Morgan, 
at the mouth of Mobile Bay, to the port of Mobile is 18 miles. 
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It is a channel where it is absolutely necessary to haye a 
trained pilot to bring a ship from Fort Morgan to Mobile. It 
is true that a great, many of these coastwise vessels engaged 
in the trade up and down the coast have men or masters aboard 
them who are thoroughly trained and thoroughly competent 
to bring a vessel through the channel at Fort Morgan and carry 
it to Mobile Harbor without any danger, with perfect safety to 
the vessel, but when foreign vessels come from foreign ports to 
Mobile to receive the commerce that the State of Alabama 
carries there to have taken abroad in these ships, of necessity 
they have no pilot aboard or master or captain who can steer 
that ship from Fort Morgan to Mobile city and deliver it in 
safety. ‘Therefore unless we intend to abandon our foreign com- 
merce entirely it is necessary for us to maintain the pilotage 
system. Now, how can you do it? The custom the world over 
has been to charge the vessels that come into a port the fees 
for pilotage, and our people who are on the ground, who under- 
stand the situation, who know the amount of commerce, are 
maintaining this system of pilotage of all vessels coming there, 
because they find if we only charge pilotage on the foreign ves- 
sels at the rate we are charging to-day we would not get enough 
in return to support the system, and if we charge enough on 
the foreign vessels to support the system without maintaining 
the tax on the commerce between the States, on the coastwise 
trade vessels, then the tax would be so great on the foreign 
vessels that we would drive the foreign ships away from our 
harbors. I can say to you that I have no personal desire in 
the matter to maintain a system of compulsory pilotage, but I 
do want to maintain a system that will let foreign ships come 
into our port and carry our iron and steel and cotton to the for- 
eign markets of the world, and I believe that if you pass this 
bill and take away the right to tax the coastwise vessels for 
pilotage, you will put the pilotage fees so high on the foreign 
vessels that you will drive many of them away from southern 
ports, and thereby prevent us from engaging in that share of 
foreign commerce that we are entitled to. Therefore I shall not 
support the bill. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Florida [Mr. LAMAR]. 

Mr, LAMAR. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote against this bill be- 
cause it is both unnecessary and unjust. If the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] desires to prevent discrimination, ex- 
cessive charges, and injustices on the part of the pilots against 
shippers or the shipping trade, if any there be, then let him in- 
troduce a bill here to correct those excesses and limit those tolls 
and not destroy at one fell swoop the entire system, built up 
with the approbation of the American people. I remember that 
upon the attempt on the part of this House to regulate railway 
extortionate and discriminatory rates the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. LITTLEFIELD] was not so zealous in behalf of that bill as he 
is here in protesting against an alleged injustice done to Ameri- 
can shipping by pilots of my State or of any other State. 

Mr. Speaker, the bill is unjust from the simple fact that it 
destroys at one fell swoop, as it were, the property rights 
grown up under this system with the approbation of the Ameri- 
ean people. It has been said by the Supreme Court of the 
United States that the services of a pilot is as necessary to the 
vessel as are the services of the captain and the crew. That 
has been the sentiment of the American people, and to destroy 
it at one blow, as it were, without notice, is unjust. Will the 
House stand for an unnecessary act? Will it stand for an un- 
just act? Mr. Speaker, the men who will suffer if this bill is 
passed are the laboring people of the country. I have no dis- 
position to twit the distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
LitTLeFIeLtp}. He is just out of a tilt with the American Fed- 
eration of Labor. He is “still in the ring,” and I shall not 
even suggest that he came out of that tilt “a little disfigured ; ” 
but this bill comes upon the meeting of this Congress early, 
swift upon its convening, and the gentleman is just out of a 
serious collision with laboring men, not only in his district, but 
all over the country. 

I would not do the gentleman the injustice to suggest that 
the rapidity with which this bill comes forward at this time 
inight spring, even in the slightest, out of feelings engendered 
by that conflict, but I will say that, holding the views that the 
gentleman does with regard to the propriety of this bill and 
its justice, it may be that his advocacy of it is accentuated a 
little by the scars of that conflict, recent as it has been. The 
gentleman from Maine, I repeat, was more solicitous, from 
my understanding of his words upon the railroad rate bill, to 
preserve those powerful discriminatory corporations from regu- 
lation by law than he was to enforce upon them the remedial 
statutes that this Congress finally stood for. The success of 
his efforts on the railroad rate bill would have been to relieve 
those powerful corporations from regulaton by law of a strin- 
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But he comes here with a piece of legislation 
that is aimed, not at powerful corporations, but at defenseless 
laboring men. The American Congress in its decision between 
the large and powerful shipping interests of this country and 
the laboring interests should hesitate before it passes this 


gent character. 


bill. Not only because those interests are laboring interests, 
but because those interests are poor, and hence they are not 
capable of withstanding the immediate effect of this crushing 
piece of legislation, which breaks down their means of livli- 
hood at one blow, which destroys all the property accumulated 
for years past by the sanction of American public sentiment. 
I shali vote against the bill. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I will ask the gentleman from Maine to 
yield some of his time. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. STEVENS]. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, those of us who 
live in the interior of the country are not concerned as to this 
measure in whatever way it may affect the interests of the 
pilots on one side or vessel owners on the other. We are really 
interested only as it may affect the broad national interests or 
the national commerce, and it Is because I do believe it does 
affect both that I want to be recorded by my vote and by my 
voice in favor of the passage of this bill. It is a matter of 
national policy nowadays to have the interstate and foreign 
commerce—the commerce of this country—controlled by the 
national authority, and unless there be the very strongest reason 
and necessity for State control of any portion of it, the national 
authority and regulation should prevail. I have had the honor 
to serve six years upon the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. In my youth I lived upon the Atlantic coast and 
know something about maritime conditions, and from my expe- 
riences I believe that the present system of pilotage in the 
South, the system of compulsory pilotage, is not necessary for 
the protection of life and property entering those ports. If it is 
not absolutely necessary for State systems and control, then the 
general national policy of Federal control of these maritime 
matters should prevail. Itis the only safe, fair, and progressive 
method of doing this business. Unquestionably the present sys- 
tem of compulsory pilotage under State laws is a burden upon 
interstate commerce, and wherever it interferes with the free 
movement of commerce, wherever it is an unnecessary or an un- 
just charge upon national commerce, Congress should remove the 
burden, and remove it by the enactment of just such a bill as is 
now before this House. The present system of compulsory pilot- 
age alse causes the grossest discriminations against the most 
helpless class of our maritime traffic. Under the act of 1871 ships 
propelled by steam were removed from the payment of compulsory 
pilotage in the South, leaving the whole burden of maintaining 
this system upon the sailing vessels and vessels in foreign 
trade; and if there is any one class of business that needs pro- 
tection, if there is any one class of business that needs encour- 
agement by this Congress and by the country, it is the sailing 
vessels of the country. Nearly every maritime nation in the 
world protects and encourages and develops sailing vessels in 
their various nations. It is by means of these sailing vessels 
that real sailors are made. They are the nursery for the 
sailors of the Navy; they are the nursery for the real protec- 
tion of our country and our coasts, and it is a matter and should 
be a matter of broad national policy to encourage the building, 
encourage the maintenance, encourage the operation of sailing 
vessels. Now, the present system is the worst kind of discour- 
agement, the worst kind of discrimination against sailing ves- 
sels. It discriminates against them by placing a burden on 
them and not on their competitors; it takes away a large por- 
tion of their earnings to support a worthy class which should 
be borne by the whole shipping interest or not borne by any 
class, For that reason, as a Member from the interior, as one 
who is only interested in the broad national aspect of this 
question, I am in favor of giving sailing vessels an equal chance 
with steamships on our southern coasts. It is objected strongly 
on this floor that this compulsory pilotage system should be 
continued as a matter of safety. 

In the State from which I came originally they have as rocky 
coasts, as forbidding harbors, as hard conditions of navigation 
as in any part of the world, and yet they do not have com- 
pulsory pilotage there and do not need it. They haye but lit- 
tle foreign commerce with which to maintain any kind of a 
pilotage system and do not need it. The conditions in the 
South are easier than they are on the Atlantic coast, and yet 
the system of doing business there is the worst sort of discour- 
agement to those interests of navigation which ought to be fos- 
tered by this Congress and by the country. For these reasons, 
as a Member from the interior, I am strongly in favør of the 
passage of this bill. 


Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, how much time did the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STEVENS] have left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Five minutes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. LEGARE]. > 

Mr. LEGARE. Mr. Spesker and gentlemen of the House, I 
am very glad that after struggling for a number of years over 
this matter it has at last been brought into the House, where we 
can settle it definitely, squarely, and for all time. In discussing 
it, it is necessary for me to first call your attention to the fact 
that it is absolutely nonpolitical and nonpartisan. No branch 
of the National Government is asking for this legislation, no 
body or set of men in any part of the country are coming before 
you and asking for this legislation, but to the contrary, so far 
as I can ascertain—and believe me, gentlemen, I have followed 
very carefully this question for the past four years—so far as 
I can ascertain this bill originated with one particular indi- 
vidual or firm of shipowners of which he is a member, one who 
has followed it closely year in and year out, and one whom I 
heard say in the presence of the members of the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries that he was the controlling 
owner of more than 100 sailing vessels—a Mr. Pendleton. In 
other words, gentlemen, you are called upon to settle a question 
not asked for by the Administration or by any part of the 
Administration, or by any one single set of men or individuals, 
but rather a movement which has been instigated, fought for, 
and lobbied for by a single firm of shipowners. 

You must first understand the nature of this business and the 
reasons why those of us who stand here to-day representing 
southern ports are asking you to kill this bill. You have been 
led to believe that a pilot is practically a nabob who sits in his 
office and draws an enormous salary without doing service for it. 

Gentlemen, I want to tell you that that is absolutely untrue. 
I am speaking now for the port of Charleston, there where 
we have in the neighborhood of twenty pilots, there where every 
commercial organization and body of business men have signed 
a petition asking that this bill be killed; and I am telling you 
not what I heard some one say before the committee, not quot- 
ing evidence delivered there, but I am telling you what I know 
to be absolutely true, because I took the trouble to go upon the 
high seas with these men and to stay with them in their pilot 
boats—morning, noon, and night, in clear weather and in foul— 
to study this question and to know whether those people in 
whose behalf I am speaking here to-day were doing right or 
wrong, and whether they were violating the law or whether 
they were applying it honestly and conscientiously. : 

In order to explain the service which they render, let me say 
to you that they have a sailboat, a two-masted schooner, and 
that vessel is required to stay at sea and look out for incoming 
yessels morning, noon, and night, and that they are always on 
watch—always on guard. Not only that, but they make sound- 
ings of our channel every day, week in and week out. Each 
day they drop their lead lines and make new soundings, and 
thus keep thoroughly posted as to the shifting of those sand- 
bar channels in order that they may be able to safely deliver a 
vessel into port. I have been with them at sea when the wind 
was blowing a gale. I have seen a vessel coming in, when they 
would take a pilot and place him in a little skiff, and taking 
the skiff at both ends, pitch it absolutely into the sea in order 
that he may get aboard of the incoming vessel, take hold of the 
wheel, and carry her safely into port. At no time is that harbor 
left unprotected. 

Now, it may be true that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
LITTLEFIELD] needs no pilot. It may be true that in the north- 
ern part of this country they need no pilot. Why? Simply 
because they have a magnificent harbor, a rock-bottom channel, 
a channel which never shifts and which is the same to-morrow, 
next day, and next year. With us, gentlemen, it is different. 
My friend the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] spoke of 
the enormous amount of money spent for improvements by the 
United States Government in order to deepen, to widen, and to 
expand these channels. That is all true, and it is all the more 
necessary, therefore, I say to you, that we should guard what 
the Government has done. The time is not yet ripe when we 
can abandon those channels. 

It is necessary at this time, until these channels have been 
further widened. and completed, and not until completed can we 
say to any and every vessel, “ Come into the harbor and you do 
not need a pilot; ” but at the present time if a vessel grounds in 
my harbor and goes down there, and the sand piles up higher 
and higher, that harbor is forever blocked and barred. They 
have an instance down there now, where in cutting a channel 
they struck in their dredging an old schooner that had sunk 
there many years ago. They blew it up without any effect. 
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They did everything in their power to get that schooner out of 
the channel and make a clear channel there, but failed, and 
she lies there to-day, and they were finally compelled to change 
the course of the channel. They were compelled to go around 
the schooner in order to make that channel. 

Now, then, gentlemen, I say you run a danger if you remove 
this pilot system, if you abolish the pilots, if you take them 
away from our ports by the passage of this law. If, in time, a 
vessel shall go down there the hundreds of thousands of dollars 
that have been spent by the United States Government will 
have been wasted. - 

Much stress has been laid on the fact that there has been dis- 
crimination between American and foreign vessels by the 
pilots. I want to say to you gentlemen that that was an indi- 
vidual case. I want further to say that if I knew there was 
discrimination by the pilots of this country between foreign 
vessels and vessels carrying the United States flag I would 


vote for this bill, although I knew it would destroy commerce- 


in my community. But this is an individual case solely and 
simply. There is a wrong done there. There is crime com- 
mitted in every association, in every profession, in every body 
and class of men. Lawyers often commit wrong and violate 
the law. Even in law-making bodies we find men who violate 
the law. But they have ferreted out one or two instances of 
wrongdoing on the part of the pilots, that which the pilots 
themselyes, or a large majority of the pilots, are opposed to, 
and they astutely come into this House and say that this great 
wrong has been committed, hold it up to you to arouse your 
patriotism, your prejudice, and your enthusiam by telling you 
that they are discriminating in favor of foreign vessels. Gen- 
tlemen, as a matter of fact that is absolutely untrue, except 
in this individual case, which was ferreted out and corrected. 

I understand that the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Minor] has spoken in favor of this bill and enthusiastically 
urged its passage. I want to say to you, gentlemen, that this 
fight has been going on for years, and up to the last session of 
Congress the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Mixon] was one 
of the strongest opponents of this bill. I want to read the 
report made in 1900 by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Mrnog]. I want to quote some language that he then used to 
you. In fact, I can use no stronger language, I can use no bet- 
ter language, I can use no stronger logic and reasoning to you 
as to why_this bill should not pass than the very language of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin, who was opposed to this bill up 
to one year ago. In making his report he said: 

* Under the fostering care of the several Stat by virtue of the 
recognition by Congress of the pilotage laws thereof, a system of pilot- 
age has wn up that is almost perfect. The pilot laws of the sev- 
eral States will found in the report of the Commissioner of Navi- 
gation for 1885 (Treasury Department Document No. 756), and a most 
cursory examination of these laws will demonstrate that all that 
human ingenuity can devise has been devised to render the pilots what 
they should be, viz, competent, capable, instaking, careful men, 
thoroughly acquainted with their respective bars and harbors, able to 
navigate, without danger or risk to the lives and property intrusted to 
their care, all vessels seeking to enter or leave thelr respective ports. 

This fell from the pen of the gentleman who addressed you 
in favor of this bill this morning. He went on to say: 

The charts issued the Coast and Geodetic Survey, while proba- 
bly correct at time o 
unrellable— 

And, gentlemen, that is true. It was true then when the 
gentleman from Wisconsin wrote it, and it is true to-day— 

The charts Issued by the Coast and Geodetic Survey, while probabl 
correct at time of issue and publication, become uncertain and unreli- 
able in those sections of our common country where the bars and 
channels are of sand, which is constantly shifting and changing by 
reason of the force of tides and wind. 

He says that— 


A sand bar is constantly changing, and the only protection to lives 
and property in navigating thereover is the accurate knowledge of the 
condition ereof, acquired by constant soundings and observations, 
which are by the several State pilotage laws required to be made by 
the pilots, 

He also says: 

Under the pilotage system as it now exists the pilots constitute the 
coast guard necessary to commerce, and in addition thereto they always 
cooperate with the quarantine authorities in maintaining efficient quar- 
antines, to the great benefft of the public health. This cooperation and 
the value thereof have at all times been recognized by the Marine- 
Hospital Service. 

He goes on to say— 

This bill— 

And mark you, gentlemen, what he said then is true to-day. 
It is the same bill, almost in the same words, and he tells you 
that— 

This bill proposes to destroy this system and to take the control of 
this important service from the hands of those most interested in its 
3 by whom it has been brought to its present satisfactory con- 

ition— 


issue and publication, become uncertain and. 


Listen, gentlemen, to what the gentleman from Wisconsin 
said then— 
and to confide it to those who, whatever ability they may have in 
other respects, can not be said to have had any experience whatever 
with the duties and requirements of this important service. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow 
me a moment? 

Mr. LEGARE. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, Will the gentleman be kind enough to 
give the date of that report? 

Mr. LEGARE. 1900. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Minor] signed a similar report in 1896. This is the language 
that he used in 1900. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Did the gentleman hear the statement 
made by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Mrnor] giving the 
reasons why he had changed his views in connection with that 
matter? A 

Mr. LEGARE. Well, I suppose the gentleman had to give 
some reason. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I simply 
asked if he had heard the statement of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. LEGARE. I did not listen very particularly. 

Mr.. LITTLEFIELD. Well, that is all, if the gentleman did 
not listen. ` 

Mr. LEGARE. I suppose the gentleman from Wisconsin had 
to give some reason, but it does seem to me that it would take a 
very strong reason 

Mr. BARTLETT. Better reasons than he gave. 

Mr. LEGARE. It will take a very strong reason to change, in 
this short time, from that report and to advocate exactly the 
opposite position. Not only that, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of 
the House, but I believe that, no matter what reasons he gave 
here to-day, the reasons that he gave in the report from which 
I have quoted are stronger and better than the reasons given 
here to-day. [Applause on the Democratic side.] He goes on 
to say: 

Is it not safer to continue ths ag rin matter in the hands of 
those who have successfully built up the system which is conceded to 
yield the best possible results, a system which has been evolved in the 
past one hundred years until to-day it is almost perfection? 

“ Perfection,” gentlemen! 

Local pride in a matter of such great importance is a powerful fac- 
tor. Every seaport desires to be known not only as a safe port, but as 
having a safe entrance, competent pilots, and low port ee This 
reputation is essential to the peaty of each port, and the history 
of the operation of the pilot laws of the several States demonstrates 


that in the hands of the local authorities the best results have been 
and are obtained. 


Now, then, we are not asking much of you to-day, gentlemen 
on the other side of this House. We of the South have had 
almost half a century of hard times and struggle in our effort 
to forge to the front once more. We have gradually built up 
and prospered. ‘To-day we are in such shape that we are taking 
care of our commerce to our satisfaction, to your satisfaction, to 
the satisfaction of this entire Union. I stand here backed by 
every business man of any consequence and every commercial 
body in my town and in my district, and I say to you that we 
do not want this bill to pass. I say to you that down there in 
the State of South Carolina we know best what we need. Be- 
lieve me, we are not going to turn ships away from our ports. 
Believe me, we want them there. We are struggling to bring 
them there. We know better than you know what we need 
down there. [Applause.] 

[The time of Mr. LEGARE having expired, Mr. SHERLEY yielded 
to him five minutes.] 

Mr. LEGARE. We know better than you know what we need 
down there. We are studying these matters and are in touch 
with them from day to day. . 

Our legislature passed upon this particular matter. We are 
yearly framing laws to govern this matter, and from time to 
time we have made pilotage lighter through our laws. In time, 
gentlemen of the House, we will take away the pilotage, but let 
us be the judges. Do not come down there and try to crush any 
enterprise that we are trying to build up. That is all we are 
asking of you. 

I want to say that, as a matter of fact, I can better give an 
exact summary of the reasons why this bill should not pass by 
using the language of the gentleman from Wisconsin IMr. 
Mrxor] who this morning so ably advocated the opposite side 
of the question, but who a short while back, when with us in 
this matter, said in his report that the bill should not become a 
law because— 


First. The measure is opposed to the settled judgment of Congress 
. by our legislative history from August 9, 1789, to the pres - 
ent time. 

nd. We believe that this bill, if 


Seco assed, would tend to endan 
life and property by the abrogation of 


e wise provisions of the laws 
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of the several States governing the duties, obligations, and liabilities 
of pace ger under the law. 
Third. e proposed legislation would entirely overcome the pilot- 
age Kahia in the United States, and would leave many ports without 
ots. 
* Fourth. All of the shipowners and marine underwriters who have 


expressed themselves to the committee are opposed 
and their views are entitled to great weight. 

Fifth. The Steamboat-Inspection Service is now overburdened, and, 
as an entirety, is without knowledge as to the requirements in regard 
to bar pilots at the several poris. 

Sixth. The system of pilotage is best controlled and governed by 
those residing in the community contiguous to the place where the 

iloting is to be done, and it can not intelligently be governed, con- 
rolled, and regulated from a distance. 

Seventh. No reason whatever is assigned for the overturning of the 
present system, which has proved, and is now proving, itself entirely 
satisfactory to all interested in ships and shipping. 

Now, gentlemen of this House, I want to say to you that 1 
am standing here and asking you to allow us to settle this ques- 
tion down there in the South for ourselves. Believe me that 
we will not turn any enterprise from our doors. To the con- 
trary, we are reaching out all the time, trying to build up our 
commerce, both foreign and native. I say, further, that when- 
ever you hear of these great charges made by the pilots’ asso- 
ciation, whenever you hear about how they are fleecing the poor 
shipowner, I want to say that that is in each instance a violation 
of a State law, a crime, an offense in violation of the law of the 
State in which it is done; that all these things are regulated by 
the laws of our State and of other States. You hear of enor- 
mous charges. Why. if a vessel owner stands idly by and per- 
mits a single individual pilot, or a bunch of pilots, in any part 
of the country, to violate the laws of his State and rob him of 
that to which they are not entitled, he deserves to be robbed, 
for he has his redress in the courts of the land. You might as 
well tell me, because some Member of Congress went out here 
and committed a crime, that we should destroy this great 
American system of goyernment; that we should do away with 
ihe Congress of the United States and the Senate because some 
one member commits a crime in some part of the country. 

Gentlemen, do not listen to or be carried away by the state- 
ment that in an individual case some pilot, or some one or two 
or more pilots in some sections of the country, violated the laws 
of his State and of the country and made an overcharge or dis- 
criminated against American vessels. Believe me when I tell 
you, in conclusion, that I myself, as opposed as I am to this bill, 
would be the first man in this House to vote in its favor if I 
thought for a single instant that these pilots were as a mass 
or a whole discriminating against American vessels carrying 
the Stars and Stripes. [Applause.] 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I want to read a statement 
made by a company of Charleston, S. C., which manufactures 
and ships from 120,000,000 to 130,000,000 feet of lumber annu- 
ally and operates systems of vessels, barges, and tugboats on a 
large scale: 


to the measure, 


ATLANTIC Coast LUMBER, CORPORATION, 
rgetown, S. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES H. Grosvenor 


Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C. 

Dran Sin: We wired you to-day as follows: 

“As manufacturers, shippers, and owners of vessels and steamers. we 
desire to state that we favor the passage of the Littlefield bill abolish- 

- ishing the compulsory pilotage bill, as same works a hardship, injures 
business, and is unnecessary,” 
and now beg to confirm same. 

We not only manufacture and ship from 120,000,000 to 130,000,000 
feet of lumber annually, but also operate steamers, vessels, barges, and 
tugboats on a large scale. To our minds the compulsory pierce Sys- 
tem entails an unnecessary expense each year which we have to pay 
on account of the toll levied upon the vessels, barges, and steamers, 
whether they use the pilotage or not. This system is a relic of the old 
days and has lost its usefulness, having originated when we had no 
improved harbors or coast surveys or modern light-houses. Its necessity 
for existence having now ceased, its usefulness also, it has decidedly 
become a menace rather than a benefit. In canvassing our local ship- 
pers we find that they, with the marine insurance companies, favor 
the Littlefield bill enthusiastically. We sincerely trust that this bill 
may be favorably reported by your committee and passed by the Con- 

ress, 
E Yours, very truly, 
ATLANTIC COAST LUMBER CORPORATION, 
By RAYMOND S. FARR, General Manager. 


BRADLEY, S. C., January 11, 1906. 
Hon. Cuas. H. GROSVENOR, Washington, D. C.: 


I indorse the opinion that compulsory pllotage on coasting vessels is 
unnecessary and greatly cripples business. We earnestly desire passage 
of Littlefield bill to abolish same. Sig 

P. RUSH. 


CHARLESTON, S. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 
Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. 0.: 
Compulsory pilotage coasting vessels means 20 cents per thousand 
a to us, against Georgia shippers. We want Littlefield bill 


ANDERSON LUMBER COMPANY. 
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LUMBER, S. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 


Washington, D. C.: 


Compulsory pilota. on coasting vessels is unnecessary and inju- 
rious tp business. We strongly urge passage of Littlefield bill abolish- 


ing same. 
THE WILLIAMS & MCKEITHAN LUMBER COMPANY. 


GEORGETOWN, S. C., January 11, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 8 
Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. 0.: 
We ship 15,000,000 feet lumber by water annually, and strongly 


urge passage Littlefield bill abolishing compulsory pilota; 
GARDNER & Lacey LUMBER COMPANY, 


COLUMBIA, S. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 
Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. 0.: 
We strongly urge passage of Littlefield bill abolishing compulsory 
pilotage on coasting vessels. ~ 
LEAPHART LUMBER COMPANY. 


CHARLESTON, S. C., January 10, 1296. 
Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 
Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C.: 
Compulsory pilotage on coasting vessels very damaging to business, 
Would urge passage of Littlefield bill abolishing same. 
> LEAPHEART LUMBER COMPANY. 
ALCOLU, S. C., January 9, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES H. Grosvenor, 
Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. 0.: 
We strongly recommend passage of Littlefield bill abolishing com- 
ulsory pilotage on coasting vessels. It is needless expense and no 


onger necessary. 
= 4 D. W. ALDERMAN & Sons Co. 
GREENWOOD, S. C., January 9, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 
Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C.. 
We believe compulsory pilotage on coasting vessels will be injurious 
to business. We favor passage of Littlefield bill abolishing same. 
W. J. SNEAD LUMBER Comrany, 


ELLIOTT, S. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES II. GROSVENOR, 
Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C.: 
Compulso pilotage coasting vessels unnecessary and injurious to 
business. € strongly urge passage Littlefield bill abolishing same. 
ELLIOTT LUMBER COMPANY. 


SUMTER, S. C., January 10, 1906, 
Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 


Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C.. 
We beg favorable consideration of Littlefield bill abolishing com- 
pulsory pilotage on coasting vessels as of utmost importance. 
Rockx BLUFF LUMBER Company. 


CHARLESTON, S. C., January 10, 1906, 
Hon. CHAS. H. Grosvenor, 
Washington, D. C.: 
Compulsory pilotage oerang vessels unnecessary; injurious to busi- 
ness; urge passage of Littlefield bill. 
A. J. BARTON. 


' DARLINGTON, 8. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS. H. GROSVENOR, 3 


Washington, D. C.: 

Compulsory pilotage on coasting vessels unnecessary and injurious 
to our business. I strongly urge passage of Littlefield bill abolish- 
ing same. 

S. H. Witps, Lumberman. 


SUMTER, S. C., January 10, 1906. 


. 


Hon. CHAs. H. Grosvexor, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

Compulsory pilotage on coasting vessels is both injurious and un- 
acey to business. We therefore strongly urge passage of Little- 
field bill abolishing same. 

SUMTER LUMBER COMPANY. 
BELLERS, S. C., January 10, 1966. 
Hon. CHAS. H. GROSVENOR, 
Washington, D. C. 
We strongly urge passa. of Littlefield bill abolishing compulsory 
pilotage on coast vessels, which is an unnecessary tax on this trade. 
TILGHMAN LUMBER COMPANY. 
SALEM, S. C., January 10, 1996. 
Hon. CHAS. H. GROSVENOR, 
Washington, D. 0.: 

We understand Littlefield bill abolishing compulsory pilotage on 
coasting vessels will be before your committee to-morrow. Compulsory 
pilo is not only unnecessary, but is a menace rather than a benefit 
to business. We strongly urge 3 of Littlefield bill. 

HE WILSON LUMBER COMPANY. 


EFFINGHAM, S. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 


Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C.- 
We are strongly in favor of Littlefield bill abolishing compulsory 
pilotage on coasting vessels. Is detrimental to business. 
DARGAN LUMBER COMPANY. 
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DILLON, S. C., January 10; 1906. 


Ohairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C.: 
3 pilotage on bane ier ay vessels unnecessary and injurious to 


Hon. CHARLES H. Grosvenor, 


iness. We approve Littlefield bill abolishing same. 


BETHEA LUMBER COMPANY. 


Davis Srarrox, S. C., January 10, 1906, 
Hon. CHARLES H. Grosvenor, 
Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C.: 


We strongly bel passes of Littlefield bill abolishing compulsory 
ae on coasting vessels, as it is unnecessary and injurious to 


ess. 
C. M. DAVIS LUMBER COMPANY. 


CHERAW, S. C., January 9, s 
Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 4 * eu Sy 


Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sin: We notice that the Littlefield bill for abolishing com- 
pulsory pilotage on coasting vessels will come up for discussion before 
your committee this week. We want to urge the passage of this bill. 

We are sure that the present laws on the subject were made to suit 
conditions that do not exist to-day, and are now, under the chan 
conditions, . working injury and hardship to business, particularly ea 
lumber business. 


Yours, very truly, War. GODFREY & Co. 


MANDEVILLE, S. C., January 11, 1906. 
Hon. Cuas. H. GROSVENOR, 


Washington, D. 0.: 

Compulsory pilotage on coasting vessels is injurious to business and 
we think very unnecessary. We strongly urge passage of Littlefield 
bill abolishing same. 

ACME LUMBER Co. 


GEORGETOWN, S. C., February r, 1905. 
Messrs. WINYAH LUMBER COMPANY, : 
Georgetown, S. C. 


Drar Sms: As compulsory pilotage on 8 vessels trading to 
southern points is now being fought in Congress, I would like to give 
my experience of thirteen years out and in of Georgetown, S. C. It 
is not once out of six months that I get a bar pilot outside of the bar 
buoy. They have no boat suitable to cruise outside, and it is only in 
very moderate weather or when they g out in a tug that they are seen 
outside of the jetties. The work is done mostly by the towboats, that 
have bea ile captains, and the pilot takes a free ride to town, and 
any sailor that can steer a course can steer to follow a tug. The 

ilots claim that on schooners going to sea loaded they are needed on 
Board the vessels to see that they are kept in the proper channel, and 

et I have seen vessels grotinded when they would put the blame all on 

he captain of the tug and not know themselves when the vessel was 
in deepest water. To prove the presence of a pilot is not necessary 
on a vessel—hundreds of vessels are towed up and down the Black 
Pee Dee, and Waccamaw rivers, both 2 — and loaded, both day and 
night, in shallow water and narrower channels than in the bay, with 
-only their vessel crews on board, and not one vessel in fifty ever had 
any trouble in any way. The service of a pilot is not necessary to 
any vessel making this port with a good chart, and as there is a tele- 

hone system from the light-house to the city a tug can always be 
faa. if not at the bar, in a very short time. 

The expenses of towing are quite heavy, and with the additional 
eee of pilots makes port charges very high. The ons rate of 
pilotage is the same as it has been for many rs, and lumber freights 
were nearly double what ser are to-day when the rates were made, 
And to-day we pay from $10 to $12 r man more for sailors, the 
same for mates and stewards, 25 to 30 per cent more for provisions, 
and the rates for stevedoring increasing almost every year. Vessel 
expenses are also higher, and yet we have less freights to meet their 
expenses. With the present business of about 12,000,000 feet of lum- 
ber per month ship from here, anyone can readily see that it takes 
many vessels to carry it, and the plain facts are that we are support- 
ing a class of pilots in comparative luxury for ‘no services at all. 
Again, some ports have pilot licenses for one year. Why should we 
walk ap to their offices and pay them from $25 to $200 for the priv- 
ilege of handling our own vessels, when there are no better pilots 
than the captains who are going in and out every month for years? 
I think the pilotage system in this port the worst system in the Mouth, 
and we are surely paying a bill for little or no services rendered. 
This seems to be the experience of about all the vessels coming in here, 
and I hope they will express their opinion on it. 1 8 

. SLOCUM, 


A. 
Schooner City of Georgetown. 


Sumter, S. C., January 12, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS. H. Grosvenor, 


Chairman Merchant Marine Committec, Washington, D. C.: 


Kindly put forth your best efforts to urge passage Littlefield bill 
abolishing compulsory pilotage. It is unnecessary and detrimental to 


our business. 
H. G. MeLaunix, Jr. 


GEORGETOWN, S. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS. H. GROSVENOR, 
Dewey, Washington, D. 0.: 

As manufacturers, shippers, and owners of vessels and steamers, 
we desire to state that we favor the passage of the Littlefield bill 
abolishing the compulsory pilotage system, as same works a hardship, 
injures business, and is unnecessary. 

ATLANTIC COAST LUMBER CORPORATION, 


Sr. GEORGE, S. C., January 11, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS. H. GROSVENOR, 
Washington, D. C.: 
It is to the general interest, lumber industry 
Littlefield pilotage bill be 
port of same, 


fally, that the 
passed, and we respectfully urge your sup- 


DORCHESTER LUMBER COMPANY, 


SUMTER, 8. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS. H. GROSVENOR, 
Washington, D. C.: 
We urge passage Littlefield bill abolishing compulsory pilotage on 
coasting vessels. nt system injures bus par 
. . M. Berrs & Co, 


TIMMONSVILLE, S. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS. Grosvenor, 


Washington, D. 0.: 


Compulsory pilotage on coasting vessels is unnecessary and injurious 
to, business, e strongly urge passage of Littlefield bill about abol- 
shing it. 


TIMMONSVILLE LUMBER COMPANY. 


WALHALLA, S. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. Cas. H. Grosvenor, M. C., 
Washington: 
The passage of Littlefield bill to prevent compulsory pilotage and 
posting vessels will locally benefit business of this section. 
: Brown LUMBER COMPANY. 


Su urn, S. C., January 9, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS. H. Grosvenor, 
Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C.: 
Think compulsory pilotage on vessels unnecessary amd hurtful to 
business. Sincerely hope passage of Littlefield bill will be effected. 
z Jno. H. SIZER LUMBER Company, 


MANNING, S. C., January 10, 1906, 
Hon. CHAS. GROSVEXOR, 
Washington, D. 0.: 
We are opposed to compulsory pilotage on coasting vessels, and will 
be glad to sits the Littlefield pil Lares g abolishing same. ? 
THOMAS & BRapHAM. 


GREELEYVILLE, S. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. Cuas. H. Grosvenor, 


Washington, D. C.: 

We consider compulsory pilotage of coasting vessels unnecessary and 
injurions to business, and strongly urge the passage of Littlefield bill 
abolishing same. 

MALLARD LUMBER COMPANY. 
HARTSVILLE, S. C., January 12, 1906. 
Hon. Cumas. H. GROSVENOR, 
Washington, D. 0.: 

Compulso: ilotage on coasting vessels is unnecessary and injuri- 

ous to pent tg We strongly urge passage of Littlefield bill. 
LEB & TILLOTSON. 
SUMTER, S. C., January 13, 1906. 
Hon. C. H. GROSVENOR, F 
Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C. 

Compulsor Uotage unnecessary on coasting vessels. Do all possi- 
Dle to and Ackiegeld bill abolishing same. 

PENNSYLVANIA LUMBER Co. 


Wisacky, S. C., January 11, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS. H. GROSVENOR, 


Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. O. 


Urge passa of Littlefield bill abolishing compulsory pilotage on 
coasting vessels. I deem bill wise and helpful to business. 
ROBT. M. Cooper. 


ALCOLU, S. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS. H. GROSVENOR, 


Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C.: 


Daar Sin: We have wired you as follows: 

“We strongly recommend passage of Littlefield bill abolishing com- 
ulsory pilotage on coasting vessels. It is needless expense and no 
onger necessary.” 

The present compulsory pilotage system seems to be doing neither 
manufacturer, shipper, shipowner, or the consumer an — 4 but all 
of whom seem to paying their pro rata share of this unnecessa 
expense in the high freight rates, which could be reduced if this toll 
were removed. 

Under the present improved conditions of our harbor it would seem 
that there is no longer any necessity for this expense, and we sincerely 
hope that it will be abolished. 

D. W. ALDERMAN & Sons Co., 


Yours, very truly, 
By R. J. ALDERMAN, Treasurer. 


RICHMOND, VA., January 10, 1906. 
Cuas. H. GROSVENOR, 


Chairman Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

The Richmond Chamber of Commerce is absolutely opposed to the ex- 
isting pilot laws of Virginia, and has endeavored frequently, but in vain, 
to have them suitably amended to present conditions. Falling in that 
effort, it has favored Federal control of the question of pilotage, recog- 
nizing that it is a matter properly within the jurisdiction of the Gen- 
eral Government, and that the States exercising the function of control 
in most instances have ir, icy it in the interests of monopoly and to 
the rea egy detriment of the commerce of the country, both foreign and 
coastwise. Š 


R. A. DUNLOP, 
Secretary the Richmond Chamber of Commerce. 


Mr. LEGARE. Will the gentleman yield for a statement? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, I would suggest to the gentleman 
from South Carolina that he make it in his own time. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman five 
minutes, or so much time thereof as he may require, 
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Mr. LEGARE. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the statement made 
and the letters read by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR] I want to say I investigated those letters. I re- 
celved several such letters myself. They are signed by lumber 
people here and there about South Carolina, and those lumber 
people ship their lumber in vessels owned by this very gentle- 
man, Mr. Pendleton, who has been agitating and lobbying this 
matter through for several years; they ship their lumber in his 
vessels. I investigated some of the letters particularly. The 
gentleman read one from Davis Station. I wrote to a gentle- 
man in Davis Station and asked him why he had written me the 
Ictter—he, too, is a lumberman—and I told him my reason why 
I was opposed to this bill. He wrote me back that he had never 
signed such a letter; that it was a forgery. I have his reply. 
I suppose that all of them were sent out in the same way, orig- 
inating with this shipowning company, sent to the same people, 
and we all know that the vast majority of people will sign al- 
most any letter and send it to their Congressman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the gentleman from South Carolina 
say that these telegrams that I have just read are all forgeries? 

Mr. LEGARE. Oh, no; not by any means. The vast ma- 
jority have been signed and sent to me and to him. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. One of them, the gentleman says, wrote 
that he never signed such a letter. Well, he did not send any 
letter at all. He sent a telegram. 

Mr. LEGARE. I got a letter from him myself, and he wrote 
me that he had never signed that letter; that somebody else 
signed his name, and that it was a forgery. Who inspired the 
telegram? Why was there such a hurry? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will state that I feel sorry to find that 
in the State of South Carolina there are such a set of rascals 
as that. x 

Mr. LEGARE. Oh, well, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GrosvENoR] published a paper last year telling about a lot of 
rascals in another State in this Union—his own. [Applause 
and laughter.] s 6 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. MINOR]. 

Mr. MINOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say to the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Lrcare], who has just been address- 
ing the House, that if he was present when I opened the few 
remarks I submitted on this question this morning he knows 
as well as other Members of this House that I frankly stated 
that I took the other side of this question in the beginning. I 
took the other side of this question in 1896, in 1898, and in 1900. 
I did not change my mind, nor think of changing my mind, until 
the gentleman’s own constituents changed their minds and said 
that this system was not any longer necessary. I did not change 
my mind until the War Department, the Navy Department, and 
the insurance companies reversed their positions, for the reason 
that the harbors of the South are pronounced to be as good as 
the harbors of the North, and that we need no pilot system of 
this kind there, and it is not believed that we need any such 

system in the South Atlantic States. That is the universal 
judgment submitted to this House by letters and telegrams from 
manufacturing interests in the gentleman’s own State and city. 

Mr. LEGARE. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. MINOR. No; I have only three minutes. I want to say 
further to the gentleman that outside of this Chamber there is 
not a southern Member of this House who will not advertise 
to the whole United States that they have the best harbors, or 
equally as good harbors, as any in the Northern States. If 
that be true, why is it that the Northern States do not inaugu- 
rate this system; and if it is not true, then what are you talk- 
ing about? Mr. Speaker, finally I want to say to the gentleman 
that I did sign that report and that it is the strongest presen- 
tation of his side that has been submitted to-day; and what he 
has read from my report is the valuable part of his speech. I 
was right in my position then, and I am right in my position 
to-day, notwithstanding the fact that the gentleman attempts to 
tear that report to pieces, but uses it to justify his position 
now by my position taken eleven years ago. I am just as earn- 
est in my conviction now as I was when that report was drafted 
and I signed it. I saved the pilots on this floor in 1896, and the 
pilots themselyes know it, and I believe I was right in doing it; 
and I am just as earnest for the passage of this law now when 
the necessity no longer exists for the continuance of this graft 
system as I was when I signed that report. Wise men with 
sufficient reasons will change their minds, and there is another 
class of men who never changé them. [Applause.] 


Mr. LEGARE. Mr. Speaker, I just want to say that I accept 
the gentleman’s apology; that is all. 

Mr. MINOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to add 
a statement prepared at the Department of Commerce and 
Labor by the Commissioner of Navigation, showing the increase 


of entrances and clearances of vessels engaged in the foreign 
trade to and from the southern ports where this unjust system 
prevails. Let it be understood that under existing law vessels, 
both steam and sail, must pay a pilot when entering parts of 
the United States, if they are engaged in the foreign trade. We 
are making no objections to this, but we do strenuously object 
to the levying of this tribute on the American sailing fleet. 


Combined entries and clearances in the foreign trade. 


Port. 


Wand 
Charleston, S. C... 
Pensacola 


Port. 


No. of Net ton- 


Norfolk and Newport News 
Savannah......... < 
Charleston, S. C 
Pensacola. 
Mobile 
New Orleans. 
Galveston..:...... 


SOME OF THE REASONS WHY H. R. 5281, A BILL TO REMOVE DISCRIMINA- 
TIONS AGAINST AMERICAN SAILING VESSELS TRADING BETWEEN THB 
STATES, SHOULD BECOME A LAW. 


80 „ a heavy and unnecessary burden from trade between 
e States, $ 

2. It completes the act of 1871, giving to American sail vessels in 
the coasting trade (as said act gave to steamers in that trade) the right 
when in charge of United States pilots, to enter and leave American 
harbors without paying for additional State pilot services neither ren- 
dered nor required. 

3. It gives the coasting sail vessels the same sly Sikes in the harbors 
between Norfolk and Galveston that they already have on the Pacific 
coast, the Great Lakes, the Atlantic coast north of Virginia, and on all 
American rivers. 

4. It stops an unnecessary and heavy drain of pilot taxes which are 
discou raging the building of medium-sized sail vessels, and thus destroying 
the class of carriers to the disadvantage of shippers and consumers 
which from their size are essential to the business of these ports. 

5. It in no way interferes with the general pilot system of the country, 
which applies to all vessels in the forei trade, but merely provides 
that American sail vessels engaged in trade between the States, when in 
charge of a duly licensed Un ted States pilot, or in tow of a tug, which 
under existing laws must have two such pilots on board, may enter and 
leave these ports, as they do in other parts of the country, without pay- 
ing for additional State pilots not employed. 

6. It provides that these sail vessels must either have a United States 
pilot in charge or must accept and pay for a State pilot, thus insur 
all safety to life and property. Every marine insurance company tha 
has SP wry an opinion on the bill favors it. 

7. It is an exercise of power specially ted to and previously ex- 
ercised by Congress and removes a manifestly unjust Ateiname thon 
against American sail vessels in the coasting trade. 

S. Steamers and sail vessels are on a perfect equalit: 
in the foreign trade. Why should sail be discriminat 
coasting trade, hampering traffic between the States? 

9. The total amount o these unnecessary pilot taxes collected since 
Congress relieved steamboats of this burden is greater than the present 
value of the entire Atlantic sail fleet to-day. 

10. Ten years ago we had 35 per cent more sail tonnage in this trade 
along thé Atlantic coast than we have now, while during that same pe- 
riod the same class of shipping on the Pacific coast, where there are 
no 13 charges, has increased 100 per cent. 

11. Steamboat corporations that make through rates on freight with 
Southern railroads have always opposed this bill, because the coastin 
sail vessels, if they were relieved of these heavy pilot charges, whic 
often amount to more than the net earnings of a voyage, would compel 
these steamers to reduce their present freight rates. 

12. If it be said that State pilots are necessary for these coasting 
sailing vessels, then the abolishment of this compulsory feature will not 
affect the income of the pilots, for they will be employed just the same, 
and under this pro) and also existing law they must be paid the 
full regular fees. ut if it be said that the abolishment of this com- 

ulsory feature of the law will impair or destroy their pilot system, it 
s a complete admission that these State pilots are not required by these 
coasting sail yessels, because if they were they would be employed, and 
if not needed or employed, why should they be paid? 

13. The pilots themselves state that they will relieve the coasting 
sail vessels of these burdens as soon as the fees from vessels in the for- 
eign trade are large enough to satisfy them, a clear recognition of the 
fact that these compulsory pilot charges are levied not for the protec- 
tion of the vessels so charged, but for the pilots. 

. In ten southern districts, viz, Norfolk and Newport News, Va.; 
Charleston, S. C.; Savannah, Ga.: Key West, Fla.; Pensacola, Fla. ; 
Mobile, Ala.; Mississippi, New Orleans, and, Galveston, Tex., the net 


as to pilo 
against in the 
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tonnage of vessels entering and clearing in the foreign trade was as 


follows: 

— ——. ERE a Se Re 2, 195, 418 
en coke ti r A a be oe Se A A ee, 3, 363, 643 
BY RRS E SE REA SEE ES » 700, 382 
Oe ee SS oe I Se a ee 9, 884, 008 


The percentage of increase from 1874 to 1904 in these ten southern 

rts was 350 per cent, while the Increase at all other seaports of the 

nited States was 115 per cent. The expenditures by the Government 
for improvements of harbors and approaches at the above-named ten 
ports amounts to $39,451,979.59. 

15. The entrances and clearances of tonnage engaged in the foreign 
trade alone at those ten ports above named now much larger than 
was the tonnage of vessels engaged in the foreign trade, together with 
the coastwise sailing vessels, there in 1894, is twice as great as was 
that combined tonnage in 1884 and three times as great as was that 
combined tonnage in 1874—and yet the pilot system existed all right 
during those years. 

16. More than 80 per cent of the ports of the United States have no 
compulsory pilotage the coastwise trade, and more than 75 per cent 
of these ports have far less foreign business than these Southern ports, 
yet there is no lack of pilots when required. 

17. If a general system of pilotage were required it is obviously un- 

jet to compel the class of carriers which do not require it to maintain 
t, while their competitors go free; and it is manifest that any unnec- 
essary charge on transportation is a burden which affects producers and 
consumers alike and ought not to exist however much it may be favored 
by men who desire unearned incomes. 
18. In view of the fact that the Federal Government has appropriated 
and expended such enormous sums to improve these southern harbors, 
making them supe in size, channels sufficient in width, and deep 
enough to float all classes and sizes of vessels that enter and clear at 
these ports, it Is evident that the necessity no longer exists of compel- 
ling sailing vessels in the coastwise trade that require the least depth 
of water to longer submit to this unreasonable levy of pilot fees. If 
this fact is disputed by the opponents of this bill, then it is respect- 
fully submitted to the Congress that authorizes these princely appro- 
priations, is it not time to consider the unwisdom of going farther by 
appropriating money that seems to have fallen short of accomplishing 
the object sought? ° 

19. All the shippers of the South, all the lumber dealers of the North, 
and at commercial bodies like chambers of commerce of Richmond, 
Va., Wilmington, N. C., New York, and Boston all strongly indorse this 
Br which is manifestly in the interest of freer trade between the 

tates. 

20, At the N N before the Merchant Marine and Fisheries Com- 
mittee on Januar, 2, 1906, Mr. Andrew Furuseth, the official repre- 
sentative of the International Seamen's Union and the American Fed- 
eration of Labor, stated: 

It is true in our opinion that there is a discrimination against the 
assage of this 
pay of the 

otage is 


sailing vessels. It is also true in our 8 that the 
bill which is now submitted would not destroy the 
pilotage system in the different ports where compulsory pi 
necessary. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton]. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I desire only five min- 
utes. I have not had the good fortune to hear the discussion 
upon this bill nor time to give any considerable attention to 
the report, but I am strongly in favor of the passage of the 
measure. In the first place, it is not fair to have different 
regulations in different States with reference to the provisions 
under which boats engaged in interstate trade may enter. 

The Congress of the United States makes appropriation for 
the improvement of harbors, and now in a majority of the 
States there is no compulsory pilotage under State authority. 
If it is a good thing to have such regulations as exist in Vir- 
ginia and South Carolina it is a good thing in every State of 
the Union; it is a good thing not only on the Atlantie and the 
Gulf, but on the Lakes and on the Pacific. Now, let us see 
what is the logical result of the present system. By day or by 
night, in stormy weather or in fair weather, in channels which 
are broad and ample, as well as in those which are narrow 
and tortuous, there is in those States a law that a boat to enter 
the harbor must have a pilot, and must pay him. Why, to re- 
duce it to one sentence, pilotage must be paid whether the 
service rendered is necessary or not, whether any service at all 
is rendered. Take the leading port of the Seuth in point of 
tonnage, which is Norfolk. I am informed that for years a pilot 
has not even gone upon a sailing vessel entering that harbor, 
and yet in the last year $60,000 was paid to pilots in that 
harbor—for what? For tribute. What is it except a levy 
upon commerce, an unfair discrimination against sailing ves- 
sels, an unfair collection under the authority of law by those 
who hold a monopoly in the harbor. Now, I am not going to 
argue here that we should leave in all cases to the owners of 
vessels the question of having a pilot or not having a pilot. 
There may be harbors where that may be required. But that 
could be worked out under national regulation by those who 
will act impartially for the whole country. The absurdity 
under the present system is the one to which I have called 
attention, that whether needed or not, in a broad, ample harbor 
or in an inferior one, the same regulation is enforced, and I 
submit that that is entirely unjust and unfair. 

85 vield back the balance of my time to the gentleman from 
aine. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the Chair announce what time re- 
mains to the respective sides? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine has 
thirty-eight minutes remaining and the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky has twenty-nine minutes remaining. : 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will yield five minutes, Mr. Speaker, 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I investigated this subject pretty 
carefully ten years ago. I was of the opinion then, and 
strongly, that this outrage upon commerce ought to be abol- 
ished, and from what I have gathered from the report of the 
committee—and I have had very little time to examine it— 
I find that the abuses which existed then have been intensified 
as the years have proceeded. Gentlemen say, Why not leave 
this whole question to the States? That it is a proper matter 
for the States. Why do the States improve the harbors? Do 
they open channels and keep them open? Do they provide 
light-houses? Do they provide safe entrances to these har- 
bors? It would be just as good an argument to say it should 
be left to the States to maintain these harbors as ‘to say it 
should be left to the States to require that a pilot should be 
employed whether he is of any service or not. It has been the 
theory of this Government from the adoption of the Constitu- 
tion that there should be no taxes imposed upon commerce 
between the States, as in the case mentioned just now by the 
gentleman from Ohio of the port of Norfolk, where they charge 
$60,000 a year—a levy pure and simple—upon commerce com- 
ing into that port from other ports of the Union. It is simply 
and is nothing else than a tax upon commerce between the 
States. No service is performed, nothing is done. The vessel 
owner pilots his vessel into the harbor, the captain of the 
sailing vessel sails his vessel into the harbor, but still this 
outrageous charge is made. Then discriminations are made in 
the same port; discrimination is made against the vessels com- 
ing from another State and in favor of vessels coming from a 
foreign country, from New Brunswick, for instance, as appears 
in evidence before the committee. Shall we permit this thing 
to go on? The Constitution authorized Congress to take charge 
of this matter completely, and in the act of Congress giving it 
to the States we reserved the right to regulate it ourselves. 
Now, as years have gone by it clearly appears that we should 
regulate it, that these charges may be uniform, that these regu- 
lations may be uniform, that there shall be no discriminations, 
that when a port is made so easy of access that there is no 
more difficulty of taking a vessel in than there is of steering a 
carriage up through Pennsylvania avenue there should be no 
tax, no levy upon vessels entering such a port. 

It is not a matter simply for the State and the commerce com- 
ing into the State. It is an interstate matter. All of the States 
are interested. The port from which the vessels sail is more 
interested even than the port into which the vessel comes. Why, 
then, should Congress follow simply in the lead of these few 
men who are getting these large fees from year to year, often- 
times for services never rendered? Why not look out for the 
greatest good to all of the people of the United States? ‘The 
time that has passed since I first studied this question has 
only strengthened my conviction that it is the duty of Congress 
to remove these barriers from commerce by passing this bill. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. How much have I left now? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLE- 
FIELD] kas thirty-four minutes remaining. 

Mr. SHERLBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. WHARTON] five minutes. Á 

Mr. WHARTON. Mr. Speaker, I come from a district which 
does not hold human life cheap, and I believe that all protection 
and safeguards possible which can be given to those wayfarers 
on the high seas, even though it cost a little money, should be 
given, and I believe that the people who are interested in the 
passage or defeat of this bill are the people who own ships and 
the pilots who are guiding the ships into the harbors of these 
ports. I believe that the man who takes his life in his hands 
and is compelled to go out there on the high seas in stormy 
weather at the call of duty, which is always dangerous, to safely 
guide the ships to a haven of safety, is worthy of his hire and is 
entitled to some compensation. This is a matter which is of in- 
terest peculiarly to the people of one locality, and the people of 
one locality have decreed by their legislatures that it shall be 
managed in this way, and if there is any desire for a change on 
the part of those people, it seems to me that it can be done nicely 
in the same legislature that created the laws. Yet they now come 
to this Federal body of lawmakers and ask them to make laws 
governing the entrance of ships into these harbors and against 
the expressed will of the interested States. I believe the place to 
govern this matter is back there in the locality which is most in- 
terested and who have the power to repeal the law if it is un- 
popular. And there is only one reason to my mind why I 
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should be turned against my honest convictions concerning this 
bill, and that is that the agitation against its passage is favored 
by that arch enemy of the principles of veracity, that arch 
demagogue and liar, Samuel Gompers, who willfully and mali- 
ciously misstated and falsely misrepresented my attitude and 
vote on the eight-hour proposition in connection with the Pan- 
ama Canal last session. But I have decided not to let that in- 
terfere with my position upon this question, but to vote as my 
honest convictions demand and as I believe the rights and exi- 
gencies of this case demand. If anybody is interested in legis- 
lation such as proposed and desires to have this law repealed 
and a new one enacted, they should go back there to the legis- 
lature which created the law. I believe in the best possible 
protection to shipping. And the man who is a passenger on a 
boat at the mercy of wind and weather should be given the best 
protection possible, and that protection can best be given by the 
pilot who knows the condition of the harbor, the man who has 
made a lifelong study of the conditions of that particular har- 
bor into which he has to pilot these ships. I believe that he, 
and not the master of the schooner, who may know nothing at 
all of the conditions of the harbor, should be the one to guide 
and pilot that boat to safety, and for that reason I will vote 
against this bill and in the interest of honest labor and protec- 
tion to human life. I thank you. [Applause.] 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Speaker, the attacks that have been made 
upon the pilotage system by the advocates of this bill have been 
chiefly directed at the system of pilotage maintained at the port 
of Norfolk, in the State of Virginia. And I want to say that I am 
surprised at the ignorance I find prevalent upon the floor among 
the Members as to the fixing of pilot charges in the various 
States. I have heard it boldly asserted by the advocates of the 
bill in conversation upon the floor of the House that the pilots 
fix their own fees. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, even if this 
were true, the gentlemen who contend that the pilots fix their 
own fees when a client comes to them with a case charge for 
their services and fix their own fees. When they make an ar- 
rangement to deliver a lecture at Chautauqua they fix their own 
fee, and it would not be unjust if pilots, for the service they 
render, did fix their own charge, which would be just and ad- 
equate. But I want to correct the impression that seems to 
prevail here that this is true. The pilots of Virginia and the 
pilots of the other southern ports are not a band of highway- 
men upon the high seas holding up the commerce at the point 
of a gun, demanding unlawful tribute for the services they per- 
form. 

I have here the Code of Virginia, which fixes the rate of pilot- 
age, and in another section—section 1985—“ penalty on pilots for 
receiving unlawful fees.” It says: 


If any post demand and receive greater fees than are allowed by law, 
paid to him in any such case, to be recovered in the same manner. 


It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that that would dispose of the 
rumors that have been circulated on the floor of this House 
that the pilots are a band of highwaymen, holding up commerce 
and demanding at the point of a pistol a tribute on commerce 
which is unjust. 

I want to say, Mr. Speaker, there have been charges made in 
private conversation, and openly in speeches upon this floor, that 
the pilots of the ports of Norfolk and Portsmouth get large and 
extortionate fees for the service they perform for commerce— 
that they receive salaries aggregating anywhere, as was said 
by one Member, from $5,000 to $10,000 a year. It is easy to 
charge anything. Mere assertion is not proof, and if there is 
any man who advocates the passage of this bill on that ground, 
let him produce the proof as to what the pilots of Norfolk do 
receive. They receive nothing like this amount. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will the gentleman say how much they 
do receive? We tried to find out in our committee, but the 
pilots have been very cautious to keep it to themselves. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I am coming to that. It does seem to me 
that the advocates of this bill should have waited until they 
found out what these pilots in Norfolk did receive before they 
charge that they receive sums of between five and ten thousand 
dollars. I do not believe that the pilots have received anything 
like that sum. I do not believe they receive a sum that would 
amount to more than $300 a month. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman says that he does not 
believe. Has he got any information? Now, that is just ex- 
actly where they have been on this proposition; everybody said 
they did not believe it. Now, do you know what it is? 

Mr. MAYNARD. I said I do not. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Oh, I see. 

Mr. MAYNARD. But I heard the charge on the floor. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Now, I will tell you what Congressman 
WACHTER, from Maryland, said they received 

Mr. MAYNARD. I have not much time. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I beg your pardon. I was informed by 
Mr. Wacuter last year they did receive $9,000. Now, that 
comes nearer to being information than anything you have. 
That is all the information we have. 

Mr. MAYNARD. You say that Congressman Wacuter told 
you that they received that amount? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Congressman WACHTER said that he 
was told that they received $9,000 a year. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Did he say that he knew that as a fact or 
as a rumor heard in the lobby? Å 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He gave that as some information he 
had received in Baltimore. I do not believe that it originated 
with him. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Any statement that Congressman WACHTER 
would make on his own knowledge I am ready to belieye; and 
I am prepared to believe now—and I am sorry Congressman 
WACHTER is not present so that he could answer here—I am 
prepared to believe that if he were here he would tell this 
House that that was his belief, based on the rumors heard 
around the lobby and from reports of rumors going around the 
lobby about Virginia pilots getting that, and not that it was a 
matter that he knows of his own knowledge. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, I stated that the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. Wacurer] had said that he got his information 
in Baltimore, and not around the lobby. What disposition will 
you make of that part of it? 

Mr.. MAYNARD. I come from the home of the Virginia 
pilots, and I have not been able, I state frankly, to say just 
what they have received, but probably the people of Baltimore 
know more abeut that than the people of Norfolk. But I do 
not believe they know it; I do not believe they get anywhere 
near that sum. I do not believe what they do get will average 
$300 a month. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Florida [Mr. SPARKMAN]. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, this is a measure that ought 
not to pass this House. Its avowed purpose is to destroy com- 
pulsory pilotage on coastwise sailing vessels. Its effect will be, 
if it becomes a law, to destroy the splendid pilot systems at 
many and to seriously cripple them at other ports in all the 
Gulf and the Atlantic ports south of Norfolk, Va. 

Now, I had supposed it would not be necessary for anyone at 
this late day to stand upon this floor and urge the importance to 
commerce of the pilot systems of the South or anywhere else in 
the country; but I understood the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] to say a little while ago (and, if true, that would 
really be the only ground upon which this legislation could be 
justified) that there was no further use whatever for the pilot 
anywhere in the country. The other gentleman from Ohio, 
however, admitted that there was use for them, perhaps, in 
some of the ports, without mentioning the ports so in need of 
them. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, gentlemen ought to know that notwith- 
standing the various ports throughout the country have 
been, many of them, very greatly improved by deepening and 
widening their channels, yet pari passu with the improvement 
of those harbors the vessels entering them have also been in- 
creased in tonnage and draft, rendering the difficulties of nayi- 
gation, so far as these larger vessels are concerned, as great as 
before the improvements were made, so that there is as great 
necessity for pilets in the navigation of those harbors as at 
any time in their commercial history. The gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD], however, would not, perhaps, seek to 
justify his action upon any such grounds. 

He will probably, as heretofore, base it upon the ground that 
the foreign shipping would be sufficient in these South Atlantic 
and Gulf ports to keep up the pilot systems there. I want to 
say to you that in my judgment that will not be the case, that 
while in two or three of the ports to be affected by this bill 
these pilot systems can perhaps be maintained by foreign ship- 
ping, Wilmington being one of them, in all the others they 
will either be destroyed absolutely or seriously crippled, as the 
pilotage on foreign shipping alone will not be sufficient to 
sustain them. 

Now, why was the law changed so far as steamboats were 
concerned, as it was in 1871? ‘The reason was that the steam- 
boat does not need the use of a pilot as much as a sailing vessel. 
Another reason was thatit costs more to run and operate a steam- 


boat, seven or eight times as much, than it does to operate 


a sailing vessel, thus giving, it was no doubt thought, the sail- 
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ing vessel a great advantage of the steamboat, and the idea no 
doubt was to place them more nearly upon an equality by ex- 


empting coastwise steam vessels from compulsory pilotage. No 
one, perhaps, dreamed that the passage of that law would dis- 
criminate against sail yessels, and in my judgment there was 
none, nor is there any now. In my opinion the removal of 
compulsory pilotage from steam vessels did not begin to equalize 
the adyantages the sailing vessel had and still has over the 
vessel propelled by steam. 

I had occasion to submit some remarks upon the floor of this 
House last session on this bill and to deal at some length with 
this feature. The contention was then being made as now that 
the sailing vessel running into these southern waters was earn- 
ing nothing, and could not be made to pay, and yet I called 
attention to a long list of sailing vessels from New England 
trading in these southern ports which the owners claimed were 
coining money and paying handsome dividends. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, a remark was made by some gentleman a 
while ago about exorbitant charges in a few individual in- 
stances. I also either heard or saw the statement in the 
testimony taken at the hearings on this bill that $140 was 
charged one vessel for pilotage, and that after paying that 
charge and other charges it had only some $300 left to dis- 
tribute among the owners. But when I looked further I found 
that the other charges in addition to the pilot charges amounted 
to $1,700. And yet the gentleman testifying, the owner of the 
vessel, seemed to think his whole trouble came from the pilot 
charges of about $140, as I now remember. 

Now, so far as the local discriminafion is concerned, the laws 
of the States fix the pilot charges, either directly by saying what 
they shall be, as in Florida, for instance, or indirectly through 
boards of pilot commissioners authorized by State laws. to do 
that very thing; and, sir, I know of no State law, nor has any 
been pointed out, which makes or authorizes such discrimina- 
tions. If, therefore, there has been any discrimination, it has 
been made by individual pilots here and there; and to say that 
this pilot system, which a gentleman now on the other side in a 
former Congress stated was the finest in the world, should be 
destroyed because, forsooth, some individual has violated the 
laws of his State is folly. As well might we condemn the whole 
penal code because a few evil-minded persons now and then 
should violate some of its provisions. I said to the gentleman 
who is pressing the bill not later than day before yesterday that 
if he would exhibit one-tenth of the energy he has put forth in 
favor of this bill in having the parties violating State pilotage 
laws, if such there be, prosecuted in the States where such dis- 
criminations are made, he would have no cause for complaint. 
But he seems to prefer to come here. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to refer to just one other matter 
and I think I am done. Something was said- about the States 
of Georgia and Virginia having license laws. It ill becomes 
the gentlemen who favor this bill to charge that up against the 
opponents of the measure, because it was done in the interest 
of the shipping of those ports. The legislatures of those States 
said to the shipowners: “ You think you can occasionally pilot 
your vessels into the ports of this State, and that you may not 
at all times need a State pilot. Very well. But if you are to 
have a pilot ready when you do need him, he must be paid in 
some way. So if you will pay a certain amount toward keep- 
ing up the system, we will permit your vessel to come in with- 
out paying for a pilot, except when you avail yourself of his 
services.” But this bill does nothing of that kind, and if you 
pass this measure, I want to say to you that when the storm 
comes and ships are in peril the pilot will not be there to 
serve them. 

Let me say again, Mr. Speaker, that there ts little in the mat- 
ter of the harbor improvements to justify the passage of this 
bill. Pilots are needed, nevertheless. Take my own port, for in- 
stance, that of Tampa, where much improvement has been made, 
and there is not a foot of the way from the entrance of that 
harbor up to the dock at either Port Tampa or Tampa, a dis- 
tance of 30 or 35 miles, where a ship can pass without a pilot. 
The channel is narrow at many places, requiring a skillful pilot 
all the while to take the ship to the dock and out to sea again. 
Then, again, at many of the ports and harbors the bars are con- 
stantly shifting, requiring soundings daily to determine the con- 
dition of the channel. [Applause.] I now yield back the re- 
mainder of my time. 8 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman from Florida answer one 
question before he sits down? 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the géntleman why is it 


that these gentlemen living in the localities where the pilotage 
burden is are opposed to taking it off? Does it not follow that 
if it is cast on your commerce the gentlemen residing in that 


locality are more interested in taking it off than the people 
living outside or up in Maine? 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Exactly, and when the time comes when 
it can be taken off with safety to the commerce it will certainly 
be done, just as it has been done by the States north of the 
Potomac and by North Carolina in the case of Wilmington. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I shall not burden the House 
with any very lengthy speech in conclusion; but, like any debate 
of any length, there is a tendency to get away from the real 
issue, and especialy when it is in skillful hands, and I must 
compliment my friends of the opposition on the way that they 
have thrown their strength upon individual instances of wrong- 
doing without soa themselyes to the real question at 
issue. 

There is, perhaps, no man in this House who receives, or 
more deservedly receives, consideration than the distinguished 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burron], the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. So I was glad to hear him say 
in his opening remarks that he had not looked into this matter, 
but that he simply spoke his impressions, because I knew what 
was about to follow did not properly represent the situation, 
and that if he had made a more complete study he himself 
would have seen it. It is not a case of substituting a national 
system for a State system. It is a case of abolishing all sys- 
tem in certain places or localities. The gentleman commends 
the bill to the House on the ground that there are to be different 
regulations in different places. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Will the gentleman allow me an in- 
terruption? 

Mr. SHEPRLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. The gentleman would not misrepre- 
sent my position? x 

Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly not. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Whbat I meant and thought that I so 
expressed myself was that if it was necessary to have regula- 
tion in ports, they should be national regulations, but that 
ordinarily it was safe to leaye that to the indiyidual judgment 
of the owner of the boat. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I answer the gentleman by saying that 
when he brings in a bill providing for national regulation we 
will meet that issue, but it is premature now. The present bill 
does not undertake. to substitute any system. It does permit 
the licensing of pilots and giving them permission to carry ships 
into all ports without employing special pilots. Does the gentle- 
man believe for an instant that the men at the head of the 
Navigation Bureau have themselves the knowledge to determine 
by examination whether any particular pilot, who may be a 
very good pilot on the high seas, has the peculiar local knowl- 
edge necessary to carry a ship into a tortuous channel? 

Now, the fact is that in the State whence this bill originates 
and where its chief champion lives they have pilots, because 
they know, as every man of sense must know, that you are 
bound to haye pilots under certain conditions. They do not 
need to tax the coastwise trade in order to support their pilots 
and in order to maintain a system, because they have sufficient 
revenue growing out of the trade with foreign countries. Yet 
the South, which is not able to maintain by tax upon foreign 
commerce only a pilotage system, is to be denied the oppor- 
tunity and the means of maintaining that system. So I say to 
the House that the question you are to yote upon is not whether 
you want a system of national pilotage; it is whether you want 
in the South any pilotage or not. And I have yet to see the 
man who is willing to stand up and say that pilotage should 
be done away with. Oh, a great fuss is made about individual 
abuses. I think they ought to be corrected. 

I believe that if some of the gentlemen who have been so active 
in lobbying for this bill here would turn their energies to some 
of the State iegislatures they would find, if the abuses they speak 
of exist, that they would be remedied. But are you going to 
punish those States, are you going to punish those communities 
where they have a proper system of pilotage because somebody 
else does not happen to haye a good one and because the law is 
violated? If violation of the law is justification of a change of 
law, we will have to write our entire statute law over again. 
The appeal is simply made on behalf of a certain class of ship- 
owners. The sailing-vessel owners complain of a discrimina- 
tion. If I were the owner of a sailing vessel I would come to 
Congress asking a repeal of the law that exempted the steam 
vessel from pilotage charge rather than undertake to be ex- 
empted myself. 

To-day there are no people who are better protected than the 
sailing-vessel owners. They have no competition practivally 
by the steam vessels, because the two engage in carrying dif- 
ferent kinds of freight, one carrying fast freight where cer- 
tainty of speedy delivery is necessary, the other carrying slow 
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freight, where it is not necessary; and any man knows, and 
the testimony will show, that the sailing vessels can more than 
hold their own. They can carry more cheaply than the steam 
vessels, and the fact that they have been able to bring such 
powerful influences to their aid, to get so many large lumber 
people back of them, is evidence of their wonderful prosperity. 

But the argument is made that because there is a license sys- 
tem—and, by the way, the license system applies only in certain 
of the States and not all—therefore you must abolish pilotage. 
I do not believe in the license system, but how did it come 
about? These very men who to-day are using it as an argument 
are the men who got it introduced. They said: “ Our pilots have 
the particular knowledge necessary, and we are willing to take 
the risk, and if you will let us pay a license it will be satisfac- 
tory.” Now, one of the reasons for taxing the coastwise trade 
at all is because the foreign trade is not sufficient to pay for the 
support of the pilots and pilotage system, and so these States, 
unwisely, I think. but still at the instance of the very men who 
are advocating this bill, agreed to permit licensing some of them 
and thus help to maintain the pilotage system. This condition 
would then arise, that while in fair weather and under ordl- 
nary circumstances by paying a license they could come in with- 
out harm, yet the paying of that license, together with other 
pilotage ,charges enabled a pilotage system to be kept up, so 
that in fair season and foul pilots were always there on the bar 
ready to take these vessels in, and when storm came and stress 
of weather that made pilots necessary the licensed ships had 
the advantage of having a pilot there. 

Why, the logic of the gentleman’s argument would go to the 
abolition of every system of fire protection in the land; that 
because a man did not have a fire every day and did not have 
need of a fire engine and its company, therefore he should not 
be taxed. He is taxed because it is necessary for them always 
to be ready, day and night. And so the shipping entering into 
a port is taxed because it is necessary in order to maintain a 
pilotage that may be ready day and night, fair weather or foul. 
In closing this debate I hope the Members of the House will 
bear in mind the real issue. I know the distinguished gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] ; I know the wonderful ad- 
vantage he has in a closing argument. I know how enthusi- 
astic he is about this particular bill. It has been brought close 
home to him. I do not object to that; but during his ingenious 
argument I wish you to bear in mind that you are not substitut- 
ing one system for another; you are abolishing a system. 

Bear in mind that you are denying to the Southern States 
what was given to Maine. As long as Maine was struggling, 
as long as her foreign commerce did not yield enough to main- 
tain a pilotage system, she taxed the coastwise trade, and so 
did all the other Northern States; but when in the fullness of 
their prosperity they reached a point where they did not haye 
to do it they abolished it. And why? Out of magnanimity? 
No; they abolished it because every community and every sec- 
tion that is intelligent wants to do away as rapidly as it can 
with any impediment upon trade or freedom of trade. The 
South is anxious to get away from any hindrance and will do 
it when she can, but she asks you to-day not to hold her up 
and say because of an abuse here or an abuse there, that can 
be corrected by the States in which they exist, that you are 
going to deprive her of the only means she has got for the con- 
tinuance of a pilotage system necessary for the preservation 
of life and property. [Applause.] 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, in asking the attention of 
the House during the time, now limited, for the close of the debate, 
I would be.very glad indeed if I could have careful attention, be- 
cause I desire to call attention to what seems to me to be the 
salient and important considerations involved in the determina- 
tion of this matter. From Old Point Comfort to the Rio Grande 
is the only locality in the United States where American citizens 
are required to pay for service that is not needed or rendered. 
From Old Point Comfort north to Eastport, Me., and from Brit- 
ish Columbia to Mexico on the Pacific coast there is free pilotage, 
and no sailing vessel, coastwise, and no coastwise steam vessel in 
that territory is required to pay compensation for any service 
that is not rendered. This bill, Mr. Speaker, proposes to place 

the territory between Old Point Comfort and the Rio Grande 
simply upon a precise level, so far as the rights of sailing ves- 
sels are concerned, with the balance of the United States. In 
1871 the American Congress relieved the steam coastwise ton- 
nage from the payment of compulsory pilotage in the territory in 
the South to which I have referred, and from that time until 
now the steam coastwise tonnage has had that advantage and 
handicap over the sailing coastwise tonnage in that territory. 
If this bill passes it will leave the sailing tonnage in that terri- 
tory upon an equality with steam tonnage. It will place the 
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individuals owning the sail fleet on a par with the corporations 
owning the steam fleet. 

Now, bearing upon the question of protection to life and prop- 
erty—and I will call attention to that in detail a little later—I 
ask you to note that life and property, from Old Point Comfort 
to Eastport, Me., the most dangerous part of all the Atlantic 
coast and more dangerous than the Pacific or Southern coast, for 
a great many years have been adequately protected under a sys- 
tem of free pilotage. No gentleman has been heard yet to rise in 
his place and say that in that territory of free pilotage, where a 
vessel takes a pilot when she needs one—and when she needs one 
takes one and pays for it—that in that territory, from Old Point 
Comfort to Eastport, or from British Columbia to Mexico, upon 
the Pacific coast, there has been any danger involved in free 
pilotage to life, person, or property. There has not been such a 
suggestion, and if it had been made it would not be borne out by 
the facts. If free pilotage is adequate in these sections for the 
protection of life and property, why would it not be in this ter- 
ritory in question, especially as I shall show that there is plenty, 
of foreign tonnage to maintain all pilotage that is necessary? 

Now, if this bill passes, it will simply prohibit the im- 
position of compulsory pilotage upon the sailing fleet within 
this territory. It also further provides, bearing upon the 
question of protection to life and property, for a pilot to be 
selected and examined and licensed by an inspection board, to 
be carried on every sailing coastwise vessel that gets the exemp- 
tion from compulsory pilotage, so that the bill itself undertakes 
to protect and does protect the persons and the property that 
may be upon the sailing coastwise fleet by providing for their 
use a proper pilot properly licensed. The suggestion that this 
bill would impair the protection of persons is, moreover, obvi- 
ously absurd in view of the fact that the sail fleet does not 
carry passengers and that the steam coastwise fleet, which is not 
required to take these pilots, carries all the passengers that are 
carried by the coastwise fleet. 

Now, I should say just a word for-the purpose of 8 
more or less misunderstanding that perhaps may have arisen in 
connection with this proposed legislation. A great many people 
have had the opinion that this bill in some way affected the pi- 
lotage system outside of this particular territory. It has been 
suggested that it was an effort to assume national control of 
the whole pilotage system of the United States. By reason 
of the fact that another bill has been pending before the com- 
mittee that undertook to prohibit the employment of pilots under 
certain circumstances upon vessels, it has been suggested that 
this bill was subject to that criticism, and by reason of that 
misunderstanding the pilots’ associations in various parts of the 
country have seen fit to register their opposition to the legis- 
lation, not understanding that this bill, if it becomes a law, 
would not have the slightest effect upon the pilotage system 
in any other part of the United States. In San Francisco, for 
instance, it would have no effect whatever. Pilots would con- 
tinue to operate in San Francisco hereafter precisely as now. 
They have free pilotage there for the coastwise trade. It would 
continue to be free, and the passage of this legislation would 
not affect in any way or in any degree the relation the pilots 
elsewhere sustain to the merchant marine. It is true that there 
are pilots in other sections of the country. It is also true—and 
I am glad to call the attention of the gentleman from Kentucky 
to the fact—that there are pilots under the free system and 
that they have been properly and adequately maintained under 
the free system and have properly and adequately protected life, 
person, and property. 

Now, a little bit later I am going to contrast this section of 
the country we have now under discussion with the balance of 
the Atlantic coast bearing upon this question of the efficiency, 
of the respective systems. 

TWO NATIONAL ADMINISTRATIONS SUPPORT THIS BILE. 

Before I reach that, however, let me say that there is a 
trifle of a misapprehension or misunderstanding as to the 
interests that are in favor of this legislation. Let me re- 
mark that there are other people besides the “gentleman 
from Maine” and the Representatives from Maine and ves- 
sel owners in the New England States or in New York, and 
I may say right here, by way of passing, that Mr. Pendle- 
ton, who has been alluded to once in a while in the debate, does 
not happen to be a citizen of Maine, but resides in New York, 
and all the vessels which he is interested in are largely located 
there and are operated from there. But let me call your atten- 
tion to the fact that while my friend from South Carolina 
suggests that there is no Administration influence behind this 
legislation, that there was nobody asking for this legislation, in 
substance, except, perhaps, the gentleman from Maine; “ let 
me call his attention to the fact that in 1895 the Commissioner 
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of Navigation, who did not then and does not now reside in the 
State of Maine, and who was not then and is not now con- 
trolled by people in the State of Maine, said in his report: 

Pilotage is one of the heaviest charges upon navigation, and to ex- 
ose one description of American v; the coasting trade from 
that eharge while imposing it upon another description of American 
vessels in the same trade comes close to ruling the sail vessels out 
of the business and bestowing it upon steam vessels excl ly. 


In 1896 he said further, urging the enactment of the bill: 
Its enactment by Congress is almost indispensable to the existence 


of our 2 1 fleet on the Atlantic coast in the coastwise trade, virtually 
the only trade open to it under present conditions. 


I call the attention of my friends on the other side to the fact 
that this was a report that came from a Democratic Adminis- 
tretion. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Would not the gentleman get the equality 
that he desires by repealing the law that excludes steam vessels 
engaged in the coastwise trade from pilotage charges, and then 
more vessels being taxed the pilotage charge as to all of them 
could be reduced? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly uniformity could be reached 
by putting the steam vessels back under the compulsory pilotage 
system. That would give uniformity, but we have not any bill 
pending for that purpose. Nothing of the kind is seriously sug- 
gested, and I will show the gentleman in a few minutes that 
there is not any occasion, either from an economic or a revenue 
point of yiew, for having any vessels subject to compulsory pilot- 
age except possibly those engaged in the foreign trade. His sug- 
gestion, however, admits the injustice of the discrimination. 

Let me go a little bit further, so far as the Commissioner of 
Navigation is concerned. In 1899 he said: 

is contended that Con r tribu to which to a 
oars for the * — a 7 pje ad o d — — > z 

In 1900 he repeated his declaration of 1899. In 1902 his dec- 
laration was substantially the same. -In 1903 he said: 

The abolition of the discrimination in pilotage charges against sail 


vessels in the coasting e Is again earnestly recommended as an im- 
mediate and practical method of fostering American sail tonnage. 


In 1904 he said: 

The discrimination is severely felt, and it has undoubtedly contributed 
to retard American sail tonnage. 

I ask the House to note that the Commissioner of Navigation, 
who has entire charge of this great interest and is supposed to 
be acting from a disinterested and independent standpoint, from 
the year 1895 up to the year 1905, and repeated in 1906, de- 
clared over and over again that this compulsory pilotage is an 
unjust discrimination against the sail coastwise fleet. 

In answer to a letter from Senator FRYE, asking for the opin- 
ion of the Department of Commerce and Labor upon this legis- 
lation, Secretary Metcalf, of the Department of Commerce and 
Labor, on January 3, 1906, said: 


While seagoing American steam tonnage has practically doubled in 
Fro 3 American tonnage under sail has remal ained virtu- 


ten years, seago 

np i stationary. 
'ongress has si 

improvements, w. 

easier. 


t in recent years millions of dollars in harbor 
ch should have j the need of pilots and made 
navigation 
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of 8. 8. 30 will be the most 
effective measure of any now — — mgress for the maintenance of 
the American seagoing fleet under sail, and relieve it from a discrimi- 
nation which each year grows more onerous. 


So that instead of this bill being without the support of the 
Administration, as some gentlemen, as the result of inadequate 
investigation, have asserted, it has been and is now vigorously 
supported by the present Administration and had the support of 
the preceding Democratic Administration, because it “is almost 
indispensable to the existence of our sailing fleet on the Atlantic 
coast in the coastwise trade.” 

All this does not, of course, foreclose the proposition, nor does 
the fact that hundreds of men engaged in the lum- 
ber trade and in other business industries from Texas to Vir- 
ginia, and boards of trade and chambers of commerce and ma- 
rine insurance societies in various sections of the country all 
favor and support this legislation and urge it as legislation 
needed in the interest of the American sail coastwise fleet. It 
does show a widespread demand for it that is in no sense con- 
fined to any particular locality. 

ABSURDITY OF DISCRIMINATION AGAINST SAIL VESSELS. 

The discrimination in favor of the steam coastwise fleet, 
owned and managed by powerful corporations, which now exists 
against the sail coastwise fleet, owned almost exclusively by 
individuals—a single vessel being owned in fractions as small 


as one one hundred and twenty-eighth or one two hundred and, 


fifty-sixth—is not only grievously burdensome, but 1 gro- 
tesque in its practical operation. : 
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Under the law as it stands to-day, the master of a steam 
coastwise vessel drawing 20 feet of water, worth $500,000, with a 
cargo worth from $100,000 to $300,000, with 250 passengers, con- 
sisting of men, women, and children, can enter and clear from 
any port.in the South without taking a pilot, the master navi- 
gating his own vessel. If the same master the next day takes 
charge of a sailing vessel drawing 12 feet of water, with no 
passengers, the vessel being worth from $10,000 to $12,000, with 
no cargo, with a crew of seven or eight men, and navigating his 
own vessel, as in the case of the steamer, undertakes to enter 
any one of the same ports the owners are obliged to pay for the 
services of a pilot, whether he is used or not, notwithstand’ng 
he may have been, as in nine cases out of ten he would be towed 
out and in by a tug on which there are two United States 
pilots, belonging and operating daily in that particular harbor. 

FOREIGN COMMERCE AMPLD TO SUSTAIN PILOT SYSTEM IN THE SOUTH: 

The growth of our commerce in the southern ports demon- 
strates that there is ample business in that section now without 
levying this tribute upon the sail fleet for the purpose of main- 
taining any necessary system of pilotage; and I beg to say, 
before I reach a discussion of that proposition, that the propo- 
sition proceeds upon the hypothesis that in order that they may 
have in these ports an adequate system of pilotage, so that the 
foreign trade can be piloted out and in, it is necessary: to levy 
this tribute upon the sail fleet that the benefit may be derived 
therefrom by the ocean or foreign going fleets. And that upon 
its face is an obvious and odious levying of tribute upon the sail 
coastwise fleet for the alleged benefit of the ocean-going fleet. 

Now, let me call your attention to the fact that in 1874 the 
total combined entrances and clearances in the foreign trade in 
the ports affected by this legislation aggregated 3,120,868 tons. 
That is the foreign trade. Of the coastwise trade I have not 
been able to get the statistics, as they are not kept; but the 
coastwise trade probably was about the same. 

We have to-day in these same ports for the same foreign trade 
9,894,608 tons. Now, then, if in 1874, 3,000,000 tons of foreign 
trade and perhaps 3,000,000 tons óf domestic trade—and in as- 
suming 3,000,000 tons.as domestic trade I make a very large and 
favorable assumption for the other side of this discussion—if in 
1874, with 8,000,000 tons of foreign trade and 3,000,000 tons of 
domestic trade, the revenue to sustain these pilots was adequate, 
and nobody has contended up to date that there has not been an 
adequate revenue for the maintenance of the pilotage system of 
that section—if that were true in 1874, when in 1904 we have 
9,894,000 tons of foreign trade (more than 3,000,000 tons in ex- 
cess of the foreign and domestic trade in 1874), how is it, I 
inquire, that they have not the foreign trade that can ade- 
quately sustain every pilotage system necessary in that section, 
when the amount of tonnage is 50 per cent greater now than the 
aggregate foreign and domestic tonnage in 1874? 

A detailed statement of this growth is as follows: 


Combined entries and clearances in the foreign trade and expenditures 
for improvements of harbors and approaches from 1884 to June 30, 1905, 


District. 


1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


131 


Percentage of tonnage increase. 


Ten southern districts ... 
All other seaports 


The percentage of increase from 1874 to 1904 in the 10 soutbern 
ports was 350 per cent, at all other seaports 115 per cent, and at all 
seaports of the United States 141 per cent. . 

It has been frequently asserted that when it appeared that the 
foreign commerce was sufficient to take care of the pilotage 
system the States would repeal the compulsory legislation and 
cease compelling the payment of tribute from the coastwise fleet 
for that purpose. Mr. O’Brien, in testifying before the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries Committee in 1903, said that the 
States will do it—that is, remove the compulsory pilotage— 
whenever the foreign commerce of any port is sufficient to keep 
up a first-class pilotage system for the port. The figures show 
that in 1904 that condition of things existed and that there was 
ample foreign commerce for that purpose, and upon their own 
statement the States should have repealed compulsory pilotage. 
Notwithstanding that fact—the existence of this amply sufficient 
business—not the slightest change, so far as appears here, has 
been made in the pilotage system in any Southern State in the 
last fifteen years, except in the port of Wilmington, N. C. 

PILOTAGE CHARGES EXCESSIVE. 


It is worthy of notice also that the pilotage charges in these 
ports, although they haye had millions of dollars spent upon 
them for their improvement, are very much in excess of the 
nearby foreign ports, which are practically unimproved. A 
few specific instances will suffice to illustrate this fact. In the 
fall of 1905 the schooner S. M. Bird paid $128 for pilotage fees 
at Gulfport, Miss. She cleared from Gulfport for Habana on 
that same trip, and her pilotage fees in and out of Habana 
were only $32. 

The schooner Harold C. Beecher cleared from Pascagoula in 
May, 1905, and paid pilotage in and out of Pascagoula amount- 
ing to $96. She cleared for Kingston, Jamaica, on the same trip, 
paying pilotage in and out of Kingston Harbor to the amount of 
$30. These are typical practical illustrations of the excessive 
charges made under this pilotage system. 

With this showing, and these are the facts, because these 
facts are received from the Commissioner of Navigation, and 
the figures are given in his reports and are his statistics—if 
these are the facts, upon what ground can it be contended that 
they need the additional support of the sailing coastwise fleet, 
that does not use their pilots, and have this tribute levied upon 
them as an excuse to enable them to maintain their system, 
which is amply able to sustain itself for all legitimate purposes? 

Now, let me go a little bit further. In 1904 the amount of 
coastwise sailing tonnage at the port of New Orleans was only 
1,794 tons; foreign, 3,065,909 tons. In Mobile the coastwise ton- 
nage was only 8,774, and the foreign tonnage was 1,182,852 
tons. At Key West the coastwise was only 14,450, and the 
foreign tonnage 542,835 tons. Pensacola, 1,130,385 foreign tons 
and only 20,202 coastwise sailing tons. In Galveston 1,786.733 
foreign tons, and coastwise only 37,890 tons. With this added 
to the facts to which I have called your attention, what founda- 
tion is there to sustain the idea that in any justice they can still 
call upon the sailing coastwise fleet to pay for pilots, levying a 
tribute upon them and making them pay for services not ren- 
dered and not needed when there is ample foreign tonnage to 
pay for it? These facts show that this tribute is not necessary 
to maintain their pilotage system. 


IMPROVEMENT OF HARBORS RENDERS COMPULSORY PILOTAGE UNNECESSARY. 


There is very much less necessity now than heretofore for any 
system of pilotage, compulsory or otherwise, by reason of the 
fact that during the last fifteen or twenty years the money of 
the Government has been expended in a prodigal degree, aggre- 
gating about thirty-nine millions of money, for the express pur- 
pose of improving the ten important harbors on the southern 
coast. 3 

The experience of Commander Winslow on the cruiser Charles- 
ton in making and leaving the harbor of Charleston in Jan- 
uary, 1906, without the aid of a pilot either going in or out, and 
navigating entirely from information obtained by the Govern- 
ment charts, is a conclusive demonstration of the fact that that 
harbor, at least—and we can safely assume that the others are 
in as good a condition—is perfectly feasible for navigation by 
any craft under the charge of a competent navigator, as are all 
the sail coastwise vessels. His letter is as follows: 


[From a letter dated Hampton Roads, Virginia, January 21, 1906.1 
No difficulty was experlenced in entering or leaving the harbor of 


Charleston. The ship entered the harbor at high water and left at 
very near low water, the flood tide a commencing to make. It was 
dark before reaching the Cumming Point range when leaving the har- 
bor; so the passage through part of the channel within the jetties and 
over the bar was made in darkness and with no moonlight. 

The ship was drawing a little more than 24 feet of water on our 
arrival and a little less on our departure. There was no pilot on board 
while entering or leaving the port, and the ship was navigated entirely 
vn information obtaine: rom the Government charts. here was no 
indication while passing through the jetties and over the bar, either by 
stirring up mud or sluggishness in steering, that the vessel was in 
shoal water. 

A careful examination of the chart convinces me that the harbor of 
Charleston is ample for the maintenance of a large commerce. 

At the present time I can see no reason why vessels should not load 
to a draft of 30 feet and pass out of the harbor with safety. 

Believe me to be, very truly, yours, 
C. MCR. WINSLOW, 
Commander, U. S. Navy, Commanding Cruiser Charleston. 


If the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. LEGARE], who 
intimated that he was very familiar with the practical op- 
erations, so far as pilots were concerned, in the harbor of 
Charleston and its approaches, is familiar with that channel 
and the facts connected therewith during the last few years, he 
would know that there never has been any shifting of the 
channel since the making of the Government chart that was 
used by Captain Winslow when he navigated a United States 
vessel into and out of that harbor without the aid of a pilot; 
and if the chart was safe and reliable for Captain Winslow’s 
use, with a ship drawing 24 feet, it does not requiré a very 
vigorous argument to establish the fact that it is equally safe 
and reliable for the master of a sail coastwise vessel drawing 
from 10 to 20 feet. . 5 

I may say further in this connection, in answer to the sugges- 
tion before the committee that the reason why the ‘southern 
harbors were difficult of navigation, and therefore a compulsory 
pilotage system was necessary, was because they had shifting 
channels or movable bars, that the charts of the United States 
of those portions of the coast were presented, and the pilots were 
challenged to produce a single instance where there had been a 
single change in either channel or bar, as indicated upon the charts 
at the time they were made, a challenge which was not accepted. 
Not the slightest effort was made to show that there had been 
any change in any particular from the charts in either channel 
or bar, and that contention was virtually abandoned. 

As a further denionstration of the complete safety of the 
harbor of Charleston and minimizing the probability of the oc- 
currence of very grave dangers imagined by the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Lecare] as resulting from the passage of 
this bill, with reference to the protecting of that port by the 
pilots under the existing system, the following extract, issued 
from the Charleston Chamber of Commerce in 1906, is illuminat- 
ing and instructive: 

The many deep-draft vessels that have passed safely over our bar 
and the presence for the first time of United States battle ships and 
erulsers within our harbor prove how successful this great jetty system 
has been, which, from an extreme depth of 18 feet at mean high water 


has develo; d channel 600 feet wide with a depth of at least 314 feet 
at mean high water. 


FREE PILOTAGE MORE EFFICIENT THAN COMPULSORY. 

Now, let me call your attention to another important and de- 
termining fact upon the question of the protection of life and 
property as between these two systems. 

In 1903 the amount of foreign tonnage entering and clearing 
north of Old Point Comfort was—entered, number, 10,002; ton- 
nage, 16,866,448; cleared, number, 9,273; tonnage, 15,469,034. 
South of Old Point Comfort on the Atlantic coast—entered, 
number, 1,102; tonnage, 1,229,596; cleared, number, 1,513; ton- 
nage, 1,958,746. i x 

Take it upon the number of vessels, 10,002 vessels north of 
Old Point Comfort and 1,102 south of Old Point Comfort. In 
other words, when there are ten vessels entering north of Old 
Point Comfort there is one vessel entering south of Old Point 
Comfort on the Atlantic coast. It is clear that the casualties 
ought to be in proportion to the business done. An analysis of 
the casualties in these lecalities ought to show no more than 
one casualty south of Old Point Comfort on the Atlantic coast 
to ten north of Old Point Comfort, if the protection to life and 
property were equally adequate in each case. 

Let me read to you from a letter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury in response to one from me seeking information upon 
this precise point, the Secretary’s letter being dated February 
28, 1906: y 
Hon. CHARLES E. LITTLEFIELD, 

House of Representatives. 


Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 23d instant asking for information relative to-casualties to vessels 
that occurred on the Atlantic coast during the fiscal year ending June 


30, 1 i 
For convenience in making reply, the points you specify as those upon 
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which you desire to be informed are stated in numerical order, the an- 


swer to each inquiry being given immediately below it. 

The information herein furnished is derived from casualty reports 
rendered to this Department in compliance with sections 10, 11, and 12 
of the act of June 20, 1874. 

It will be noticed that the statistics which are about to be 
given in this letter are compiled under the express provisions of 
the statute, and therefore have behind them the sanction of the 
law. 

First. The number of casualties that occurred upon the Atlantic 
coast for the fiscal year 1903. 

Answer. One hundred and fifty-four (154). 

Second. The number of casualties that occurred north of Old Point 
Comfort and south of Old Point Comfort for that year. 

Answer..North of Old Point Comfort, one hundred and eighteen 
(118) ; south of Old Point Comfort, thirty-six (36). i 

That is to say, when one casualty occurred south of Old Point 
Comfort three only occurred north of that point. Taking into 
account, however, the tonnage in both sections, where one casu- 
alty occurred south, if the same degree of care was exercised 
in each section under compulsory pilotage as is exercised under 
free pilotage, there should have been ten north of that point. 
In other words, upon this analysis the facts show, and from 
them there is no escape, that there were three times as many 
casualties in 1903 under the compulsory pilotage system as 
there were in proportion under the free pilotage system obtain- 
ing north of Old Point Comfort; and if the actual facts based 
upon the casualties occurring in proportion to the trade in each 
section determine, as it seems to me they should determine, the 
efficiency of the two system, it demonstrates beyond contro- 
versy that the free pilotage system is three times as efficient in 


protecting life, person, and property as is that obtaining under 


the compulsory pilotage system south of Old Point Comfort. 
How puerile, then, on the facts is the objection to this bill on 
the ground that it will impair the safety of persons and prop- 
erty. But we have further information from this letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury. The next inquiry is: 

. The number of casualties north of Old Point Comfort and 


Third 
south of Old Point Comfort that were due to the lack of pilots on the 
vessels, giving the name of the vessel and the date of the casualty, 


if any. 

Anewer: The casualty reports do not in terms state whether pilots 
are or are not on board the vessels. There are inclosed, however, a 
copy of one casualty report which shows, in answer to question 24 in 
rang? § report, that “ pilots” were on board in that instance, and copiés 
of five other reports, which show that the casualties were due to the 
errors of officers, indicating, perhaps, that the vessels were not in 
charge of pilots. These six reports are all that are on file for the 
year mentioned that appear to haye a bearing upon the matter to which 
your inquiries seem to relate. 

Fourth. The number of casualties, if any, north of Old Point Com- 
fort that occurred while vessels were making harbor without a pilot, 
giving the name of the vessel and the date of the casualty. 

Answer. Five casualties above referred to, as follows: Schooner 
Winifred, July 3, 1902; schooner William H. Schubert, October 21, 1902; 
schooner Afyronus, November 17, 1902; schooner Conway, April 30, 
1903, and schooner Republic, May 28, 1903. 

Only one of these can with any propriety be said to come 
within the scope of the question asked, as is shown by an exami- 
nation of the wreck reports in detail, which I have taken occa- 
sion to examine and haye here present for inspection, if desired, 
and that is the schooner Winifred, and she was a small fishing 
vessel of only 60 tons burden, and the damage sustained was 
only $500. 70 

The Schubert was not making a harbor, but grounded on the 
southern end of Prudence Island, in Narragansett Bay. The 
Myronus was not making a harbor, but was navigating Penob- 
scot Bay and ran ashore on an unbuoyed ledge, known as 
Sprague Ledge, near Islesboro. 

The Conway was an oyster boat of only 44 tons, and ran on 
Brandywine Shoal, in Delaware Bay. 

The Republic grounded on Trundys reef at Cape Elizabeth, 
Maine. : ~ 

So when an examination of the wreck reports is made it is 
seen that there was only one vessel north of Old Point Comfort 
that could be said, during the year 1903, to have met with any 
casualty when she was making a harbor without a pilot, with 
ten times the amount of tonnage and hazard that exists below 
Old Point Comfort. 

The Secretary’s letter continues: 

Fifth. The number of re if any, that occurred while the ves- 
sel was making harbor north of Old Point Comfort with a pilot, giving 
name of vessel and date of casualty. 

Answer. None. 

Sixth. The number of such casualties, if any, that occurred south of 
Old Point Comfort while vessels were making harbor without a pilot, 
giving name of vessel and date of casualty. k 

Answer. None. . 

Seventh. The number of such casualties, if any, that occurred south of 
Old Point Comfort while vessels were MARDE arbor with a pilot, giv- 
the name of the vessel and the date of thè casualty in each in- 


stance. 
Answer. One casualty, schooner Harold C. Beecher, May 9, 1903. 


The damages in the case of the Harold C. Beecher were 
$10,000. ‘These are certainly significant facts. Here is compul- 
sory pilotage, with its much-vaunted protection to life, person, 
and property, with tonnage under its care, in the proportion of 
1 to 10 fo that under the free-pilotage system north of Old 
Point Comfort. There was ten times the opportunity for casu» 
alty and injury under the free-pilotage system that there was 
under the compulsory pilotage system, and yet but one accident, 
and that insignificant in character, occurred to a vessel in 1903 
where free pilotage obtains. But the Harold C. Beecher, with 
damages of $10,000, meets with her disaster while under the 
protection of one of these much-vaunted pilots maintained by this 
compulsory system. Where is the casualty under the charge 
of a pilot in the free-pilotage zone? There ought to be 10 to 
be in proportion to the Beecher. Not one occurred. 

And it is further to be noted, as bearing upon the care and 
efficiency of the pilots under that system, that the Harold C. 
Beecher was going out, instead of making a harbor, and that the 
dangers incident to going out are very much less than those 
going in. How does it happen, if this compulsory pilotage sys- 
tem is so much more conducive to protection and safety, that the 
only loss that occurred under a pilot during the year 1903 oc- 
curred under that system, when there was ten times the hazard 
and ten times the opportunity for dangers under the free pilotage 
system, but there was no loss of that character? 

PILOTS’ ASSOCIATION NOT LIABLE FOR NEGLIGENCE. 

It may be well to mark here that while the sail coastwise fleet 
is compelled to receive the services of these pilots or pay for 
them if they are not received, if they are offered, the remedy 
that the owners have in case of the negligence of a pilot is at 
least of a very doubtful character. The newspaper clipping 
which follows shows that in Virginia, at least, the vessel owner 
who is injured by the negligence of a pilot has no remedy what- 
eyer against the pilots’ association, although they levy these 
enormous sums as tribute on the sail coastwise fleet for the 
maintenance of that association. Just how far this applies to 
the pilots’ associations throughout the whole South I am not at 
this moment able to state, but we do know that it applies to 
Virginia, which is the most vicious illustration of this graft 
levied under the forms of law upon the sail fleet. 

PILOTS SCORE STRONG POINT—UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT SAYS 
THEY ARE NOT RESPONSIBLE FOR THEIR ASSOCIATES. 
Wasnincton, December 3, 1906. 


The Supreme Court of the United States held to-day that the Virginia 
Pilots’ Association is not responsible for damages caused by accidents 
when due to the negligence of its members. A decision was rendered 
in the case of Guy v. Donald on question certified from the circuit 
court of appeals for the fourth circuit. Guy is a member of the asso- 
ciation, and he was the pilot in charge of the navigation of the steamer 
Santuit, which is owned by Donald, when, in 1901, that vessel collided 
with the schooner Churchman off the po capes, doing such damage 
that Donald was compelled to pay $3,175. 

Suit being instituted, by him to recover from Guy and the pilots’ 
‘association, the Federal district court for the eastern district of Vir- 
ginia granted his prayer, holding that the accident was due to Guy's 
negligence, and that he and the association of which he is a member 
were responsible for the damage done. Gu appealed the case to the 
court of appeals, and that body sent it to upreme Court with the 
request for answers to the question whether the association, being un- 
incorporated, constituted a partnership; whether, if the association is 
a partnership, its members, who are regularly licensed pilots, are liable 


for damage to vessels caused by the negligence of one another, and 
whether, not a 8 sty e for such damages. The 
negative. 


questions were answered in t 
This simply adds to the hardships involved in the situation. 
The service that the owners of these vessels are compelled to 
receive, or to pay for if offered and not received, it would seem 
ought to carry with it a corresponding obligation to guarantee 
the safety of their property and the payment of damages there- 
for in the case of negligent service subjecting their property to 
hazards and dangers, especially in view of the fact that tre- 
mendous stress is laid upon the idea that this compulsory sys- 
tem must be maintained, with all of these evils and injustices, 
in order that life, persons, and property should be protected. 
The protection of life, person, and property without the owners 
having the opportunity to enforce that right as a-matter of law 
in the courts is simply a delusion and a snare. 
FREE PILOTAGE IN WILMINGTON. 

Now, I want to call your attention to a very important com- 
sideration involved in a little practical experience in connection 
with this question. The minority views call attention to the 
fact that in the city of Wilmington, N. C., they have had free 
pilotage since 1905, and then state that there was a loss in the 
business in the port of Wilmington, N. C., of about 4,000,000 
feet of lumber, establishing, as they say, “ beyond question the 
profound injury done the port of Wilmington by the removal of 
pilotage.” The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. SMALL] 
read, but I will read again, so that it may be freshly before the 
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House, a letter which I received from the president of the Wil- 
mington Chamber of Commerce, to whom I wrote making inqui- 


ries in relation to this statement in the minority views. 
notion was that the minority views were erroneous. 
The president of the Chamber of Commerce of Wilmington, 
N. C., writes me as follows: 
THE WILMINGTON CHAMBER oF COMMERCE, 


March 21, 1905. 
Hon. CHARLES E. LITTLEFIELD, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: Referring to the minority report on the Littlefield bill, 
beg to call your attention to figures on page 78, 8 to represent 
the relative shipments from Charleston, 8. C., Georgetown, S. C., and 
Wilmington, N. C., for the years 1904 and 1905, in which the Wilming- 
ton shipments of lumber to New York are represented as having fallen 
off more than 4,000,000 feet. This statement is intended to convey 
the impression that shipments received at New York are practically the 
total output of this commedity from Wilmington, and a lamer argu- 
ment we can not well conceive. For eee beg to sax that 
the shipments of lumber from Wilmington for 1904 were 40,000,000 
feet, and for 1905, 46,000,000 feet, and this notwithstanding that one 
of the principal mills was shut down for five months, due to a boller 
explosion, is estimated that lumber shipments from Wilmington for 
1906 will exceed 60,000,000 feet, or an increase over 1904 of 50 per cent. 
New York no longer receives the proportion of shipments that it for- 
merly enjoyed, and if the signers of the minority report had been as 
zealous in ‘ascertaining facts as they were in putting forth a mislead- 
ing argument, they would never have appended their signatures to a 
report so easily refuted. 

On this same page appears this clause: “ Cause—reduced freight, as 

the freight always pays the pilotage.” This is the conclusion of the 
argument, and is the capstone to the contention that a free port suffers 
a loss of commerce. In the same paragraph the action of Wilmington 
fn abolishing compulsery pilotage is represented as a short-sighted 1 12 
on the part of a few -grasping snippere As a matter of fact, the Wil- 
mington Chamber of Commerce, by unanimous vote, condemned com- 
ulsory pilotage, and the members of the chamber raised a uge fund 
o prosecute repeal before the State legislature. 'The subscribers to 
this fund embraced. with three exceptions, every manufacturer and 
wholesale dealer in Wilmington, 

For your further information, will state that ten pilots are now en- 

in the business at this port, and the service is more satisfactory 
efficient than it has been for more than ten years. There has not 
been a single disaster to shipping chargeable to the abolition of com- 
ulsory pilotage or to inefficient pilotage service, and the commercial 
terests of Wilmington are highly pleased with the results of the free 


port. 
I hope that you will feel at liber 
erroneous assumptions in the mino 
Yours, respectfully, 


My 


to use this letter in meeting the 
y report. 
J. A. TAYLOR. President. 

The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Parrerson] made 
some suggestion in relation to figures that he was likely to pre- 
sent in connection with this phase of the question, but I do not 
understand that he has presented any figures. So that, so far 
as this debate is concerned, the matter stands upon this letter 
of the president of the chamber of commerce. 

Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina. Since the gentleman 
has mentioned me by name, I would like to interrupt him. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina. I will state that I 
wrote to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor for the facts, 
and asked him to give me the statistics, and he gaye them to 
-me as they are contained in the report. Now, I have no knowl- 
edge of the source of the information contained in the letter of 
the president of the chamber of commerce. I notice his letter 
does not state that that amount of lumber was shipped from 
Wilmington by boat. His statement was that it was shipped. 
My information was that there had been a falling off in the 
lumber shipped from Wilmington by boat. If the gentleman 
from Maine will refer to that letter, he will see that the presi- 
_dent of the Wilmington Chamber of Commerce does not say 
that that lumber was shipped from Wilmington by boat. The 
facts which I gave came from the Department of Commerce and 
Labor. : 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Does the gentleman impeach the cor- 
rectness of these statistics given by the president of the Wil- 
mington Chamber of Commerce? 

Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina. No; I do not. I know 
nothing about what the president of the chamber of commerce 
says. I wrote to him to furnish me with the facts, but he seems 
to prefer that they be intrusted to the gentleman from Maine. 
I think, however, the statement from the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor ought to be pretty good authority. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The minority views do not say that the 
shipments were by water. The minority views simply say that 
the southern pine receipts in New York for nine months from 
‘September 24, 1904, to June 30, 1905, were so much. If the 
minority saw fit to put into their views a statement in relation 
to New York alone when they knew there were other sections 
to which the lumber was going and therefore the business of 
the port was being increased instead of decreased, they suc- 
ceeded in deceiving the House. I do not think they intended to 
do that. The question is whether the business of that port has 
increased or decreased. 
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Nr. PATTERSON of North Carolina. I would like fo inter- 
rupt the gentleman to state that I was not present when the 
report was made and I did not sign it myself. My name was 
signed by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Srieur] during 
my absence and without my knowledge or consent. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I know the gentleman did not. 

Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina. Had I been present, I 
would haye made some corrections in that part of it. My opin- 
ion is that there has been a falling off in the shipments of lumber 
by water since that time. Whether it was because of the 
abolition of the pilotage or the depletion of forests or shipping 
of lumber by rail I do net know. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maine yield to the 
gentleman from Mississippi? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I would like to ask the gentleman this 
question: If there was anything wrong about the pilotage laws 
of the State of Maine, would not the gentleman rather trust 
the legislature of the State of Maine to correct the wrong or 
evil than to appeal to the Congress of the United States to do it? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will say that when we have suffered 
thirty-five years under this discrimination in favor of the steam 
constwise fleet, and have been appealing again and again for 
the enactment of legislation to relieye us, I should reach the 
conclusion that it was not worth while to wait for relief from 
the States. It has been said time and time again that a little 
later on, when they got good and ready, when they were en- 
tirely satisfied, we might get the legislation. Now, it is sug- 
gested in this debate, in substance, that inasmuch as we have 
stood by under this discrimination for thirty-five years, they 
now have really acquired a prescriptive right, so that Congress 
ought not to pass any such legislation; that because we have 
been here a half a dozen times appealing to Congress, and be- 


-cause they have deferred action, therefore we ought not to have 


favorable action now; that the statute of limitations, perhaps, 
barred us. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman from Maine does not under- 
stand that I take that position? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I do not understand that the gentleman 
from Mississippi takes that position. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, I am glad the gentleman does not under- 
stand that. I should hate to haye the gentleman from Maine 
put me in that ridiculous attitude before the House. The point 
I wanted to get at is simply this: I know in my own case I am 
perfectly willing to trust the State of Mississippi, and I wanted 
to know whether the gentleman was willing to trust the State 
of Maine. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I would trust the State of Maine to 
give us relief if it would give us any relief at all. But a sys- 
tem has grown up in Mississippi that is more odious and more 
oppressive and more in violation of the good, sound sense of a 
man of intelligence than anywhere else. In Gulfport there is 
a continuous and regular practice, not in accordance with the 
Iaw, but in violation of it—there is a continuous practice in 
Gulfport and some other Mississippi ports of discriminating 
against our sailing coastwise fleets and in favor of other sailing 
vessels. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That charge I absolutely deny, and if the 
charge is true, eyen, it is a charge of the violation of the laws 
of the State of Mississippi, and not a charge against the laws 
of Mississippi. 


DISCRIMINATIONS AGAINST SAIL FLEET IN COMPULSORY PORTS. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I understand that the gentleman from 
Mississippi denies the charge, so far as it relates to Mississippi, 
but I desire to say to the House that the men implicated in vio- 
lating the laws and in making these discriminations never have 
as yet had the hardihood to deny any of the charges in relation 
thereto, and that, moreover, when the charges were first made 
before the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, Mr. 
O’Brien, representing the pilots, desired time to get a refutation 
from Gulfport, and it-appeared before the committee that, al- 
though he telegraphed to Gulfport that the charge had been 
made, the only answer he received was that the laws of Missis- 
sippi prohibited discrimination and provided for compulsory 
pilotage and fixed fees, all of which everybody knew before the 
response was received. But no one in Gulfport then or since 
has ever denied that gross discriminations were repeatedly and 
continually practiced in that port. 

In order that there may be no question about this point, I 
will state that the pilotage paid in Gulfport in 1905 by the 
S. M. Bird was $128. This was the usual pilotage on vessels 
of her size for one trip. ; 


134 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 6, 


I quote three bills, all to the G. A. Bartlet, but during differ- 
ent periods of time, for the same service, They read: 
GULFPORT, SHIP ISLAND HARBOR, MISS., 
February 8, 1904. 


Captain and owners, schooner G. A, Bartlet, to the Ship Island 
Pilots’ Association, Dr. 


Aa por REO RR ee A ae ed ee 


Total 


JoserH Lewis, Treasurer. 


GULFPORT, MISS., February 4, 1905 


rA Captain and owners, G. A. Bartlet, to Ship Island Pilots’ Associa- 
on, Dr.: 


Pilotage 


F. G. Moran, Pilot. 


GULFPORT, MISS., April 7, 1905. 


Captain and owners, G. 4. Bartlet, to Ship Island Pilots’ Associa- 
tion, Dr.: ; 


To — feet inward dratt at. $4 ace $40 
(Po DEFOLT COR ao e S AA A ae 5 
%%% 45 


Joun E. Lewis, Pilot. 

For the purpose of intensifying this discrimination, it may be 
stated that the schooner G. A. Bartlet is a considerably larger 
vessel than the S. Af. Bird and carries about 40,000 feet more of 
lumber. 

An explanation of the reason why this gross discrimination 
was made in her favor as against a vessel hailing from and 
managed in New York may be found in the fact that her man- 
ager resides in a Gulf port. 

In 1905 the schooner Mary E. Morse paid $150 pilotage fees at 
Gulfport, and the British schooner Lillie, of about the same size, 
managed by an agent living in a Gulf port, paid $46.60 for the 
same service. 

The schooner Frances, in 1905, paid $142 pilotage at Gulfport, 
and the British schooner Blomidon paid during the same year 
for the same service $44, These vessels are of about the same 
size. . 

The Fred A. Davenport, in 1905, paid $156 pilotage at Gulf- 
port, and the schooner Fred W. Ayers paid $40 for substantially 
the same service. The only distinction known between these two 
vessels is that the Davenport is managed in Bath, Me., and the 
Fred W. Ayers is managed by an owner living in a Gulf port. 

These instances, undenied by the men who made the discrimi- 
nation, amply establish my contention. I suppose that I would 
hardly be expected to go over every single voyage that has been 
made out of Gulfport, Miss., during the last three or four years, 
but, if necessary, I could no doubt file a bill of particulars cov- 
ering the whole period. I assume that these facts were not 
known to the gentleman from Mississippi when he assumed the 
responsibility of denying that there was any such discrimina- 
tion. A system prostituted to such abuses ought not to be toler- 
ated when Congressional action can furnish the only practicable 
relief. 

In Mobile, Ala., April 27, 1904, the schooner Gertrude Bartlet 
was charged $52 for pilotage; on July 13, 1904, $49 for pilotage ; 
on September 15, 1905, she was charged $52 for pilotage, and 
on December 7, 1905, $52 for pilotage, when a vessel of sub- 
stantially her size and carrying capacity would have been 
charged, under the same circumstances, if she was managed 
outside of the compulsory-pilotage zone, about $173. 

It is hardly necessary to multiply instances, particularly in 
view of the fact that no one at the hearing undertook to deny 
that the practice of discrimination was very general. 

It appeared in the case of the Plant Line, which plies between 
Tampa, Key West, and Habana, in the foreign trade, that they 
had succeeded in making an arrangement so that their expense 
for pilotage was only about $4 a trip, when the sail coastwise 
vessel making the same ports on a similar voyage would be com- 
pelled to pay about $240. And this is further emphasized by the 
fact that the Plant Line of steamers is engaged in the foreign 
trade, while the sail vessel would be engaged entirely in the 
domestic trade, plying between two ports in the same State. 
Mr. O’Brien, who has for years been representing the pilots in 
opposition to this legislation, not only was not able to success- 
fully deny that these discriminations existed, but he himself 
admitted, as a witness before the committee, that he had made 
a contract of that character, His testimony is as follows: 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Is there any special arrangement at Key West with 
the Plant System, a foreign line? 

Captain O'BRIEN, I think there is. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What reduction does that foreign line get? 

Captain O’Brien. I do not know. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Did you not make the contract? 


Captain O’Brien. I made one contract, but they broke it. 
Mr. LirrLeriecp. Under the arrangement that you made, how much 
reduction was the foreign line getting? 
It is owned by Mr. 


et apn O'BRIEN. That is not a foreign line. 
H. M. Flagler and other gentlemen who are not any more foreigners 
than the State of Maine people are. 

Spo a e She sails foreign. What arrangement did you make 
w em < 

Captain O'BRIEN. I think we made it a fractional part of the pilotage. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What fractional part? 

Captain O'BRIEN. I think it was one-hal* or three-fourths pilotage, 
but it did not last over a month. They broke that arrangement. I am 
not positive what the details were, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. You made it? 

Captain O'BRIEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Did they refuse to pay it? 

Captain O'Brien. I was not president of the National Pilots’ Associa- 
tion at that time. They probably found that it was not within the law 
and that the law would not permit it. 

The details in connection with this and other questions of 
fact which I discuss may be found in the report of the commit- 
tee, which I will annex as an appendix. 

To return to Wilmington, N. C.: The fact is that Wilmington 
ships lumber in large quantities to Baltimore, Philadelphia, New 
Haven, Providence, Boston, and Portland, all of which goes by 
vessel. Under these circumstances the fact that the gentleman 
from North Carolina only succeeded in inquiring about ship- 
ments to New York would look as though he did not have any 
very great desire to be placed in possession of all the informa- 
tion relating to this subject. 

Prior to March, 1905, when compulsory pilotage was in force, 
this port maintained forty pilots. Since it has been a free port, 
according to the statement of the president of the chamber of 
commerce, whose reliability and credibility are guaranteed by 
the Representative from his district, Mr. Parrerson— 

Ten pilots are now engaged in the business at this port, and the 
service is more satisfactory and efficient than it has been for more 
than ten years. There has not been a single disaster to shipping 
chargeable to the abolition of compulsory pilotage or to inefficient pilot- 
age service. and the commercial interests of Wilmington are highly 
pleased with the result of the free port. 

In his report as president of the chamber of commerce, made 
in May, 1906, he made this further statement with reference to 
the change in the pilotage system: 

We have just completed the first year of our experience as a free 
port, and all the prophecies of dire calamity— 

“That lowered upon our house 
In the deep bosom of the ocean buried "— 


for the record is without a single disaster chargeable to the abolition 
of compulsory pilotage laws. Two pilot crews are maintained at South- 
port, and commerce is receiving better service now than perhaps for 
fifteen years. With the abolition of compulsory laws the pilot-tugboat 
combination fell to pieces, and we now have competitive towing, and 
shipping is most effectually served. 

Conditions could not be more satisfactory, nor could the wisdom of 
those who advocated a free port be more perfectly vindicated. 

Please note the force of this disinterested and emphatic state- 
ment. 

The experience of the port of Wilmington, N. C., as taken 
from the highest and most reliable source of information, con- 
clusively demonstrates that that port is more efficiently and ef- 
fectively served under a free system of pilotage with ten pilots 
than it was with forty pilots under the old compulsory system. 
It conclusively demonstrates that life and property are better 
protected than under the old system. It shows, further, inas- 
much as the ten pilots are now amply sufficient for all the needs 
of that thriving, enterprising, and busy port, that during the 
compulsory pilotage period thirty pilots were being supported 
and maintained by the sail fleet without rendering any efficient 
service of any kind for the tribute levied upon the sail coastwise 
fleet. If we assume, in the absence of having received any in- 
formation upon that point from the pilots themselves—and the 
pilots have been very careful to conceal the extent of compen; 
sation which they have succeeded in receiving under compul- 
sory pilotage—that they have been receiving $2,000 per an- 
num each—and this, I think, would be a conseryative estimate— 
this means that the sail coastwise fleet has been paying to 
the pilots in Wilmington, N. C., prior to March, 1905, an an- 
nual and unnecessary tribute of $60,000. It will be difficult 
to imagine a more obvious and vicious illustration of unjustifia- 
ble legalized graft perpetrated under the forms of State legisla- 
tion. This same condition, although perhaps not quite to the 
extent indicated in Wilmington, beyond all question prevails in 
every southern port, as upon any decent business basis the com- 
pulsory pilotage system is supporting and maintaining a rela- 
tively large number of unnecessary pilots in each port. 

COMPENSATION OF NORFOLK PILOTS. ; 

It is true that the port of Norfolk, Va., is a most conspicuous 
and yicious illustration of this palpable and unjustifiable graft. 
There is considerable controversy as to what sum per year the 


pilots are receiving in that port. It has been asserted that 
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they are receiving in the neighborhood of eight or nine thousand 
dollars a year each. 

It is extremely significant, although this question has been 
pending for the last four or five years, and the compensation of 
the Norfolk pilots has always been an important factor and a 
subject of acute discussion, that no one representing that pilot 
association has ever undertaken to give to the committee or to 
the House any statement as to the sums actually received an- 
nually by these pilots. The only suggestion that has ever been 
made in the way of criticism of the assertion that they are re- 
ceiving eight or nine thousand dollars a year is the statement 
made by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MAYNARD], in whose 
district these pilots are located, that he does not believe“ they 
are receiving that sum. The fact that he has to rest his state- 
ment solely upon his belief, and entirely disclaims any knowl- 
edge, is extremely significant upon this proposition. I suppose 
no one will believe but that if he desired to do so, and the facts 
were of such a character as to make it desirable to have them 
stated, he could ascertain from his constituents in forty-eight 
hours just exactly what the facts are in this regard. But he 
has been a member of the committee for at least two years, and 
has been involved in this agitation for a number of years, and 
while this is an important fact involved in the controversy, he 
has not succeeded during all this time in accumulating any defi- 
nite information upon this point. I think we may safely infer 
that if the information would be favorable to the pilots, definite 
and specific information would be very promptly forthcoming 
through him or through their representatives, so that it could 
reach the knowledge of the House, and we have a right, cer- 
tainly, under the circumstances, to assume that they are receiy- 
ing compensation so large that they do not dare even disclose 
the amount. 

I have in my district 2,000 or 3,000 mechanics whose employ- 
ment is dependent upon the continuation of the shipbuilding 
industry. They are ship carpenters, ship joiners, blacksmiths, 
calkers, ironers, riggers, sallmakers, and so forth, and to-day, 
on account of the decadence of building wooden sailing vessels, 
they are practically without employment in their respective 
trades, and this, remember, is the labor in only one district, 
other sections being also largely interested. The imposition of 
this unjust burden of compulsory pilotage is one of the principal 
causes contributing to this decline. The facts as to this decline 
I shall state more in detail hereafter. These men are good citi- 
zens, intelligent, industrious, thrifty, and law-abiding. They do 
not see any good reason why the industry in which they are in- 
terested should be subjected to an unnecessary burden contribut- 
ing to their being deprived of an opportunity to render an honest 
day’s work for an honest day’s wage in order that the pilots in 
Norfolk, Va., for instance, may receive $9,000 per annum or 
less or a sum that they do not dare disclose, as the result of this 
monopolistic burden. And, as the case shows, no one of these 
pilots in eighteen years has rendered any practical service to a 
sail vessel. It is admitted that in this port the system is main- 
tained for tribute pure and simple, as licenses are issued to ves- 
sels to use that port without a pilot—that is, the owners pay 
for the privilege of navigating their own vessels. They toil not, 
neither do they spin, yet with diligent persistence and insistence 
they gather into barns in order that they may live lives of opu- 
lence, luxury, and leisure, while hundreds of laboring men in 
my district, in order that this interesting proceeding may con- 
tinue undisturbed, are not able to get an opportunity to work 
and get a fair return for service actually rendered. 

It is true that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PRINCE], sup- 
posedly desirous of information in connection with the merits of 
this controversy, inquired of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Mrnor] whether any labor organizations were supporting this 
bill, conveying the inference that the labor organizations were 
arrayed against this bill and therefore it ought not to pass. I 
have just called attention to the fact that from two to three 
thousand of the finest laboring men in this country, living in 
my district, are vitally interested in its passage, and that their 
opportunity for employment to a large degree depends thereon. 
I do not know whether they are or are not fully or thoroughly or- 
ganized. I do know that in every proper legitimate method they 
have expressed themselves as anxious to have this legislation 
passed. I do not understand that they are affiliated with the 
American Federation of Labor. I hope, however, that the inter- 
ests and desires of two to three thousand men in my district 
who labor will receive at least the same consideration from the 
sentimental standpoint as those of 130 pilots, many of whom 
never labor, who happen to be organized and affiliated with the 
‘American Federation of Labor; unless, to be sure, it may appear 
that the Members of the House are to proceed upon the closed- 
shop idea, and entirely ignore the interests of laboring men who 
do not happen to be members of the American Federation of 


Labor and hold that unless they belong to the Federation they 
have no rights that this generation of statesmen are bound to 


respect. 

I have said that there were 130 pilots interested in this bill, 
and this leads me to call attention to the fact that Mr. O’Brien 
has circulated considerable literature in relation to this question, 
among which is a letter dated January 17, 1906, in which he 
says: 

It was stated in the committee that this bill rsa 130 pilots, 
while in fact it affects directly or indirectly 1,000 pilots. 

It is true that it was stated in the committee that it affected 
130 pilots, and it is also true that this statement was made by 
Mr. O’Brien, who testified before the committee, as will be seen 
on page 17 of the hearings, as follows: 


Mr, LITTLEFIELD. How many fieke would be affected by this bill? 
Mr. O’Brien, One hundred and thirty. 


It is hardly necessary to comment upon the two statements 
made by this representative of the pilots’ association, 


= THE BURDEN ON THE SAIL FLEET. 

The effect of this burden upon the sail coastwise fleet is, I 
think, made too obyious for discussion by simply citing, as I 
will, the results in connection with a few vessels. 

The schooner Belle O'Neil, which was purchased in June, 
1904, produced, from 1904 to 1906, in two years and four months 


‘of time, total net earnings of $3,180. She cost $15,000. The 


earnings, without the payment of insurance, amounted to only 
9.1 per cent per year. Upon this vessel, on account of her age, 
the insurance was 11 per cent per annum. Some of her owners 
insured and some did not insure. Those that did not insure, 
of course, in effect insured themselyes. The net result of the 
operation of the vessel is, of course, to be reckoned upon the 
basis of the payment of insurance. If insurance had been paid 
on this vessel, instead of there being any net return from her 
she would have shown a loss of 1.9 per cent. 

The schooner Catherine Monahan was a new vessel, launched 
in 1904, and up to October, 1906, she had made net earnings of 
89,400. She cost $45,000. The insurance upon her was 8 per 
cent per annum. Her net earnings, without paying insurance, 
were 10.5 per cent, and after the payment of insurance it left 
only 24 per cent for interest on the investment and deprecia- 
tion. The estimate for depreciation is about 5 per cent per an- 
num. No depreciation was estimated in the case of the Belle 
O'Neil, above referred to. ; 

PILOTACS FREQUENTLY EXCEEDS NET EARNINGS. 

The schooner Winfred A. Foran, from May, 1905, to January, 
1906, paid $1,200. She cost $17,000. Her net earnings would 
equal 10.5 per cent per year. She insured at 8 per cent, which 
would leave only 2.5 per cent for depreciation and interest. 
During the period in which she paid $1,200, without reckoning 
ree eae to her owners, she paid out in pilotage something like 

1,300. 

A sample trip of the Winfred A. Foran is illuminating on the 
point of the proportion that the pilotage fees bear to the divi- 
dends paid to the owners, On her trip from June 7 to August 9, 
1905, she paid in pilotage fees $326.80, and on that same trip 
was able to pay to her owners only $200. 

In the case of the schooner Laura O. Henderson, the owners 
were compelled to pay $562.50 after a charge had been made of 
$662.50 in one trip, a large portion of which was caused by 
reason of the fact that they were obliged to make a harbor with 
a sick sailor and were required to pay pilotage in and out, even 
under those circumstances; and in this instance the vessel had 
the services of a tug, which rendered the services of the pilot in 
eyery sense unnecessary. 

Between September, 1905, and October, 1906, the schooner 
8. M. Bird paid out in pilotage a little over $1,400, and during 
that same time divided to her owners less than $800. 

The barkentine Frances, on a voyage from Norfolk to Charles- 
ton and return, paid out in pilotage $270, and on the same trip 
the owners had left for her dividends $97.06. The schooner 
John R. Bergen paid in four months in 1904 $752 for pilotage, 
and during the same time paid to her owners only $1,000 in 
dividends, 

The schooner Laura, on a yoyage from New York to Charles- 
ton and return, paid out in pilotage $173.22, and paid to her 
owners $312.55. 

On the very next trip, to the same place and return, she paid 
in pilotage $179, and to her owners $116.32. These are simply 
sample illustrations, which could be duplicated indefinitely if I 
desired to go over the history of the sail coastwise fleet during 
the last eight or ten years. 

DECLINE IN BUILDING SAIL VESSELS. 

As a result of this condition, it is not surprising that the con- 

struction of vessels subject to this southern pilot tax has been 
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steadily decreasing and has now nearly ceased. For years prior 
to 1904 there were more wooden vessels built in the district that 
I haye the honor to represent than in all the rest of the United 


States put together. This includes the Atlantic and Pacific 
coasts and the Great Lakes. Bath is by all odds the most im- 
portant shipbuilding point in the district and for wooden ves- 
sels in the United States. The following extract from the prin- 
cipal newspaper printed in Bath is eloquent upon this point: 


[Bath Daily Times.] 
THE YEAR'S RECORD—NOT ONE TO WHICH BATH CAN POINT WITH PRIDE. 


The year 1905 was a most unfortunate one for Bath shipyards so far 
as the amount of tonnage built and launched is concerned, thereby mak- 
ing the year appear small in comparison with many previous years. 
There were but eight vessels built, all schooners, and their aggregate 
tonnage was 8,454, divided among the following vessels: m 

onnage. 


Alice May Davenport 
Evelyn W. Hinkley 
Orleans 


Camilla May Pag 688 
Frances Hyde 739 
Herbert D. Maxwell 772 
Davis Palme 2, 965 
Robert P. Murphy. 697 


The comparison in the amount of tonnage with previous years is as 
follows : 


This discrimination against the sail and in favor of the steam 
coastwise fleet, largely producing these results, is a direct sub- 
sidy to the steam fleet, a subsidy to corporate as against indi- 
vidual interests. Opposition to this bill means special privi- 
leges to steam vessels as against equal privileges to all vessels, 

To-day there is but one wooden yessel on the stocks in Bath 
‘and but one other in the balance of my district. These facts 
show why it is that throughout my district such a large number 
of intelligent and capable mechanics are to-day deprived of 
their regular employment. 

The people in my district are by no means those who are alone 
interested, as the vessels are owned to a very large extent out- 
side the district, some having from 50 to 100 owners scattered 
all along the coast and over the country. 

All the commerce up and down the coast is interested to wipe 
out this burden, and with practical unanimity is urging the 
passage of this bill. 

It is true that in the course of this debate in opposition to 
this bill various suggestions and insinuations have been made 
in relation to other matters that have no connection of any kind 
with the bill pending before the House, made, no doubt, for the 
purpose of diverting discussion from the pending bill. As to 
all suggestions or insinuations of that character, it is only nec- 
essary to say that they are entirely immaterial, their introduc- 
tion was unjustifiable, their purpose was easily apprehended, 
and I haye no occasion at this time to either directly or indi- 
rectly make any further reference thereto. 

Finally, I submit, Mr. Speaker, that if the question of labor 
is entitled to consideration in connection with this controversy, 
from 2,000 to 3,000 men in one district desiring work are entitled 
to more consideration than 130 men, the great majority of whom 
render no service and receive compensation for service never 
rendered; that as to the fact whether they are or are not in 
either instance federated with any labor organization should 
not affect their rights and interests in a matter of this kind; 
that the facts in this case clearly show that there is to- 
day ample tonnage engaged in the foreign trade to maintain 
and support all the pilots necessary for its use or its legiti- 
mate service in this territory; that the expenditure of millions 
and millions of dollars upon the improvement of harbors in the 
southern territories for the sole, express, and only purpose of 
maintaining them safe and approachable for all commerce has 
now placed them in a position where they are not entitled to 
insist upon levying tribute upon this sail coastwise fleet in order 
that they may be in a position to render service to another and 
independent branch of the merchant marine principally owned 
and conducted by foreigners;.that comparing the compulsory 
pilotage territory with that where pilotage is free, the record, 
which can not be controverted, demonstrates beyond all contro- 
versy that the protection of life, person, and property is vastly 
better conserved in the territory where the pilotage is open to 
free competition and dependent upon actual services rendered 
than in the territory where the other system prevails; that there 
is nothing in any of the facts that will justify the Heuse in 
further continuing the oppressive monopoly and handicap that 
now exists in favor of the steam coastwise tonnage, largely 


owned by great corporate interests, against the sail coastwise 
fleet, which is the property of individual owners and is inde- 
pendently competing for its existence. 


APPENDIX. a! 


[House Report No. 1482, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session.] 
DISCRIMINATION AGAINST SAILING VESSELS IN COASTING TRADE. 
PB er Soe: 19, 1906.—Referred to the House Calendar and ordered to 
rinted. 
r. LITTLEFIELD, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, submitted the following report: 


[To accompany II. R. 5281.) ; 


The Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 5281) entitled “A bill to remove discrimination 
against American sailing vessels in the coasti trade,” haying given 
the same careful consideration recommend that it do pass. 

This bill extends to coastwise sailing vessels in the southern waters 
from Norfolk to Galveston the same rights which Congress has already 
granted to their competitors, the coastwise steamers, im those same 
waters, and which both sail and steam vessels enjoy on all the rest of 
the Atlantic coast, the Pacific coast, and on the Great Lakes and all 
rivers, i. e., the right to enter and leave those ports without paying 
for pilots when they do not use them and do not need them, 

It affects the ‘profits, according to the official representative of the 
lots, of about 130 men, who now have a monopoly of the piloting 
usiness in those ports, neither the State nor the municipality being a 

sharer in the money thus collected. 

It removes discriminating laws which are a relic of days when 
harbors were practically unmarked by light-ships, Hght-houses, and 
buoys, channels dredged and uncharted, and towboats, commanded by 
— own expert local pilots, taking vessels into and out of harbors 
unknown. 

It enables. American sailing vessels seeking shelter from the storm 
to enter those harbors, upon which the Government has spent so many 
millions to make them safely navigable, without being taxed for the 
privilege by private individuals whom they neither need nor use, just 
as such vessels 8 enter all other ports and the southern port of 
Wilmington, N. C., since March, 1905, when that port was made free 
in both foreign and coastwise trade. . 

It has no reference to nor effect upon the general pilot system of 
the country, and therefore the great bulk of the objections and pro- 
tests urged against the bill before the committee have no bearing upon 
it. It does not, as has been often erroneously asserted, prevent or 
attempt to prevent sail vessels from employing a local pilot, but leaves 
them entirely free to employ one if they need him, in which case they 
0 7 pay for the service, as for any other service actually rendered 

o them. 

In addition to the report of this committee made last year and an- 
nexed hereto and made a part of this report, it may be said that the 
mass of resolutions, petitions, letters, and telegrams from the great 
producers and shippers in the Southern States- to this committee and 
the members thereof, herein 9 5 and summarized, is such as to 
command the utmost consideration and respect. 

DELAWARE. 
WILMINGTON, DEL., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES H. Grosvenor, r 
Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C.: 

We wish to advocate vigorously passage of Littlefield bill abolishing 
compulsory pilotage. 

BUSH & RAYNER. 


FLORIDA. 
Live OAK, FLA., January 9, 1906. 
Hon. Cms. II. Grosvenor, 
Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisherics Committee, 
Washington, D. C.: 


We own and operate two large sawmills, producing 100,000 fect of 
jumper daily; are large producers of naval stores; owners of timber 
land and managers of the Live Oak Ferry and Gulf Railway Com- 
pany. We believe that the interests of manufacturers, wes ase and 
property owners in this State will benefit by the passage of the anti- 
compulsory pilotage bill and we urge its passage. 

HE DAWLING LBR. AND N. S. Co. 


JACKSONVILLE, FLA., January 11, 1906. 
Lion. C. H. GROSVENOR, 
Chairman House Committee, Washington, D. C. 


We are large shippers of yellow-pine lumber from this port, Fer- 
nandina, and Gulf ports, and most urgently wish the passage of the 
anticompulsory pilotage bill. 

Rost. Sizer & Co. 


WATERTOWN, FLA., January 9, 1906. 
Hon. C. H. GROSVENOR, 
Chairman House Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisherics, 
Washington, D. 0.: 


We think the Littlefield anticompulsory pilotage bill now before Con- 
gress should be passed and strongly urge same. We being large saw- 
mill owners, shippers from Fernandina and Jacksonyille, timbered-land 
proprietors, and extensive operators in naval stores, belleye it will pro- 
mote our interests as well as other producers in the South. 

East Coast LUMBER COMPANY. 


JACKSONVILLE, FLA., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. C. H. GROSVENOR, 
Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisherics Committee, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0.: 


I respectfully urge passage of Littlefield N PROLES bil. 
I am one of the largest shippers of railroad ties and lumber from Jack- 
sonville, Fernandina, and Brunswick; heavily interested in timber and 
other property in this State, and believe this bill should pass in the in- 
383 of all producers and shippers and that it will be a benefit to the 
uth, 
DEXTER HUNTER. 


1906. 


JACKSONVILLE, FLA., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. C. H. Grosvenor, 


Washington, D. 0.: 

We, as lumber and cross-tie manufacturers and naval stores’ operators 
- oad Stato, advocate the passage of the Littlefield anticompulsory 
pilotage 

EMPIRE LUMBER COMPANY. 
WHITE SPRINGS, FLA., January 8, 1906. 
Hon. C. H. GROSVENOR, $ 
Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee, 
Washington, D. C.: 

We own 200,000 acres of timber land, three large sawmills, and 

operate a railroad, and we strongly urge the passage of the anticom- 


ulsory pilotage bill. 
5 z R. J. & B. F. CAMP LBR. CO. 


LAKE CITY, FLA., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS. H. GROSVENO; 
Washington, D. C.: 

We own 150,000 acres of timber and operate two large sawmills at 
Dunnellon and Crystal River, Fla, We believe the interests of shippers, 
manufacturers, and property owners in this State will be benefited by 
the passage of the anticompulsory pilotage bill, and we strongly urge its 
passage. 

CRYSTAL River LUMBER Co, 


JACKSONVILLE, FLA., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. C. H. GROSVENOR, 
Chairman Merchant Marine and eee eee 


>, 


ashington, D. C.: 


We are sawmill owners and shippers from this pore Urgenti re- 
quest the passage of the Littlefield anticompulsory pilotage bill. 
EAGLE MILLS LUMBER COMPANY. 


GAINESVILLE, FLA., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHs. H, GROSVENOR, 
Washington, D. 0.: 

While we are large shippers of phosphate rock to foreign ports and 
the Littlefield anticompulsory pilotage bill has very little effect either 
way on our business, still we are especially interested that all laws 
affecting the shipping business through our southern ports shall be of 
such a nature as to render ever, posme advantage and be just and 
right, and feeling the injustice of the existing law of compulsory pilot- 
‘age, we most heartily indorse the pending Littlefield bill. 

DUTTON PHOSPHATE COMPANY. 


3 JACKSONVILLE, FLA., January 11, 1906. 
Hon. C. H. GROSVENOR, 
Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
Washington, D. 0.: 
advocate passage of anticompulsory bill. 
have large timber interests in this State. 
STANDARD CYPRESS Co. 


We most urgent! We are 


sawmill owners an 


JACKSONVILLE, FLA., January II, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS. H. GROSVENOR, 
Washington, D. C.: 

We are owners of over 300,000 acres timber land in this State; man- 
ufacturers of railroad ties and timber, and strongly urge passage of 
Littlefield anticompulsory bill, believing it will benefit this State and all 
the South, 

Tue ATLANTIC LUMBER Co. 
JACKSONVILLE, FLA., January 11, 1906, 
Hon. C. H. Grosvenor, 
Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee, 
Washington, D. C.: 
We are tly in favor of passage of Littlefield anticompulsory 
ilotage bill. We are large sawmill and landowners at Otto Creek, 
Pia., and shippers from Jacksonville and Fernandina. 
BLISS & VANUKER, 


Nxw YORK, January 16, 1906. 
W. D. Casn, Key West, Fla.: 
Please wire, collect, if Plant Line steamers coming from Habana and 
going to Habana, in and out Key West, take pilots, and the amount of 
ilotage they pay. Do you know of any special arrangements they 


ave? Wire fully. 
N. A. BENNER & Co. 
Key WEST, FLA., January T, 1906. 
N. A. Benner & Co., 8 
77 Water Street, New York, N. V. 
Plant Line steamers from Key West to Habana, Habana to Key West, 
pay special rate pilotage $1,300 year. 3 
D. CASH. 


Key WEST, FLA., January 17, 1906. 
N. A. Benner & Co „Dann . 


77 Water Street, New York City: 
Plant Line do not take pilots, but pay special rate mentioned 


D. CASH. 


W. J. H. TAYLOR, Key West, Fla.: 
New YORK, January 16, 1906. 
Please wire, collect, if Plant Line steamers, coming from Habana and 
going to Habana, in and out Key West, take pilots, and the amount of 
pee they pay. Do you know of any special arrangements they 


ave? Wire fully. 
N. A. BENNER & Co. 


- Key West, FLA., January E, 1906. 


N. A. BENNER & Co., 
77 Water Street, New York City: 
Plant Line steamers do not take pilots either coming or going to 
Habana from Key West. Pilots have a special agreement with man- 
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ae of P. & O. Steamship Company for $1,300 per year covering all 
their ships for pilotage. 
W. J. H. TAYLOR. 


New YORK, January 16, 1906. 


Joux T. GuNN, Tampa, Fla.: 
Please ascertain and wire, collect, to-day if Plant's steamers runnin 
Habana employ pilots going in and out Pert Tampa. Do you know of 
any special arrangement they have? If so, wire fully. 
N. A. BENNER & Co. 


TAMPA, FLA., January 16, 1906. 
N. A. Benner & Co., 
77 Water Street, New York: 
Steamers do not employ pilots. Captains have coastwise license. 


If any special arrangements is at Key West from Habana. 
Jons T. GUNN. 


GEORGIA. 
ATLANTA, GA., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. C. H. GROSVENOR, 
Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee: 


As owners of timber lands and sawmills and as lumber shippers we 
urge the prompt seg oe of Littlefield anticompulsory pilotage bill, 
as in our interest, in the interest of all southern timber land and saw- 
mill owners, and in order to place sail vessels on equal terms with 
steam vessels. 

Union Prnorotis Saw MILLS. 


ASHBURN, GA., January 10, 1906, 
Hon. CHAS. H. Grosvenor, 
Washington D. O.: 
Owning sawmills and timber lands, we ask for the early enactment 
of the Littlefield anticompulsory pilotage bill, so as to put an end to 
the unfair discrimination against sail vessels in the coast trade and 


as in the interest of southern merchants, shippers, and vessel owners. 
S. BETTS COMPANY. 


Tirrox, GA., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHas. H. GROSVENOR, 
Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee, 
Washington, D. C.: 
We earnestly urge enactment Littlefield anticompulsory pilotage 
bill, being sawmill operators and owners of timber land in Georgia. 
- ENSIGN OSKAMP COMPANY, 


Tipton, GA., January 10, 1908. 
Hon. CHAS. GROSVENOR, 


Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee, 
Washington, D. 0.: 
Representing large sawmill interest and timber owners in Florida. 
Earnestly beg that you pass H. R. bill 5281, to remove discrimina- 


tions against sail vessels. 
GEORGIA-FLORIDA MILL COMPANY. 
TIFTON, GA., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. C. H. GROSVENOR, : 
Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
Washington, D. O.: 

As producers and manufacturers of lumber, sawmill and timber- 
ana 5117 in Georgia request passage of Littlefield anticompulsory 
pilotage 3 

ENSIGN LUMBER COMPANY. 


ATLANTA, GA., January 9, 1996. 
Hon. C. II. Grosvenor, 
Chairman House Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee, 
Washington, D. C.: 
As representing timber lands and as shippers of lumber we urgently 
request passage of House bill 5281, to remove discriminations against 
American sailing vessels in the Cantina trade. 
SNTERPRISE LUMBER COMPANY. 
Tipton, GA., January 8, 1906. 
Hon. C. H. Grosvenor, 
Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisherics Committee, 
Washington, D. C.: 
Having large sawmill, timber land, and vessel interests, respectful 
urge enactment Littlefield bill to abolish compulsory pilotage on sail 
yessels in coasting trade. 
H. H. Terr. 


ATLANTA, GA., January 9, 1906. 
Hon, C. H. GROSVENOR, 
Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee, 
Washington, D. C. 

Am shippin proma rock Tampa to Gulfport and paying four 
unnecessary pilotages every voyage. Vessel towing in and out of each 
port, and compulsory employment of State 1 5 grossly unjust and 
great hardship on shippers, vessel owners, and consumers; hence urge 
prompt passage Littlefield anticompulsory pilotage bill. ace 

CKING. 


DARIEN, GA., January 11, 1906. 
Hon. Cas. H. GROSVENOR, Washington, D. C.: 

Representing and owning sawmills and timber lands in the State of 
Georgia, and shipping annually over 60,000,000 feet, we strongly urge 
the passage of the Littlefield pilotage bill, H. R. 5281. 

ILTON & DODGE LUMBER COMPANY. 


MAINE. 
PORTLAND, ME., January 11, 1906. 
Hon. C. H. Grosvenor, 
Washington, D. C. 
We feel that the Littlefield anticompulsory pilotage bill is just and 
right, and we urge its passage. 
RANDELL & MCALLISTER, 
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[Brotherhood of Boller Makers and - Iron-Shi 
affiliated with American Federation o 


Batu, ME., February 9, 1906. 


Builders of America, 
Labor, 1886.] 


Hon. CHAELES H. Grosvenor, 
Chairman of Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee. 


Dran Sin: At the last regular meeting of the Boiler Makers’ and 
Iron-Ship Builders’ Union, comprising over 400 men, it was voted that 
a communication be sent your honorable body urging that you do all 
in your power to abolish compulsory pilotage on coastwise shipping in 
3 ports, as we honestly believe that it is detrimen to our 

erests. 


Very respectfully, WILLIAM DONNELL, Secretary. 


[Bath Central Labor Union, affiliated with A. F. of L. I 
Batu, ME., February 9, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES H. Grosvenor, 


Chairman of Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committce. 

Dran Sm: At the last regular meeting of the Bath Central Labor 
Union, comprising over 600 men, it was voted that a communication 
be sent your honorable body urging that you do all in your power to 
abolish compulsory pilotage on coastwise shipping in southern ports, 
as we honestly believe that it is detrimental to our interests. 

Very respectfully, 
WILLIAM DONNELL, Sccretary. 


BATH, ME., January 11, 1906. 
C. II. GROSVENOR, 


Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee, 
Washington, D. C. 
Use best efforts to pass pilot bill, and have prayers of all vessel 
owners. 
G. C. DEERING Co. 


PORTLAND, ME., January 11, 1906. 
Hon. C. H. GROSVENOR, M. C., 


2 Washington, D. 0.: 

Littlefield anticompulsory pilotexe bill coming before committee 
to-day should be passed by all means; it would be a great benefit to 
shipping in this country. 

Epw. L. Foss. 


PORTLAND, ME., January 11, 1906, 
Hon. C. H. Grosvenor, 


Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C.: 
Littlefield anticompulsory pilotage bill most vitally important. 
James W. PARKER, Shipowner. 
Batu, ME., January 11, 1906. 
Hon. C. IH. Grosvenor, 5 
Washington, D. C.: 
It — of vital importance that bill abolishing compulsory pilotage be 
asse 
p J. W. HAWLEY, Vessel Agent. 


Baru, ME., January 11, 1906. 
Hon. C. H. GROSVENOR, 
Washington, D. 0.: zg 
We earnestly urge the abolishment compulsory pilotage. Of great 
importance to our shipping interest. 
Percy & SMALL. 


Baru, MB., January 11, 1906. 


Hon. C. H. Grosvenor, 
Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisherics Committee, 
Washington, D. 0.: 


It is of vital importance to our shipbuilding that compulsory pilot- 


age be abolished. 
ge Jas. B. DRAKE & Sons, 
Shipowners. 
PORTLAND, ME., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. C. H. Grosvenor, M. C., 
Washington, D. C.: 
Consider passage Littlefield anticompulsory pilotage bill very neces- 
gary ; present law detrimental all shipping. 
CENTRAL WHARF TOWBOAT COMPANY., 


PORTLAND, ME., January 11, 1906. 
Hon. C. H. GROSVENOR, 
Washington, D. C.: 
We strongly urge passa, Littlefield anticompulsory pilotage bill 
coming before committee to-day. 3 
W. S. Jorpan & Co. 


PORTLAND, ME., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. C. H. Grosvenor, 
Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C.: 
We urge passage Littlefield anticompulsory pilotage bill coming be- 
fore committee 3 Passage. ct this bill will benefit shipping 


materially. 
y J. S. Wrxstow & Co. 
PORTLAND, ME., January II, 1906. 
Hon. C. H. GROSVENOR, ` 
Washington, D. O.: 
I trust committee will favorably consider passage Littlefield anti- 
compulsory pilotage bill now under advisement, _ 
Wu. L. BLAKE. 


MARYLAND. ' 
5 BALTIMORE, MD., January $, 1906, 
Hon. Frank C. WACHTER, 
Baltimore, Md. 
Dear Sır: The undersigned, citizens of Baltimore, who are ship- 
owners, ship captains, ship brokers, ship chandlers, lumber merchants; 


fertilizer manufacturers, phosphate rock miners, phosphate rock ship- 
pers, coal miners, coal merchants, receivers and shippers of miscella- 
neous cargoes, and others, interested in the transportation of cargoes 
from southern ports to Baltimore and Baltimore to southern ports, re- 
spectfully request you to give favorable consideration and urge the 
prompt passage of H. R. 5281, entitled “A bill to remove discrimina-- 
tion a t American sailing vessels in the coasting trade,” to the end 
that relief may be afforded from an injustice that is steadily ruining 
our sailing-vessel business. 

The passage of this bill will not affect the present pilotage system 
in our State, and your efforts to help secure its enactment will be 
greatly appreciated by the undersigned. 

Davis Coal and Coke Company, E. Kelly Rothstin, man- 
ager; C. W. Hendley & Co., C. W. Hendley; W. K. 
Niver Coal spear’ by J. W. Galloway; J. Stuart 
Traney & Co.; P. M. Wimble; Grange & Lewis; I. J, 
Beacham & Bro.; The Hubbard Fertilizer Company 
of Baltimore a Howard Hubbard, secretary and 


treasurer; S. Hamilton Coal Company, Irving 
Adams, secretary and treasurer; eee tard 
urer; S. M. 


Wilson Company Van Lear Black, 
Johnson & n Coal Company, Robert R. Marchant, 
treasurer; Maryland Transportation N pe H UN PS 
Henderson, secretary-treasurer; Geo. . Jones & 
Co., ship brokers; Fred L. Clayton & Co., ship 
brokers and commission merchants; Aliston Stewart 
& Co.; re ie & Woodall, shipowners; Thos. H. 
White & Co.; The American Towing and Lightering 
Company, R. J. Bradford, secretary and treasurer ; - 
Ryland & Brooks Lumber Company, 8 ottswood 
Bird, treasurer; Greenleaf Johnson Lumber Com- 
ny, per W. F. Harrison; Wathen & Hooper, shi 
rokers; William D. Gill & Son; Thos. Matthews 
Son; . F. Sloan & Bro.; Spedden Shipbuilding 
Company, per H. Addiser; E. J. Codd Company; 
Thos, McCosker & Co.; arry G. Skinner; Gray, 
Irelan & Co.; S. B. Marts Co., Jos. W. Brooks, sec- 
retary-treasurer; Maryland Coal and Coke 5 
pana G. Brown, president; Hite & Rafetto, G. R. 
Gavell, manager; The Armour Fertilizer Works, J. 
Allen Moore, manager; Merchants’ Coal Company, 
C. W. Atkinson, treasurer; Georges Creek Coal and 
Iron Company, by William H. Cooper, treasurer; John 
D. Adams; Griffith & Boyd; Philip Weaver & Son 
Towing Company; G. Ober & Sons Company, Jno. K. 
Ober, vice-president; The Miller Fertilizer Company, 
Thomas Roberts, president; John A. Boyce; 
J. D. Sproul, -master schooner 
2 & Read; a & Sons Company, per A. G. 
in 3 


Guano Company, 
stone Coal and 
manager ; 
Thos. C. 

Railway Machine 
secretary; O. R 

L. Rohde & Son; 


Works, J. J. Covel, 
er & Son, per C. H. Reeder; Chas. 
Michael K. Cathall. 


BALTIMORE, MD., January 9, 1906. 
CHAS. H. GROSVENOR, 


Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C.: 
We urge the passage of the Littlefield bill abolishing compulsory 
pilotage as an unnecessary expense. 
3 Gro. F. SLOAN & Bro. 


BALTIMORE, MD., January 19, 1906. 
Hon. C. E. LITTLEFIELD, 
House of Representatives, Washington D. C. 


Dean Sin: We take the liberty of suggesting that we think your 
efforts to suppress the . sere pilot charges should have the recog- 
pition and support of all those who have been imposed on for years. 

We have a line of barges, entirely dependent on tugboats for move- 
ment, trading from James River points to New York, and, notwithstand- 
ing the tugs haye Government pilots aboard, we are compelled to pay 
the Virginia Pilots“ Association, a body which we understand is not 
even incorporated, a yearly fee of 10 cents per ton for the privilege 
of going and coming through the Capes. 

We are writing our Representatives, Messrs. TALBOTT, WACHTER, and 
Mupp, urging them to stand zi you, and hope before long to see the 
end of this odious custom, which in our case particularly is nothing 
more than a hold up.” The pilots render us no service whatever. 

Respectfully, yours, 
THE P. DOUGHERTY Co. 
Tuos. F. MCHUGH. 


4 BALTIMORE, January 18, 1906. 
The Hon. Mr. LITTLEFIELD, 
Member of House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Sin: We note in to-day'’s press an item relating to a “ Protest from 

pilots,” against your bill now before the House of Representatives. In 
this connection we beg to enter our protest against the tribute exacted 
of us and others so engaged in the coastwise trade under the com- 
pulsory pilotage laws now in force in Virginia and other southern 
vorts. ; 
3 Our tugs and barges are principally engaged in the coastwise trade 
towing barges coal laden between Virginia and New England ports, 
and the respective masters of our tugs hold Federal license, issued by 
the local steamboat inspectors, covering the Atlantic coast and tribu- 
taries. Yet, notwithstanding this fact, when our barges in tow of our 
tugs arrive at Virginia or other southern paa for cargo, we are com- 
pelled to. either pay pilotage fees or purchase a yearly license on all 
of our barges, simply for the privilege of entering and leaving port. 

In view of the fact that the pilots of said ports do not render any 
service whatsoever, but only spons the barges when they arrive and 
have been moored by our tugs, it would appear to our mind as nothin 
more or less than tribute. These ba can not move or shift withou 
the power of the tug and are under the care and direction of the mas- 
ters of said tugs, o, as stated above, hold Federal license governing 
such waters, 
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We therefore urge and request the repeal of the present compulsory 
pilotage laws. 
Very respectfully, yours, R. J. BRADFORD, 


Secretary and Treasurer, 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


OFFICE oF THE CHINA MUTUAL INSURANCE COMPANY, 
Boston, January 5, 1906. 
CHARLES H. Grosvenor, Esq. 
Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee, 
Washington, D. C. 


DEAR SIR: We are 3 to express our approval of House bill No. 
5281, introduced in the House of Representatives by Representative 
LITTLEFIELD, of Maine, “A bill to remove discrimination against Ameri- 
can sailing vessels in the coasting trade.” We understand that pilota 
on our coastwise saning fleet is not now compulsory in many of the 
States, and can be and is evaded in others by vessels taking out yearly 
licenses. We are inclined to think that a vessel making or leaving 
pori in tow to be as safe if not safer without a local pilot, and in fact 
lieve that the abolishment of compulsory pilotage on vessels covered 
Ley lt will be a good thing for the safety of life and property. 
emaining, 


Yours, very truly, EDMUND A. POOLE, President. 


OFFICE OF FIELD & COWLES, 
; Boston, January 5, 1906. 
CHARLES H. Grosvenor, Esq.. * 
Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee, 
Washington, D. C. 

Drar Sin: We take pleasure in expressing our approval of House bill 
No. 5281, introduced in the House of Representatives by Representative 
LITTLEFIELD, of Maine, entitled, “A bill to remove discrimination against 
American sailing vessels in the coasting trade.” 

Pilotage on our coastwise sailing fleet is not now compulsory in many 
of our States, and can be and is evaded in others by vessels taking out 
a yearly license. We believe a vessel making or leaving port in tow to 
be as safe, if not safer, without a local pilot, and in fact fully believe 
that the complete abolishment of 8 pilotage on vessels covered 
by this bill will at least work no harm to the safety of life or property. 

Yours, very truly, FIELD & Cowes, Agents. 


Boston INSURANCE COMPANY, 
Boston, January 9, 1906. 
CHARLES H. Grosvenor, Esq., 
Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee, ' 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sin: House bill No. 5281, introduced in the House of Repre- 
sentatives by Representative LITTLEFIELD, of Maine, entitled “A bill to 
remove discrimination against American sailing vessels in the coasting 
trade,” has been called to our attention. 

As a considerable portion of our business is the insuring of American 
sailing vessels and their cargoes in coastwise trade, we believe that the 
abolishment of 5 pilotage on vessels, as covered by this bill, 
8 DEOS no injury to life or property, and we hope that the bill will 

passed. 


Yours, truly, R. B. FULLER, President. 


Boston, MASS., January 12, 1906. 
Hon. W. S. MCNARY, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0.: 


The maritime committee Boston Chamber of Commerce strongly in- 
dorses Littlefield antipilotage bill and urges its enactment. 
Daxi. D. Monss, Secretary. 


Boston, MASS., January 11, 1906. 


Hon. CHAS. H. GROSVENOR 
Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee: 


The undersigned Boston merchants and shipowners earnestly request 
the passage of the Littlefield anticompulsory pilotage bill now before 
your committee, believing it for the mutual benefit of business and ship- 
ping and enhancing the safety of life and property. 

Coastwise Transportation Co., Crowell & Thurlow, Philip 
Fitz; L. D. Baker, Wm. F. Palmer, James Bliss & Co., 
J. P. Elliott & Co., David W. Simpson, S. R. Crowell, 
C. S. Clidden & Co., H. Maynard, Allan Forbes, 
Charles Hunt & Co., Warren Monks Co., Flitner, 
Atwood & Co., John S. Emory & Co., Wm. 8. Spauld- 
ing, Geo. Medueston Co., P. S. Huckins & Co., Wen- 
dell F. Brown & Co. 


" Boston, MASS., January 11, 1906. 
Hon. WII. S. McNary, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sin: I wired you to-day urging you to support the Littlefield 
pilotage bill to abolish compulsory pilotage in coastwise trade, or, as it 
should more properly be designated, to extend to sailing vessels the 
privileges now enjoyed 110 steam vessels. I can assure yeo your sup- 
port of this measure will receive the hearty approval of all the com- 
mercial bodies in Boston and redound to your credit among all thinking 
men whose interests lie in the line of a better merchant marine. I can 
not understand the action of the Boston pilots in opposing this meas- 
ure; in no way does it affect their interests In Boston or in Massachu- 
setts, and only extends to us the privileges of licensed masters pilotin 
their own vessels in southern ports—a privilege they have exercise 
here for over thirty years with no ill results to the vessels themselves 
and great advantage to the commercial interests of Massachusetts. 
Yours, truly, 
R. R. FREEMAN. 


8 Boston, Mass., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. Wm. S. McNary, = sf 
Member of Congress, Washington, D. C.: 
Clients of mine interested in shipping request me to wire you regard- 
ing Littlefield pilotage bill. It ought to receive your 1 
RALPH W. BARTLETT. 


law, and we also disapprove of the action taken b; 


: Boston, Mass., January 11, 1906. 
Hon. WM. S. McNary, Washington, D. C.? 
I earnestly urge you to support Littlefield bill abolishing compulsory 


pilotage. Absolutely no injury Massachusetts pilotage interests and 
great benefit Massachusetts shipping interests. 
R. R. FREEMAN. 


Boston, MASS., January 12, 1906. 
Hon. C. H. GROSVENOR, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
The maritime committee Boston Chamber of Commerce strongly in- 
dorses Littlefield antipilotage bill and urges its enactment. 
ANL. D. Morss, Secretary. 


Resolved, That the Boston Chamber of Commerce 8 indorses 
and urges the passage by Congress of House bill No. 5281, introduced 
by Congressman LITTLEFIELD, providing for the extension of the same 
8 to coastwise sailing vessels now enjoyed by the coastwise 
steamers. 


Boston, Mass., January 15, 1906. 
The Hon. CHas. H. GROSVENOR, 


Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee, 
g Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sin: The undersigned members of the Boston Marine Socie 
and Shipmasters earnestly request that the Littlefield Pilotage bill, 
so-called, allowing the masters of sail vessels to be licensed to pilot 
their own vessels on the same conditions that were granted to the 
masters and mates of steam vessels many years ago, may become a 
the trustees of the 
Boston Marine Society, who passed resolutions 83 of said 
bill, none of said trustees pen in active business as shipmasters, and 
not directly interested in this bill, which is a hardship to us as ship- 
masters and shipowners. 

George W. Frost, agent, schooners Tifton and C. L. 
itchell; capacity, 2,000 tons. Alex. Ross, master, 
schooner Helen W. Martin; capacity, 3,500 tons. 
Geo. W. Dow, barkentine Auburndale; capacity, 900 
tons. J. B. Crocker, agent an representi: 
schooners Addison E. Bullard, Harry T. Hayward, 
Joseph G. Ray, Winfield 8. Schuster, Helen E. Taft, 
aggregating 10,350 tons coal capacity. J. G. Crow- 
ley, general manager of vessels of 45,000 tons carry- 
ing capacity. James F. Bliss, owner of parts of 50 
to 75 vessels of large carrying capacity. Daniel 8. 
Emery, owner of parts of 30 vessels. ohn G. Mose- 
ley, owner of parts of vessels. Nehemiah B. Kelley, 
James Gurney, jr., Browning K. Bates. Donald B. 
Smith, master vessel 5,300 tons carrying (Elizabeth 
Palmer). Ralph E. Emery, treasurer of John 8. 
Emery & Co., shipowners and managers. 


MISSISSIPPI. 
GULFPORT, Miss., January 9, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS, H. GROSVENOR, 
Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee, 
Washington, D. C.: 
Owning sawmills and 75,000 acres of timber land in the State of 
Mississippi, we strongly urge the favorable consideration and prompt 
passage of H. R. 5281, removing discriminations against American 
PRIDE vessels, so that we may have the advantage of lower freight 
rates. 
GULF Coast LUMBER COMPANY. 
Joun H. Gary. 


GULFPORT, MISS., January 8, 1906, 
Hon. H. Grosvenor, Washington, D. 0.: 

As shipper of lumber and agent of two American sailing vessels, I 
strongly urge the prompt passage of H. R. 5281, to remove discrimi- 
nations against American vessels. 

H. SPROUL. 


GULFPORT, Miss., January 9, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS. GROSVENOR, 
Chairman Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries Committee, Washington, D. 0.: 

We earnestly urge the passage of the Littlefield pilotage bill, to 
remove discriminations against American sailing vessels; and have 
mailed to Hon. JOHN SHARP WILLIAMS petition signed by practically all 
shippers here, representing production over 000.0 feet lumber 
annually, and also signed by other industries interested. 

GULFPORT COTTON OIL AND FERTILIZER 
MANUFACTURING COMPANY. 
Jos. DENNEE, Manager. 


GELFPORT, Miss., January 29, 1906. 


Congressman. LITTLEFIELD, 
Washington, D. 0.: 


We earnestly hope that your bill (II. R. 5281) to remove discrimina- 
tion against American sailing vessels will be favorably reported and 
passed. We are forwarding Hon. JOHN SHARP WILLIAMS to-day peti- 
tion from lumber merchants in this section whose yearly output is over 
200,000,000 feet, together with signatures from other industries, all 
strongly favoring bill. 

GULFPORT COTTON OIL FERTILIZER AND MANPG. Co. 
JOSEPH DENNE, Manager. 


The honorable SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C. 
Sin: We, the undersigned, fertilizer manufacturers, lumber manufac- 
turers, shippers, receivers of miscellaneous cargoes, merchants and citi- 
zens of the State of Mississippi, whose principal pene, terminals are 
Gulfport and Pascagoula, res fully request the favorable considera- 
tion and prompt passage of 


. R. 5281, entitled “A bill to remove dis- 
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crimination against American sailing vessels in 


the coasting trade ;” 

and we hereby protest t such vessels in the coasting trade bein 
compelled to employ State P hA — when their services are not required: 
an imposition from which Con s thirty-five years ago relieved steam 
vessels, the denial of which relief to sailing vessels constitutes the dis- 
crimination complained of, a hardship especially severe upon the com- 
merce of Mississippi, as our ports are mainly dependent upon sailing 

vessels for the transportation of our commerce. 

Gulfport Cotton Oil Fertilizer and Mfg. Co.—Capital in- 

. vested, $600,000 in plant and material, Joseph Denne, 

secretary and manager; Gulf Coast Lumber 8 

shipments, 40,000,000 feet per year, owners 75,000 

acres timber land: S. S. Henry. jr., exporter pitch, 

pine lumber, and timber; S. E. Naylor, exporter lum- 

r and timber; Thayer Export Lumber Company, 

pe F. A. Frese, vice-president, exporters yellow-pine 

umber and timber; H. K. Denny, ter of lumber ; 


utzler, editor; Wm. Whitmer & Sons (Incorporated), 
ater exporters; O. G. O'Ganach, editor Gulfport 
ecord. 


“NEW JERSEY. 
CAMDEN, N. J., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES H. Grosvenor, 


Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C.: 
„We earnestly urge passage of Littlefield bill abolishing compulsory 
ifotage on coasting vessels. It is unnecessary and detriment to best 
siness interest, 
MUNGER & BENNETT. 


MANASQUAN, N. J., February 6, 1906. 
The Hon. Bens. 5 HOWELL, 


3 
Vashington, D. C.: 

We, the undersigned, masters and owners of vessels employed in the 
coastwise trade, do poyani | petition you to use every means in your 
power to secure the passage of the bill now before Congress prohibiting 
compulsory pilotage. 

Asher Curtis, managing owner schooner Sarah W. Law- 
rence, and others; Geo. — managing owner 
schooner Malcolm Barter and others; B. B. Pearce, 
owner; M. D. Mann, owner; F. O. Bailey, manager 
and owner schooner H. S. Little; Randolph Long- 
street, master Greenleaf Johnson; È. S. Vanleer, ves- 
sel owner; Theodore Cook, vessel owner; A. F. Von- 
note, vessel owner; M. M. Pierce, vessel owner; Levi 
Curtis, vessel owner; Elwood A. Lyman, vessel 
owner; C. J. Parker, vessel owner; T. A. Zimmermann, 
vessel owner; Fred F. Schock, vessel owner: H. Get- 
senger, vessel owner; Wm. H. Potter, vessel owner: 
B. H. Hills, vessel owner; G. A. Johnson, vessel 
owner; J. F. Bowne, vessel owner. 


. NEW YORK, 
New Tonk, January 10, 1906. 
Hon. Cras. H. Grosvenor, 
Washington, D. C.: 


Compulsory We cee on coasting vessels is unnecessary and injurious 
to business. e strongly urge passage of Littlefield bill abolishing same. 
EXPORT LUMBER COMPANY. 


New YORK, January 10, 1906, 
Hon, CHAS. H. Grosvenor, 
Washington, D. C.: 


We object compulsory piotage on coasting vessels; consider it inju- 
rious to lumber trade, and we urge passage of Littlefield bill abolishing 
same. > 

ATLANTIC COAST LUMBER CORPORATION. 


New YORK, January 16, 1906. ., 
CHARLES H. Grosvenor, Esq., 


q. 
Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee, 
Washington, D. C. 


Dran Sin: In the discussion on the pilot's bill we notice the signature 
of Captain Rawding, of the bark Rose Innes, against the proposed legis- 
lation. We beg to advise you that we are managing owners of this bark, 
the captain having but a very small interest. We believe through mis- 
representation that he has signed the petition against the proposed legis- 
lation, and we hereby wish to be on record as geing in favor of the pao 
posed change in law removing the. discrimination against American 
vessels. Compulsory pilotage imposes a EM heavy tax on American 
vessels and it should be removed at once. The bark Rose Innes on her 
last trip to Fernandina, under date of December 30, paid for inward 
pilotage $80, for outward pilotage $120, making a total of $200, although 
she had been towed into that port by a tugboat at an expense of $103.45, 
and the services of a pilot were entirely unnecessary. 

We trust that this letter will receive due attention, and remain, 


Yours, tral 
ee Jas. W. ELWELL & Co., 
Managing Owners Bark Rose Innes. 


NEW YORK, January 30, 1906, 
Hon. WILLIAM S. Greene, 


Fall River, Mass. - 

Drar Sin: I understand that there is a bill before the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries which proposes to abolish the extensive 
charges for pilotage on the southern Atlantic coast, and I wish to enter 
my protest against the present law, through which sailing vessels have 
to bear a charge which is most onerous and unnecessary to a trade which 
at best Is scarcely able to live under the restrictions by which ft is 


handita; I have no special interest in sailing vessels beyond that 
of one who ‘wishes to see every class of the merchant marine developed 
and be 


ttered. 
Respectfully, T. W. MILLER, 


PORT JEFFERSON, N. Y., January 16, 1906. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ` 
ON THE MERCHANT MARINE AND FISHERIES, 
Washington, D. d. 

Dear Sir: My attention has been called to a letter signed by Capt. 
Chas. Thompson, master of schooner Florence Randall, which Mr. J. SE 
McDonald, manager pilots’ office, Charleston, S. C., is using to bolster 
2 the claim of compulsory pilotage. I beg to state that Capt. Chas, 
Thompson had no interest in schooner Florence Randall; was simply 
sailing master of said vessel, and has been dead for six years or more. 
I wish to state further, as master and owner of schooner Florence 
Randali and other vessels for many years, have an equal or greater 
knowledge of the situation than Captain ‘Thompson had, and since the 
improvements made by the Government at the southern harbors and 
bars, the Increased number of tugs, and the almost absolute necessity 
of towing in and out of harbors between the lines of jetties, make 
compulsory pilotage a burden on shi ping, wholly unnecessary and un- 
warranted, and for that reason should be abolished. 

Very truly, yours, 
CAPT. H. M. RANDALL, 
gonen captam and owner of the following vessels 
trading southern waters: Schooner Mable Thomas 
schooner, Hattie V. Kelsey, schooner Florence Randall, 
schooner Lucy H. Russell. 


State OF New YORK. 
In Scnate. 


Introduced by Mr. Henry W. Hill: 


A concurrent resolution of the legislature of the State of New York, 
addressed to the United States Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress of the United States from the State of New York, in relation to 
pilots and coastwise snug vessels engaged in domestic commerce. 

Whereas the State of New York is deeply concerned in all matters 
affecting its commerce and in the welfare and prosperity of its citizens 
engaged in transportation, as is shown in its maintenance of a ae 
nificent system of canals, now under enlargement, and in the appoin 
ment of commissions to inquire into the cause of the decline and the 
means for the revival of its commerce; and 

Whereas sailing vessels in our coast trade (many of which are 
owned in this State). are at present subject to an unjust and onerous 
burden in being compelled to employ State pilots in the rts of the 
States south of the ca of Virginia, whether the services of such 

ilots be ulred or not, a compulsion from which steam vessels have 

en exempt by an act of Congress approved on February 28, 1871, 
nearly thirty-five years ago; and 

Whereas bills are now pending in each branch of Congress, to wit: 
Senate bill No. 30 and House bill No. 5281, providing for the exemp- 
tion of sailing vessels in the coasting trade from the compulsory em- 

loyment of State pilots, when such vessels are commanded by licensed 
United States pilots or when they are in tow of tugboats that are com- 
manded by licensed United States pilots: Therefore, be it 

Resolved (if the assembly concur), That it is the sense of the legis- 
lature of the State of New York that American sailing vessels in the 
coasting trade should be exempt from the compulsory employment of 
State pilots as American steam vessels long have been; and therefore, 
be it further 

Resolved (if the assembly concur), That the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives from the State of New York be, and they hereby are, respect- 
fully requested to support and advocate the enactment of such meas- 
ures in Congress providing for such exemption, as being conducive to 
the Increase = our commerce the greater prosperity of our citizens. 

By order of— 


ALBANY, N. X., February 8, 1906. 


THE SENATE, 
LAFAYETTE B. GtEasox, 
erk. 


IN ASSEMBLY, February 12, 1906. 


88 8 
assembly. 
. : A. E. Baxter, Clerk. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 
Ganxsnund, N. C., January 9, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 


Washington, D. C.: 


We are strongly in favor of Littlefield bill, as we think compulsory 
pilotage on coasting vessels injurious to business. 
GARYSBURG MANUFACTURING COMPANY, , 


8 EDENTON, N. C., January 9, 1906. 
. CHAS. H. GROSVENOR, 
Hon Chatman Merchant Marine Committec, Washington, D. 0.: 


We regard compulsory pilotage on coasting vessels a great injury to 
business and wholly unnecessary. The passage of Littlefield bill abol- 


ing same is strongly urged. 
= aid BRANNING MANUFACTURING COMPANY. 


ELIZABETH City, N. C., January 9, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS. H. GROSVENOR, 
Washington, D. C.: 
We desire the passage of the Littlefield bill abolishing compulsory 
pilotage, which entails unnecessary expense upon shippers. 
BLADES LUMBER COMPANY. 


8 HERTFORD, N. C., January 9, 1906. 
on. CHAS. H. GROSVENOR, 
5 Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. O,: 


We urge Littlefield bill. Compulsory pilotage on coasting vessels is 
a drawback to commerce. 
‘ MAJOR & LOOMIS COMPANY. 


ASHPOLE, N. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHAs. H. GROSVENOR, 


Washington, D. C.: 
We strongly urge passage of Littlefield bill abolishing compulsory 
—— on coasting vessels, as it is unnecessary and injurious to 
usiness, 
SOUTHEASTERN LUMBER COMPANY, 
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WASHINGTON, N. C., January 11, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS. H. GROSVENOR, 
Washington, D. 0.: 


Compulsory pilotage on coasting vessels is unnecessary and injurious 
to Ausin. We strongly urge passage of Littlefield bill abolishing 
same. 


EUREKA LUMBER COMPANY. 


WILMINGTON, N. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 
Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C.: 

We are heartily in 8 with Littlefield bill abolishing compul- 
sory pilotage on coasting vessels, and we strongly urge its passage. 
Compulsory pilotage is a menace to business, and we consider it alto- 
gether unnecessary. 

ANGOLA LUMBER COMPANY. 
BOARDMAN, N. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS. H. GROSVENOR, $ iiia 
Washington, D. C.: 

We strongly urge passage of Littlefield bill abolishing compulsory 

pilotage on coasting vessels as unnecessary and injurious to business. 
UTTER’s LUMBER COMPANY. 


NEWBERN, N. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. Cas. H. Grosvenor, 7 ? gi 


Washington, D. O.: 
Compulsory pilot on sailing vessels injurious to navigable business. 
We urge passage of Littlefield bill abolishing same. 
Tue PINE LUMBER COMPANY. 


AYDEN, N. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. Cnas. H. Grosvenor, . 
F Washington, D. C.: 
We think compulsory pilotage on coasting vessels is 1k to busi- 
ness, and we desire to see passage of Littlefield bill abolishing same. 
THe AYDEN LUMBER COMPANY. 


WELDON, N. C., J „ X 
Hon. CHas. H. Grosvenor x See EE 


Washington, D: O.: 
Com 


3 SF peti on coasting vessels is no pood, and damaging 
to business. e strongly advocate passage of Littlefield bill abolishing 


THR WELDON LUMBER COMPANY. 


THOMASVILLE, N. C., Jan 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS. Grosvenor, z 1 


Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. 0.: 


We urge passage of Littlefield bill, abolishing compulsory pilo 
coasting vessels. ? 8 pulsory pilotage on 


BECK-CROUSE LUMBER COMPANY. 


K - ; WILMINGTON, N. C., 5 ` 
Hon. Cuas. H. GROSVENOR, i si hahahaha asses 


Washington, D. C.. ` 
We heartily favor passage of Littlefield bill. Compulso ilota; 
coasting vessels is unnecessary and injurious to . 4 pies 
CHADBOURN SASH, Door, AND LUMBER COMPANY. 


è EVERETTS, N. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES H. 998 
Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C.: 


Strongly urge passage of Littlefield bill abolishin - 
Page hg age ; g compulsory pilot 


G. P. MCNAUGHTON. 


“WILLIAMSTON, N. C., Janua 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 5 in 
` Washington, D. C.: 
We urge passage of Littlefield bill doing away with compulsory pilot- 
age on coasting vessels, 25 
THE DENNIS SIMMONS LUMBER COMPANY. 


$ =, 
NEWBERN, N. C., Jan 9, K 
Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, A aiea 


Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington D. C.: 
We desire the passage of Littlefield bill abolishing compulso: ilot- 
age on coasting vessels. It will greatly benefit shipping ETS AeA y 
BLADES LUMBER COMPANY. 


BELIAVXN, N. C., January 10, 3 
Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, ? ? e er 
Washington, D. C. 

We strongly urge the passage of Littlefield bill abolishing compulsory 
8 on coasting vessels, which is unnecessary and injurious to 
usiness. 

BELHAVEN LUMBER COMPANY. 


WILMINGTON, N. C. February 2, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 
Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee, 
Washington, D. d. 
Dran Sin: Being lumber manufacturers at this port and building 
another large mill on the Cape Fear River, together with owning about 
200,000 acres of timber and other lands in this vicinity, we are much 
interested and have been closely watching the reports of hearings on 
H. R. 5281, introduced by Mr. Littlefield, of Maine, entitled “A bill to 
remove discriminations against American — vessels in the coasting 
trade,” and owing to our hard fight that we had with the pilots at this 
rt, we sympathize with our southern merchants who desire this bill 
12 but who are not strong enough to make a winning fight 
a; t the powerful organization of the pora who retain representa- 
ves at the capitals wherever the bill is introduced. 


The main argument put forth by the pilots here last year was that 


they could not keep up the “ system" the coastwise pilotage was 
removed. This 82 through the legislature of our State, not only se- 
cured the abolition of compulsory pilotage in the 9 trade, but 
went further and abolished it in the foreign trade, thereby relieving us 
of a heavy tax on our imports and exports. We believe . 
pilotage is a tax on commerce that long ago should have been abolished, 
and it is the earnest hope of all merchants in this locality that the 
Littlefield bill will become a law and rmit the merchants of Wil- 
mington to send vessels to and receive them from southern ports with- 
out compelling them to pay tribute to a system“ no longer neces- 
sary by reason of the large expenditure of money made by our Gov- 
ernment to deepen and widen our channels and harbors. ‘compulsory 
pilotage has been abolished at this port for nearly a year, and during 
that time not one accident to shipping has occurred that could be 
charged 5 against the benefits derived from making this a free port. 
This should be sufficient reason why the Littlefield bill should be en- 
acted and become a law. 

The feeling of our people was expressed at a banquet given here on 
the 31st ultimo by the chamber of commerce. The president, who acted 
as toastmaster, asked our Congressman and Senator, who were present, 
to support the bill, and requested that all rise to the toast “ The only 
free port south of Maine.” 

A year ago we had about forty pilots employed, who did service at 
their pleasure, now we have six or eight that make a business of it. 

Hoping that the bill will receive favorable consideration from your 
committee and be enacted and become a law, we beg to remain, 

Yours, truly, 
Waccamaw LAND & LUMBER CO. 
C. E. CLARK, Treasurer. 


[The Morning Star, Wilmington, N. C., Tuesday, February 6, 1906.1 


NATIONAL PILOTAGE LAW—BILL NOW PENDING IN CONGRESS RECEIVES 
LOCAL INDORSEMENT. 

The chamber of commerce, at its special meeting yesterday after- 
noon, made the following indorsement of the bill now pending in Con- 
gress to abolish compulsory pilotage on all American sailing vessels 
enga in the coasting trade, viz: 

“Whereas there is now before Congress H. R. 5281, entitled ‘A bill 
2 7 8 8 against American sailing vessels in the coast- 
ng trade,’ an 

“Whereas the State of North Caroline abolished compulsory pilot- 
age at this port March, 1905, and by so aone relieved us of a heavy 
burden upon our imports and exports and without increasing the dan- 
gers to shipping; and 

“Whereas we believe 1 pllotage is a tax on commerce be- 
tween the States that ought not to exist, and the abolition of com- 
1 at this port has N greatly beneficial to our inter- 
ests and has in no way interfered with the safety of vessels entering 


and leaying this port: Therefore be it 


“Resolved, That the Chamber of Commerce of Wilmington, N. C. 
recognizing the importance of 8 transportation and unhampered 
intercourse between the different ions of the United States, warmly 
commend the bill, and express the earnest hope that the measure will 
oe the support of our Representatives in Congress; and be it 
urther : 

“Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to Hon. GILBERT 
B. PATTERSON and the other Representatives from this State, and also 
to Hon. CHAS. H. GROSVENOR, chairman of Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries Committee.” 


RHODE ISLAND. 
PROVIDENCE WASHINGTON INSURANCE COMPANY, 
i Providence, R. I., Jantary 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR 


Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee 
Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sin: As an insurer of American hulls and cargoes between 
coast ports, we desire to express our opinion that the abolition of the 
compulsory pilotage law, in its application to this class of business, is 
a wise measure, and we hope that it will be done. We believe that it 
will not increase ihe loss of life or property. 


Yours, truly. 
> J. B. BRANCH, President. 


SOUTH CAROLINA, 


ATLANTIC Coast LUMBER CORPORATION, 
Georgetown, S. C., January 10, 
Hon, CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 
Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Str: We wired you to-day as follows: 

“As manufacturers, shippers, and owners of vessels and steamers we 
desire to state that we favor the passage of the Littlefield bill abolish- 
ing the compuiory pilotage system, as same works a hardship, injures 
business, and is unnecessary," 
and now beg to confirm same. 

We not only manufacture and ship from 120,000,000 to 130.000,000 
feet of lumber annually, but also operate steamers, vessels, barges, and 
tugboats on a large scale. To our minds the compulsory pilotage sys- 
tem entails an unnecessary expense each year which we have to pay 
on account of the toll levied upon the vessels, barges, and steamers, 
whether they use the pilotage or not. This system is a relic of the 
old days and has lost its usefulness, having originated when we had 
no improved harbors or coast surveys or modern light-houses. Its 
necessity for existence having now ceased, its usefulness also, it has 
838 become a menace rather than a benefit. In canyassing our 
local shippers we find that they, with the marine insurance companies, 
favor the Littlefield bill enthusiastically. We sincerely trust that this 
ee may be fayorably reported by your committee and passed by the 

0 
Yours, very truly, a 
K ATLANTIC COAST LUMBER CORPORATION, 
By Raymonp S. Farr, General Manager. 


BRADLEY, S. C., January 11, 1906. - 
Hon. Cuas. H. Grosvenor, Washington, D. 0.: 


I indorse the opinion that compulsory pilotage on coasting vessels is 
unneccessary and atly pc ped business. We earnestly desire pas- 
sage of Littlefield bill to abol same, 

F. P. RUSH. 
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CHARLESTON, S. C., January 10, 1906, 
Hon. CHARLES I. GROSVENOR. 


Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. 0.: 


Compulsory pilotage coasting vessels means 20 cents per thousand 
feet loss to us, against Georgia shippers. We want Littlefield bill 


passed. j 
ANDERSON LUMBER COMPANY. 


LUMBER, S. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS. H. Grosvenor, Washington, D. 0.: 


Compulsor . on coasting vessels is ec e and inju- 
rious to business. e strongly urge passage of Littlefield bill abol- 


ishing same. 
Tue WILLIAMS AND MCKEITHAN LUMBER COMPANY, 


EFFINGHAM, S. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS. H. GROSVENOR ’ 2 


Chairman. Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. 0.: 
We are strongly in favor of Littlefield bill abolishing compulsory 
pilotage on coasting vessels. Is detrimental to business. 
ARGAN LUMBER COMPANY. 


DILLON, S. C., Janu 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS. H. GROSVENOR, 8 ai 


Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. 0.: 
Compulacey pilotage on coasting vessels unnecessary and injurious to 
business. e approve Littlefield bill abolishing same. 
BETHEA LUMBER COMPANY, 


Davis STATION, S. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS. H. GROSVENOR. 


Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. 0.: 
We strongly urge passa of Littlefield bill abolishing 8 
llotage on coasting vessels, as it is unnecessary and injurious to 


usiness, 
C. M. DAVIS LUMBER COMPANY. 


CHERAW, S. C., January 9, 1906. 


GEORGETOWN, S. C., January 11, 1906, 
Hon. CHAS. H. GROSVENOR, 


Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. 0.: 


We ship 15,000,000 feet lumber by water annually, and strongly 
urge passage Littlefield bill abolishing compulsory pilotage. 
GARDNER & LACEY LUMBER COMPANY. 


COLUMBIA, S. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHas. H. GROSVENOR, 


Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C.: 


We strongly urge passage of Littlefield bill abolishing compulsory 
pilotage on coasting vessels. 


Hon. CHAS. H. GROSVENOR, 
Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. 0.: 


Dear Sin: We notice that the Littlefield bill for abolishing compul- 
sory pilotage on coasting vesels will come up for discussion before your 
committee this week. e want to urge the passage of this bill. 

We are sure that the present Jaws on the subject were made to suit 
conditions that do not exist to-day, and are now, under the chan; 
conditions, working injury and hardship to business, particularly the 
lumber business. 

Yours, very truly, Wu. GODFREY & Co. 


MANDEVILLE, S. C., January 11, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS. H. GROSVENO. id 


R, 
Washington, D. 0.: 
Compulsory pilotage on coasting vessels is injurious to business and 
we think very unnecessary. We strongly urge passage of Littlefield bill 
abolishing same. x 


LEAPHART LUMBER COMPANY. 


CHARLESTON, S. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS. H. GROSVEN 


‘OR 
Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. 0.: 


Compulsory pilotage on coasting vessels ve damaging to busi- 
ness. ould urge passage of Littlefield bill abolishing same. 
LEAPHEART LUMBER COMPANY. 


ALCOLA, S. C., January 9, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 


Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. 0.: 
We strongly recommend passage of Littlefield bill abolishing com- 
8 pilotage on coasting vessels. It is needless expense and no 
onger necessary. 
. s D. W. ALDERMAN & Sons Co. 


ACME LUMBER Co, 


GEORGETOWN, S. C., February E, 1905. 
Messrs. WINYAH LUMBER COMPANY, 
Georgetown, 8. C. 

Dran Sins: As compulsory pilotage on coasting vessels trading to 
southern porna is now being fought in Congress, I would like to give 
my experience of thirteen years out and in of Georgetown, S. C. It 
is not once out of six months that I get a bar pior outside of the bar 
buoy. They have no boat suitable to cruise outside, and it is only in 
very moderate weather or when they g out in a tug that they are seen 
outside of the jetties. The work is done mostly by the towboats, that 
have experienced captains, and the pilot takes a free ride to town, and 
any sailor that can steer a course can steer to follow a tug. The 

ilots claim that on schooners going to sea loaded they are needed on 
rd the vessels to see that they are kept in the proper channel, and 
pe T have seen vessels grounded when they would put the blame all on 

e captain of the tug and not know themselyes when the vessel was 
in deepest water. To proye the presence of a pilot is not necessary 
on a vessel—hundreds of vessels are towed — and down the Black 
Pee Dee, and Waccamaw rivers, both light and loaded, both day and 
night, in shallow water and narrower channels than in the bay, with 
only their vessel crews on board, and not one vessel in fifty ever had 
any trouble in any way. The service of a pilot is not necessary to 
any vessel making this port with a good chart, and as there is a tele- 
pons system from the light-house to the city a tug can always be had, 
f not at the bar, in a very short time. 

The expenses of towing are quite heavy, and with the additional 
expense of pilots makes port charges very high. The present rate of 
pilotage is the same as it has been for many deg and lumber freights 
were nearly double what they are to-day when the rates were made, 
And to-day we pay from $10 to $12 r man more for sailors, the 
same for mates and stewards, 25 to 30 per cent more for provisions, 
and the rates for stevedoring Increasing almost every year. Vessel 
expenses are also higher, and yet we have less im ae to meet their 
expenses. With the present business of about 12,000,000 feet of lum-, 
ber per month shipped from here, anyone can readily see that it takes 
many vessels to cary it, and the plain facts are that we are supporting 
a class of pilots in comparative luxury for no services at all. Again, 
some ports have pilot licenses for one year. Why should we walk up 
to their offices and pay them from $25 to $200 for the privilege of 
handling our own vessels, when there are no better pilots than the cap- 
tains who are going in and out every month for years? I think the 
pilotage system in this port the worst system in the South, and we are 
surely paying a bill for little or no services rendered. This seems to 
be the experience of about all the vessels coming in here, and I hope 
they will express their opinion on it. 27r 

. SLOCUM, 


A. 
Schooner City of Georgetown, 


GREENWOOD, S. C., January 9, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 
Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. 0.: 
We believe compulsory pilotage on Nair ig havent will be injurious 
to business. We favor passage of Littlefield bill abolishing same. 
W. J. SNEAD LUMBER COMPANY; 


ELLIOTT, S. C., January 10, 1966. 
Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 


Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C.: 
Compulsory pilotage coasting vessels unnecessary and injurious to 
business, e strongly urge passage Littlefield bill abolishing same. 
ELLIOTT LUMBER COMPANY, 
SUMTER, S. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 
Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C.: 
We beg favorable consideration of Littlefield bill abolishing compul- 
sory pilotage on coasting vessels as of utmost importance. 
Rocky BLUFF LUMBER COMPANY. 


CHARLESTON, S. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES H. Grosvenor, 


Washington, D. C.: 
Compulsory pilotage N vessels unnecessary; injurious to busi- 
ness; urge passage of Littlefield bill. 
A. J. Barton. 
. DARLINGTON, S. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES H. Grosvenor, 5 
Washington, D. 0.: 
Compulsory pilotage on coasting vessels unnecessary and injurious to 
our business. I strongly urge passage of Littlefield bill abolishing 


same, 
S. H. WILDS, Lumberman. 
SUMTER, 8. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

Compulsory pilotage on coasting vessels is both injurious and un- 
necessary to business. We therefore strongly urge passage of Little- 
feld bill abolishing same. ; 

SUMTER LUMBER COMPANY. 


SUMTER, S. C., January 12, 1906. 


SELLERS, 8. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHAs. H. GROSVENOR, 


Washington, D. C. 


We strongly urge passage of Littlefield bill abolish compulsory 


pilotage on coast vessels, which is an unnecessary tax on this trade. 
TILGHMAN LUMBER COMPANY, 


Hon. CHAs. H. GROSVENOR, 
Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C.: 


Kindly put forth your best efforts to urge passage Littlefield bill 
abolishing compulsory pilotage. It is unnecessary and detrimental to 


r business. 
5 H. G. McLaurin, Ir. 


GEORGETOWN, S. C., January 10, 1906. 


ALEM, S. C., Jan „ 1906. 
a e Hon. Cas. H. GROSVENOR, 
Dewey, Washington, D. 0.: 

As manufacturers, shippers, and owners of vessels and steamers, we 
desire to state that we favor the passage of the Littlefield bill abolish- 
ing the compulsory pilotage system, as same works a hardship, injures 
business, and is unnecessary. 

ATLANTIC CoAST LUMBER CORPORATION. 


Hon. CHas. H. GROSVENOR, 
Washington, D. C.: 
We understand Littlefield bill abolishing compulsory n on coast- 
ing vessels will be before your committee to-morrow. ‘compulsory pilot- 
age is not only unnecessary, but is a menace rather that a benefit to 


nets, We strongly u passage of Littlefield bill. 
ame weal iis E° Fun WICSON LUMBER COMPANY, 


1906. 
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Sr. GEOR S. C., Ji II, 1906. 
Hon. Cras. H. GROSVENOR, 55 S 


Washington, D. O.: 


It. is to the general interest, lumber industry vr] aang that the 
Littlefield pilotage bill be passed, and we respectfully urge your sup- 


port of same. 
DORCHESTER LUMBER COMPANY. 


SUMTER, S. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS. H. Grosvenor, 
Washington, D. 0.: 
We urge passage Littlefield bill abolishing compulsory pilotage on 
coasting vessels. resent system injures business E 5 
. M. Berrs & Co. 


‘TIMMONSVILLE, S. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS. GROSVENOR, . J 
Washington, D. C.: 


Compulsory pilotage on coasting vessels is unnecessary and injurious 
to Bainan: e strongly urge passage of Littlefield bill about abolish- 
ing it. 


TIMMONSYILLE LUMBER COMPANY, 
WALHALLA, S. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. Cnas. H. Grosvenor, M. C. 
Washington: 
The passage of Littlefield bill to prevent compulsory pilotage and post- 
ing vessels will locally benefit lumber business of this section. 
BROWN LUMBER COMPANY. 


Sumter, S. C., January 9, 1906. 
Hon. Cras. H. Grosvenor 


Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C.: 


Think compulsory pilotage on vessels unnecessary and hurtful to busi- 
ness. Sincerely hope passage of Littlefield bill will be effected. 
: l Jno. H. Stzer LUMBER COMPANY, 


ManninG, S. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHAS. GROSVENOR, 


Washington, D. C.: 


We are opposed to compulsory pilotage on coasting vessels and will 
be glad to see the Littlefield bill passed abolishing same. 
THOMAS & BrapHaM. 


GREELEYVILLE, S. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. Cas, H. Grosvenor, 
Washington, D. C. 
We consider compulsory pilotage of coasting vessels unnecessary and 
injurious to business and strongly urge the passage of Littlefield bill 


abolishing same, 
x MALLARD LUMBER COMPANY. 
x HARTSVILLE, S. C., January 12, 1906. 
Hon. Cras. H. Grosvenor, 


Washington, D. 0.: 
Compulsory ace on coasting vessels is unnecessary and injurious 
to business. e strongly urge passage of Littlefield bill. 
. LEE & TILLOTSON, 
SUMTER, 8. C., January 13, 1906. 
Hon. C. H. Grosvenor, 
hairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C.: 
Compulsory pilotage unnecessary on coasting vessels. Do all possible 
to pass Littlefield bill abolishing same. 
PENNSYLVANIA LUMBER Co. 


s Wisacky, S. C., January 11, 1906. 
Hon. Cras. H. GROSVENOR, t 5 


Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. 0.: 
U passage of Littlefield bill abojishi compulso llotage on 
counting vessels. I deem bill wise and — to ü p 
? ROBT. M. COOPER. 


ALCOLU, 8. C., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. Cuas. H. GROSVENOR, t 


Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sin: We have wired you as follows: 

“We strongly recommend passage of Littlefield bill abolishing com- 
8 pilotage „on coasting vessels, It is needless expense and no 
on necessary. 

The present compulsory pilotage. system seems to be doing neither 
manufacturer, shipper, shipowner, nor the consumer any good, but all 
of whom seem to paying their pro rata share of this unnecessa 
expense in the high freight rates, which could be reduced if this toll 
were removed. 

Under the present improved conditions of our harbor it would seem 
that there Is no longer eh egal for this expense, and we sin- 
cerely hope that it will be abolished. 

Yours, very truly, 
D. W. ALDERMAN & Sons Co,, 
By R. J. ALDERMAN, Treasurer. 


VIRGINIA. 
RICHMOND, VA., January 10, 1906. 
CHas. H. GrosvENo 


Chairman Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

The Richmond Chamber of Commerce is absolutely opposed to the 
existing pies laws of Virginia, and has endeavored frequently, but in 
vain, to have them suitably amended to present conditions. ailing ia 
that effort it has favored Federal control of the question of pilotage, 
recognizing that it is a matter properly within the jurisdiction of the 
General vernment, and that the States exercising the function of 
control in most instances have a, kran it in the interests of monopoly 
and to the serious detriment of the commerce of the country, both for- 
ejgn and coastwise. 

R. A. DUNLOP, 

Secretary the Richmond Chamber of Commerce. 


LYNCHBURG, VA., January 9, 1906. 


Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 
Chairman Merchant Marine Committee, Washington, D. C.: 


We urge passage of Littlefield bill abolishing compulsory pilotage om 
coasting vessels, 
Hickson LUMBER COMPANY. 


= | Norroux, VA., January 10, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, Z i “ 3 


Washington, D. C.: 
The lumber manufacturers of 19 1 Somes North and South Carolina, 
representing the largest indus of these States, unanimously urge the 
ssage of the Littlefield bill abolishing compulsory pilotage on coast- 
g vessels, as the present law is a menace to the business of this sec- 
tion and to the whole shipping industry. 
THE NORTH CAROLINA PINE ASSOCIATION COMPANY. 


THE NORTH CAROLINA PINE ASSOCIATION (INCORPORATED), 
Norfolk, Va., February 17, 1905. 
Hon. C. H. GROSVENOR, 


Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sin: I am handing you herewith a copy of a resolution unani- 
mously adopted by this association at its meeting on Februar, 9, ex- 
pressing, on behalf of the great lumber industry of Virginia and North 
and South Carolina, unequivocal disapproval of the pernicious practice 
of exacting compulsory pilotage from all salling vessels enga. n the 
coastwise trade at ports on the South Atlantic coast. We regard this 
practice as unnecessary for the support of an effective ene system 
and as a menace rather than a security to the safety of life and prop- 


erty upon the high seas. 

We believe that if at any time there existed a reason for the estab- 
lishment of these charges t condition has not only long since ceased 
failed to accomplish the re- 


to exist, but that this system has signall 


sults which were and are argued as a justification for its tence. We 
believe that this practice is an unjust discrimination against sailing 
vessels and is a ensome tax upon the shippers and shipowners, 


which therefore works a hardship upon the shipping Industry and the 
lumber industry, which is one of the —.— in this section, and also 
upon every industry in any manner de ent upon the shipping trade. 
We are very desirous indeed that this bill shall receive favorable ac- 
tion at this session of Congress, and if you can consistently facilitate 
the consideration of this measure your action will be known to and 
heartily approved not ony by every lumberman in this district, but by 
the general ‘public as well. 
Respectfully, Joun R. WALKER, 
$ Secretary. 
RESOLUTION, 


At a meeting of the North Carolina Pine Association (Incorporated), 
held in Norfolk, Va., Febru 9, 1905, the following preamble and reso- 
lution was unanimously adopted : $ 

“ Whereas there is now pending in Congress a bill known as the “ Lit- 
tlefield bill,“ removing the discrimination ainst coastwise sailin; 
vessels practiced at ports south of the Virginia capes in the form o 
compulsory pilotage charges; and 2 à 

“ Whereas the manufacturers of pine lumber in the States of Virginia, 
North Carolina, and South Carolina, represented by this associatio: 
ship annually by water approximately 500,000,000 feet of lumber almos 
exclusively in sailing vessels, which, without exception, must pay this 

ilotage—although very few of them use the pilots—entailing, there- 
‘ore, a very great unnecessary expense, both upon the shipper and the 
consumer of our lumber; and 

“ Whereas we believe that the passage of this bill will very materiall: 
advance not only the interests of the great industry which we represen 
but that of every other industry in this section and of our coastwise 
ship ing trade particularly : Therefore be it é 

TResolved, That this association heartily approyes and recommends 
one, pupae of the said bill; and be it < 

“Further resolved, That the secretary of this association be instructed 
to present a ve 75 of this resolution to the several Representatives in 
Congress from renia and the Carolinas, respectfully urging a care- 
ful consideration of the 5 of the existing system and the benefits 
to be derived from its abolishment by this measure, and urging, if con- 
sistent, their earnest support of the aforementioned bill. 

“THE NORTH CAROLINA PINE ASSOCIATION (INCORPORATED).” 


Removal of compulsory pilotage helps and does not hinder commerce. 
The following letter of the Waccamaw Land and Lumber Compan 
and the resolutions of the Wilmington Chamber of Commerce, wnani- 
mously adopted February 5, 1906, are the most conclusive answers pos- 
sible to the only argument having any force against this bill, i. e., that 
the navigation of a port would suffer if compulsory pilotage on coast- 


wise sail vessels were removed : 
$ WILMINGTON, N. C., February 2, 1906. 
Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 
airman Merchant Marine and. Fisheries Committee, 
Washington, D. C. 


Dear Str: Being lumber manufacturers at this port and buildin, 
another large mill on the Cape Fear River, together with owning abou 
200,000 acres of timber and other lands In this vicinity, we are much 
interested and have been closely watching the reports of hearings on 
H. R. 5281, introduced by Mr. LITTLEFIELD, of Maine, entitled “A bill 
to remove discrimination against American sailing vessels in the coast- 
ing trade,” and owing to our hard fight that we had with the pilots at 
this port we sympathize with out southern merchants who desire this 
bill to pass but who are not stron * to make a winning fight 
against the powerful organization of the pilots, who retain representa- 
tives at the capitols wherever the bill is introduced. 

The main argument put forth by the pilots here last year was that 
they could not keep up the “ 3 = if the coastwise pilotage was 
removed. This pors through the legislature of our State, not only 
secured the abolition of compulsory pee in the coastwise trade 
but went further and abolished it in the foreign trade, thereby reliev- 
ing us of a heavy tax on our imports and exports. We believe com- 
p ry 1 is a tax on commerce that long ago should have been 
abolished, and it is the earnest hope of all merchants in this locality 
that the Littlefield bill will become a law and permit the merchants of 
Wilmington to send vessels to and receive them from southera ports 
without compelling them to pay tribute to a “system” no longer net- 
essary by reason of the large expenditure of money made by our 
Government to deepen and widen our channels and harbors. 
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Compulsory pilotage has been abolished at this port for nearly a 
year, and during that time not one accident to 3 has occurred 
hat could be charged up against*the benefits deriv from making 
this a free port. This should be sufficient reason why the Littlefiel 
bill should be enacted and become a law. 

The feeling of our popie was expressed at a banquet given here on 
the 31st ultimo by the chamber of commerce. The president, who 
acted as toastmaster, asked our Congressman and Senator, who were 
present, to support the bill, and requested that all rise to the toast, 
»The only free port south of Maine.“ 

- A year ago we had about forty pilots employed, who did service at 
their pleasure; now we have six or eight who make a business of it. 

Hoping that the bill will receive favorable consideration and be 
enacted and become a law, we remain, 8 

Yours, truly, y 
WACCAMAW LAND AND LUMBER`COMPANY, 
C. E. CLARK, Treasurer. 


RESOLUTIONS OF THE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF WILMINGTON, N. C. 


“ Whereas there is now before Congress H. R. 5281, entitled ‘A bill 
to zanore eee against American sailing vessels in the coast- 

rade; an 

“Whereas the State of North Carolina abolished compulsory pilotage 
at this port March, 1905, and by so doing relieved us of a heavy 
burden upon our imports and exports, and without increasing the 
danger to shipping ; and à 

“ Whereas we lieve compulsory pilotage is a tax on commerce 
between the States that ought not to exist and the abolition of. compul- 
— pilotage at this port has proven greatly beneficial to our interests 
and has in no way interfered with the safety of vessels entering and 
leaving this port: Therefore be it 

“ Resotved, That the Chamber of Commerce of Wilmington, N. C. 
recognizing the importance of cheap transportation and unhamper 
intercourse between the different sections of the United States, warml 
commend the bill and express the earnest hope that the measure will 
receive the support of our Representatives in Congress. 

“And be it further resolved, That a Say. of these resolutions be sent 
to Hon. GUBEET B. PATTERSON and the other Representatives from this 
State, and also to Hon. CHARLES H. Grosvenor, chairman of Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries Committee.” 

What this “tax on commerce“ between the States amounts to in 

fees was stated by Mr. Plummer, in his circular letter to the commit- 
tee (P 49), as one-quarter of a million dollars per year, and by Mr. 
Pendleton, at the hearing on the bill, as having amounted in the last 
thirty-five years to more than the entire value of the present fleet of 
coastwise sailing vessels, neither of which statements has been refuted 
or questioned by the pilots before the committee, and this money is 
all in addition to the large amounts in fees which they collect under the 
8 system of compulsory pilotage from vessels engaged in the 
oreign trade, which amounts swell the income of these pilots in the 
Southern States to sums ranging, as has been estimated, from $2,000 
to $10,000 each per year. And in connection with the fact of such high 
compensation it is important to note that the system there has been 
so peculiarly developed that the pilots work but at intervals, many of 
them seeing actual service but one-third or one-fourth of the time. 

The crushing character of these pilot charges was illustrated by 
pany cases, and that of the schooner S. M. Bird is here presented as 
one illustration. 

: NRW York, January 17, 1906. 
Hon. Cus, E. LITTLEFIELD, x 
Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Sin: On BESAT last I stated before the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries Committee that the Plant system paid about $100 per 
month for pilotage going in and coming out of Key West on their 
8 line running in the foreign trade, approximately $3.50 per 
day, equivalent to $1.75 for inward pilotage and $1.75 for outward. 
As this statement was somewhat challenged by Captain O'Brien, al- 
though he admitted they had a reduction from the regular rates, but 
said he did not know to what extent, I decided to seek further infor- 
mation to corroborate my statement, and had Messrs. N. A. Benner & 
Co., a large concern of this city, wire their different agents at Key 
West as follows: 


W. J. H. TAYLOR, Key West, Fla.: Á 

Please wire, collect, if Plant's Line steamers coming from Habana 
and folng to Habana, in and out Key West, takes piers. and the amount 
of pilotage they pay. Do you know of any spec 
have? Wire fully. A 

N. A. BENNER & Co. 

From whom the following reply came: 

“Plant Line steamers do not take pilots either coming or going to 
Habana from Key West. Pilots have a pe Pere agreement with man- 
ager of P. & O. 88 Company for thirteen hundred dollars per 
year, covering all their ships for pilotage, 

“W. J. H. TAYLOR.” 


The following telegram was sent to W. D. Cash: 
W. D. Casu, Key West, Fla.: 


Please wire, collect, if Plant's Line steamers coming from Habana 
and going to Habana, in and out Key West, takes pilots, and the amount 
of pilotage they pay. Do you know of any special arrangements they 


have? ire fully. 
N. A. BENNER & Co. 


From whom the following replies were received: 
“Fiant Line steamers from Key West to Habana, Habana to Key 
West, pay special rate pilotage thirteen hundred dollars year. 
W. D. Cas.” 
“ Plant Line do not take pilots, but pay special rate mentioned. 
. eee 


al arrangements they 


I herewith inclose copies of the original telegrams sent and the 
replies received, which I desire that you file with the committee. 

I inclose herewith the bill for pilotage of our schooner S. M. Bird, 
that was at Key West last October. Her pilotage in and out was $130. 
The value of the Bird and cargo was approximately $10,000 to $11,000. 
The value of the Plant steamer is approximatel 500,000. My sailin 
vessel, going from an American port to an American port, was compelled 
to pay ESE for one trip, and the steamer valued at $500,000, engaged 
in the foreign trade, was compelled to pay for one trip less than $4. 

I desire to further illustrate the excessive charges for pilotage by 
the following statement, showing the amount the American schooner 


of M. Bird paid for pilotage from September, 1905, to November, 1905, 
viz: 


September 21, 1905, at Savannah, G22 $114. 23 
October, at: Key. West, .. 130. 00 
October 28, at Port Tampa, Fla_ S 87. 75 
November, at Gulfport, MIB -aaa e sc N 28. 00 


Making a total of $459.98. The Bird’s 2 charges in the for- 
eign port of Habana were $32, as against $114.23 at Savannah, $130 at 
2 5 est, $87.75 at Port Tampa; and $128 at GGulfport. 

uring the time she was paying these pilots $459.98 the total amount 
of her earnings left for her owners was less than $350. 

I also hand you bills on the schooner Harold C. Beecher, on a voyage 
from Pascagoula to Kingston, Jamaica, showing that the pilotage at 
Pascagoula was $96, and at Kingston Jamaica, was £6 9s., equivalent 
to about $30. This vessel delivered 282,145 feet of lumber. 

Gulfport.—Captain O’Brien has filed a telegram with the committee 
relating to the Gulfport pilotage, and so I herewith’ inclose you three 

ilotage bills on the Gertrude A. Bartlett, the first one receipted by John 

wis, treasurer, the bill reading: “ Pilotdge, as per agreement, 840.“ 

If more data is 9 pe, I shall be pleased to furnish, 

Very respectfully, yours, 
FIELDS S. PENDLETON. 

The evidence before the committee showed the abuses incident to the 
existing system and the gross discriminations against the coastwise 
sailing fleet practiced thereunder. 

“Mr. PENDLETON. Now, I want to give you some facts which will 
show you that we have been up against this proposition for the last 
thirty-five years. Take a Clyde steamer that leaves. New York and 
goes down to Charleston, then goes to Fernandina and Jacksonville 
and comes back to Fernandina and loads in Charleston and goes to 
New York. If my vessel does that, when she gets back she has paid 
between $500 and $600 pilotage. That is the discrimination, How 
can we go up against that 

Mr. Watson. Five hundred dollars or $600 for 1 

Mr, PENDLETON. Yes, sir; and that when we did not require a pilot 
and did not desire one. Let us take the Mallory Steamship 
Line that runs from New York to Brunswick and to Key West and 
Mobile and goes back to Key West and comes to Brunswick and then to 
New York. If my vessel was to go there and take a cargo in competi- 
tion with them over that same line, it would cost me for pilotage over 
$800, carrying the same amount of cargo 

“Mr. WILsox. Do you know of 1 5 case where a man has had the 
advantage of going into these ports without paying pilotage? 

“Mr. PENDLETON. Without paying pilotage at all? 

“Mr. WILSsox. Yes; or a much smaller amount. 

“Mr. PENDLETON. I showed you a case yesterday. I could give you 
twenty-five cases now from memory. _I can give you six or seven cases 
which were furnished me by the pilots themselves at thisone port. * * * 

“Take the Ocean Steamship Company of Savannah, that runs in and 
out of Savannah from New York and goes from Savannah to Boston and 
New York. If my vessels ran on that route, it would cost me $150 a 
day, $50,000 a year, and the steamers carried 95,000,000 feet of lumber 
from Savannah last year. It is practically the same amount as the 
salling vessels carried, and to New York they carry a great deal more, 
because to New York they have regular steamship lines. * * + 

“Mr. HinsHaw. If this bill should pass, would a pilot still be re- 
quired on the tug? 

Mr. PENDLETON. No, sir; the Government licenses them. The tug- 
boat owner, of course, selects competent men, first-class men, because if 
thoy 505 a vessel and get her aground they are liable for the damage 

ey do. A 

Now, gentlemen of this committee, if this Is not discrimination 
against us, what is it? Congress took the pilotage off the steamers 
thirty-five years ago, and the sailing vessel has been compulsorily em- 
ploying them ever since, to the extent that we have paid more in 
mee in that time than the entire fleet is worth to-day. 

“Mr. HInsHaw. The steamers have no tupa? 

Mr. PENDLETON. No, sir; but the sailing vessels do, and conse- 
N in going in and out of the southern ports it makes a double bur- 

en on us. We not oo have to leave that money in the South, but 
we have to leave the p otage there, although the services are not de- 


sired and are not required. 

Here is another case at Gulfport. I went down there. I had paid 
them $128 pilotage, and I fow another vessel there that was owned 
down South that was coming in and going out and was paying $40. 
Then there was the Mary E. Morse that came to Gulfport. She paid ` 
$140 or $150, and I found a British schooner, the schooner Lillie, going 
in and out of there, paying only 846. 

“Mr. HINsHaw. hc ae ein A the same tonnage? 

“Mr. PENDLETON. e Morse a little larger, but the draft is ap- 
proximately the same. 

Mr. Forpney. What is the difference in the So ede of the two? 

“Mr. PENDLETON. The Morse will carry 440,000 feet of lumber, and 
the other one was about 350,000, * * * 

“Mr. Forpney. As between the vessel which paid $150 pilotage and 
the one that paid $40? 

“Mr. PENDLETON. That was two other vessels. Theirs was the Ger- 
trude Bartlett and mine was the S. M. Bird. Mine peig $128 as against 
their $40. The Bartlett carried 28,000 feet of lumber more than mine, 
The Morse paid $140, and the other vessel paid $46. Mine was an 
American vessel going from an American port to an American port 
and the other was a British vessel coming from a British port. 

“Captain O'Brien. How do you know that was a British vessel? 

“Mr. PENDLETON. She hailed from Nova Scotia. They can not be 
owned in the United States, except against the law. 

“Mr. Hixnsuaw. Was that an arbitrary discrimination? 

“Mr. PENDLETON. It is a discrimination they are making down there. 
We are not only obliged in this section to meet the competition of the 
steamers, but we have to meet the competition of both British and other 
foreign sailing vessels getting in and out southern ports at about one- 
fourth of what we Rey 

“Mr. WACHTER. Did you make any 1 as to the reason 
why * charged you so much more than the British vessel? 

“Mr, PENDLETON. I am not giving you this secondhand; I got it right 
from the pilots themselves. 

“Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What reason did they give? A 

“Mr. PENDLETON. They did not give any. I offered to pay them $7 
if they would take the vessel out, but they would not, and they libel 
the vessel and the case is in the courts down there. The tugboat people 
said it was against the law to interfere with the pilotage business, and 
so I was compelled to ae up $250 in cash, and they have my money. 

“Mr. Parrerson. Who was that pilot? 
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„Mr. PENDLETON. M. H. Scarborough, and ten others told me the 
same thing. 

“Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is the usual thing? 

“Mr. PENDLETON. Yes, sir; L. N. Dantzler & Co. haye seven or eight 
vessels, and they all do the same thing. 

“Mr. PATTERSOX. How many pilots are there at that port? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Twelve. Is there a pilot here from Gulfport? I 
was told by Capt. J. W. Shute, of the British schooner Blomidon, that 
he paid $44 in and out. 

„Mr. HUMPHREYS. Do the pilots regulate this themselves? 

“Mr. PENDLETON, No, sir. 

“Captain O'Brien. They have nothing to do with it. 

“Mr. HUMPHREY. Who does? s 

„Captain O'BRIEN. The pror commissioner. 

“ Mr. PENDLETON. The pilot commissioner at this place, Mr. Hewes, 
told me it was an outrage and that he had never known anything about 
it until I came there a few days ago. 

I noticed in the statement of the Fred W. Ayer pilotage, $40, com- 
ing from Cuba or the West Indies or Colon, and so I sent for the 
vouchers and I found that we were paying $125 and $150 where the 
Ayer was paying 2 0 You say they are regular traders. There is 
not a man in the South nor the whole combine there who has had 80 
many vessels south, taking them all together, as I have during the last 
ten years. 

“Mr. HrxsHaw. You must be a Yankee. 

“Mr. PENDLETON. Yes, sir. 

“Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Do you have any regular trade? 

„Mr. PENDLETON. Yes, sir. 

“T say that when your money or property is taken away from you 
without your consent and without rendering — f service, it is robbery ; 
yes, worse than robbery, because we are compelled to pay for a service 
that is never desired and not required. 

“Mr. Watson. Do any of your vessels ever require pilots in or out? 

“Mr. PENDLETON. No, sir. I was going to come to that. I want to 
discuss this proposition further and have a little more time. 

“Captain O'Brien. We all want more time. 

Mr. Forpney. I want to say, for the benefit of the gentlemen pres- 
ent, that some time ago I had made up my mind to vote for this 
measure. I then changed my mind and decided that I would yote 
against the measure, and I made the statement to some gentlemen here 
that I would vote against this measure, but after hearing Mr. Pendle- 
ton's statement about this discrimination, unless they can satisfy me 
that the statement is incorrect, can give me some substantial evidence 
that the statement is incorrect, I must support this bill.” 


“Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Is there any special arrangement at Key West 
with the Plant System, a ts Ss ine? 

“Captain O'Brien. I think there is. 

“Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What reduction does that foreign line get? 

“Captain O'Brien. I do not know. * 

“Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Did you not make the contract? 

“Captain O'Brien. I made one contract, but they broke it. 

“ Mr. IATTLEFIELD. Under the arrangement that you made, how much 
reduction was the torian line getting? 

“Captain O'BRIEN. That is not a foreign line. It is owned by Mr. 
H. M. Flagler and other gentlemen who are not any more foreigners 
than the State of Maine people are. 

“Mr. LITTLEFIELD. She sails foreign. 
make with them? 

“Captain O'BRIEN. I think we made it a fractional part of the 
pilotage. 

“Mr. LITFLEFIELD. What fractional part? 

“ Captain O’Brien. I think it was one-half or three-fourths pilotage, 
but it did not last over a month. They broke that arrangement. I 

itive what the details were. 
ITTLEFIELD. You made it? 

“Captain O'BRIEN. Yes, Sir. 

“Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Did they refuse to pay it? 

“Captain O'Brien. I was not president of the National Pilots’ Asso- 
ciation at that time. ‘They probably found that it was not within 
the law and that the law would not permit it. 

Mr. WILSON. Then what occurred? 

“Captain O'BRIEN. They made another arrangement by which the 
Plant ships would carry the pilots up and down and to give them serv- 
ice, and at permitted the pilots to have only one pilot boat, when 
probably two would be required. 

“Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It was a great deal cheaper system for the Plant 
System than for the constwise line; in other words, it was a dis- 
crimination in their favor? 

“Captain O'BRIEN. I do not know, when you take into consideration 
the service they give the pilots, because it would have cost the pilots 
so much more to kee rp a pilot boat.” 

These bills show the discriminations. 

i GULFPORT, SHIP ISLAND HARBOR, MISS., 
February 8, 1904. 
Captain and owners schooner G. A. Bartlet, to Ship Island Pilots’ 
Association, Dr. 
As per agreement . „ 840 


tak n —ͤ—2ͥ 40 
Jos. Lewis, Treasurer. 


* 


What arrangement did you 


GULFPORT, MISS., February 4, 1905. 


Captain and owners G. A. Bae to Ship Island Pilots’ Associa- 
‘on, Dr. 


$40. 00 
F. D. Moran, Pilot. 
The following receipted bills of schooner Gertrude Bartlett prove that 
at Mobile they allow favored vessels to go in and out for one pilotage, 
or one-half of the regular charge: 
‘ MOBILE, ALA., Apri} 27, 1904. 


Schooner Gertrude Bartlett and owners, to pilot boats Ida Lowe and 
Louise F. Harper and owners, Dr. 


For outward pilotage over lower bar, 13 feet, at $3.50 per foot. $45.50 


For bay pilotage from city to lower bar, 13 feet, at $0.50 per 
1 Ee Se — Pr 6. 50 
52. 00 
Received payment, 
pS W. C. CARRELL, Agent, 


Per W. H. DWYER. 


XLI——10 


MOBILE, ALA., July 13, 1904. 


Schooner Gertrude A. Bartlett and owners, to pilot boats Louise F. 
Harper and Moses H. Grinnell and owners, Dr. 


W. C. CARRELL, 
Per P. B. Dixon, Jr. 

O. K., H. F. Sroct, Master. 
MOBILE, ALA., September 15, 1905. 


Schooner G. A. Bartlett and owners, to pilot boats Louise F. Harper 
and Moses H. Grinnell and owners, Dr. 


E ß . . . 6. 50 
52. 00 
Received payment. w. C. c A t 
C. CARRELL, Agen 
Per W. H. DWYER. ? 


MOBILE, ALA., December 7, 1904. 


Schooner Gertrude A. Bartlett and owners, to pilot boats Louise F. 
Harper and Moses H. Grinnell and owners, Dr. 


For outward pilotage over lower bar, 13 feet, at $3.50 per foot. $45.50 


For bay pilotage from city to lower bar, 13 feet, at $0.50 per 
o — A T 6. 50 
52. 00 
Recelved payment. 
Per 3 W. C. CARRELL, Agent. 


Per R. W. C. 


Not only is this discrimination almost continually practiced under 
this system of the pilots, but in South Carolina at least the law itself 
discriminates against the coastwise fleets sailing between their rts 
and ports outside of the State; only expressly excepting in the follow- 
ing language all domestic commerce from the exaction of pilotage : “All 
coasters and other vessels trading between any ports within this State 
excepted.” (Code of Laws of South Carolina, 1902, sec. 1633.) 

We have been handed a letter from Captain Wells to Mr. Pendleton, 
which shows what not infrequently happens under the existing system ; 

New YORK, January 24, 1906. 
Mr. FIELDS S. PENDLETON. 

Dear Sin: Knowing that you are deeply interested in reference to 
a bill now before the committee on “compulsory pilotage” against 
sailing vessels, I would like to recite to you a pontua experience I 
had „ with a Captain Kelly, of the British steamship 
Langiate. 

My vessel, the American schooner Arthur C. Wade, was chartered to 
load a cargo of lumber at Chehaw River, South Carolina, for New York. 
As I have previously loaded several cargoes at ehaw River, I am 
naturally well acquainted in entering the port of Chehaw. 

Upon my last . there I arrived at the St. Helena bar December 
24. 1905, 2 p. m., and found the British steamship Langdale anchored 
at the bar. The captain of the Langdale communicated with me and 
informed me that he had been there since December 23, 4.30 p. m., and 
had been flying puot cg and during the night burning pilot signals. 
I also had my pilot flag flying, but no pilot responded to our signals. 

The captain of the steamer Langdale asked me if I was familiar with 
the port, and, as I was, he asked my assistance in getting his steamer 
into port, as he had been there since December 23, 4.30 p. m. As he 
had been there so long, and as I had been there several hours and no 

ilots in sight, the captain of the steamer said he would tow 1 vessel 
Into the harbor with my assistance, he assuming all responsibility. I 
gave him my charts of the harbor and he pr ed with my vessel in 
tow. ‘The pilots never arrived at the bar until Wednesday, December 
27, 1905, postmeridian. 

When Captain Keu, of the steamer Langdale, went to clear at the 
custom-house at Beaufort he was arrested, and I was also placed under 
arrest, the Soares being that we should not have taken our vessels into 

ort withont pilots. he captain of the Langdale, as well as myself, 
have made sworn statements before a magistrate at Charleston, S. C. 
We were released for the time being under bail. 

Under the circumstances which I have stated, is it fair that our 
arrests were made and that we should be placed under nalties ? 
Surely we waited and gave sufficient time for pilots to board our ves- 
eels. Were we to wait there for some indefinite time and place our 
vessels and lives in danger of a storm coming up? Is it fair that ves- 
sels remain outside of the harbor waiting for pilots from four to five 
days and then not have a pilot come on rd? 

will gladly procure for you or the committee a copy of our sworn 
statement made at Charleston, S. C., before the magistrate, which fur- 
nishes a full detail account of the incident. 
I remain yours, truly, E. E. WALLS, 
Schooner Arthur C. Wade. 
The following is in the same line: 
The EDITOR or THE HERALD: 

Will you kindly publish in your valuable paper the facts in regard 
to pilotage at Port Royal? I arrived off the bar on the 5th instant at 
half past 7 a. m., wind northeast, strong breeze, heavy sea on, and 
current running strong to the southwest. Seeing no pilots, I came in 
and hauled into the wharf. 

Two hours afterwards a pilot came and demanded pilota on the 
ground that he was on board of the Martins Industry lizght-ship, 3 
miles to leeward of the bar. Other pilots asserted that they were out 
in their boat and would have reached us in an hour. 

I refused to pay and was arrested, haled to court, and fined $100 
because I had not complied with the law b; bye | ten hours outside 
with a pine flag flying before coming in. o stop further proceedings 
I nav e $31 pilotage claims and the costs of court, and the fine was 
re i 

Shipmasters coming to Port Royal should know that they must wait 
outside, no matter what the weather conditions are, ten hours before 
they can come in, under penalty of fines or imprisonment. 

R. O. PARKER, 
Master Schooner Viator, of Boston, 
Port ROYAL, S. C., April 6, 190}. 
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The foregoing clearly shows that the 47 is not only “ unwise,” 
but that gross abuses are practically inevitable under it. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has recently held (195 
U. 8.. 345) that if the present system is “unwise” that “the remed, 
is in Congress, in whom the ultimate authority on the subject is vested, 
and can not be judicially afforded by denying the power of the State 
to exercise its authority over a subject concerning which it has plenary 
power until Congress has seen fit to act in the premises.” 

The fact that barges, steam towed, and which neither pilots nor any- 
one else can navigate without their towboats, are, nevertheless, taxed 
by these pilots for no possible service rendered is shown by the fol- 
lowing letter: 

BALTIMORE, January 19, 1506. 
Hon. C. E. LITTLEFIELD, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dean Sin: We take the liberty of suggesting that we think your 
efforts to suppress the compulsory pilot charges should have the recog- 
nition and support of all those who have been im on for years. 

We have a line of barges entirely dependent on tugboats for move- 
ment trading from James River ints to New York, and notwith- 
standing the tugs have Government pilots aboaril we are compelled to 
pay the Virginia Pilots’ Association, a body which we understand is 
not even incorporated, a yearly fee of 10 cents per ton for the privi- 
lege of going and coming through the Capes, 

re are writing our Representatives, Messrs. TALBOTT, WACHTER, and 
Mvpp, urging them to stand by you, and hope before long to see the 
end of this odious custom, which, in our case particularly, is nothing 
more than a hold up.“ ‘The pllots render us no service whatever. 
Respectfully, yours, $ i 
Tun P. DOUGHERTY COMPANY, 
THOMAS F. MCHUGH. 


That this instance is but.one of many is shown by the letter from the 
American Towage and Lightering Company, as above og . 
on V. II. Metcalf, Secretary of Commerce and Labor, strongly in- 
dorses this bill. 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 
> OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
z Washington, January 3, 1906. 
Hon. WILLIAM P. FRYE, 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate. 

Sin: In reply to your letter of the Sth ultimo, inclosing S. 30, Fifty- 
ninth Congress, first session, “A bill to remove discriminations against 
American sailing vessels in the coasting trade,” and requesting me to 
furnish your committee with such suggestions as I may deem proper 
3 the merits of the bill and the propriety of its passage, I have 
o state: 

The passage of the bill has been recommended in the last eleven re- 

rts of the Commissioner of Navigation. Reports for 1895, pp. 45- 

T: 1896, pp. 31-32; 1897. pp. 45-46; 1898, p. 62; 1899, p. 89; 
1960, p- 09 ji 3901, D. 65; 1902, p. 64; 1903, p. 46; 1904, p. 45, and 
Wit! oat taking up in detail the arguments set forth in these re- 
rts, I have the honor to submit briefly the following reasons why I 
eem the passage of the bill desirable: i 

By the act of February 28, 1871, Congress penn that steam vessels 
in the coasting trade, when in charge of a pllot licensed by the Steam- 
boat-Inspection Service, should be exempt from pilotage charges imposed 
by State or local authority. Sail vessels in the ee | trade, how- 
ever, remain subject to such charges, which in many instances’ are 

ry heavy, and, in fact, such charges are im qd in the States of 
Virginia, North and South Carolina, Georgia, Bor dren e ores i, and 
Texas, Most States, however, have abolished this discrimination 
against sailing vessels. But the discrimination was created by Con- 
gress, and the relief should naturally come through an act of Congress. 

The bill provides that to obtain the advantages of exemption from 
pilotage charges in the coasting trade the master or mate of a sailing 
vessel acting as pilot must be licensed by Federal authority in the same 
manner as similar officers on steam vessels are licensed. This require- 
ment is in itself an aid to safe navigation. 

While the natural development of marine architecture favors the in- 
crease of steam vessels and the ease of sail vessels, the combined 
effect of the act of Congress and of the laws of certain States named 


hastens the decline of sail vessels, which furnish the officers required 
for steamers. The following table shows the tonnage of seagoing mer- 
with sails, on June 


ican steamers and seagoing American vessels, 
30, 1904, and June 30, 1894: 


1,429, 849 
2,076,873 


Total salli 
Total sail and stem 8 


ä H — 3355 22 —— 


1, 367, 820 
2, 610, 431 


While seagoing American steam tonnage has practically doubled in 
ten years, seagoing American tonnage under sails has remained virtu- 
ally stationary. 

‘congress has spent in recent years many millions of dollars in har- 
bor improvements, which should have lessened the need of pilots and 
made navigation easier. 8 

All tonnage entering and clearing the United States, in foreign trade, 
is subject to pilotage charger Such tonnage increased from 
40,261,853 tons in 1894 to 59,967,985 tons in 1904. This increase of 
nearly 50 per cent in ten years should suffice, under all the conditions, 
to maintain the pilotage system at its full efficiency. 

I have the honor to submit that the 1 of S. 30 will be the most 
effective measure of any now before Con for the maintenance of 
the American seagoing fleet under sail, and relieve it from a discrimina- 
tion which each year grows more onerous, 


Respect: 1 
PT í x V. H. METCALF, Secretary. 


If it were necessary to maintain this sytem of compulsory pilotage 
in these southern ports as a public service (and the experience of 
ports without it certainly indicates that it is not), It is manifestly an 
unjust and inde‘ensible discriminatua to put the burden of support- 


ing such a public service upon the weaker and individually owned part 
of our interstate carriers, the sailing vessels, and exempt their pow- 
erful competitors, the steamers; and the absolute absurd ty of present 
regulations, espectially as bearing upon safety to life and property, 
is shown by the fact that under present laws a captain, holding both 
a steamship and sailing vessel's United States license, may to-day 
take into a southern pe a steamer drawing 20 feet of water and car- 
rying passengers, without taking a pilot or being ranuro to pay for 
one; while to-morrow, if be enters that same port with a sailing vessel 
drawing but half as much water, carrying no passengers, and being 
towed by a local steamboat whose master Is an expert navigator in 
those waters, he must take and pay for a pilot whom he can not use, 
or pay for one, even if he does not bother to stop and take him on 
board, provided he is spoken by the płlot. 8 ; 

Free trade between the States is a fundamental principle of this 
Government. Any unnecessary tax upon it is a burden from which 
the pubile suffers and should not be allowed to continue, even though 
the revenue derived therefrom went to a State or municipality instead 
of to about 130 private individuals, as in this case. 

The pilotage affected by this bill is, as a rule, in the control of a few 
favored men in cach port, who, under the laws now existing there, 
retain the business to the exclusion of those who otherwise might com- 
pete and thus reduce the present high charges—charges which the evi- 
ace N p: 19) shows to be some five times as high as in ports not so 
controlled. 


INSURANCE COMPANIES FAVOR IT. 


How the insurance companies who take so large a part of the risks 
on cargoes and vessels affected by this bill, and who have no possiblé 
interest except to reduce the losses for which they must pay, view 
measure is shown beiow : 


Boston INSURANCE COMPANY, 
Boston, January 9, 1906. 
CHARLES H. Grosvenor, Esq.. 
Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee, 
Washington, D. C. 
DEAR Sin: House bill No. 5281, introduced in the House of Repre- 
sentatives by Representative LITTLEFIELD, of Maine, entitled “A bill to 
remove discrimination against American sailing vessels in the coasting 
trade,” has been called to our attention. 5 
As a considerable portion of our business is the insuring of American 
sailing vessels and their cargoes in the coastwise trade, we believe that 
the abolishment of compulsory pilotage on vessels, as covered by this 
bil, will be of no Injury to life or property, and we hope that the bill 


will pass. 
Yours, truly, R. B. FULLER, President. 


OFFICE OF THE CHINA MUTUAL INSURANCE COMPANY, 
Boston, January 5, 1906. 
CHARLES H. Grosvenor Esq., 
Chairman Merchant Mariae and Fisheries Committee, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sin: We are pleased to express our approval of House bill 
No. 5281, introduced in the House of Representatives by Representa- 
tive LITTLEFIELD of Maine, “A bill to remove discrimination against 
American sailing vessels in the coasting trade.” We understand that 
pilotage on our coastwise salling fleet is not now compulsory in many 
of the States, and can be and is evaded in others by vessels taking out 
Ton licenses. We are inclined to think that a vessel making or 
eaving port in tow to be as safe, if not safer, without a local pilot, and, 
in fact, believe that the abolishment of compulsory pilotage on vessels 
covered by this bill will be a good thing for the safety of life and 
property. Remaining, 7 

Yours, very truly, EDMUND A. POOLE, 
President: 


OFFICE OF FIELD & COWLES, 
Boston, January 5, 1906. 
CHARLES H. Grosvenor Esq., 
Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee, 
Washington, D. C. 


Dran Sır: We take pleasure in expressing our approval of House 
bill No. 5281, introduced in the House of Representatives by Repre- 
sentative LITTERFIELD, of Maine, entitled, “A bill to remove discrimina- 
tion against American sailing vessels in the coasting trade.” 

Pilotage on our coastwise sailing fleet is not now compulsory in 
many of our States, and can be and is evaded in others by vessels 
taking out a yearly license. We believe n vessel making or leaying 

ort in tow to be as safe, if not safer, without a local pilot, and, in 
net, fully believe that the complete abolishment of compulsory pilot- 
age on vessels covered by this bill will at least work no harm to the 
safety of life or property. 

Yours, very truly, FIELD & COWLES, 
: Agents. 


PROVIDENCE WASHINGTON INSURANCE COMPANY, 
Providence, R. I., January 10, 1906. 
Hon, CHARLES H. Grosvenor, 
Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sm: As an insurer of American hulls and cargoes between 
coast rts, we desire to express our opinion that the abolition of the 
compulsory pilotage law, in its application to this class of business, a 
a wise measure, and we hope that it will be done. We believe that it 
will not increase the loss of life or property. 

Yours, truly, 
J. B. Braxen, President. 

And it is specially significant that every Insurance company which 
has expressed an 5 nion on this bill has been unqualifiedly in favor of 
the measure. Such protests as have been made by underwriters or 
marine insurante companies appear to relate to legislation of an en- 
tirely different character. 

Some of the reasons why these 8 who understand the situation 
should hold such views and why life will be safer under this proposed 
law is shown by the following extract from the argument of Mr. 
Pendleton before the committee (p. 20): 
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“Now I come to a point of far more importance, the saving of 
muman lives and property. Let me illustrate what I mean. Take a 
vessel that leaves Jacksonville, Fla. She comes out of Jacksonville 
and the barometer begins to fall, which means that a gale of wind is 
coming on. What does the captain do? Go into Fernandina, Bruns- 
wick, Savannah, Darien, Charleston, Port Royal, along the coast there, 
all harbors a few miles apart? No; he reefs down and goes off the 
If the gale is severe and the vessel springs a leak, the crew 
become exhausted, and possibly the vessel is abandoned and the crew 
may be lost. What would he do in northern waters? When the gale 
comes on he will go into port and wait until the gale is over. I chal- 
lenge a successful contradiction of the statement that one-half of the 
losses south of Cape Hatteras are caused by the master not having the 
right to go into a harbor the same as he does on the North Atlantic 
coast. Why, gentlemen, suppose we had a 5 pilotage sys- 
tem in ports north of Cape Henry. What would you think of charging 
a vessel going into the harbors of Philadelphia, New York, Bridgeport, 
New Haven, New London, Fall River, Providence, New Bedford, Bos- 
ton, Cape Ann, and Portland—and the 386 miles of Maine seacoast? 
If every vessel that went into that trade had to pay every time 
she anchored on the same basis as the pilotage in the Southern States, 
it would amount to more than the entire fleet is worth in one year. 
Mr. Chairman, if there is any part of this n that needs skill- 
ful navigation and where the master must have both courage and cau- 
tion it is * 3 Cape Cod in the months of January and Feb- 
ruary, heading into Boston Bay, facing a northwester blowing from the 
White Mountains 60 miles an hour.” 

That an appropriate remedy for this unjust potage system lies in 
Congress is not only stated by the court, but the power has already 
been exercised by Congress for the relief of one-half of the coastwise 
feet. That one man should be taxed to maintain a “system” while 
his neighbor and competitor goes free is self-evident discrimination and 
is In no way reliev by any training or readiness for quarantne as- 
sistance. In fact, all of the suggestions about aid in the quarantine 
service apple almost wholly to foreign-going vessels. The fact that 
vessels plying in the foreign trade can and do compromise with the 
pilots regardless of the apparent State law; that by some secret ar- 
rangement pilots ren nee § make rebates to a foreign vessel while charg- 
ing an American vessel of the same size more than three times as much 
as they charge the foreign craft, and that where compulsory pilotage 
does not exist, as on the Great Lakes, the business is most prosperous 
and cheap transportation secured to the people, all militates against 
this system. It is not surprising that the construction of vessels sub- 
ject to this southern pilot tax has been steadily decreasing and has 
now nearly ceased. This is shown by the following newspaper extract: 


THE YEAR’S RECORD—NOT ONE TO WHICH BATH CAN POINT WITH*“PRIDE. 


The year 1905 was a most unfortunate one for Bath shipyards so far 
as the amount of tonnage built and launched is concerned, thereby mak- 
ing the year appear small in comparison with many previous years. 
There were but eight vessels built, all schooners, and their aggregate 
tonnage was 8,454, divided among the following vessels : 


Tonnage. 
Alice Mey Davenport 
by ek WR We = EE ON SSR Oey ae ʒʒ EE arte 
eT ee SS eee 


Camilla May PREO- ao ee eee een 
Princa  ydes re a a ee eee 
Herbert) D:  Maxwella. 3 coos ss ae oe eo oecae 

Davis Palmer 
Rovers P. DANE Geo ae ee ae cca Seen none rouse 
P 1 comparison in the amount of tonnage with previous years is as 
‘ollows : 


c c 
26 vessels. 


1900, 


As a result of this cessation of building there are at least 1,500 ship 
carpenters in Bath alone that are now deprived of their usual employ- 


ment. 

The claim made by Captain O'Brien that vessels weré earning large per- 
centages on their cost and that Maine had practically a monopoly of this 
business, while not germane to the question, is entirely incorrect, and the 
statement of Mr. Pendleton made before the committee is proven by the 
illustrations here pra 

Schooner Ellen Little, launched at Rockland, Me., in September, 1904 
cost, $56,000 ; dividends first year as follows: December, 1904, dividend 

601.12; April 10, 1905, $1,600; June 9, 1905, $896: August 1, 1905, 

1,280; October 1, 1905, $1,120, making a total of gross earnings of 

5,497.17, from which should be deducted the insurance, which, at S per 
cent (the regular rate), amounts to $4,480, leaving a balance for owners 
or $1,017.12 to cover interest and depreciation on an investment of 
$56,000, which is less than 2 pe cent. 

And the showing made by the schooner Katherin M. Monahan, launched 
at Mystic, Conn., October 18, 1904, is similar. Cost, $45,000; dividend 
January io, 1905, $500; April 7, 1905, $400; June 13, 1905, $1,400; 
August, 1905, $600; October 20, 1905, $1,200, making a total of gross 
earnings for the year of $4,100, from which deduct the insurance at 8 
per cent (the regular rate), leaving $500 net for owners on an invest- 
ment of $45,000 to cover interest and depreciation, or a fraction over 1 

r cent. 

Perris statement shows the relation of pilotage to earnings for owners. 


Schooner Winfred A. Foran. Trip No. J. June 7 to August 9, 1905, 
Stock : 
Stock on 1,255 tons of coal, at 85 cent $1, 066. 75 
Stock on 13,780 ties, at 14 cents 1, 905. 87 
By credit from building account 15. 81 
2, 988, 43 


Port charges: 
Towage; total for trip 
Pilotage, $285 ; license, Virginia for year 


Noreen ——4ʃ 8214. 33 
Chandlery and fittings == Oy 
Commissions on freight ___- — 121. 98 
Insurance on advances, etc_ = 14. 00 
Telegrains and telephone ve 4. 85 
Rerating chronometer- a 2.50 
Shipping crew — 15. 80 
Water: 2322 = 13. 45 
Exchange on draft — 2. 2 
Captain's wages 176. 00 
Mate’s wages — 76. 00 
Cook's wages — 79. 00 
Engineer's wages — — 64. 
Four seamen’s wages - 176.00 
Agent's commission, 2 per cen 59. 46 
$2, 786. 75 
Dividend to one one-hundredths, 8222222 201. 68 
oe eg Coe eS PORE ER SL SE E SE Le, 200. 
1. 68 


These vessels are owned in small pieces by individuals distributed in 
many States. In the Ellen Little there are over 40 owners, and in the 
Katherine M. Monahan there are 83 owners, nearly every State from 
Maine to Texas being represented in the above-named vessels. 

With a few exceptions this great multiplicity of owners is character- 
istic of the whole coastwise sall fleet. 

How unfounded have been the statements made regarding the neces- 
sity for pilots, and the great benefits secured to vessels employing them, 
is shown by the following from the hearings: 

“NO VESSELS LOST FOR LACK OF PILOTS. 


“Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. O’Brien said that there were 365 accidents on 
the coast, and led you to believe that they were all caused by the fact 
that pilots were not employed, although he was frank e to state 
that a great many of them were outside the pilots’ jurisdiction. Well. 
now, he forgot to tell you or to show you any particular case where a 
vessel bad been damaged because there was not a pilot aboard. I 
challenge him to show one, but if he says to me, ‘I challenge you to 
show where a pilot has damaged a vessel when he was aboard,’ I will 
refer him to a case less than six weeks ago, down in his own neighbor- 
hood, within 100 miles of his own port, where the pilot ran the vessel 
ashore, stove her bottom and keel out, and the owners had to pay dam- 
ages to an extent of almost half the value of the vessel. I refer to the 
schooner James Slater, at Pascagoula.” 

That the challenge of Mr. Pendleton to the pilots to name a single 
instance where a sailing vessel had been dama, because of the lack 
of a pilot remained unanswered, supports the view of the Wilmington, 
N. C., Chamber of Commerce, i. e., that when men are compelled to 
earn thelr money they make a business of it and better service neces- 
sarily results. 

‘That these pilots do possess and actually exercise the right to sell 
1 of the com- 


the privilege of navigating United States waters 
eensed, is shown by 


petency of the captain in charge of the vessel so l 
the following: 
“ PILOT LICENSE FOR COASTING VESSELS. 

“In pursuance of an act of the general assembly of Virginia, entitled 
»An act changing the law in relation to pilots,’ pilot license is hereby 
granted for the schooner called the T. W. Lawson, burthen 4,914 tons, 
and trading in the waters of this Commonwealth for one year from the 
date hereof and no longer, the sum of four hundred and ninety-one dol- 
lars and forty cents having been received by me. 

“VIRGINIA PILOT ASSOCIATION. 

“ Given under my hand and seal this 11th day of February, 1905. 

O. E. EDWARDS, Agent, 
“Per J. J. D” 

The system of compounding for pilots’ fees exists in Virginia and 
Georgia, and reduces the business to one of revenue alone to the pilots, 
as it licenses the vessels and proceeds upon the theory that the services 
of the pilots are not in any sense necessary to the vessel. In such cases 
it is simply an arbitrary tribute which the coastwise sail fleet is com- 
pelled to pay without receiving any benefit therefrom. 

That is, here is a system under which an officer of one of these pilot 
associations sends out from his office to the several vessels annual bills 
for licenses and collects the money, which he then divides up among 
the pilots there, and no service is rendered to the vessel paying this 
money, and no investigation is made by the pilot as to the competency 
of the men in charge of that vessel. The responsibility of the pilot 
begins and ends with the collection and division of the money taken 
by them, and if by any chance one of these vessels should require the 
services of a pilot, she would be compelled to pay him the full fee 
exactly as if she had not 8 paid her annual tribute for her license. 

And this license is of no use in any other southern port except at the 
one where issued. Outside of these States the vessel can not compro- 
mise, but must pay every time she enters or leaves the harbor. 

And these licenses regularly issued by the pilots in the States of 
Virginia and Georgia demonstrate beyond all question that the vessels 
need no pilots there—the pilots by these licenses say so themselves, 

That even the seeking of a port in distress to secure medical aid for 
sick seamen does not secure relief from the taxes of these pilots is shown 
by the recent cases of the Jennie Hulbert and Fortuna, among others. 

The claim of the pilots that the shifting of the southern bars makes 
it impossible for any but members of their pilots’ association to safely 
navigate those waters seems to be completely answered by the follow- 
ing testimony given by Mr. Pendleton (p. 18 of hearings) : 

“Mr. PENDLETON. That is the old question. Last year, or two years 
ago, aon will remember that that question came up, and I went over to 
the bes Sore tee Office and I brought over some charts of five years 
ago and of the present time, and when they Pigs oe up the question 
of snows how the bars had shifted we asked them to show where 
they had done it in five years. They did not do it. They were not 
able to do it. If you think that the bars are changing, send over and 
get the charts which were published a year ago and compare them with 
those of to-day.” 

No attempt was made to answer this statement in relation to the 
charts and bars. i 

The committee recommends the passage of this bill and briefly sum- 
marizes some of the reasons: 

I. It removes unjust and oppressive discrimination against coastwise 
sailing vessels in southern waters. 


- 
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II. It removes an unnecessary burden from interstate commerce for 


the benefit of the public. 
III. It gives sailing vessels freedom to seek shelter in United States 
ports in time of need, and thus insures greater safety to life and 


property. 

105 It permits competent captains to navigate without charge the 
waters which they now navigate without aid from the pilot and waters 
which the licenses of the pilot, issued to the vessels regardless of 
their captains, show that any man can safely sail without assistance. 

V. Free coastwise er pn has proved a distinct success in the ports 
of Baltimore and Wilmington, as well as in all other ports where it 
obtains, and a benefit instead of the predicted inlay to the safe navi- 
gation of those waters, and bas not impaired the efficiency of the pilot 
system as applied to foreign-going vessels. 

VI. Because the opponents of this bill admit that compulsory pilotage 
on coastwise sailing vessels will be done away with whenever their 
business is sufficien profitable without it, i. e., the coastwise fleet is 
now taxed to maintals a system for the benefit of others. 


[House Report No. 4090, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session.] 
REMOVING DISCRIMINATIONS AGAINST AMERICAN SAILING VESSELS. 
3 81, 1905.—Referred to the House Calendar and ordered to 

r i 
r. LITTLEFIELD, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, submitted the following report: 
[To accompany H. R. 7298.] 

The Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7298) entitled “A bill to remove discrimina- 
tions against American sailing vessels in the coasting trade,” having 
given the same careful consideration, recommend that it do pass. 

The discrimination to which sailing vessels in the coasting trade are 
at present subjected was made by Congress in 1871 when it exempted 
steam yessels in the coasting trade from the 8 bea ade 
of State pilots whenever such vessels are commanded by a pilot, duly 
licensed by the United States inspectors of steam vessels as a competent 
pilot for the waters into and out of which he pilots his vessel, an 
exemption that is still denied to sailing vessels when in command of 
duly licensed United States pilots. 

gain, a sailing vessel in the coasting trade, when in tow of a tug- 
boat, the latter commanded by pilots duly licensed by the United 
States inspectors of steam vessels, is required in certain States to 
empoy a State pilot, although the State pilot's services are entirel 
unnecessary, ey. consisting of an order to the helmsman on the sail- 
ing vessel to “follow the tug,” which, in fact, is the only thing it is 

ible for the sailing vessel to do when fastened to the tug. In fact, 
Pre tug is in charge of and legally responsible for the safety of the 
vessels being towed. 

American sailing vessels in the coasting trade are only subjected to 
the compulsory 8 of State pilots in the Atlantic States south 
of the ca of Virginia and in the perks of the Gulf States. In all 
other ports of the Atlantic, in all of the ports of the Pacific, and in the 
ports of the Great Lakes vessels in the coasting trade, sail and steam, 
are exempt from the compulsory employment of State pilots. 

It can not be made too plain, in order to clear away the misconcep- 
tions that have gathered around the efforts that have been made to 
secure for sailing vessels relief from the discrimination imposed upon 
them by the act of Congress of 1871, that the bill (H. R. 7298) merely 
proposes to exempt seine vowels in the coasting trade from the com- 
pulsory . of State pilots, on condition, however, that com- 

tent pilots, so certified by the local inspectors of steam vessels in 

e several local districts that have been established by Federal enact- 
ment, are in command of such sailing vessels, or that they are being 
oe by tugboats that are in charge of duly licensed United States 
pilo 

The safety of life and property will be greatly enhanced by the 
passie of this bill. At the present time, because of the 9 

igh pilotage charges im upon sailing vessels by State pilots in 
the nine States south of the capes of Virginia, such vessels, when in 
stress, or in danger, or leaking, seek to remain at sea and face the dan- 
ger of destruction of life and property rather than attempt to seek 
shelter in these southern ports, because to do otherwise would be to con- 
sume the entire gross earnings of the vessel and tend to bankrupt the 
owners. Doubtless much N and a great many valuable lives 
have been sacrificed in attem made by the masters of sailing vessels 
on our South Atlantic and Gulf coast to weather storms rather than 
seek shelter in ports that exact pilotage tolls of an extortionate charac- 
ter for entirely Noe eaan services, and in many instances without any 
services. On the North Atlantic coast, where the dangers to naviga- 
tion are equally great, the situation is entirely different. Sailing ves- 
sels may, and frequently do, seek the shelter of our ports when in- 
jured, or in distress, or threatened by severe storms, starting out 
again when temporary repairs have been made or when the storm has 
, and having been subjected to no compulsory pilotage charges for 
entering and leaving the ports of shelter.. 

The t increase in the safety of life and property that will be 
gained by the passage of this bill will be understood from a careful 
understanding of the license system in vogue in three of the nine 
States that still exact pilotage fees from sailing vessels in the coasting 
trade, and this is very clear 4 explained in the testimony presented to 
the committee by Mr. Fields S. Pendleton, a New York sail-vyessel owner, 
who on that subject said: 

“Let me first explain the matter of the licenses issued to sail vessels 
by the State pilot commissioners, 13 to State laws, in three of 
the nine Southern States that still impose upon sailing vessels in the 
coastwise trade the compulsory employment of State pilots. In the 
State of Virginia these licenses are issued to the vessel for one year, 
quite regardless of who is in command of the vessel so long as the fee 
of 10 cents per registered ton is paid.. If the license is not obtained, 
then the vessel is compelled to pay full puotage fees for every entry into 
and every departure from a port of Virginia. It must be clear that, 
the license being issued to the vessel and the vessel then and thereafter 
during the year teng free from the compulsory employment of State 
pilots, in that State there is no necessity whatever for the 8 
of State pilots. This refers, of course, to Virginia alone. This is true 
for the reason, as I have stated, that a vessel using the same channels 
and sailing through the same waters, but bound for Baltimore or any 
port in Maryland, or to Washington, is not compelled to pay any State 
pilotage fee whatever when engaging in the coastwise trade. 

“In North Carolina such licenses are issued to the vessel, good only 
for the port of Wilmington. In this case, also, it does not matter what 
kind of a man is in command of the sail. vyessel—so long as the license 


fee is paid, the vessel for the balance of the year is exempt from the 
employment of a State pilot. This must satisfy the committee that the 
conditions at Wilmington admit of the easy navigation of sail vessels 
into and out of that port without any aid gvhatever from State pilots. 

“In the State of Georgia a vessel can procure a pilot license after 
paying an inward 2 and then paying a fee of 25 cents per ton 
register and an additional fee of $3 for issuing the license. In the 
State of Georgia licenses are good only in the port in which they are 
issued. For instance, a vessel trading to Georgia ports would need a 
license at Savannah, Darien, Brunswick, and Satilla River, which 
would amount to four pilotages each year and $1 per ton on the gross 
tonnage of the vessel. From this it must be perfectly clear to the 
committee that in none of the ports of Georgia is the services of a 
pilot actually necessary, the license issued for each port taking the 
place of and doing the work of the pilot. 

“But it must be understood that these salling vessels are not run- 
ning regularly to the ports of Georgia; they only go there when 
there are Dig there for them to carry. It is an extremely rare 
thing where the same yessel will enter the ports of Georgia more than 
four times In any single year. They go to the ports of other Atlantic 
and Gulf States part of the time for cargoes. It might easily be, and 
it very often occurs, that a vessel does not again enter the same port 
in Georgia for which the vessel has procured a license, 

“But the committee should remember that these licenses are not is- 
sued to vessels in and of the other six States in which the compulsory 
employment of State pilots is required on sailing vessels in the coast- 
wise trade. the vessels are trading to the ports of the other States 
quite as much as to the three States that do issue licenses, it will be 
appara that the licenses only help in the three States, one-third of 
the number, wheve the 8 of pilots is compulsory, and in one 
of the States, in Georgia, the 
ports in which they, are issued.” o 

Mr. Pendleton filed with the committee three of the original licenses 
issued to vessels in which he is interested, copies of which are ap- 


pended : 
[Virginia license.] 


Pilot license for coasting vessels. 

In pursuance of an act of the 88 assembly of 2 5 (po en- 
titled “An act changing the law in relation to pilots.” a pilot license is 
hereby granted for the schooner Cactus, burthen 456 tons, and trading 
in the waters of this Commonwealth, for one year from the date hereof 
and no longer, the sum of forty-five dollars sixty cents having been 
received by me. 

[SEAL.] O. E. Enwarps, Agt. 

Given under my hand and seal this 2d day of Nov., 1903. 

. {Savannah license.] 
City of Savannah, State of Georgia—No. 513. 
Pilot’s license for vessesl exclusively engaged in the coastwise trade. 


In pursuance of an act of the general assembly of the State of 
Georgia, passed December Ist, 1886, amending the pilotage law of this 
State: 

Permission is hereby granted by the commissioners of pilotage for 
the port of Savannah to the schooner Joseph W. Brooks, of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., of the burthen of 729 registered tons, to navigate the bar 
of Tybee and River Sayannah, free of compulsory pilotage, for twelve 
months from the tenth day of January, nineteen hundred and four. 
Expires Jan'y 10th, 1905, at noon. 

id vessel haying complied with all requirements of said act. 
Jas. M. BARNARD, Jr., 
Chairman Commissioners of Pilotage. 


licenses only apply to the particular 


Attest: 
O. C. NewcomrE 
Secretary Commissioners of Pilotage. 
729 tons, at twenty-five cents per ton, $182.25. 
: [Darien license.] 
City of Darien, State of Georgia—No. 69. 
For vessels exclusively engaged in the coasting trade. 


In pursuance of an act of the general assembly of the State of Geor- 
ia, passed December Ist, 1886, amending the pilotage laws of this 
tate: 

Permission is hereby granted by the commissioners of pilot for the 

rt of Darien to the schooner Cactus, of New York, N. Y of the 
Parthen of 456 registered tons, to navigate the Sapelo and 2 bars, 
and all the bars and inlets from Sapelo bar as far south as St. Simons 
and River Altamaha, free of compulsory pilotage, for twelve months 
Vir 3 — — Tied with ail the requirements of said act. 

av com with al 
era Fa s AMES K. CLARKE, 
Chairman Commissioners of Pilotage. 
Attest: 
T. A. STUBBS, 
Secretary Commissioners of Pilotage. 

456 tons, at twenty-five cents per ton, $114.00. p 

The issuance of the license to the vessel, of the character described 
above, carries with it exemption from the compulsory employment of 
any State pilot, quite reg ess of whether or not a competent man is 
employed to navigate the vessel in the waters of the State or the port 
for which it is issued. The vessel is not subjected by the local boards 
to any examination, nor are those in command of her, in order to ascer- 
tain whether or not they are competent to pilot the vessel into and out 
of the waters covered by the license. The license, in fact, is a substi- 
tute for the State pilot. It is tantamount to an admission by the State 
legislatures, and by the boards of pilot commissioners, and by the State 
pilots, in the States in which it is issued, that the safety of life and 
property on board of sailing vessels engaged in. the coastwise trade is 
not what is sought by those issuing the license, but that a fee from the 
vessel and a naked subsidizing of the pilots are the sole objects sought. 

The bill (H. R. 7298) substitutes for this condition the requirement 
that the vessel must be commanded by a duly licensed and competent 

lot, so certified by the United States local inspectors of steam vessels 
n the district in which the port is located, which local inspectors, for 
the purposes of examining applicants for such pilots’ licenses and for 
the issuance of such licenses, stand to the United States as the boards 
of pilot commissioners do for the several States. 

The bill (H. R. 7298) substitutes for a paper license issued to the 
vessel by a State, regardless of the competency of the master, a license 
issued to the master by the United States, certifying that he is a com- 
petent pilot for the waters he is permitted to navigate with his vessel. 


1906. | 


Obviously this safeguards life and property, while the license issued 
to the Akania by the State entirely disregards the safety of life and 
roperty. 
x nderwriters, shippe and travélers, and the people generally, 
aside from the interested State pilots, their friends, supporters, a 
sympathizers, must realize that the passage of this bill (H. R. 7298) is 
for the general good of all. They must realize that relief is also 
ted to such vessels as now are compelled to pay these pilotage 
ees when they are commanded by or in tow of tugboats commanded 
b; (OOT ceneo pilots certified as competent by the officers of the 
n ates. 
There has been shown a disposition to reflect upon the competency 


of the local inspectors of steam vessels, in their several districts, to 


examine of agp for these pilots’ licenses. This tendency has been 
uite manifest on the part of the State pilots and their advocates in 
their statements before the committee at the recent and at previous 
hearings. The fact, however, that the masters and mates all, or 
nearly all, of the regular steamships entering and leaving these south- 
ern ports in the coastwise trade have examined by these United 
States local inspectors and given licenses certifying to their compe- 
tency, and that these piere thereafter mri sa their vessels Into and 
out of the ports for which they are lice with safety and dispatch, 
must show that they are quite as competent as the State pilots. No 
complaint is made as to the injurious evasion of the law in case of 
steamers. Again, the tugboats that tow vessels into and out of these 
ports are licensed by the United States Inspectors, and these tugboats 
are handled by men of great skill and dexterity, besides which the 
8 are responsible for the vessel property they undertake to 
pilot in and out, whereas there is no recovery possible to the owners 
or the underwriters through the loss of a vessel or injury to her through 
the neglect or Incompetency of the State pilots. These facts tend to 
strongly emphasize the necessity for the passage of this bill. 
In the great commercial ports of the North Atlantic sene aes vessels 
are permitted by State laws to enter and leave without employing State 
ilots, except when engaging in zoye to and from foreign countries. 
‘he dangers of navigation have not been in the least enhanced because 
of the exemption of sailing vessels in the coastwise trade from the 
compulsory ee of State pilots in the ports of Maryland. Dela- 
ware, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, New York, Connecticut, Rhode Island, 
and Massachusetts. In the State of Maine there has never been any 
law compelling the compulsory employment of State pilots on any ves- 
sels, whether engaged in the coastwise or the foreign trade, and yet 
there is no more loss of life and property in that State, with its dan- 
gerous rock-bound coast, than there is in other States, proportioned to 
the amount of commerce conducted along its shores, nor is there an 
difficulty in procuring adequate pilotage for all shipping in need thereof. 
As a matter of fact, the vast expenditures made by the United States 
Government for the improvement, and deepening, and straighteni 
of these channels and harbors, especially on the southern coast, ‘and 
the excellent charts also issued by the United States Government, to- 
gether with the elaborate ri Arra of light-ships, beacons, buoys; ranges, 
ete., render navigation both easy and safe. That is the principal ob- 
28 of the expenditure. In these expenditures for river and . harbor 
mproyement, running far into the millions, and aggregating close to 
a half a billion of dollars for the entire country, the nine States of 
the South that still exact pilotage fees from sailing vessels engaged in 
the coasting trade have had at least their due share. Their shoal 
harbors have been made deep, their crooked channels have been straight- 
ened, their bars have been removed, extensive and expensive jetties 
have been built and are being maintained, and the channels have been 
so buoyed and lighted, and so elaborately and completely charted, that 
it is an easy matter, in any weather, for a competent navigator to sail 
his vessel into and out of these ports with perfect safety. That 
it is done in the ports of the States north of the capes of Virginia, 
the stormiest part of the Atlantic, day in and day out, year after 

ear, is the most conclusive evidence of the truth of this contention. 

t can not be reasonably asserted that what is so frequent and so com- 
mon an occurrence in the ports of the North Atlantic States is a diffi- 
cult and dangerous undertaking in the ports of the States to the south 
of the capes. But if it were either dangerous or difficult the licenses 
would probably never have been granted by the three States that have 
been named to sailing vessels, exempting them, for a year at a time 
from the employment of any local pilot whatever. 

It is a fact, and especially at Cape Henry, that few if any vessels 
ever employ the Virginia State pilots to conduct their vessels into the 
Chesapeake Bay. Were all of the vessels that enter and leave that 
bay to require the services of pilots the number in existence would 
be quite inadequate. About all that the pilots do, therefore, at least 
for vessels In the coastwise trade, is to hail and speak them, in order 
that the fee may be exacted for pilotage services, should the vessel ‘fail 
to have or to purchase, after entering the bay, a license or an exemp- 
tion a way of tribute from the Virginia board of pilot commissioners. 

As has n so frequently pointed out, two vessels, entering the 
Chesapeake Bay via the capes, side by side, one bound to a: Virginia 
port and the other to a Maryland port, navigate precisely the same 
waters and at almost the same time. The vessel bound to a Virginia 
pt must employ a State pilot or purchase a license for the vessel. 

he one bound to a Maryland pot is entirely free from the compul- 
gory employment of any pilot. necessity is equally great in each 
case. 

Vessels bound to the District of Columbia from sea are exempt from 
the employment of local pilots of any kind. The United States Gov- 
ernment has not found that navigation is so dangerous or difficult as 
to compel vessels in the coastwise trade to employ pilots for the waters 
of the Potomac River, and such vessels, bound for ports on the Po- 
tomac, in the District of Columbia, are exempt, both on the Potomac 
and at the capes of Virginia, whereas vessels bound to Alexandria are 
5 by the laws of Virginia to either employ a pilot or purchase 
a license. 

Even under the laws of the Southern States, where pilotage fees are 
exacted of vessels in the coastwise trade, if the vessel manages to enter 
the ports without being hailed or — by a pilot, she is exempt from 
the payment of the pilotage fee. it occurs that sailing vessels fre- 
quently remain at sea until nightfall, and attempt to enter the ports 
where the pilotage fees are required by escaping the vigilance ok the 
State pilots. But this matter is carefully attended to by the pilots, who 
anchor their pilot boats at the entrance to the channel at the bar, sweep- 
ing the channel periodically with 3 searchlights, and hailing and 
‘speaking the vessels attempting to escape from their unnecessary, un- 
used, and costly services. Such methods and procedure in the ports to 
the north of the capes of Virginia are oe unknown, and yet their 
vast traffic is conducted expeditiously, skillfully, and safely, without 
complaint or hazard other than inherent maritime hazards, that no 
pilot can give immunity from. 
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In these southern ports, where the compulsory employment of State 
pilots is still in vogue, it is almost the invariable custom for the sail 
vessel to employ a tugboat to tow her from sea to her dock in the har- 
bor, and to tow her out to sea from her dock after she has secured her 
cargo. These fine ocean-going tugboats, cos in the neighborhood of 
$100,000, and-in some cases even more than that, employing a crew of 
a dozen or more men, burning coal, and commanded by skillful pilots 
licensed by the United States Government officials, render their services 
for about one-half, in many cases for one-third, and in some cases for 
one-quarter the sum that is exacted by the State pilot who levies this 
unnecessary and expensive tribute upon the unwilling vessel. The State 
pilot is rarely on board of the sailing vessel for a longer time than the 
tugboat is fastened to her, and in such cases his duties are perfunctor, 
and merely nominal—he merely directs that the sailing vessel shall fol- 
low the tug. A written note to the master of the vessel in such a case 
would be just as efficacious. Thus, for a service covering but a few 
hours, of no consequence or benefit whatever to the vessel upon which 
it is forced, a sum from $50 to upward of $100 is char; by the State 
pios according to the draft of the vessel that is compelled by State law 
o accept his services. If the tugboat causes injury to the vessel she 
tows, or the sail vessel is lost while in tow of the tugboat, the latter is 
liable for the injury or loss. But if the State puo by reason of incom- 

tence or PA aia causes injury to the vessel or causes her to be lost, 
e is not liable for the damage caused, and neither owner nor under- 
writer has any recourse but to accept the loss. 

The following newspaper item shows how 1 the pilots con- 
test the question of liability which is sought to maintained : 


PILOTS WILL Al PEAL, 
DECISION IN THE SANTUIT CASE OF VAR-REACHING IMPORTANCE. 
[Special to The Washington Post.] 


Judge D. Tucker Brooke, counsel for the Virginia Pilots’ Association, 
which was held liable for damages caused by a collision between the 
steamer Santuit and the schooner Ge Churchman, while the latter 
vessel was in eres of Pilot Guy will appeal to the Supreme Court 
from the decision o 2 Waddill. 

The court ruled that ot Guy and the association of which he is a 
member must pay to the owners of the Santuit $3,175 paid by them to 
the owners of the schooner Churchman as collision damages. It is 
stated that the pilot associations of several States are interested in the 
appeal, the effect of which will be widespread if sustained in the higher 
cour 

NORFOLK, VA., January 30, 1905. 

It has been explained to the committee that it is a rare thing for 
owners of sailing vessels on our coast to insure their vessels; the in- 
surance rates are so high, and the net earnings of the vessels are so 
small; that if they were insured there would rarely, if ever, be any- 
thing left for the owner; so the owner assumes the risk. A few Save 
showing what the comparative earnings of these compulsorily emplo 
State pilots are, were brought to the attention of the committee. The 
are worthy of reproduction. Says Mr. Fields S. Pendleton, a New Yor 
sail-vessel owner; 

recently had a vessel loaded at Norfolk whose protse was $64.40. 
She went to Charleston and her pilotage in and out was $206, 3 
a total pilotage of $270.40. The owners had left on the voyage $97. 
E other words, the pilots got three times as much as e owner 

“Mr, Davis. That was for one trip? 

“Mr. PENDLETON. Yes, sir; from Norfolk to Charleston. 

“Mr. Davis. That is an exceptional case. 

“Mr. PENDLETON. I am going to show you some others. The tug- 
boat charge for that voyage was $65. It was the Waban, which is a 
new tug, which cost from $70,000 to $80,000, and which employs 11 
men and takes all the risk of towing a vessel in and out of port, so far 
as accidents go. Her services cost $65, and the pilots, who stood there 
without any responsibility except to walk the deck and wear out their 
shoes, got nearly 3333 per cent more. 

“Mr. WILIsoN. Was the $65 included in the $270? 

“Mr. PENDLETON. The charge of the tugboat was $65. The pilotage 
at Charleston was $206, and at Norfolk $64.40, making a total pilotage 
on the voyage of $270.40. * * + 5 

“The schooner Elizabeth T. Doyle 1 went to Jacksonville. 
She had a pilot on board thirty minutes goi n and forty-five minutes 
comi out, and on coming out the puos said to the captain, ‘ Captain, 
seth ing ne need of my going out with you ; just follow the tug, and you 
will all right.’ 

“The schooner John R. Bergen since September has paid the following 
pilotage : September, pilotage in and out of Charleston, $206. 

“Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That was in 1904? . 

“Mr. PENDLETON. Yes, sir; October pilotage at Norfolk, $56.40; No- 
vember, pilotage in and out of Charleston, $206; December, pilotage in 
and out of Charleston, $184. The pilotage from September to Decem- 
ber was $652.40. 

“The CHAIRMAN. How much was that pilotage? 

“Mr. PENDLETON. Six hundred and fifty-two dollars and forty cents 
from September to December. The vessel is now in Georgetown and has 
got to pay another pilotage in and out, making in all $752, nearly $800 
since September. The owners received $1, dividend, and the pilot- 
age is 65 per cent of what they receive, and there have not been any 
sails or anchors or chains bought or any repair s. 

“Mr. PENDLETON. * * * The schooner Laura went from New 
York to Charleston with coal at 65 cents per ton and had similar ex- 
penses, Her gross earnings on the trip were $2,246.65. On that voy- 
age the bills were $1,934.10, and that left the owners $312.65. 

“The CHAIRMAN. Who got the balance of the $1,000? 

“Mr. PENDLETON. It was spent for loading, discharging, and the 
towage, and to pay the other different people employed on the voyage— 
the crew and the master. 

“Mr. Witsox. How much was it for pilotage? 

“Mr. PENDLETON. The inward pilotage was $86.61 and the outward 
ee was $86.61, making a total potage of $173.22. The net earn- 
ngs were $312.55. So the leg was 55 per cent of the net earn- 
ings of the property. That included the vessel. Out of that $312 the 
owners have to pay interest, insurance, depreciation, the interest on 
capital invested, and other things. 

“Mr. Davis. All that, however, was paid and still left net earnings? 

Mr. PENDLETON. No, sir; I will clear that point. In the amount I 
have stated there is nothing for the owners, nothing for insurance, 
nothing for interest, and nothing for depreciation. No sail-vessel own- 
ers figure anything for that; it is what they get as a dividend. 

“Mr. Luckinc. What port was that? 

“Mr. PENDLETON. That was at Charleston. That schooner on an- 
other voyage got gross earnings $2,235.73. The gross amount of the 
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bills on the Torano were $2,119.41 and the dividends to the owners were 
0 


98, making a total of $179. The owners had $116.32 to pax their in- 
erest, insurance, and depreciation, and the pilots had pi 9, $62.68 
more than the net earnings of the vessel,” 

Here is the case where a powerful and valuable tugboat, employing 
eleven men, received but one-fourth the sum that the State pilot re- 
ceived. The employment of tugboats is not compulsory, and the com- 
petition between them keeps rates at a reasonable amount, The em- 
Ly hue of pilots is compulsory. There is absolutely no competition, 
and the rates charged are extortionate. The pilots have an absolute 
ironclad monopoly. 

Capt. W. W. Kimball, of the United States Navy, in charge of the 

light-house district, with his headquarters at New Orleans, +» Says, 
under date of January 19, 1905: 
» “Pilots are all right as such, but the way the association has gotten 
control makes me tired. Supply and demand would arran, them- 
selves all right in this case and no harm in protecting the pilot's in- 
terests reasonably, but this Gulf pilot business is the most outrageous 
monopoly whatever. I never took a pilot in any snip I commanded but 
once, and he put me ashore because I yielded to his local knowledge. 
It was not in the Gulf, I 3 

Mr. Pendleton showed that the pilots own a tugboat at Wilmington, 
N. C., and earn double amounts. He said: 

“The Cas and the pilots at Wilmington are combined so that 
they get the pilotage and the same men get the towage. In other 
words, the pilotage at Wilmington on a vessel I had there last winter 
was $220, in and out, and the towage was about $150. So they got 
double; they got $370, because they used their steamer as their tow- 
boat, and in that way they made it count both ways.” 

The committee, in January, 1903, two years ago, had a similar near- 
ing on a similar bill. At that hearing appeared Capt. C. B. Parsons, 
the president of the New York Maritime Exchange, which organization, 
with a membership of upward of 1,000, advocates the passage of such a 
bill as H. R. 7298. Among the many interesting and valuable state- 


Şos, ma The tage inward was $81 and the outward pilotage was 


ments at that time made by Captain Parsons was a brief table, as 

follows: 

Pilotage on five schooners engaged in the southern coasticise business 
during 1902. 


Name of schooner, 


Annie C. Grace . 6 

Anna L. Mulford 6 840 

Lizzie M. Parsons 6 538 

Bayard Hopkins 8 476 

John R. Bergen 4 690 
Total ‘| 3,264 


Another member of the New York Maritime Exchange, Mr. F. V. L. 
Jones, submitted statements showing an expenditure during one year 
on each of two of bis vessels, one paying pilotage fees amounting to 
8769,50 and the other paying pilotage fees amounting to $695.50. 

Still another member of the New York Maritime Exchange, Mr. 
William A. Anderson, also submitted statements showing amounts of 
pilotage paid during one year on vessels belonging to him. In the case 
of the schooner Pasadena he paid during one year $1,176. The Pasa- 
dena is 500 net registered tons. On the schooner Laura C. Anderson, 
of 912 net tons, Mr. Anderson on one trip pe pilotage fees amounting 
to $562.52. This last-named case may tter be explained by Mr. 
Anderson in his own words: 

“She was loaded in Baltimore last March with coal. She had been 
out three days from Baltimore when one of the crew, shipped in Balti- 
more, was taken sick with smallpox. She went into Charleston, paid 

~ pilotage in, $115, and we employed a tugboat at $50. When she got 
nto quarantine and they found this case of smallpox, they ordered her 
to Sapelo, Ga., to be quarantined. There were twenty cases of small- 

x, I was told, in Charleston, and yet they sent the vessel out of that 

arbor to . at a great expense, when the man could have been 
taken off and the vessel fumigated. Of course we had to pay the 
prora out across that bar, $115, to get out, and then at Sapelo we 

ad to pay the pilotage to get in. When we came back there was 

another pilotage fee of $115, and when we had discharged and londed 
the vessel again with railroad ties, which were loaded for New York, 
we paid another $103, altogether $662.52. 

“T paid that myself, and as I was there and kicked so hard and 

- threatened to sue before I paid the last $115 inward from Sapelo, they 
cut it down to 8562.52. * +» 

At the public heating in 1903, Capt. J. Ed. O'Brien, the president of 

the National State Pilots’ Association, when asked as to the number of 

ilots in the several South Atlantic ports where compulsory 

s still maintained under State laws, said that there were 1 

at Key West, 10 at Jacksonville, 12 at Fernandina, 15 at Brunswick, 

20 at Savannah, 20 to 23 at Charleston, 42 in North Carolina, and 23 at 
Norfolk. The following question and answer illuminates the subject: 

“Mr. LITTLEFIELD, How many pilots would be affected by this bill? 

“Mr, O'Burexn. One hundred and thirty.” 

The only justification for the unearned tribute levied upon the sail 
coastwise fleet is that the sum thus collected is necessary to maintain a 
corps of pilots required to take care of the foreign-going vessels. It is 
not claimed that the coastwise fieet need them or use them to any 
extent. On this point the foreign business of these ports and the 
number of pilots thus supported to take care of it—-as compared, for 
instance, ¥ th Baltimore, which for the time employed per ship and 
the ground covered by the pilots—greatly exceed any of the ports 
affected by this bill, is illuminating. Baltimore has 52 pilots. No 
one contends that they are not amply sufficient to take care of the 
business of that port, and their number Is regulated by the law of sup- 
ply and demand. Last year there were 715 foreign entries, with a 
tonnage of 1,338,888, one pilot in a year averaging nearly 14 vessels 
and a tonnage of 257,478 In a year. ? 

In Charleston, from which some of the most vigorous opposition to 
this bill comes, there were 107 foreign entries, with a tonnage of 
74,700 with 23 pilots, one pilot piloting at the rate of a little more than 
43 foreign-going vessels in a year, with a tonnage of 3,152, or one-third 
of the number and a little more than a twenty-fifth of the tonnage— 
that is, if Baltimore is a fair criterion—and, as it i bh more time, 
Charleston has the advantage in the comparison. Charleston has at 


pee 
vilots 


least three times as many pilots as the foreign trade needs, and the 
coastwise sail fleet is maintaining the unnecessary two-thirds, or 15 
pilots, by a subsidy that is without consideration to them, 


At Wil- 


mington, N. C., in 1903 they had 44 pilots. 
were 80, with a tonnage of 83,196. 

Assuming the number of pilots to remain the same, we would haye 
one pilot during the entire year piloting at the rate of a little less 
than two vessels, with a tonnage of 1,891, or one-seyenth in the num- 
ber of vessels and about one-fortieth of the amount of tonnage, and the 
sail coastwise fleet is maintaining, in this instance, the unnecessary 
six-sevenths, or thirty-six pilots, by this naked subsidy, for which they 
get no returns. These, it is true, are the most extreme illustrations 
of the iniquity and injustice of the existing system. The data at hand 
relating to other ports are as follows: 


Last year the foreign entries 


Foreign 
Port. entries. Tonnage. |. Pilots, 
Brunswick, Ga S ee 155 173, 930 15 
Fernandina, Fla. 69 54 12 
Norfolk, Va 238 403, 830 23 
Savannah, Ga. 247 390, 179 20 
Key West, Fla 500 514,613 10 


To compel a coastwise sail vessel to pay a pilot for a service that 
she does not need and does not receive in order that the pilot may be 
supported so as to render a service a few times a year to a vessel that 
does need and does receive the service is clearly the most offensive form 
of subsidizing one individual at the expense not of the whole country, 
but of a few other individuals who are endeavoring to keep aliye one 
of our most languishing industries. But it is claimed—and we have no 
doubt properly—that an adequate system of pilotage is essential to the 
commercial welfare and business prosperity of the respective ports 
affected and the States in which they are situated, and that they ought 
to be allowed to say when and how the system should be ois J 
If this be trne—and we concede it may be—then the port and the State 
where it is situated are the real beneticiaries of this system. It is for 
their profit and benefit that it is maintained. 

If, then, in order to have an adequate pilotage system the pilots must 
be subsidized for services they do not render, why should not those who 
are benefited by the subsidy and in whose Interests alone it is main- 
tained pay it? If North Carolina insists that a subsidized system of 
pilotage is essential to the business prosperity of Wilmington, inas- 
much as she gets the value received, wiy shouldn't she pax the con- 
sideration Instead of loading it upon a single industry which receives 
no value therefrom? The coastwise sail fleet can pilot itself, at least 
as well, if not better, than the steam coastwise fleet. They haven't the 
remotest interest in the pilotage of the foreign fleet. Why should they 
be compelled to maintain a pilot, say, three hundred and fifty days in 
order that he may pilot foreign-going vessels during, say, sixty-five days? 

For 130 men’s maintenance, N in idleness to a large extent, 
the entire coasting schooner trade of the Atlantic and Gulf coasts of the 
United States is made to pay tribute. Hundreds of thousands of dollars 
annually are thus extorted from the pockets of these sail-vessel owners, 
and enough has been shown to disclose the practical operation of the 
entire system. 

It was stated that it was not the vessel but the appears of freight 
who really paid these pilotage fees, and the leader of the State pilots 
made the bold assertion that the shippers were not objecting to the 
system; that they desired the continuance of the compulsory require- 
1 that it was really a few northern vessel owners who were 
objecting. 

The following letter is of interest at this point: 

JACKSONVILLE, FLA., January 21, 1905. 
Hon. CHARLES H. Grosvenor, 
Chairman Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Sin: The undersigned lumber manufacturers, shippers, merchants, 
and vessel owners of Jacksonville, Fla., e d urge the immediate 

assage of House bill No. 7298, introduced by Mr. LITTLEFIELD, of 
aine, entitled “An act to remove discriminations against Americau 
sailing vessels in the costing trade,” as a measure of the utmost im- 
portance to the commercial interests of this city and the Industries 
whose shipments are made through this port. The exorbitant pilotage 
fees have long been a useless tax upon our domestic commerce, from 
which we beg to be freed. 

Cooney, Exkstein & Co,; Robert R. Sizer & Co., Thos. XI. 
Sizer, treasurer; G. S. Baxter & Co.; Dexter Hunter, 
er Arthur C. Wood, attorney; Bliss & Van Anken; 
‘ummer Lumber Company, by A. G. Cummer, second 
vice-president; E. G. Phinney; T. V. Caspen; E. C. 
West; Eppinger, Russell Company, Jesse Eppinger, 
secretary ; Chas. Hirsch & Co.; The Haviland Lumber 
Company, Frank B. Haviland, treasurer; Southeru 
Pine Company of Georgia, Frank B. Haviland, 28 
sistant treasurer; Alfred R. Sax Lumber Company, 
N. Alfred R. Sax, president: N. B. Borden & Co.; 
eston & Co., Chas, H. Darby, secretary; J. A. Me- 
Gulre, George Francls, manager; Granger & Lewis, 

per F. G. Miller, agent. 

A similar letter forwarded from Savannah, Ga., dated January 21 
1905, asks for the passage of II. R. 7298; is signed by a number 9 
lumber shippers at that port, including Granger & Lewis; Charles 8. 
Hirsch & Co., per C. B. Stilwell, agent; George T. Craig & Co.; A. 8. 
Bacon & Sons; The Dixon Lumber Company, James M. Dixon, secretary 
and treasurer; Georgia Lumber Company, by F. J. Garbull, president; 
McDonough & Co.; James A. Calhoun; Cooney, Eestein & Co., by T. Me- 
Auliffe, agent: Heard Lumber Company, B. Willis Heard, treasurer. 

The firm of Weston & Co., lumber shippers and vessel owners at 
Jacksonville, under date of January 25, 1905, wire Chairman Gros- 
vnxon as follows: 

“Mailed you yesterday petition signed. by the principal shippers from 
Jacksonville, urging the immediate passage of House bill No. 7298, An 
act to remove discriminations against American salling vessels in the 
coastwise trade.“ 

The same firm sent the following letter: 

[Office of Weston & Co., Pitch Pine Lumber.] 
JACKSONVILLE, FLA., January 21, 1905, 
Hon, CHARLES H. Grosvenor, 7 
Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dran Sin: We write to express our approval and to urge the passage 
of House bill No. 7298, entitled “An act to remove discriminations 
against sailing vessels in the coastwise trade.” 


1906. 
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We are residents of this city, own over $100,000 worth of cy Gap 
property. and are large shippers of coastwise lumber. My vessels al 
itil from Jacksonville, and have repeatedly come in and sailed out of 
this port without any pilot, but have been obliged to pay for their 
services just because the pilot spoke them outside. 

I inclose herewith several pilotage bills which show that I paid 
pilotage, but the master preferred not to bother with the pilots. These 
exorbitant fees should abolished in the interest of southern in- 
dustries and the sailing vessels, whose main competitors are steamers 
which are exempt from these fees. : 

Trusing that this bill will promptly pass Congress, I beg to remain, 


Yours, very respectfully, 
Weston & Co., 
H. Weston, President. 
The bills for pilotage referred to in the foregoing communication are 
as follows: 
Weston & Co., owners of schooner Springfield to R. D. Gordon, Dr. 
Apr. 8, 1904. To inward-bound 28280 of the schooner 


Springfield, inner pilotage, 9 feet, at 52.50— 22. 50 
Outward pilotage, 161 feet, at $3----_--_---------~~-------- 49. 50 
72. 00 


Received en agua 
May 30, 1904. R. D. GORDON. 


Did not pilot vessel outward, but spoke the vessel only. 


Weston c Co., owners of schooner Fairfield, to C. H. Wilson, Dr. 


Apr. 6, 1904. To outward-bound pilotage of schooner Fairfield, 
E AE TAE L per: toot ne ee eae $48. 00 
Received payment. 
C. H. WILSON. 


Did not pilot vessel, but spoke her only. 


JACKSONVILLE, FiA., June 6, 190}. 


Received of Weston & Co. $49.50 for offering services as pilot, 
schooner Springfield, outward, June 3, 1904, 164 feet, at $3. 
849.50. W. J. Kine: 


r Mayport, FLA., June 15, 1904. 
Weston Lumber Co., Shippers, Jacksonville: 
Inclosed you will find corrected bill for schooner Springfield, spoken 
March.27, draft 10 feet, $25. 
Mayport, June 15, 1904. 


Received of Weston & Co., for inward pilotage of schooner Springfleld, 
draft 10 feet, for March 27, $25, 
d R. D. Gorpon, Pilot. 


Messrs. G. S. Baxter & Co., of Jacksonville, Fla., under date of January 
25, 1905, forwarded to Chairman Grosvenor the following telegram : 

“We wish to urge the passage of House bill No. 7298, an act to re- 
move discriminations against sailing vessels in the coastwise trade. 
We are sawmill and owners in Florida and large shippers from 
Fernandina and Jacksonville.“ 

The following telegrams have also been received: 

JACKSONVILLE, FLA., January 25, 1905. 
Ifon. CHAS. H. GROSVENOR, 
Chairman Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


We respectfully urge the passage ef House bill No. 7298. an act to 


remove discriminations aise sailing vessels in the coastwise trade. 
ya —.— n of sawmills on the St. Johns River and shippers from 
ucksonville. 


HODGES & O'Hara. 


JACKSONVILLE, FLA., January 25, 1905. 
Ion. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 


Chairman Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee, 
N House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

As owners of the largest saw and trading mills in this vicinity, and 
operators of phosphate mines and naval stores plats, with over 
82.000.000 invested in the State of Florida, we most urgently favor the 
immediate e of House bill No. 7298, an act to remove discrimina- 
tion against sailing vessels in the coastwise trade. à a 

; CUMMER LBR, Co. 


JACKSONVILLE, FLA., January 25, 1905. 
Hon. Cras. H. Grosvenor, 4 * 


Chairman Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
rate two sawmills on the St. Johns River. and as a manufacturer 
and shipper from this State I am much in favor and urge passage of House 
LU No. 7298, an act to remove discrimination against sailing vessels in 
the coastwise trade. 


1 0 


L. V. CASHEN. 


JACKSONVILLE, FLA., January 25, 1905. 
Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 
Chairman Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
We respectfully and urgently advocate ge of House bill 7298, an 
act to remove discrimination against sailing vessels in coastwise trade. 
We own large sawmill, Westlake, Fla., and very large landed and timber 
interests in the State and ship quantities of timber from Fernandina 
and Jacksonville. 
' West Bros. 


JACKSONVILLE, FLA., January 25, 1905. 
Hon. Cras. II. GROSVENOR, TY 2s 
Chairman Committce on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
We urgently advocate passage of House bill 7298, an act of discrimi- 
nation against sailing vessels. We own large milling interests In the 
Bree and ship quantities of lumber through Jacksonville and Fernan- 
na. 5 


WEST & COFFEE, 


The following letters have also been received : 


{John S. Emery & Company (Incorporated), ship brokers and ship 
agents, 144 State street, Berton: 


JANUARY 24, 1905. 
Hon. CHAs. H. Grosvenor, 
Chairman Committee Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dean Sin: We understand the bill to abolish compulsory pilotage in 
the coastwise southern trade will soon be acted upon, and we wish to 
state that we sincerely hope the bill will receive earnest a ge 

Our firm has been in the shipping business since 1857 and was incor- 
porated in 1901, and we to-day handle, perhaps, forty sailing vessels, 
pearly all of which at times trade in southern waters and our South 
Atlantic and Gulf ports, and our experience has taught us that compul- 
sory pilotage in the South is entirely unnecessary and a heavy burden 
to our coastwise tonnage. 

These captains trading regularly in southern waters are good pilots, 
e: lenced navigators, and with harbor charts and towage service do 
not require pilots; in fact, it is an unnecessary burden, and in our 
opinion does not add to the safety of coastwise navigation in these 


ports. 5 

Nearly all New England waters are exempt from compulsory pilotage 
in the coasting trade, and we do not remember meeting with accidents 
dere not having pilots in the past, but have lost vessels with pilots on 

ard. 

We have for years thought it advisable to abolish the compulsory 
pilotage in southern waters, and we hope now this bill will become op- 
erative, and we sincerely hope you will do everything possible to influ- 
ence legislation in this direction. 


Yours, very truly, Wu. H. RANDALL, Secretary. 


COASTWISE TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, 
Boston, Mass., January 24, 1905. 
Hon. CHARLES LITTLEFIELD, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Dean Me. LITTLEFIELD: I note by the papers that the bearing 
of the compulsery pilot bill will be before the committee on Thursday 
the 26th. I will give you a statement of the amount we pay for com- 
pulsory pilotage on our fleet, as follows: 


Thomas W. Lawson 
William L. Douglas 
George W. Weils 


Henry W. Cramp - 
Sagamore 
Mount Hope 
J. C. Strawhridge 
Margaret Haskell 
Samuel J. Goucher 


111; ½%⅛ͤiu äZůſ eet ee ee 2. 372. 30 


You will note that this is Pa a sum to pay, each year for something 
that we do not get any benefit from, and it is quite a heavy tax on our 
vessels. e 

I wish to state further that all of our captains and mates have to 
go through a rigid examination before they can become captains and 
mates, and have to haye certificates from the United States Govern- 
ment, and I can not understand why rape 1 should. not have the privilege 
of taking their own vessels In and out of southern ports without either 
having to take a pilot or pay a pilot license. 

I will inclose a pilot license that is issued by the pilots of Virginia 
and you can see how absurd it is. All light-houses, light-ships, buoys, 
and day marks are furnished and kept by the United States Govern- 
ment. und why should any State put a restriction and make our vessels 
pay, Tor the privilege of navigating our own vessels in and out of these 

rts 
05 Lope and trust that you will be able to impress this upon the com- 
mittee and upon Congress, and that they will pass an act to abolish 
this unjust tax on our American vessels, 

J. C. CROWLEY, 


Yours, very truly, 
J General Manager and Treasurer. 
The license inclosed with the last foregoing letter reads as follows: 
Pilot license for coasting vessels. 


In pursuance of an act of the general assembly of Virginia, entitl 
“An act changing the law in relation 3 Pilot license is . 
granted for the schooner called the J. C. rawbridge, burthen 7 
tons, and trading in the waters of this Commonwealth, for one year 
from the date hereof and no longer, the sum of $75.80 having n 
received by me. 

[SEAL] 


VIRGINIA PILOT ASSOCIATION. 
O. E. Epwarps, Agent. 


Given under my hand and seal this 19th day of January, 1905. 


The pilotage fees covered by the above itemized statement 
refers solely to those paid for the licenses issued to the . ght 
by the 3 Board of Pilots, and does not cover pilotage fees paid 
by any of the vessels in other southern ports. 

It will be interesting, in view of what Captain Crowley says, to show 
in some detail what the United States Government has expended for 
the improvement of some of these southern ports. From the records of 
the War Department we find a compilation by Lieut. Col. C. W. Ray- 
mond, Volumes I and II, printed as Document No. 439, House of Repre- 
sentatives, Fifty-seventh Congress, of the following appropriations for 
river and harbor improvements in South Atlantic and Gulf States and 
ports, to and Including 1900: 


Virginia. total for Ste a x 
Norfolk Harbor, 1876 to 1898, inclusive, $1,- e 


5, 122, 058. 92 


mington, 583.383.228.922. 
South Carolina, total for State „„ 
„ Harbor, 1852 to 1900, inclusive, $4,- 
Port Royal (Beaufort River), 1890 to 1896, tn- 
clusive, $31,000. Ms 4 


7, 151, 385. 00 
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Georgia. total for State „„ 
Savannah Harbor (from ee} $6,743,563.58 ; 
Brunswick Harbor and outer bar, $265,000. 


$7, 971, 472. 35 


LO Tee PER TOR, VT O A ee mine oer 4, 627, 606. 46 
Carrabelle bar and harbor, 1896 to 1899, $20,000 ; 
Fernandina, $149,000; Key West Harbor, 1882 to 
1899, $352,500; Pensacola Harbor, 1878 to 1899, 
inclusive, 44.852.000 Jacksonville (1852 to 1899, in- 
Porn 1,892,000, and Tampa (1880 to 1900), 
ADE titel eee geese namaa 6, 783, 102, 22 
Mobile bay, harbor, and river (1826 to 1900), 
$4,248,620.60. 
Mississippi, total for State.....___.._---...--.-_-_..- 1, 464, 244. 80 


Pascagoula (1827 to 1896), $518,100. 
onisiann: tote) for Sth tec oe ee eee ee ee 
New Orleans (mouth of Mississippi), $10,689,- 
85 


869.75. 
"exes, total for States P 15, 452, 421. 
Galveston (1870 to 1899, inclusive), $8,528,000 ; 
Sabine Pass Harbor (1852 to 1900, inclusive), $3,- 


444,750. 
Total for all States above enumerated 56, 825, 774. 82 


Notwithstanding all of these expenditures, despite the great changes 
that have been made in the channels and harbors, the increased depth. 
the straightening of tortuous channels, the buoying, lighting, and mark- 
ing, and the splendid charts prepared by the Government, and the ease 
with which vessels that have paid for a license may sail in and out of 
them, all indicate very clearly that the retention of 1 pilot- 
age on coasting sailing vessels has no other justification than a determi- 
nation on the part of the several States concerned to arbitrarily exercise 
a power they have been permitted by Congress to retain to upjustly tax 
interstate commerce, 

To show the extent to wbich these pilotage fees are levied upon sail 
vesselg in the coastwise trade, below will be found charges in a few of 
the leading South Atlantic and Gulf ports : 


2, 727, 115. 25 


Total 
Pilotage 
Port, ete. from sea 3 
inward. out. 
Wilmington, N. C.: 

FP ) A T 877.25 $154.50 
167. 25 334. 50 
79. 00 158. 00 
195. 00 390. 00 
80. 00 160. 00 
188. 00 276. 00 
88. 00 176. 00 
149. 50 299. 00 
80. 00 160.00 
138. 00 276. 00 


The abolition of this compulsory pilotage on sailing vessels in the 
coasting trade has received the indorsement and recommendation of suc- 
cessive adminstrative departments of the Government that have super- 
vision over the maritime interests of the United States. The reports of 
Commissioners of Navigation are replete with argument, piled upon 
argument, year after year, bearing upon this subject and urging u 
Congress the rectification of this grievous discrimination against sailing 
vessels. A few extracts culled from the reports of the present Commis- 
sioner of Navigation since and inclusive of 1895 are herewith appended : 


(Extract from report for 1895.] 


Pilotage is one of the heaviest charges upon navigation, and to exempt 
one description of American vessels in the coasting trade from that 
charge while imposing it upon another 5 of American vessels in 
the same trade comes close to ruling the sailing vessels out of the busi- 
ness and bestowing it upon steam vessels exclusively. 

{Extract from report for 1896.1 


The recommendation has the cordial support of the leading maritime 
and commercial organizations of the Atlantic seaboard, and its enact- 
ment by Congress is almost indispensable to the existence of our sailing 
fleet on the Atlantic coast in the coastwise trade, virtually the only trade 
open to it under present conditions. 


The report for 1897 renews the recommendations made in 1896. 
[Extract from report for 1898.] 


The bill is limited In its operations and considers all possible danger 
to navigation. Only sail vessels of which the masters or mates have 
passed the examination prescribed for and cbtained the license awarded 
to masters and mates of steam vessels are to be exempt from pilotage 
when no pilot is in fact employed. It will be a considerable gain to 
safety in navigation under any circumstances thus to require masters 
and mates of sail vessels to qualify as pilots. 

[Extract from report for 1899.] 


It is contended that Congress is the proper tribunal to which to appeal 
for a correction of this unfair discrimination— 

First, because the Constitution vests in Congress the right to regulate 
commerce of which pilotage is essentially a feature, and Congress, by its 
first act relating to pilotage, reserved to itself the power to regulate it as 
occasion requires. 

Second, because Congress, Leg 3 steam vessels from State 
pilotage charges, except for services rendered, itself created the discrimi- 
nation which now calls for correction. 

“Third, because Congress, by its liberal appropriations for improve- 
ments of the harbors in the nine States which still exact pilotage fees 
from coasting sailing vessels where services are not now rendered, has 
removed the reason by which such charges were 8 n 

report. 


Report for 1900 repeated recommendations made in 
[Extract from report for 1901.1 

“The steady and large increase in the foreign vessels entering and 

clearing at our ports in foreign trade and our vast expenditures for 

riyer and harbor improvements to reduce the danger of navigation and 


render our pora more accessible to vessels of great draft, strengthen 
every year the argument in favor of the abolition of this discrimination. 
The situation created by law is one of 1 hardship to men who, 
as a rule, are hard working and of small or moderate means, the own- 
ers of coasting schooners. Necessarily, large steamers, operated in con- 
nection with railroad systems, are acquiring a steadily increasing share 
of the coasting trade. The money spent in deepening, widening, and 
straightening channels and removing bars which these schooner owners, 
in the form of Federal taxes, help cheerfully to contribute, is princi- 
pally for the benefit of the large steamer, exempt from pilotage, which 
=e small schooners are required to pay, whether a pilot is employed or 
not. 

The report for 1902 repeats the recommendations on this subject 
contained in the report for 1901. 

The report for 1903, after showing the decline in our sailing tonnage 
under register, says: 

“All competent nautical authorities agree that training on a square- 
rigged ship is necessary for the officer of a steamer. Such 8 18 
obligatory in our Navy. The great German steamship companies within 
the past few years have added several full-rigged ships to their lists as 
training schools for the future deck officers of their ocean steamers. 
Uniess Congress or private interests soon follow this example the lack 
of competent officers for American steamers may soon proye a serious 
handicap to any development of our ocean steam merchant fleet. 

“In the meantime the abolition of the discrimination in pilotage 
charges against sail vessels in the coasting trade is again earnestly rec- 
e as an immediate and practical method of fostering American 
sail tonnage. 

On this subject the report for 1904 says: 

“Discrimination against sail vessels in the coasting trade-—Heavy 
pilotage charges or license fees are imposed on American sail vessels in 
the coasting trade in ports from Virginia to Texas, inclusive. American 
steam vessels in the same trade are exempt from such charges. The 
discrimination is severely felt, and it has undoubtedly contributed to 
retard American sail tonnage. While the charges are imposed under 
State laws, the discrimination arises from section 51 of the act of Con- 
gress approved February 28, 1871. Among other things that section 
(incorporated as section 4444 in the Revised Statutes) provided : 

And no State or 3 government shall impose upon pilots 
of steam vessels herein provided for any obligation to procure a State 
or other license in addition to that issued by the United States, nor 
other regulation which shall impede such pilots in the KTOS of 
their duties as required by this act; nor shall any D ot charges be 
1 by any such authority upon any steamer pilot as herein pro- 
vided. 

“When this act was passed, thirty-three years ago, the inspection 
system applied only to steam vessels, and Congress may have deemed 
steam vessels deserving of the special encouragement involved in the 
recep ive from State pilotage charges. On June 30, 1871, our en- 
rolled tonnage comprised 903,543 tons steam and 1,901,731 tons sail. 
On the 30th of last June it comprised 3,004.928 tons steam and 2,278,- 
861 tons sail. Steam has incressed over 200 per cent, sail only 20 
per cent, in enrolled tonnage. Since 1898 the Government inspection 
system has been extended so as partially to include the sail fleet. 

uch burdens as the inspection system may entail have been imposed 
on the sail fleet. The corresponding benefits remain to be bestowed 
by Congress: In the reports of the Bureau for some years past argu- 
ments for the removal of this discrimination have been set forth at 
some length. U for 1895, pp. 45-47 ; 1896. pp. 31-32: 1897, gE: 
1 SERA p. 62; 1899, p. 89; 1900, p. 60; 1901, p. 65; 1902, p. 5 

3. p- 8 

“The conditions of foreign trade afford only steadily diminishing 
opportunities for American sailing vessels, and the sail fleet must more 
and more be confined to domestic transportation. The sail fleet is a 
necessity to the maintenance of a reserve personnel for national de- 
fense. As an original proposition it seems that Congress could well 
enact a law giving to sail vessels, when piloted by officers whose com- 
petency has been tested by Federal examination, exemption from State 
pilotage charges. It is the best form of relief practicable.” 

The considerations hereinbefore set out in detail amply justify these 
recommendations. A great amount of time and energy has been spent, 
and especially of late, in devising ways and means for the rescue of 
our merchant marine from elimination as an 8 factor in our 
commerce. As to the desirability of that end there is a universal con- 
sensus of opinion. As to the proper and adequate means to be em- 
ployed there is a decided difference of opinion. Here is an opportunit 
to afford some needed relief to certainly not the least deserving branc 
of that marine. 

All who believe in equal rights to all and special privileges to none 
should join in the support of this bill. 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask, on behalf of all who 
have spoken on this subject, leave to extend remarks in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I would like five minutes 
longer. 

Mr. SHERLEY. That is hardly a fair request, and I shall 
have to object to it. 2 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I did not suppose my time had so 
nearly expired or I would not have yielded to the interruptions. 
I ask unanimous consent that I may have five minutes more. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Under the plain stipulation, I feel it my 
duty to object. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques- 
tion on the bill to its final passage. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
MAYNARD) there were—ayes 127, noes 116. s 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and was read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of the 
bill. Š 


1906. 
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Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 


and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there w 


answered“ present“ 6, not voting 103, as follows: 


Alexander 
reo Me. 


Brownlow 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Burleigh 
Burleson 
Burton, Ohio 
Butler, Pa. 
Calderhead 


Adamson 
Aiken 
Bankhead 
Barchfeld 
Bartholdt 
Bartlett 
Beall, Tex. 


Broocks, Tex. 
Broussard 
Brundidge 
Burgess 
Burnett 
Burton, Del. 
Butler, Tenn. 


Calder 
Campbell, Ohio 
Candler 
Cassel 
Chapman 
Clark, Fla. 
Clark, Mo. 
5 
Cocks 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cromer 
Crumpacker 
Davey, La. 
Davis, Minn. 
Davis, W. Va. 
Dawes 


Deomer 
Dixon, Ind. 


McKinley, Ill. 
Olmsted 


Acheson 
Allen, N. J. 
Andrus 
Bates 
Bennett, Ky. 
Blackburn 
Bowie 
Brooks, Colo, 
Brumm 
Buckman 
Burke, Pa. 
Byrd 
Campbell, Kans. 
Cockran 
Condrey 
Cousins 
Curtis 
Darragh 
Dickson, III. 
Dixon, Mont. 
Dresser 
Fitzgerald 
Flack 
Fletcher 
Fowler 
Gaines, Tenn. 


YEAS—109. 

Davidson Hubbard 
Denby Hut 
Dovener Humphrey, Wash, 
Draper Jones, Wash. 
Driscoll Knapp 
Dwight Lam 
Edwards Lawrence 

sch Littlefield 
Fassett Longworth 
Field Lowden 
Fordney McCall 

‘oss McCreary, Pa. 
Foster, Vt McKinlay, Cal. 
Gaines, W. Va. McNary 
Gardner, Mich. Mann 
Gilhams Miller 
Gillett Minor 
Graham Nelson 
Greene Norris 
Gronna Olcott 
Grosvenor Page 
Hardwick Palmer 
Haskins Parsons 
Henry, Conn Payne 
Hepburn Perkins 
Higgins Pollard 
Hill, Conn, Powers 
Howell, Utah Reeder 

NAYS—165. 

Dunwell Kline 
Ellerbe Knopf 
Ellis Knowland 
Finley Lacey 
Flood Lamar 
Floyd Landis, Chas. B. 
Foster, Ind. Landis, Frederick 
French Law 
Fulkerson 
Fuler Legare 
Garner Lever 
Garrett Lewis 
Gillespie Lilley, Pa. 
Glass Little 
Goulden Livingston 
Granger loy 
Grezg Loud 
Griggs McGavin 
Gudger McKinney 
Hale McLachlan 
Hamilton McLain 
Haugen Macon 
Hay Madden 
Hayes Marshall 
I core Maynard 
Heflin Moon, Tenn. 
Henry, Tex. oore, Tex 
Hill, Miss. Mouser 
Hinshaw Mudd 
Hogg Murdock 
Houston Needham 
Howard Otjen 
Humphreys, Miss. Overstreet, Ga. 
Hunt Padgett 
James Patterson, N. C. 
Johnson Patterson, S. C. 
Jones, Va Pujo 

ahn Rainey 
Keifer Randell, Tex. 
Kennedy, Nebr. Reynolds 
Kennedy, Ohio hod 


es 
Richardson, Ala. 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—6. 


Pou Small 
Prince 
NOT VOTING—102. 

Garber Loudenslager 
Gardner, Mass, Lovering 
Gardner, N. J McCarthy 
Gilbert McCleary, Minn. 
Gill McDermott 
Goebel MeMorran 
Goldfogle Mahon 
Graft Martin 

learst Meyer 
Hermann Michalek 
Holliday Mondell 
Hopkins Moon, Pa. 
Howell, N. J. Moore, Pa 
Hughes Morrell 
llull Murphy 
Jenkins evin 
Keliher Overstreet, Ind. 
Kinkaid Parker 
Kitchin, Claude Patterson, Tenn, 
Klepper Pearre 
Lafean Ransdell, La. 
Le Fevre Reid 
Lilley, Conn. Reyburn 
Lindsay Rhinock 
Littauer Riordan 
Lorimer Rixey 


So the motion was rejected. 


Richardson, Ky. 


Rucker 
Saunders 
Scott 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
Smyser 
5 
rry 
Stafford 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn, 
Sullivan 
Sulloway 
Tawney 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tirrell 


The Speaker 


Rives 

Roberts 
Robinson, Ark, 
Rodenberg 
Russell 
Samuel 
Schneebeli 


Scroggy 
Shackleford 


» KY. 
Smith, Md, 


Smith, Samuel W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 


Smith, Pa. 
Smith, Tex. 
Snapp 
Southall 
Sparkman 
Spight 
Stanley 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Ohio 
Towne 
‘Townsend 
Trimble 
Underwood 
Wallace 
Watkins 
Webb | 
Weems 
Wharton 
Wiley, Ala. 
Williams 
Mee 4 
oodyar 
Zenor 


Young 


Robertson, La. 
Ruppert 

Ryan 

Shartel 
Sherman 
Sibley 
Slayden 

Slem 

Smith, III. 
Southard 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer 


Van Duzer 
Van Winkle 
Wachter 
Wadsworth 
Webber 
Weisse 
6 a 
ey, N. J. 
Wood 


The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
On the pilotage bill: 


Mr. FLETCHER (for the bill) with Mr. Prince (against the 
ere—yeas 109, nays 165, | bill). 


Mr. Curtis (for the bill) with Mr. STEPHENS of Texas 
(against the bill). 

Mr. Youne (for the bill) with Mr. GAINES of Tennessee 
(against the bill). è 

Mr. Smarr (for the bill) with Mr. Pearre (against the bill). 

For the day: 

Mr. Srptey with Mr. WEISSE. £ 

Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania with Mr. VAN DUZER. 

Mr. Reysurn with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. Wacuter with Mr. TALBOTT. 

Mr. Drxon of Montana with Mr. GARBER. 

Mr. Couprey with Mr. RIORDAN. o 

Mr. HowELL of New Jersey with Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. 

Mr. DARRAGH with Mr. SULZER. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. SLAYDEN. 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. KELIHER. 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. RIXEY. 

Mr. LuLey of Connecticut with Mr. COCKRAN: 

Mr. Tuomas of Ohio with Mr. GILL. 

Mr. Monnet with Mr. RYAN. 

Mr. Lorimer with Mr. RHINOCK. 

Mr. LoupENSLAGER with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 

Mr. Le Fevre with. Mr. REID. 

Mr. LarEAN with Mr. LINDSAY. 

Mr. Lirraver with Mr. MEYER. 

Mr. Hutt with Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. 

Mr. Hueues with Mr. HOPKINS. 

Mr. Horimay with Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. 

Mr. Grarr with Mr. Hearst. 

Mr. Gorser with Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. BYRD. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas with Mr. FITZGERALD, 

Mr. AnpreEws with Mr. BOWIE. 

Vor the session: i 

Mr. VAN WINKLE with Mr, MCDERMOTT. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded, 
Applause. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the last 
yote, and to lay that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky moves to 
reconsider the vote, and to lay that motion on the table. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I now renew my motion that 
leave to print be given those who spoke upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent that gentlemen who spoke upon this measure may 
have leave to extend their remarks in the Recorp. 

Mr. MANN. Upon the subject-matter? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Why, of course. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. BRUMM, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of 
absence until Tuesday next on account of important business. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of 


the following title: 
S. 1804. An act providing for the use of certified checks to 


secure compliance with proposals and contracts for nayal sup-- 


plies. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia was discharged from. the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 20992) to authorize the paving of Twenty-third 
street NW., between S and U streets, and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, 1 move that the House do now 
adjourn. . 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: É 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
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Mary W. Littell, widow of William J. Littell, against The United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Ella J. Vermillion, daughter and heir at law of Zachariah A. 
Morgan, deceased, against The United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
D. W. Poor, son and heir at law of James A. Poor, deceased, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
*opy of a letter from the Secretary of the Navy submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for printing and binding for the Navy 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the secretary of the board of naval officers ap- 
pointed under act of March 3, 1905, submitting report of the 
board as to cost of armor plate and armor plant—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 2 
report of a joint committee of the Treasury and Post-Office De- 
partments in relation to the destruction of certain papers used 
in the money-order department—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the 88 transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for survey and subdivision of Indian 
reservations and allotment of lands in severalty—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting an 
estimate of additional appropriation for the work of the Com- 
mission to the Five Civilized Tribes—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the secretary of the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia submitting a supplemental estimate of ap- 
propriation for the public schools of the District—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Comptroller of the Currency, transmitting 
his report for the year ended October 31, 1906—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for contingent expenses of land of- 
fices—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
4 A letter from the Librarian of Congress, transmitting his an- 
nual report and the report of the Superintendent of the Library 
Building and Grounds for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1906— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an 
abstract of the official emoluments of officers in the customs 
service received by them during the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1906—to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting reports of 
inspections of disbursements and transfers by officers of the 
Army—to the Committee on Expenditures in the War Depart- 
ment. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Pearl 
River from the mouth to Rock River, Mississippi—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Long 
Rock, Echo Bay, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Upper 
Cache River, Arkansas—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and sur- 
vey of St. Lawrence River near Thousand Island Park, New 
York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of New 
London Harbor, Connecticut—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 


ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Pearl 
River, Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Great 
Harbor, Culebra Island, Porto Rico—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Pent- 
water Harbor, Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of an- 
chorage basin at Gulfport channel, therefrom to the roadstead 
at Ship Island and of Ship Island Pass, and survey of Ship 
Island Pass, Mississippi—to the Committee on Riyers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, submitting certain modi- 
fications of the annual estimates for transportation of the Army, 
and submarine mines—to the Committees on Appropriations and 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, submitting abstract of 
proposals received during the fiscal year ended June 3, 1906, for 
materials and labor in connection with works under the Engineer 
Department—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a cer- 
tificate from the governor and secretary of state of New Mexico 
showing the result of the election in that Territory on November 
6, 1906, on the subject of joint statehood with Arizona—to the 
Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the decisions filed by the court in dismissing 
the cases of William D. Long and Lucy L. Breckenridge, heirs of 
Stephen H. Long, and sundry other cases against the United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
case of Elias Emmert, administrator of estate of Samuel Em- 
mert, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William H. Brown against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Martha E. Conklin against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William Reading against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Mary E. Barrows against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Jobn W. Dixon against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Mary Wolf and D. Elmer Wolf, administrators of estate of 
David Wolf, against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Priscilla Burwell, executrix of estate of Armistead Burwell, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William E. Boteler, administrator of estate of Hezekiah Bote- 
ler, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
John S. Smith, administrator of estate of Nancy N. B. Bridges, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
George F. Swann, administrator of estate of George T: Swann, 
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against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Joseph A. Briley against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the decision filed by the court in dismissing 
the case of Joseph E. and William Nourse against The United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the decision filed by the court in dismissing 
the cases of T. Alonzo Walker, Augusta C. Todd, and sundry 
others against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the decision filed by the court in dismissing 
the case of H. J. Burns, administrator of estate of Robert Wil- 
kinson, deceased, and sundry other cases against The United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the action of the court in dismissing the cases 
of Francis Dainese and others against The United States—to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Sally, Eden Wadsworth, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pension, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18261) granting 
an increase of pension to John T. Mitchell, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5097) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
18155) granting an increase of pension to Frank S. Hastings, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5098); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. r 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Išouse (H. R. 18031) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Daniel H. Toothaker, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5099) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 17770) granting an increase of pen- 
sien to Julia P. Grant, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5100) ; which said bill and report 
were refererd to the Private Calendar. 4 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16087) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles W. Foster, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5101); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 15790) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Nicholas W. Dorrel, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5102); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar, 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15421) 
granting an increase of pension to Paul Diedrich, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5103); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15297) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Nelson Hanson, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5104) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 


AND 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15004) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to W. J. McAtee, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5105); which 
said bil and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
14689) granting an increase of pension to Herman G. Weller, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5106); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14673) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to David H. Semans, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5107); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
18241) granting an inerease of pension to Francis Haner, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5108) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12574) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jacob R. Burkhardt, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5109) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12106) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George W. Reagan, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5110); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12036) grant- 
ing a pension to Charles H. Tighe, guardian, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5111); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHBEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 11636) 
granting an increase of pension to Lawrence Hogan, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5112) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11564) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James Morrow, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5113); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10958) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Levi Dodson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5114); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
10804) granting an increase of pension to John H. Worley, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5115); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4656) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Snell, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5116); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1687) granting 
an increase of pension to James C. Daly, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5117); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9816) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles A. Spanogle, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5118); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
7834) granting a pension to Joseph Amos, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5119); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 600) granting 
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an increase of pension to Oliver H. McLain, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5120); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
2290) granting an increase of pension to Peter Reedy, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5121) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2422) granting an increase of pension 
to Earl R. Childs, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5122) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5172) granting 
an increase of ‘pension to Milton Strattan, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5123); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4663) granting 
an increase of pension to Horace B. Tanner, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5124); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
18247) granting an increase of pension to William Baird, re- 
ported the same with -amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5125); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2822) granting 
an increase of pension to Levi Gates, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5126); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12911) granting 
an increase of pension to A. S. Delaware, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No..5127); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18771) 
granting an increase of pension to William G. Bailey, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5128) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. . 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
18761) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin Bolinger, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 5129) ; which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18742) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Martin V. Barney, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5130); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18637) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry L. Sparks, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5131); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 18634) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mary Sullivan, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5132); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18494) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Emmagene Bronson, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5133); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
18474) granting an increase of pension to Robert Sturgeon, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5134); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18179) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William G. Baity, reported the 
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same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5135); 
mch said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
18114) granting an increase of pension to Henry B. Parker, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5136); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17969) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles Walrod, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5137); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
17958) grauting an increase of pension to Alexander Dixon, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5138); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. - 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
17864) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Austin, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 


5139); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 


Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17646) grant- 
ing a pension to James M. Sheak, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5140); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17539) grant- 
ing a pension to Ambrose D. Albertson, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5141); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
17486) granting an increase of pension to Rudolph Papst, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5142); which said bill and report were referred to the -Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8373) granting 
an increase of pension to Patrick Weir, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5143); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17172) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Short, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5144); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16895) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William M. Baker, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5145); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16257) granting a pension to Mary 
O'Donnell, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 5146); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. - 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15980) 
granting an increase of pension to John F. Smith, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5147); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr.. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the Pill of the House (H. R. 15890) grant- 
ing a pension to Hiram C. Barney, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5148); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15455) 
granting an increase of pension to John D. Brooks, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5149); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15480) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Oliver L. Lawrence, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5150); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15193) granting an increase of pension 
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to Frederick W. Studdiford, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5151); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15769) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Winslow Bennett, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5152); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15580) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James P. Hudkins, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5153); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15202) 
granting a pension to Henry Peetsch, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5154); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14767) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry Simon, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5155); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14690) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henrietta Hull, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5156); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14263) granting 
a pension to Fidelia Sellers, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5157); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14238) granting an increase of pension 
to William H. Van Tassell, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5158); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
13887) granting an increase of pension to Joseph G. Eagler, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5159); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 10773) grant- 
ing an inerease of pension to George C. Rathbun, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5160); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6920) 
granting an increase of pension to Simon Millison, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5161) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3496) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward Walton, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5162); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

“which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13813) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Brown, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5163); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13053) granting a pension to Eli Bunt- 
ing, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 5164); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
12152) granting an increase of pension to Leonidas E. Mills, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5165) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. : 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
3355) granting an increase of pension to James Allen, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5166) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4386) granting 
an increase of pension to Zelinda E. Odenbaugh, reported the 


same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5167); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5063) to increase the pension of 
William G. Miller, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5168); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7247) granting 
a pension to Lorenzo Sink, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5169); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1938) granting an increase of pension’ 
to Thomas B. Foutty, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5170) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1904) granting 
an increase of pension to Nelson R. Satterlee, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5171); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
1800) granting a pension to Eliza J. Ingle, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5172); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1709) granting 
an increase of pension to B. P. Munns, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5173); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6911) granting an increase of pension 
to William J. Turner, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5174) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. - 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3733) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Simeon D. Chelf, reported the same 
with amendinent, accompanied by a report (No. 5175); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Priyate Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6189) granting 
an increase of pension to Arthur Tibbits, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5176); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5648) 
granting an increase of pension to William Hand, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5177); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
7912) granting an increase of pension to James M. Lawder, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5178) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8335) granting an increase of pension 
to John T. Harvey, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by_a report (No. 5179); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9090) granting 
an increase of pension to Amasa B. Saxton, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5180); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8136) granting an increase of pension to Joseph A. Scroggs, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5181) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. * 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of.the House (H. R. 11232) granting 
a pension to Aaron L. Packer, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5182); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11169) 
granting an increase of pension to Robert P. Call, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5183); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10755) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Anna Flynn, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5184) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5803) granting an increase of pension 
to Edwin L. Roberts, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5185); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3980) granting 
a pension to Frank G. Hammond, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5186); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3494) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert A. Talham, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5187); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3234) 
granting an increase of pension to Rush Deskins, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5188); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 522) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Frederick Roschdiantsky, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5189); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
747) granting an increase of pension to Robert Smith, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5190) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1026) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas M. Wilcox, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5191); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1060) granting 
a pension to Margaret E. Lounsbury, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5192); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
1872) granting a pension to Josephine F. Richmond, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5193) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1500) granting 
a pension to Emily J. Sherman, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5194) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1706) granting 
an increase of pension to George H. Washburn, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5195); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7411) granting 
an increase of pension to Tobias Fisher, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5196); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7476) granting 
an increase of pension to George C. Dean, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5197); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7544) granting an increase of pension 
to Gustavus E. F. Raschig, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5198) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar.“ 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8159) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Leathers, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5199) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8338) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaac S. Doan, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5200); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8789) granting 
an increase of pension to Levi Chapman, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5201); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8925) 
granting an increase of pension to Chester Simpson, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5202) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8958) granting an increase of pension to David Bowen, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5203); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9100)) grant- 
ing a pension to Nancy C. Paine, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5204) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
9218) granting an increase of pension to William T. Blanchard, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5205) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10032) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Octavo Barker, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5206); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10240) granting an increase of pension 
to John H. Curnutt, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5207); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10400) granting an increase of pension 
to Thomas Harrison, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5208); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9402) granting an increase of pension 
to Adam S. Van Vorst, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5209); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 


INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 21377) to establish range 
lights on Grand Island Harber, State of Michigan—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 21378) granting pensions to 
soldiers and sailors who have lost the sight of both eyes and to 
soldiers and sailors who are and may become bedridden, para- 
lytic, utterly helpless, and painfully or permanently disabled 
from causes not occurring while in the military or naval serv- 
ice of the United States—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL (by request): A bill (H. R. 21379) to pen- 
sion Volunteer Army nurses—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 21380) for the erection of 
a public building at Amsterdam, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Ry Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 21381) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to provide for the appointment of a sealer and 
assistant sealer of weights and measures in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1895, and 
to amend an act amendatory thereof, approved June 20, 1906— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 21882) for the prevention of 
smoke in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 21383) 
providing that terms of the circuit court of the United States 
for the western district and of the district court of the United 
States for the northern division of the western district of the 
State of Washington be held at Bellingham—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. A 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 21384) granting a pension of 
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$30 per month to all honorably discharged soldiers and sailors 
who served at least ninety days in the Army or Navy of the 
United States during the civil war, and who have or may reach 
the age of 70 years—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD (by request): A bill (H. R. 21385) to make 
available the waters of the White River, in the States of Mis- 
souri and Arkansas, above Cotter, Ark., for electric power pur- 
poses without impeding navigation—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 21386) to amend the act 
approved August 19, 1890, entitled “An act to adopt regulations 
for preventing collisions at sea - to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 21387) to authorize contin- 
uance of the railroad siding into square No. 737, in the city of 
Washington—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 21388) to amend the 
bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By. Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 21389) to provide for 
collection of taxes on legacies of property—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 21390) to increase to $30 and 
$50 per month certain pensions granted under the act of June 
27, i890—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIVES: A bill (H. R. 21391) to prevent certain news- 
papers, magazines, circulars, pamphlets, and other publications 
from being carried in the United States mails—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 21892) providing for a mili- 
tary highway between Forts Leavenworth and Riley, Kans.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEVER (by request): A bill (H. R. 21393) to make 
the Barnaby road, in the District of Columbia, a public high- 
way—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 21394) authorizing 
the extension of T street NW.—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr, HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 21395) to provide 
for the erection of a public building at Brigham City, Utah—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21396) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Park City, Utah—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 21397) authorizing a sur- 
vey of the Hatchie River, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 21398) authorizing a survey of the Obion 
River, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21399) authorizing a survey of the Forked 
Deer rivers, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 21400) to regulate and 


equalize the pay of officers of. the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, 


ve rmite aor Service—to the Committee on Military 
fairs. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 21401) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to purchase the McIntosh reservation, in 
Carroll County, Ga., and erect a monument thereon—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 21402) permitting the build- 
ing of a dam across the Savannah River at Gregg Shoals—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 21403) to amend section 2 
of an act entitled “An act to amend the homestead laws as to 
certain unappropriated and unreserved lands in Nebraska,” ap- 
proved April 28, 1904, to restore to and confer upon certain 
persons the right to make entry under said act, and to amend 
existing law as to the sale of isolated tracts subject to entry 
under said act—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 21404) to prevent the em- 
ployment of children in factories and mines—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: A bill (H. R. 21405) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Shamokin, in the State of 
Pennsylyania—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. f 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 21406) authoriz- 
ing the President of the United States to enter into commercial 
agreements for the purpose of securing enlarged foreign mar- 
kets for the beef and pork products of the United States—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 21407) to pro- 
vide a site and erect a public building at Greenville, Ala.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 21408) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to regulate the keeping of employment agencies 
in the District of Columbia where fees are charged for pro- 
curing employment or situations,” approved June 19, 1906—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 194) pro- 
viding for the introduction of testimony in behalf of the de- 
fendant in all preliminary hearings of a criminal nature—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MeN ART: A resolution (H. Res. 644) directing the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor to report to the House cer- 
tain information relative to the operatton of railways by the 
Governments of France, Switzerland, and Belgium—to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 645) directing the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor to report to the House certain information 
relative to the operation of the parcels post in England, 
France, and Germany—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, a resolution (II. Res. 646) directing the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor to report to the House certain informa- 
tion relative to the operation by the Government of telegraph 
lines in England, France, and Australia—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A resolution (H. Res. 647) concerning the 
reference of certain portions of the President's message to the 
1 House committees—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 648) to pay Mary A. Webb, 
widow of Homer B. Webb, deceased, a certain sum of money— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A resolution (H. Res. 649) 
directing the Clerk of the House to appoint an enrolling 
clerk—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 21409) for the relief 
of Edmund M. Talcott—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 21416) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Blanche Monroe Kell—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21411) granting an increase of pension to 
Nannie E. Poole—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21412) granting an increase of pension to 
Augustus L. Dodge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21413) granting an increase of pension ‘to 
Mary S. Platt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 21414) granting a pen- 


‘sion to J. P. Hannon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 21415) granting an increase of 
pension to C. W. Tyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21416) granting an inerease of pension to 
Charles Kiss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (H. R. 21417) granting an increase 
of pension to Abram O. Kindy—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 21418) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Daniel H. Shumate—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21419) granting a pension to F. M. Me- 
Comis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21420) granting an increase of pension to 
Sebastain B. Abrams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 21421) granting an increase 
of pension to Emanuel Vannarsdel—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21422) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Smyth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21423) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha E. Weod—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21424) granting an increase of pension to 
J. W. Pettee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 21425) granting an increase of 
pension to Jasper N. Brown—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 21426) granting an increase 
of pension to John J. Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21427) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas L. Moody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. BURNETT of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 21428) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Cornelius H. Lawrence—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 21429) granting an increase 
of pension to Abram D. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21480) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21481) granting an increase of pension to 
Durack Rowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 21482) granting an increase 
of pension to Benjamin- Bragg—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 21483) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Lasley—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 21434) granting an increase 
of pension to Moses L. Boline—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21435) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Schoppa—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21486) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Heath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21487) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Somerlot—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21488) granting an increase of pension to 
William Cummings—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21489) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Russell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21440) granting an increase of pension to 
Wesley Blackman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21441) granting an increase of pension to 
Rufus G. Kessler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21442) granting an increase of pension to 
William II. Ridgway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALE: A bill (H. R. 21443) granting a pension to 
George D. Arthur—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 21444) providing for the 
presentation of a medal of honor to Col. Edward Jay Allen— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAWES: A bill (H. R. 21445) granting a pension to 
Charles D. Barnett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21446) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Crum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21447) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Sparks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, à bill (H. R. 21448) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse Jackman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21449) granting an increase of pension to 
Zedekiah Wiseman—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 21450) granting a pension 
to Will P. Hall—to the Committee.on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 21451) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph S. Kelley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21452) granting an increase of pension to 
Dicey Poore—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 21453) granting an increase 
of pension to Eliza C. Roosa—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 21454) for the 

relief of Payne, James & Co.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Buy Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 21455) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Isaac Crocker—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21456) granting an increase of pension to 
Hazzard P. Gavitt—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21457) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21458) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Goodwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21459) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Booth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 21460) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William G. Brooks—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21461) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Huff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 21462) granting an increase of 
pension to William Wickham—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21463) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Moore—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 21464) granting an increase of 
pension to John R. Snyder—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 21465) granting an increase 


of pension to Adoniram J. Bowen—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21466) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin K. Hoyt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21467) granting an increase of pension to 
Lyman W. Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21468) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21469) granting a pension to Lyman W. 
Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 21470) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary R. Carroll—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21471) granting an increase of pension to 
Adaline H. Malone—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21472) granting an increase of pension to 
Wiley H. Jaeckson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21473) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Wood—to the Committee on Pensions. . 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 21474) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel D. Dayis—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bin (H. R. 21475) granting an increase of pension to 
George Stratton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21476) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram A. Winslow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 21477) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to D. P. Fielder—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21478) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary G. Rowand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21479) granting an increase of pension to 
William Bechtel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21480) granting an increase of pension to 
James D. Matthews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 21481) granting an 
increase of pension to Lucy Cole—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21482) to reimburse Lieut. Gordon N. Kim- 
ball—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 21483) granting an increase of 
pennon to George S. Woods—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. . 

By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 21484) granting a pension to 
Emma Eagan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEIFER: A bill (H. R. 21485) granting a pension to 
William J. Schneider—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21486) granting a pension to August 
Schneider—to.the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21487) granting a pension to William 
Winkey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21488) granting a pension to Nancy 
Keiser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (S. R. 21489) granting a pension to Margaret 
Bowzer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21490) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Reddick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21491) granting an increase of pension to 
Leonidas M. Crossland—to the Commitee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21492) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham Zimmerman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21493) granting an increase of pénsion to 
Thomas H. Pearson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21494) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Prince—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21495) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan W. Pontius—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 21496) grant- 
in an increase of pension to Samuel B. Davis—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.-R. 21497) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Hobbs—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 21498) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel Scheetz—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21499) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry A. Wieand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A biil (H. R. 21500) granting a pension to 
Caleb Houdyshell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 21501) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the military record of John 
D. Cohee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21502) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Ezekiel W. Cohee—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 21503) granting an increase of 
pension to Noah E. Lane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
- By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 21504) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew T. Moonert, alias William Mayfield—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 21505) granting a pension to Mary P. 
Thiele—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 21506) granting an increase 
óf pension to Jacob Howe—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 21507) granting 
an increase of pension to George Athey—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21508) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Barber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21509) granting an increase of pension to 
John Rahler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21510) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert McKee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McNARY: A bill (H. R. 21511) for the relief of 
Joseph Manning—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 21512) for the relief of 
James T. Healy—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21513) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Hartnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21514) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward A. Tomlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21515) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21516) granting an increase of pension to 
. James Murtha—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21517) granting an increase of pension to 
E. C. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 21518) granting a pension to 
Anna L. Patrick—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 21519) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Montezuma St. John—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 21520) to cor- 
rect the military record of William S. Russell—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21521) to restore the name of Caroline 
Kurtz to the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 21522) for the relief of James Jones—to- 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 21523) granting a pension 
to Jacob A. Henkle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 21524) 
granting an increase of pension to Elison Gatewood—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 21525) granting an increase of 
pension to John Short—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 21526) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry C. Hooyer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21527) granting an increase of pension to 
Ezra J. Yingling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POU: A bill (H. R. 21528) granting a pension to 
Martha A. Wright—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21529) granting a pension to Charlotte 
Game—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. g 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21530) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. 
Bonner —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21531) granting an increase of pension to 
Ann E. Macy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 21532) granting an increase 
of pension to William Dobson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21533) granting an increase of pension to 
Lyman §. Strickland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21534) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21535) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Feeley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21536) granting an increase of pension to 
Willard B. Peakes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 21537) 
granting an increase of pension to John W. B. Huntsman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 21538) granting a pen- 
sion to Caroline C. Kuhn—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21539) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph L. Koonce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 21540) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Wilson—to the Committee on Pensions. : 4 
Also, a bill (H. R. 21541) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Wright—to the Committee on Pensions. - 
Also, a bill (H. R. 21542) granting an increase of pension to 
Erastus A. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21543) granting an increase of pension to 
Addison Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 21544) granting a pension to 
Charles G. Perrin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 21545) authorizing the 
President to nominate and appoint Birchie O. Mahaffey, John 
A. Cleveland, and Traugett F. Keller as second lieutenants in 
the United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21546) for the relief of Sarah M. Harrell— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21547) for the relief of Samuel G. Smyth— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 21548) for the relief 
of the heirs and legal representatives of J. W. Hood, deceased 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 21549) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William J. Dryden—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21550) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles M. Hobbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 21551) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alfred E. Lucas—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. r 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21552) granting an increase of pension to 
Ebenezer B. Hoyt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21553) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles O. Rankins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21554) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel G. Healy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 21555) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William T. Clark—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 21556) granting an 
increase of pension to Jacob Solmar—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 21557) granting a pension to 
John H. Stephens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21558) granting a pension to Samuel E. 
Mitchell to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21559) granting an increase of pension to 
William Ivers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21560) granting an increase of pension to 
John Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 21561) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John P. Wildman—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALDO: A bill (H. R. 21562) granting an increase 
of pension to Valentine Goebel—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 21563) granting an increase of 
pension to Merritt M. Smart—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21564) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3208) granting a pension to Isabel T. Barth- 
wick—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 18706) granting an increase of pension to Al- 
bert C. Roach—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 20765) granting a pension to Rachel M. Mc- 
Neilly—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 20828) granting a pension to Jeremiah Wil- 
liams—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 20847) granting a pension to John A. Pol- 
lard—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and N 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 21032) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Quigg—Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 21091) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
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of the Treasury to enter on the roll of Capt. Orlando Humason's 
Company B, First Oregon Mounted Volunteers, the name of 
Hezekiah Davis—Committee on Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (II. R. 21109) granting a pension to Avery A. Smith— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 21111) granting an increase of pension to Ar- 
thur Graham—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 21240) granting an increase of pension to Mere- 
dith T. Moore—Comumittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of L. A. McDaniel and the citi- 
zens of the Choctaw Nation, protesting against the transfer of 
a large area of the land of that nation for a game reserye—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of Local Union No. 1 of Bridge and Structural 
Iron Workers and other labor organizations, for the Merchant 
Marine Commission shipping bill—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Charleroi Council, No. 1024, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, for restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of Plimpton, Cowan & Co., 
of Buffalo, N. Y., for legislation to improve the efliciency of the 
Patent Office—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the Political Equality Club, of Albany, N. Y., 
and Albany County Woman's Christian Temperance Union, for 
a constitutional amendment favoring woman suffrage—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BATHS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Isabelle 
T. Borthwick (previously referred to Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions)—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of F. M. McCammis—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. ° 
By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of the Wednesday Club, of 
St. Louis, Mo., for repeal of the duty on works of art—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRICK: Petition of Charles W. Howell Post, No. 90, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Indiana, for pen- 
sion of ex-prisoners of the war of the rebellion to the amount of 
$2 per day for terms of confinement—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Charles E. Ball, of Athens, 
Me., favoring restriction of immigration (bill S. 4403)—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Silas E. Bowler, of Palermo, Me., favoring 
_restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and -Naturalization. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of Coatesville 
Council, No. 421, Junior Order United American Mechanics, fa- 
voring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the librarian of Haverford College (Penn- 
sylvania) library, against legislation that will abridge existing 
rights of libraries to import books in the English language (bills 
S. 6330 and H. R. 19853, Fifty-ninth Congress)—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of George A. McCall Post, No. 31, Grand Army 
of the Republic, approving bill H. R. 19985, granting pensions to 
all soldiers and sailors of the war of the rebellion for services, 
and a uniform pension to widows of said soldiers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
J. Fordney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Philadel- 
phia Board of Trade, for the subsidy shipping bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Grindstone Council, No. 689, and Flatwoods 
Council, No. 965, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CROMER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Levi 
Slagle, from citizens of Winchester, Ind.—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALE: Petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 


against repeal of the bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Sam Sloan Division, No. 276, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, of Scranton, Pa., for the ship-subsidy 
bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, for the 
ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of George D. Arthur— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade, against repeal of the bankruptcy law—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Margaret Gilroy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Tri-City Lodge, No. 388, Inter- 
national Association of Machinists, of Davenport, Iowa, for the 
ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the New York State Pharma- 
ceutical Association, for the Mann patent bill—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Also, petition of the New York State Pharmaceutical Associa- 
tion, assembled at Niagara Falls, June 27, 1906, for increasing 
the Medical Department of the Army and Navy of the United 
States by an addition of a pharmaceutical corps—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Joseph S. Kelley and Mrs. Dicey Poore—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the National Association of Re- 
tail Druggists, for an amendment of antitrust laws relative to - 
cooperation among smaller merchants—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: Petition of Southern Ohio Council, No. 299, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of Providence Chapter, Amer- 
ican Institute of Bank Clerks, for preservation of Niagara 
Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HAYES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Wil- 
liam Henry Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of Jonathan Trumbell librarian, 
against legislation abridging the importation of Ebglish books 
(bills S. 6330 and H. R. 19853, Fifty-ninth Congress)—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Samuel D. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOGG: Petition of a mass meeting of colored citi- 
zens of Bethlehem Baptist Church, Pueblo, Colo., disapproving 
the President's order relative to soldiers of the Twenty-fifth 
United States Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Lucy Cole—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: Papers to accompany bills 
for relief of William Hobbs and L. B. Davis—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Caleb 
Houdyshell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of members of the bar of Wapello County, Iowa, 
for a division of the district and circuit courts of the United 
States in the southern district of Iowa—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Retail Merchants’ Association of Ot- 
tumwa, Iowa, for classification of postal clerks and increasing 
their pay—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of James Ridgway, of New 
York, for increase of the Coast Artillery force—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William A. Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of Lobster Fishermen's 
Union, No. 11843, American Federation of Labor, of Vinal- 
hayen, Me., for the shipping bill—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Noah 
E. Lane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: Paper to accompany bill for ‘relief of 
Mary P. Thiele and Andrew T. Monert—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MONARY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Joseph Manning—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petitions of General Harrison Council, No. 
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95, Daughters of Liberty, of Greencastle, Pa., and Victory Coun- 
cil, No. 443, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favor- 
ing restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylyania: Petition of the Board of 
Trade of Philadelphia, for the subsidy shipping bill—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MOUSER: Petition of Attica Council, No. 317, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petitions of Wicomico Council, No. 57; 
Lykens, Pa., Commonwealth Council, No. 597; Camp Curtain 
Council, No. 629, and Golden Star Council, No. 6, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration 
(bill S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana: Petition of the One hun- 
dred and thirteenth Regiment of Illinois Veterans’ Association, 
for increase of pension—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Eleson Gatewood— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POU: Petition of Spring Hope Council, No. 176, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Petition for the erec- 
tion of a statue in the city of Florence, Ala., to Gen. John 
Coffee—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Petition of the Northeastern Federation 
of Women’s Clubs, against spoliation of Niagara Falls—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Northeastern Federation of Women's 
Clubs, for punishing lynching by fixing capital punishment as 
penalty for same—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
0. W. Reid and Sam Daube—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Elizabeth Wilson— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Petitions of Mary C. Smith et al. and the 
Fitchburg Board of Trade and Merchants’ Association, for re- 
moval of the tariff on art works—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, r 

By Mr. VAN WINKLE: Papers to accompany bills for relief 
of Mrs. J. Ferris and Mrs, Eliza Williams—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petitions of Pennsburg (Pa.) Council, No. 
961; Henry Seybert Council, No. 520, of Abington, Pa.; Piper- 
ville (Pa.) Council, No. 620; Hand in Hand Council, No. 50, of 
Quakertown, Pa., and Riegelsville (Pa.) Council, No. 810, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, and Friendship Council, No. 
41, Daughters of Liberty, of Eden, Pa., for restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of Hiawatha Council, No. 110, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration (bill S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, against re- 
peal of the national bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Trenton Musical Association, Local No, 62, 
American Federation of Musicians, for bill S. 529 (the shipping 
bill) —to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, for the 
shipping bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, December 7, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

ADJOURNMENT. : 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House ad- 
journ to-day it be to Monday next, 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 


CALL OF COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the call of com- 
mittees. 
Mr. LACEY (when the Committee on the Public Lands was 


called). Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 15335) for the 


protection of game animals, birds, and fishes in the Olympic 
Forest Reserve of the United States, in the State of Washing- 
ton. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States is here- 
by authorized to designate such area in the 8 Forest Reserve, 


as should, 


in the State of Washington, not exceeding 750,000 acres. 
imals, birds, 


in his opinion, be set aside for the protection of game an 
and fishes therein, and as a breeding place therefor. 

Sec. 2. That when such area has been designated as provided for 
in section 1 of this act, hunting, trapping, killing, capturing, or pur- 
suing game animals, birds, and fish, upon the lands and within the 
waters of the United States, within the limits of said area, shall be 
unlawful, and any person violating the provisions of this act shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and shall, upon conviction in any 
United States court of competent jurisdiction, fined in a sum not 
exceeding $1,000 and be imprisoned for a period not exceeding one year, 
in the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 3. That it is the purpose of this act to protect from trespass 
the public lands of the United States and the game animals, birds, and 
fish which may be thereon, and not to interfere with the local game 
laws as affecting private or State lands. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill introduced by the 
gentleman from Washington [Mr. Humpnrey] authorizing the 
designation of a portion of the Olympic Forest Reserve as a 
game preserve, in addition to its present use as a forest reserve. 
There is in this particular locality the only remains of a herd 
of elk. 

Mr. 1 Mr. Speaker, I make a point of order against 
this bill. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne] rise? 

Mr. PAYNE. I rise for the purpose of making a point of 
order that this bill can not come in under this order, that it is 
not properly on the House Calendar. If I had understood the 
bill, I could have made the point of order before. As I under- 
stand the gentleman, it proposes to change a reservation, and the 
point of it is to appropriate for a game reserve instead of 
a forest reserve. Of course, incidentally, it requires officials, 
game wardens, constables, and all that sort of thing, but it 
changes the nature of the reservation—appropriates it to a new 
use. 

Mr. LACEY. In the first place, Mr. Speaker, the objection 
comes too late. In the second place, there is no appropriation 
of public property and there is no creation of any charge upon 
the Treasury. There is no provision in the bill for the payment 
of a game warden or anybody else. It authorizes the issuance 
of a proclamation declaring that a portion of this reserve may be 
treated as a game reserve. That is all, and nothing more. 
There is no appropriation either directly or indirectly involyed 
in it. The effect of it would be to enable the Executive to pre- 
serve the remains of an elk herd, which is all that is left to-day 
on the Pacifie coast, except a small herd that has recently been 
transferred at the expense of the Government from a private 
reserve in southern California to a forest reserve in that locality. 

Mr. PAYNE. What does the gentleman say as to the change 
in the appropriation in public lands? 

Mr. LACEY. It is not an appropriation at all. It is simply 
a reservation for an additional public use, not for a private one. 
It is not parting with the property in any way whatever, any 
more than it would be declared that in the District of Columbia 
there should be a closed season during a certain portion of the 
year as to game. 

Mr. PAYNE. If that is correct, then why could not the Con- 
gress under this order say it should be used for an army 
reseryation of a military post? Certainly the gentleman then 
would say it was obnoxious to the rule and subject to the point 
of order. 

Mr. LACEY. The establishment of a military post of neces- 
sity, Mr. Speaker, involves an expenditure. The mere reserva- 
tion of largl for a public use is not an appropriation. It is just 
the opposite of one. It is a retention and not an appropriation 
of the property. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
makes the point of order upon this bill—— 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, clause 3, Rule XXIII 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that it 
should first be considered in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. The gentleman from New York [r. 
PAYNE] makes the point of order that this bill should be on the 
Union Calendar rather than on the House Calendar. In other 
words, that it should be considered in the Committee of the 
Whole, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, suppose we pass a law creating a 
new statutory offense. It necessarily follows that for a com- 
mission of that offense arrests may be made, the grand juries 
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may indict; but it does not follow at all that that involves a 
charge on the Treasury, and that a bill of that kind should be 
considered in the Committee of the Whole. This bill simply au- 
thorizes the issuance of an Executive order, which will forbid 
the killing of game on a certain locality of the public land, It 
becomes thus subject to an Executive order. It makes no addi- 
tional provision or appropriation of the property. We have to- 
day provisions of law forbidding the cutting of timber. It 
does not follow that because you have a law forbidding the 
cutting of timber that a modification of that law or the reser- 
vation of other lands for timber purposes that there necessarily 
follows an appropriation or charge on the Treasury. On the 
contrary, it is a retention of the property belonging to the Gov- 
ernment, and it is not an appropriation that ts involved in a 
bill of this kind. The fact that crimes may be committed in 
this locality and these crimes may involve some expense indi- 
rectly in the courts, and thus involve a charge on the public 
Treasury, would not bring it within the meaning of the rule. 

The rule under which this point of order is made is para- 
graph 3 of Rule XXIII: 

All motions or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the 
people 
And this is not a tax or charge 
all proceedings touching appropriations of money, or bills making 1 
8 of money or property, or requiring such appropriation 

made, or authorizing: payments out of appropriations already et 
or releasing any liability to the United States for ee a p propery; 
or referring any claim to the Court of Claims, shall cons 
ered in a Committee of the Whole, and a point of cee under this 


rule shall be good at any time before the consideration of a bill has 
commenced, 


Now, consideration of the bill has already commenced. The 
“gentleman from Iowa,” in charge of the bill, had already be- 
gun to debate the bill when the motion was made. It is too 
late, in the first place; and if not too late, there is no founda- 
tion for the objection in any event. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman inform us what is the 
method by which a game reservation is preserved? 

Mr. LACEY. That depends wholly and entirely upon such 
legislation as Congress may enact. This forbids the killing of 
game within a certain locality on the public domain. 

Mr. MANN. You refer to it as a game preserye? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Is there any method by which the game re- 
serves are to be preserved? 

Mr. LACEY. “The bill does not use that term. This is 
simply a bill “for the protection of game animals, birds, and 
fishes in the Olympic Forest Reserve.” There is no method 
now provided by law which would involve any charge upon the 
Government except the enforcement of the criminal law. This 
is a bill for the protection of game in the Olympic Forest Re- 
serve. That is all. 

Mr. MANN. Is there any method provided by law outside 
of the criminal statutes which would require, if the bill should 
become law, any officer of the Government to protect the ani- 
mals in this forest reserve? 

Mr. LACEY. Only to the extent that to-day we have public 
officers to protect forest reserves and other property of the 
United States. It becomes their duty to enforce the laws, 
whatever they may be, in all the public domain of the United 
States. Now; if we provide against setting out fire, that, of 
course, necessarily would fall upon the officers now in charge to 
protect the public domain. 

Mr. MANN. That is an unfortunate illustration, because, 
necessarily, that would have to go to the Union Calendar. 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. If so, then we could not pass a 
criminal law of any kind which would not go to the Union Cal- 
endar, because it might cause an expenditure before the grand 
jury for any offense that might be committed under it. 

Mr. MANN. If it requires a forest reserye to be protected 
against fire, it would require an expenditure of money and the 
employment of officials. But this bill might not. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman does not understand. Suppose 
that by law we prohibit the setting out of fires between the 
month of March and the month of June. We pass a law pro- 
hibiting the setting out of fires between these two periods. Now, 
to set out fires between those two periods becomes a crime, and 
it becomes the duty of the officer of the Government now in ex- 
istence to enforce the law. Does it follow, when you have cre- 
ated a statutory offense, that therefore you create a charge on 
the Treasury? If so, all legislation hereafter must go to the 
Committee of the Whole if it involves any change in our crim- 
inal law or the creation of an offense. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 


Mr. LACHY. Certainly. 

Mr. MONDELL. Is it not a fact that at the present time the 
duty of protecting the game in this region devolves upon the 
State officials under the State game law, and this bill creates a 
new class of duties and would place a new set of responsibili- 
ties upon Federal officials, and therefore involves, necessarily, 
an expenditure for the care of game being at this time now en- 
tirely dependent upon State officials under State laws? 

Mr. LACEY. The care of game under the State game laws is, 
of course, enforced by the State authorities and by appropria- 
tions from the State treasury or from county treasuries, as the 
ease.may be; but merely to forbid the killing of seals during a 
closed season or merely to forbid the killing of game in a 
certain area does not involve an appropriation in any sense of 
the word, any more than the creation of any other offense under 
the laws of the United States would do so. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It simply imposes certain new duties upon 
officials now in existence, that is all. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is prepared to rule. This bill 
authorizes the President to designate such area in the Olympic 
Forest Reseryation, in the State of Washington, not exceeding 
750,000 acres, as should in his opinion be set aside for the pro- 
tection of game animals, birds, and fishes therein, and as a 
breeding place therefor. 

Section 2 provides the penalty for hunting, trapping, or other- 
wise destroying the game upon the reservation. Section 3 
declares the purpose of the act to protect from trespass the 
public lands of the United States, and the game animals, birds, 
and fishes which may be therein, and so forth. It seems clear 
to the Chair that the very object of this legislation is to devote 
that 750,000 acres of land to a use to which it is not now de- 
yoted, namely, the preservation of game. 

Tt is not necessary, however, for the Chair to hold that the 
provisions in the bill, under the rules of the House, require its 
consideration in Committee of the Whole House as affecting the 
property of the Government. If the point of order had been 
made in apt time, the Chair would rule one way or the other; 
but the gentleman from Iowa says truly that after the bill was 
read he had taken the floor for debate and had proceeded to 
debate; so that the point of order, whatever might have been 
the opinion of the Chair in the premises, comes too late. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield either to the gentleman 
from Washington [Mr. HUMPHREY] or to the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. CUSHMAN]. I see the gentleman from Wash- 
ington [Mr. CusHman] is present, and I yield to him. I will 
ask him to tell us something about the number of elk remaining 
there. I know it is a matter concerning which he has more 
detailed information than I have. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LACEY. I yield to him such time as he may require. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa yields to the 
gentleman from Washington. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, this bill, prepared by my col- 
league [Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington], seeks to create out of 
a portion of what is known as the Olympic Forest Reserve, 
in our State, a game preserve. To be exactly correct, this bill, 
if passed, would not create this game preserve, but its passage 
would authorize the President of the United States to set aside 
a portion of this present forest reserve as a game preserve. It 
goes without saying that I favor this bill, and that its passage 
is desired by the people of the State of Washington. 

I will very briefly outline the situation in the State of Wash- 
ington to which this bill applies: ` 

In the northwestern portion of the State of Washington is 
a great peninsula known as the Olympic Peninsula. This 
peninsula is bounded on the west by the Pacific Ocean, on the 
north by the Straits of Juan De Fuca, and on the east by Puget 
Sound. This peninsula is about 75 or 80 miles in length from 
north to south and of about that same width from east to west. 
This peninsula is to a certain extent separated by natural bar- 
riers from the rest of the State. In its very center rises the 
great Olympic Range of snow-capped mountains, This entire 
peninsula is covered with a dense growth of native timber, and 
splendid streams run from these mountains toward the four 
points of the compass. 

Inasmuch as this peninsula is somewhat difficult of access and 
rugged in contour and densely wooded, very few settlers and 
farmers have made their homes therein. No more. ideal resort 
for wild game ever existed than this region affords, and it 
abounds in all the wild game native to that region and climate, 
including elk and deer, bear and cougar, grouse and pheasants, 
while all the numerous streams and lakes are filled with trout, 

A number of years ago, in 1897, a very large portion—the 
central portion—of this peninsula was created into a United 
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States forest reserve, When first created, that forest reserve con- 
tained about 2,594,240 acres. Afterwards, in the year 1901, cer- 
tain of those lands were eliminated, leaving the present area of 
this forest reserve 1,466,880 acres. 

This bill proposes to give the President of the United States 
authority to set aside a portion, not exceeding about one-half, 
of this area as a game preserve “for the protection of game 
animals, birds, and fishes therein, and as a breeding place there- 
for.’ And after the President has designated such an area as 
a game preserve, hunting, trapping, and fishing are prohibited 
within that area. $ 

The conditions that exist in this region amply justify the pas- 
sage of this bill. And there is nothing new in this character of 
legislation. In the year 1904 the Wichita Mountain Forest Re- 
serve, in Oklahoma, was made a game preserve for protecting 
the small game animals that inhabit that region. 

Within the last week the President of the United States, by 
virtue of authority vested in him by a bill similar to the one we 
are now considering, set aside a portion of the Grand Canyon 
Forest Reserve, in Arizona, as a game preserve. 

Therefore I am free to assert that the passage of this bill is 
justified, first, because the conditions existing in my State jus- 
tify this legislation; and, second, because there is abundant 
precedent for the passage of this bill. 

While this bill does not specifically designate this fact, it is 
the intention by the passage of this bill to protect the herd of 
wild elk that remain in that locality. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. How do you propose to protect the elk or 
the game in the preserve without a game warden and without 
policemen and inspectors and all the rest of the necessary 
service? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. In answer to the gentleman, I will say that 
under the present law and the regulations of the Government 
there are a certain number of forest-reserve rangers and super- 
visors whose business it is to look after these forest reserves. 
In addition to the duties which they now perform they would 
simply have the additional duty of helping to enforce the law 
created by the passage of this bill for the protection of the 

ame, 
z Mr. TAWNEY. How many more would be required to per- 
form that service? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Well, I can’t tell that. No man can tell. 
In my judgment it would be wise to have more men in the 
forest service in my State than are there now. But those things 
are details which can and will be settled by experience after 
this game preserve is created. The first step, necessarily, is 
the creation of the game preserve, and the details can and will 
be arranged later. In my judgment the moral effect of the 
passage of this bill making it unlawful to kill or take game in 
that locality would add immensely —— 

Mr. TAWNEY. But it would not be effective unless you had 
men there to enforce the prohibition of the law. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. I do not agree entirely with that reasoning. 
It is not necessary to havea Government agent or a Government 
detective present on every foot of the public domain in order to 
enforce the law. The vast majority of the American people, 
when they have knowledge of what the law is, bow in obedience 
to its decrees. Now, when the fact becomes known 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is not the case when they want to kill 


an elk. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. I do not know how it is in the gentleman's 
own State, but we have a very law-abiding class of people in 
the community in which I live; and it is, as I said, in my judg- 
ment, true that the very passing of this bill creating a game 
preserve there for the purpose of protecting these noble animals 
will, in itself, have a great moral effect. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman from Washington yield? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MONDELL. Are there no State game laws in the State 
of Washington affecting the taking or killing of elk? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Oh, yes. Just a moment or two ago I sent 
a page boy to the Library to bring me the Washington State 
laws, and the volume has just reached my desk. The last ses- 
sion of the Washington State legislature (act of March 13, 
1905) passed a game law for our State, one section of which 
makes it unlawful to hunt or kill any elk within the State of 
Washington prior to the year 1915—that is, for about ten years 
after the passage of the act. And the same Washington State 
law also provides that after the year 1915 that elk shall only 
be killed in that State between the 15th day of September and 
the ist day of November each year. And that no person during 
the season when it is lawful to kill elk shall kill more than one 
male elk. With the permission of the House, I will include 


with my remarks section 7 of the Washington State game law, 
which covers this elk question: 


‘Suc. 7. That after the of this act and until October 1, 1915, 
it shall be unlawful to Bunt, pursue, capture, or kill any of the elk 
Cervus alces, or Cervus canadensis) within the State of Washington. 

fter 1915 it shall be unlawful to hunt, pursue, capture, or kill any 
of the elk (Cervus alces, or Cervus canadensis) within the State of 
Washington between the Ist day of November of any year and the 15th 
day of September of the following year. 

No permon shall within the State of Washington, urs the season 
when it is lawful to kill the same, kill more than one of the male elk 
(Cervus alces, or Cervus canadensis). Any person violating any of the 
provisions of this section shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined not less than $100 nor 
more than $500, or be imprisoned in the county jail not less than 
thirty days nor more than ninety days, or by both such fine and impris- 
onment, the discretion of the court. 

Mr. MONDELL. If the killing of elk is prohibited by law in 
the State of Washington, why the necessity of this Federal leg- 
islation? If the people of Washington are all law-abiding citi- 
zens, why is it necessary to pass this piece of legislation? 

Mr. PAYNE. And I want to suggest to the gentleman that 
he has the moral effect of the State statutes to find out what the 
moral effect is. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CUSHMAN. With regard to what the gentleman has 
said, I undertake to say that the law which to-day prohibits the 
killing of game in the Yellowstone National Park and the con- 
tinual fear of the enforcement of that law is a greater protec- 
tion to the game of that region than the few guards that patrol 
that park. I also call attention to the fact that this bill 
makes provision not alone for the protection of the elk, but for 
all the game birds, animals, and fishes within the area which 
the President shall hereafter (by virtue of the authority of this 
bill) set apart for a game preserve. 

Mr. MONDELL. Have not the people of Washington State 
expressed their views in regard to all game? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. They have. We have a lengthy game law 
in our State covering all sorts and classes of game. 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not want to interrupt the gentleman 
too much, but I would like to haye him explain to the House 
why it is that it is necessary to have Federal protection of 
the game in the State of Washington. Whether it is because 
the people of Washington can not enforce their own State game 
laws, or because it is sought to have a different class of pro- 
tection of the game by the Federal statute than the people of 
Washington have provided for in the State statutes? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Oh, no. The fact is that we have a very 


large area in the State which has been turned into a forest re- - 


serve by the United States Government, and over this tract of 
land the Federal Government has assumed general jurisdiction. 
The United States Government is in control of this tract of land 
and has its agents and officers present on this land. The State 
has not the same unlimited control over this forest-reserve land 
that it has over other lands in the State. Now, I admit that 
the State game laws do extend over this forest-reserve region at 
present, but the fact that the United States Government controls 
these lands in every other way adds to the difficulty of enforcing 
the State game law. It seems to me that inasmuch as the 
United States Government has assumed general jurisdiction and 
control over these lands, enforcing their own regulations in 
every other particular, there certainly seems to me abundant 
reason and excuse that a portion of that domain especially 
adapted for game should be made a game preserve and pro- 
tected by the General Government. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the Washington law in reference to elk 
cover the Olympic Forest Reserve? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. It covers the entire State of Washington, in- 
eluding the Olympic Forest Reserve. 

Mr. MANN. Is it not in force there, and does not the Wash- 
ington game law affect also the property owned by the United 
States Government? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. It does. 

Mr. MANN. You have a law forbidding the killing of elk in 
any part of the State for ten years? 

Mr. CUSHMAN, Yes; until the year 1915. 

Mr. MANN. Then what is the object of the National Gov- 
ernment reenacting that law as to a part of the State? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. It is results we are after more than the 
vindication of a theory. As I said before, the fact that the 
United States Government has a general jurisdiction over this 
region makes it especially appropriate that the Government 
should, while controling this region in all other ways, also as- 
sume control and protection of the game. Here are a million 
and a hal? of acres which the United States Government has 
practically taken out of the State of Washington. It is true 


that the land is still there in a physical sense, but no settler can 
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settle on it and make his home there. The settler can’t own it; 
the State can’t tax it; it don’t bring a cent of revenue to the 
State treasury. And -yet in the face of this great loss to the 
Siate men on this floor object to this bill, because they fear 
that its passage may in years to come cause the Government to 
pay out a small salary to one or two game wardens. The Goy- 
ernment has assumed almost complete control over these lands, 
and that being true, I think the Government should also pro- 
tect the game. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think the United States 
onght to assume a different position with reference to elk than 
it does with reference to Japanese children? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. The Government, if this bill passes, does 
not attempt to assume any particular attitude with reference to 
elk; it is a bill similar to other bills that have heretofore passed 
this House, creating a national game preserve out of a part of 
a forest reserve, and applying to all game therein. 

Mr. MANN, If the gentleman will pardon me, you now have 
a State law covering this question in this locality, and you 
want the General Government to pass another law. Does not 
that interfere with the local self-government which we are hear- 
ing so much about at present on the Pacific coast? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. The two laws do not interfere with each 
other at all. They are in harmony with each other. 

Mr. MANN. Suppose we should pass a law that you could 
kill elk in this forest reserve, exercising the same jurisdiction. 
Would that interfere with local self-government? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Well, I will say to the gentleman that the 
Members from the State of Washington would do the best they 
could to see that no such bill was passed. The gentleman seems 
to have the skeleton of “States rights” on his mind this 
morning. 

Mr. MANN. I suppose they would then cry out about how we 
were violating the rights of the States, but the principle is the 
same. Will the gentleman differentiate between the power of 
Congress to pass a law that the State wants and the power to 
pass a law that the State does not happen to want? What is 
the difference in the power? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. If there is no difference in the power, there 
is a vast difference in the propriety. I see no impropriety in this 
Congress here passing a bill (which the State desires) setting 
aside a portion of a forest reserve over which the Government 
now has jurisdiction and creating it into a game preserve. 

Mr. MANN. I fully agree with the gentleman; but why is it 
necessary for us to reenact a law that the gentleman’s State 
has already enacted and is now enforcing? 

Mr. CUSHMAN, Simply because, in my judgment, it gives ad- 
ditional protection to the game in that locality. 

Mr. MANN. Is it not because you will not enforce the law 
of your State, but now appeal to the National Government, 
through its expenditures and through its officers, to enforce a 
law which your law-abiding people will not obey? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. - No; that is not correct. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I merely want to 
suggest that there are already forest officers over this forest 
reservation; and if this proposed area is set aside as a national 
game preserve those officers will also cooperate with the officials 
of the State in the enforcement of such a law and the preserva- 
tion of this game. This is a large mountainous area, and it is 
difficult to keep after the violators of the law, and if we can 
have the assistance of the forest officers, backed up by a na- 
tional law setting it aside as a national game preserve, it will 
render very great assistance in the preservation of the game. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MONDELL. Is it not true that as to the territory which 
it is herein provided shall be created into a game preserve the 
State game laws will cease to be operative; that they will be 
repealed by this legislation and will have no further force and 
effect by reason of the fact that the land is practically all in 
the ownership of the Federal Government, and by this legisla- 
tion the State sovereignty and control over the game in that 
region will cease and the Federal authority will be set up and be 
established and be paramount? : 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes; that is true. But this is not a region 
where game is to be killed. If game were to be killed in this 
region and the State had one game law and the United States 
another game law, there might be a conflict. But this bill pro- 
poses to establish a region in which no game shall be killed. 
If the Government enforces that proposition and the State agrees 
to it, isn’t all this conflict merely imaginary? 

I now yield back the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman, before he 


yields, tell us how many elk there are there, and tell us some- 
thing about the elk and their habits. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. As to the number of elk in this region, I 
will say I have talked with a good many people who have been 
through this country. They do not agree very closely as to the 
number, but I may say that none of them have ever fixed the 
number of wild elk yet remaining in this region at less than 
500, and most of them have estimated a greater number. The 
habitat of this band of elk would be covered under the provi- 
sions of this bill. This band of elk has been in this region for 
a great many years, but the number has been steadily decreas- 
ing. The habits of the elk are somewhat like the deer. They 
go high into the hills and mountains in the summer time, when 
the weather is warm, and drift down into the lower altitudes 
in the winter time, when the weather is cold. There is one 
marked difference between the elk and the deer that I know 
from my own’ experience of years ago in the mountains. Deer 
may be hunted year after year, but will still remain in the 
same general locality until entirely exterminated. But the wild 
elk after being hunted a few times seeks a different locality 
or a different mountain chain. I shall, with the permission of 
the House, include with my remarks a short but very interest- 
ing letter on this subject which I receiyed three years ago from 
the one man who is perhaps better acquainted with this region 
and the elk therein than any other—Mr. Horace M. Guptill, of 
Port Angeles, State of Washington. 

Mr. MANN. What is the area of land which this bill provides 
may be created into a game preserve? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Not to exceed 750,000 acres. It might be 
any amount less than that in the discretion of the President, 
but it could not be more. 

Mr. MANN. I understand; but that does not convey any im- 
pression to my mind about the size of it. 

Mr. LACEY. The reservation contains 1,466,880 acres. 

Mr. MANN. How many square miles are there, or how many 
townships—something of that kind. : 

Mr. CUSHMAN. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois 
that the present Olympic Forest Reserve is somewhat in the 
form of a rectangle, but with very irregular boundaries, and ap- 
proximately it is 65 miles in length from east to west, and 57 
miles in width from north to south. Now, this bill proposes to 
take an area somewhere about the center of this larger tract 


for a game preserve, and 750,000 acres would make a tract of. 


land about 34 miles square—that is, a tract of land 34 miles 
north and south, by 34 miles east and west. At one time sev- 
eral years ago I made a map of a proposed national park or 
game preserve which we hoped to create in that region. I re- 
gret that I do not have that map here with me to-day. But 
this bill provides for a tract about 34 miles square. 

Mr.. MANN. Is that reservation of sufficient size to make 
these elk remain within it summer and winter without wander- 
ing outside to be conveniently killed? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. The gentleman will remember that these 
elk are not by any means without protection under the laws of 
our State when they wander outside the limits of this reserya- 
tion. AsIsaid a while ago, it is unlawful to kill any elk within 
the State of Washington before the year 1915. 

Mr. MANN. Evidently they are not sufficiently .protected 
now. It would be very convenient to have a small game preserve 
where they can be bred at the Government expense, and then 
wander outside for the convenience of hunters. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. That is not the object of this bill at all. 
It is to preserve one of the few herds of wild elk yet remaining 
in America. 

Mr. MANN. I fully agree with the gentleman as to the 
merits of the bill. The only question is whether it goes far 
enough. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. I desire to insert as a part of my remarks 
the letter which I mentioned as having received on this subject. 

Port ANGELES, WASH., September 15, 1903. 

Dear Sin: Relative to the establishment of a game preserve in the 
Olympic Mountains, concerning which we had a conversation during 
your recent visit here, I have to say: 

It has been twelve ioe since I first went into the Olympic Moun- 
tains, and I have made frequent visits there since that time. I have 
examined a greater portion of the parts which would naturally be used 
for a game preserve, and am thoroughly acquainted with all the difer- 
ent streams, peaks, trend of mountain ranges, and grass lands included 
in this region. The Olympic Mountains are located in the Olympic 

ninsula, in Clallam aud Jefferson counties, State of Washington, form- 
ng the most northwesterly portion of the United States. In general 
terms. this section is heavily timbered. ‘The central portion is moun- 
tainous, ranging from 5,000 to 7,000 feet in height. It is characterized 
by numerous valleys and streams, interspersed here and there by prairies 
and timber and bench lands covered with a heavy stand of wild grasses. 

Most of the streams have their source in the region around Mount 
Olympus, which is located in about the central portion of the Olympic 
Forest Reserve. This region is the natural home of the elk, as well as 
the deer, bear, and the cougar, besides other smaller animals, such as 
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the fox, mink, and raccoon. The game birds are grouse and pheasants. 
The streams abound in mountain trout. 

In this section are practically the only bands of wild elk in the United 
States. When I first visited the mountains they were very numerous, 
but now they are to be found only around the headwaters of the Elwha 
River and its tributaries, and the Solduck River, the Hoh and Qneets 
rivers, and the Quinault River. There are now probably not more than 
500 elk remaining in all this region. ‘There having in the past been no 
restrictions, they have been slaughtered for the horns and teeth merely, 
and the carcasses left lying on the und. In the winter when the 
deep snows are in the mountains the elk work down the streams toward 
the west coast to a lower altitude and return as the snow disappears. 
In my judgment the following boundaries would comprise about the 
proper territory for a game preserve: 

Commencing at a point on the Elwha River in section 8, township 29 
north, range 7 west, about 12 miles southwest of Port Angeles and run- 
ning in a westerly direction, following the apex of a mountain 3 
for about 10 miles to a point south of Lake Crescent, and in section 9, 
township 29 north, range 9 west; thence south about 22 miles, cross- 
ing and including the headwaters of the north and south branches of 
the Solduck and Hoh rivers to the south side of township 26 north, 
range 9 west; thence east about 24 miles, including the headwaters of 
the Queets River, to a point south of Mount Anderson; thence in a 
northerly direction, following the apex of a mountain range separating 
the Elwha and Dusewallips rivers, about 16 miles; thence in a north- 
westerly direction, following the ridge and passing south of Mount 
Angeles and over Hurricane Hill to the Elwha River, to a point about 
2 miles south from the piece of beginning. 

If this territory should be re; ed insufficient I see no reason why 
another tier of townships should not be added on the south. 

The territory included in the above description is the natural haunt 
of the greater portion of the elk in summer and winter, and is un- 
sultable for settlement except a small portion in and stone the Elwha 
River bottom to about 3 miles above the north boundary of the territory 
described, and so far there are only two permanent settlers In its limits. 
I would consider it eminently desirable to set aside territory in the 
Olympic Mountains to be u for the preservation and propagation of 
elk, and hunters rigidly excluded therefrom. If some action is not 
speedily taken the elk will be exterminated. 


Hon. F. W. CUSHMAN, Tacoma, Wash. 

I now yield back the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. LACEY]. j 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I suggest to my colleague that 
there are over a thousand square miles in this. 

Mr. KEIFER. Thirty townships. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. Jones]. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I simply want to 
say the people of our State are all in favor of the passage of 
this bill. We do not have any fears as to the conflict between 
the National Government and State government in this matter. 
The area is something over a thousand square miles, and most 
of the country, in fact, all of the territory, is a very mountain- 
ous region, and, as I understand it, the elk range will practi- 
cally all be included in the boundaries of this forest reserve, 
and the fears of the gentleman from Illinois that they are apt 
to wander outside of that and be slaughtered I do not think 
have very much foundation in fact. Fifteen hundred square 
miles cover a pretty large territory. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Is this intended to protect all the 
game? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It is to protect all the game—all 
game animals, birds, and fish, as well as the elk. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Do you know the exact number of acres 
in this reserve? ; 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Something over 2,000,000. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Why did not the bill reserve it all? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. A great deal of it is low land 
and practically beneficial only for timber purposes. It comes 
down to the seashore and borders on Puget Sound, so there was 
no necessity of reserving all of it as a game reserve. As a 
inatter of fact, there is a strong desire on the part of a great 
many of our people to eliminate a portion of the lands from 
the forest reserve because of its agricultural character. That 
is all I care to say about it. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman whether it 
is not the general desire in Washington that this reserve should 
be thus enla 

Mr. JONES of Washington. You do not mean enlarged? 

Mr. LACEY. I mean the purposes enlarged from a mere for- 
est reserve to a game reserve in addition. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes. At least to the extent 
of 750,000 acres. I stated that a moment ago. 

Mr. LACEY. As far as the gentleman knows, that is the uni- 
versal sentiment of his State? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. As far as I know, that is the 
universal sentiment. In fact, a great many people are very 
anxious to have this done. 

Mr. LACEY. The Japanese question does not enter into it. 

Mr. JONES of Washipgton. Certainly not. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. In other words, there is no negro 
or Japanese in the wood pile. : 

Mr, LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
teman from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES]. 
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Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the State of Wash- 
ington desires to protect its game, and the State of Washington 
is wise in that conclusion. The birds in the State of Tennessee, 
and game generally, are being better preserved, I may say, and 
I hope the gentleman from Iowa will listen to me now, because 
of the Lacey bill, and the State of Tennessee has availed her- 
self of the patriotic, I may say, and wise provisions of that law 
and has enacted game laws and has vigorously enforced them, I 
may say, through the offices of an ex-Member of this Congress, 
Col. Joseph H. Acklen, formerly of Louisiana, with the result 
that, it seems, in every county now in Tennessee, that law hay- 
ing been in force in the State for the past three or four years, 
any man, whether from a city or from the country, can go out 
in the fields of Tennessee and get all the game that he wants in 
a short while. Before these laws they could not do so. I think 
the law limits the number of birds the huntsman can kill to 
thirty—enough for any man to shoot at for sport or kill to eat 
in the course of a day. Now, I think it is wise, not only as a 
matter of preserving the birds in the State of Washington but 
throughout the United States, that each and every State should 
ayail itself of the provisions of the Lacey law and preserve not 
only in the State of Washington, but throughout the United 
States, our game birds and game animals. Now, it is very 
hard for the birds of Tennessee, as in the days of the Indian 
or any other enemy of the South, to escape the rifle of the 
Tennessean, and in the later days the bird gun, so it is well 
enough to have this game reserved or preserved, I may add, in 
the State of Washington, that the birds of the State of Wash- 
ington may have a retreat in a Federal reserve to escape the 
huntsman with his shotgun and the rifleman with his rifle. 

So, Mr. Speaker, in all seriousness, I hope this bill will pass, 
for the benefit of the State of Washington, and I hope that it 
may be an example to other States to ask for the same kind of 
law. If there is any Federal place in the State of Tennessee 
where a similar law can apply, I now serve notice on the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] that I shall ask for a like law 
to be passed by Congress, in order that the birds of Tennessee, 
the birds of the air and the animals of the beautiful, silvery, 
grass-padded valleys of Tennessee may have a thanksgiving 
day, a day of vacation, when they can escape the riflemen of 
Tennessee as well as the bird guns. [Applause.] 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL]. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, in view of the statement that 
has been made that practically everyone in the State of Wash- 
ington is favorable to this legislation, I regret very much. that 
I feel it my duty to express any opposition to it, because if all 
the good people of Washington believe it well to surrender their 
State sovereignty to this extent and provide that within a 
large area within their State State laws shall be inoperatiye, 
possibly the balance of us should be content to let them have it 
as they will. I simply wish to call attention to the fact that 
this bill does by indirection what it would be impossible under 
the Constitution of the United States to do directly. It has 
been held by the Supreme Court, notably in the celebrated Race 
Horse case from the State of Wyoming, that the State is soy- 
ereign in its authority and jurisdiction over the game within 
its borders, and that the Federal Government can have no con- 
trol Whatever over the game within the borders of a State 
unless the State legislature shall specifically relinquish its au- 
thority and control. It has been said in opposition to that 
that there is a region in the country where the destruction or 
the taking of birds and animals is prohibited, namely, the 
Yellowstone Park; but the Yellowstone Park was created at a 
time when the territory embraced within the park was not 
within the boundaries of any State, and therefore Federal au- 
thority was supreme. t 

This bill provides, however, that upon Government lands and 
waters within this forest reserye the taking of game and birds 
shall be prohibited. Well, inasmuch as practically all of the land 
within this forest reserve is Government land, that amounts to 
a repeal of the State game statutes, and within that area no 
game animals, birds, or fishes can hereafter be taken; and I 
suppose that prohibition applies also to the bear, the mountain 
lions, the wolves, and the coyotes in the region, inasmuch as 
they are game. And under this law it will be impossible in 
the future, except by an act of Congress, to provide for the de- 
struction of any of these animals which, by multiplying, as they 
are bound to do when protected, will prey upon the game and 
upon the flocks and herds of the surrounding territory. 

Now, I present these observations to the House in view of the 
fact that an effort has been made to provide for the creation of 
game preserves generally throughout the country by Executive 
act. I am very much opposed to that legislation, and my oppo- 
sition to this legislation is that it is a step in the same direc- 


tion. I shall vote against it, regretting that I must do so in 
view of the fact that the gentlemen from the State of Washing- 
ton say their people all favor it, because I do not believe it to 
be wise to establish within the boundaries of a sovereign State 
great areas where State game laws are no longer operative and 
over which, by Federal legislation, State sovereignty is impaired. 
The sensitiveness in regard to the sovereign rights of the States, 
which is generally in evidence here, is a curious thing, and it 
is remarkable how the sting of the infringement of State rights 
is often soothed or lessened by the hope of a liberal Federal 
appropriation or the assumption by the Federal Government of a 
duty which the State should perform. By this legislation the 
people of the State of Washington will be relieyed from the 
expense of the enforcement of game laws in this region; and 
that expense will be laid upon the Federal Government. The 
result sought could be accomplished in the State of Washington, 
as it has been in my State, by a State statute, but in that case 
the State would be called upon to pay game wardens to protect 
the animals in the territory. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman a question. 

Mr. MONDELL. I shall be glad to yield. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Can not this bill be so amended 
that it would be operative until the State legislates to the con- 
trary? 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, I do not know but what that could be 
done, but there is no such provision in the bill, The bill sets 
up and establishes Federal authority and control exclusively 
over the game within the region described and to be set aside, 
and to that extent it repeals and annuls all State game statutes. 
And so far as that territory is concerned the State game war- 
dens will not in the future, unless the State of Washington takes 
the matter to the Supreme Court and the law is held unconstitu- 
tional, as I believe it is, have any control over the taking of 
game and wild animals. The bears and lynx and mountain 
lions will there disport themselves, and from this secure shelter 
will descend upon the valleys surrounding the region and feed 
upon the flocks and herds of the good people of Washington, 
Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


question? 
Mr. MONDELL. I will be pleased to. 
Mr. PERKINS. What is the authority for including those 


in game animals? I do not understand myself that the term 
“game animals,“ which has been frequently defined, covers any 
animal which is itself a beast of prey. Game animals are deer, 
mountain sheep, and elk—animals of that character. It does 
not include either bears, wolves, or mountain lions. My friend 
can go into this district and kill a mountain lion, if he is 
able to. 

Mr. MONDELL. It includes all wild animals. 

Mr. PERKINS. They are not game. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman contend that the term 
“game animals” include vermin? 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not know what the gentleman’s defi- 
nition of vermin is. : 

Mr. LACEY. What would be called“ varmints ” in Wyoming. 

Mr. MONDELL. What would be called“ varmints“ in Iowa, 
I think, would be included. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Varmints” would certainly in- 
clude the “red fox,“ the “coon,” and the “’possum,” or any 
animal that would run from a good hunting dog. 

Mr. MONDELL. I think the Government authority would 
include them all. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to make one or two in- 
quiries of the gentleman on his proposition of law. 

Mr. MONDELL. As I am not a lawyer, I prefer the gentle- 
man wouid not ask them of me. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. If you are not a lawyer, you are 
talking liké one. You are begging the question. 

Mr. PERKINS. Do you mean that as a compliment? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I say it respectfully; I mean 
that as a compliment to my friend. In this matter the gentle- 
man rather confuses the power of Congress in these forest re- 
serves. It is Federal property. The Federal Government has 
exclusive right to control it. Now, the gentleman well knows 
that the Federal Government can control forest reserves, and is 
doing it. The State governments could, if they had the power 
over such Federal property. These birds and ducks, while in 
the forest reserve, the Federal Government certainly can protect 
as its own property. The gentleman knows that. 

Mr. MONDELL. In answer to the gentleman’s inquiry, I 
respectfully direct him to the decision of the Supreme Court in 
the case of Ward against Race Horse, which I think answers 
the gentleman’s question fully. 
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oe GAINES of Tennessee. What did they decide in that 
case 

Mr. MONDELL. They decided that the State game laws 
extended over and controlled and protected the game on the 
public domain as well as upon private property. And this in a 
case where the Federal Government had by treaty agreed with 
a certain tribe of Indians that they could hunt upon certain 
lands described in the treaty when those lands were in a Ter- 
ritory and hunt so long as water ran; and the Supreme Court 
held that as soon as the State of Wyoming was established and 
extended its borders over the territory described, the solemn 
treaty of the Government was annulled by that fact, and that 
the State game law extended over that territory, and the In- 
dians did not haye the right to hunt, which the treaty gave 
them. In other words, that the State was sovereign, and that 
no Federal legislation or treaty could deprive a State of that 
sovereignty. This law attempts to deprive the State of sov- 
ereignty in the protection of game and transfer that power to 
the Federal Government. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I just want an answer to an in- 
quiry. Of course, the State law applies in these reservations, 
I take it, when the Federal law does not intervene. Whenever 
the Federal Government undertakes to protect- these birds, 
which are on its own land, clearly the Federal Government has 
that right. That is the proposition, and it can do so better 
than the State can. 

Mr. MONDELL. The only difficulty about that proposition is 
that the gentleman and the Supreme Court do not agree. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, well, that is the case fre- 
quently, because sometimes the Supreme Court is wrong. 
[Laughter.] But the Supreme Court has never decided that the 
Federal Government did not have the right and power to take 
care of its birds on its own land and docks and custom-houses 
and other public property. It has always decided that they 
have, and never decided any other way. 

Mr. MONDELL. But it has decided that the Federal Goy- 
ernment owns no birds, ducks, and elks. All these creatures 
belong to the people. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Of course they do, because they 
are wild, but this Government has the right to say that the 
gentleman from Wyoming shall not go into this reserve. 

Mr. MONDELL. It has no more control over its lands than 
any other landowner has over his. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like, in this connection, to 
call the attention of the House to section 3 of the Constitution, 
Article I, which provides that “ the Congress shall have power to 
make all needful rules and regulations respecting the territory 
of the United States.” The word “territory” there has been held 
in an opinion by the Attorney-General to mean the public lands 
of the United States. When this Constitution was adopted there 
was no such thing as a “Territory,” but there was the terri- 
tory—the domain of the United States. When this question 
first came up in Congress a few years ago it was submitted to 
the Attorney-General, Mr. Knox, who, in an elaborate opinion, 
gave it as his view that Congress had full power to legislate 
on this subject as to the public domain. I ask leave in this 
connection, Mr. Speaker, to incorporate that opinion in my re- 
marks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The opinion is as follows: 

Forest RESERVES. 


CORRESPONDENCE IN RELATION TO THE POWERS OF CONGRESS OVER FOREST 
RESERVES SITUATED IN THE VARIOUS STATES, PUBLISHED BY ORDER OF 
THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, December 5, 1901. 


My Dear Sin: In furtherance of my verbal inquiry in regard to 
our views upon the subject of forestry legislation, I wish to obtain 
the benefit of your views — 99 the constitutional powers of Congress 
to control the various forest reserves where they are situated in the 

States. 

1. As to those reserves situated in the Territories, it seems to me 
quite clear that Congress can accept the Territorlal laws or can modify 
or change them at pleasure, and that those reserves are clearly within 
the jurisdiction of the Congress. 

2. As to the enactment of Federal laws to pen the setting out of 
fires or trespasses in cutting or oaa the timber, I would be pleased 
to have your views as to what constitutional limitations within the lim- 
its of the States would interfere. In view of the permanent withdrawal 
of these forest. lands for a general national purpose, would the powers 
of regulation and control be greater than those which may be exercised 
in the preservation and management of ordinary public lands open to 
entry or settlement where the same are covered with timber? 

The questions involve the general power of enacting statutes punish- 
ing the persons who may injure the forests as well as making and en- 
forcing regulations for their care, 
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bane In these forests the wild game have opportunities to breed and find 
elter. 

An enlightened public sentiment, though unfortunately too tardy in 
its development, has finally led to the enactment of very efficient and 
adequate game protection in nearly all the States and Territories, which 
laws, if suitably enforced. would in most instances give adequate pro- 
tection. But unfortunately in many localities these laws are either 
wholly or in part disregarded. The President in his message has asked 
for the enactment of laws creating game preserves in these forest 
reserves. ; 

This recommendation involves the question as to the extent of Con- 
gressional power and also the choice of methods. 

If Congress has no power or control over the subject within the 
limits of a State, it has unquestioned authority, in ay judgment, to 

reveni interstate commerce in the dead bodies or living creatures 
emselves. 

This control Congress has already asserted in the Federal law pro- 
eke transportation from one State to another of such game when 
killed in violation of State laws. * 

In the disposition of this question in the forest reserves the custo- 
dians of the forests ey be directed to make complaints and enforce 

roceedings under the local statutes, thus supplementing the efforts of 

e State authorities. On the other hand, special Federal statutes 
aught ae amen if constitutional power exists, to deal directly with 

e question, 

Indirectly, protection might be furnished by preventing trespass of 
all kinds during certain seasons, and thus give incidental protection to 
tie wild inhabitants of these national forests during certain portions of 

e year. 

' In this borderland of State and national authority I regard it as of 
the utmost importance that the legislative should keep in view the 
* rights and powers of the States and that care should be exercised to 
avoid conflict of jurisdiction where so much depends upon having the 
laws backed up by a friendly local public sentiment. 

I would be gratified to have the benefits of your jud 
far legislation on these various subjects would be wi 
tional domain of the Congress. f 

Very respectfully, Joun F. Lacey. 

Hon. P. C. Knox, 

Attorney-General United States. 
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 3, 1902. 

Sin: Complying with the request therefor contained in your note of 
December 5, 1901, I here transmit to you some of my views upon the 
a there. suggested. These questions are as to the power of 

‘ongress to enact laws for the protection and control of or relating to 
our national forest reserves when within the limits of the State, and 
specifically to make such reserves, to some extent, refu for the 
preservation of the remnant of the game in those localities. They 
necessarily involve, also, substantially the same questions as applicable 
to the general pie domain, for so far as concerns the question of 
Federal legislative power no difference in principle is perceived. 

I quite agree with you that as to these reserves situated within a 
Territory of the United States this Federal legislative power is ample, 
and the questions are those arising when such reserves are within the 
limits of a State; but in order to the determination of those it may be 
well to refer briefly to the nature and source of this Federal power 
over the Territories. 

As to the source of this power there has been a diversity of opinion, 
and the power is claimed to have arisen from that provision of the 
Constitution which gives Congress the power to dispose of, and make 
all needful rules and regulations respecting, the territory and other 
property belonging to the United States; and other sources of this 

wer have been suggested; but, whatever its origin, the existence of 

is power, as the Supreme Court has several times said, is undoubted. 

While, in the Dred Scott case (19 How., 393), it was held that this 
constitutional provision applied only to such territory as the United 
States then had and did not apply to that subsequently acquired by 
treaty. or conquest, this has not been acquiesced in in later cases, 
several of whic pome to this provision as, at least, one of the sources 
of the power and control which Congress exercises over the various 
Territories. And, I think, it may be taken as now settled that this 
4 confers upon Congress the power stated over all the Territo- 
ries. 

Congress, then, having sovereignty and So legislative control of 
the Territories while they are such and of the public lands therein, 
one important question is how far this sovereignty and right of con- 
trol is surrendered to the State by its admission into the Union. And 
here we may look again to the Constitution, then to the acts admitting 
such States, and to their constitutions when admitted. 

And, first, as to the Federal Constitution. Assuming, as I think we 
may, that the provision above referred to applies to all “territory 
and other property belonging to the United States,” whether then 
already or subsequently acquired, what was the intended limit of the 
duration of the power thus conferred? Was it intended to continue 
only until the new State was admitted, and to then cease and leave 
Congress and the Government without any power to “dispose of” or 
to “make needful rules and regulations respecting” the public lands 
or “other property belonging to the United States, or was it intended 
to continue as long as its subject-matter and its necessity continued? 
If the former, we must look tō some other source for the power of 
Congress to spore of and regulate the management of the public 
8 within the limits of a State. If the latter, then this provision 

ample. 

I do not consider here the case of 1 forts, posts, dockyards, 
etc., for which special provision is made in the Constitution, nor sites 
for post-oflfices, court-houses, ete., the question of jurisdiction over 
which is generally settled by convention. 

When the Constitution was adopted we had but one Territory, though 
it is fair to suppose that others were looked upon as possible; but the 
one that we had was acquired under conditions which required its 
admission into the Union in not less than three nor more than five 
States, with equal savereignty with that of the original States, and the 
Constitution provided for the admission of new States. Thus, with 
the subject of new States directly in mind, did the framers intend to 
give Congress power to tlispose of and manage the public lands while 

n a Territory and to leave it without the power to do either after a 
State was admitted? For it could not have escaped them that to con- 
fer this power while the Territory remained such was, by the strongest 
implication, to deny it afterwards. Did they intend this? 

n the first place—and this is quite sufficient for its construction— 


the provision itself imposes no limitation, either óf time or of Terri- 
torial or State condition; nor does the nature of the power conferred 
imply any such limitation. On the 9 the power is as broad 
and general as language could make it, with no limitation whatever, 
either expressed or implied. And the reason and necessity for the 
power are tenfold stronger after the admission of the State than during 
the existence of the Territory; and there is no rule of law or of con- 
struction which will permit us to impose a limitation which neither 
the instrument itself nor the nature of the power im or implies. 
And the general rule is that when a power is confer without limita- 
tion, express or implied, it continues as long as the 8 for its 
exercise. And the Supreme Court has more than once said (as in 
Gibson v. Choteau, 13 Wall, 92, on p. 99) “that power is subject to 
no limitations.” 

The difficulty and misconstruction here arises chiefly from the use 
in this clause of the word “ territory.“ If, instead, the expression 
had been that Congress should have power to dispose of and make all 
needful rules and regulations respecting the land and other property, 
there could have been no question but that this power of disposition 
and control continued after statehood as before. But this is exacti 
what the provision does mean, It does not refer to organized Terri- 
tories, as to which the term “dispose of,” and make “rules and regu- 
lations,” and “other property“ are not appropriate; but it refers to 
land and other property. And this is Mg ares eld in United States v. 
Grotiot (13 Pet., 526), where it is said (p. 536): 3 

“The term territory, as here used, is merely descriptive of the kind 
of property, and is equivalent to the word lands. And Congress has 
the same power over it as over any other property belonging to the 
United States, and this power is vested in Congress without limitation.” 

This of itself would seem to make the meaning fairly certain. Con- 
sider the situation. After a long struggle, which had long delayed the 
adoption of the Constitution, the people had finally settled the owner- 
ship and sovereignty of the lands outside of the States in the General 
Government. It was claimed that as this territory had been wrested 
rom Great Britain by the blood and treasure of the people of all the 
States it should be held for their common benefit, and not for any 
State, and it was finally so settled and agreed and the whole territory 
ceded to the United States for the common benefit of all. At that 
time, next to State gebus of Federal power—if second to even that— 
there were mutual State jealousies of the power of each other, and this 
was one of the causes of the dispute over the . — territory, and yet 
it was certain and well known that on the admission of the expected 
new States, with their r within their borders, all of the soy- 
ereignty and control of this territory within their borders which was 
not in the United States would be in those States, respectively, and 
that that sovereignty and control which they had so long struggled. to 

lace in the United States would be passed over to these three to five 
tates as they were admitted. This was certain to be the case, for if 
Congress did not have this sovereignty and control after a State was 
admitted, then the State did have it, and no other State could interfere. 

These States might then, by unfriendly legislation or by no legisla- 
tion, or both, so hamper these lands, their sale, occupancy, and con- 
trol as to render them of little value except to those States and their 
= It is simply incredible that this was intended, If it was not, 

en it was intended that this vital ee of disposal and control 
should continue at a time when, of all others, it was most needed. 
While the Territory remained such the sovereignty of the United States 
was complete without any other grant than that contained in the ces- 
sion, a this special grant of power was not at all necessary. Its 
chief if not_its only use and purpose was that, when and after these 
lands passed into and under the sovereignty of a State, they should do 
so subject to the paramount sovereignty of the United States so far as 


was needful. 
In framing this dual government, this imperium in imperio, in which 
each State was to be in many respects sovereign in the nation and 


the nation in many respects sovereign in each State, the separation of 
these sovereignties and their lines of demarcation must have received 
the most careful attention of those statesmen as one of the most impor- 
tant and difficult problems which confronted them. And, as the con- 
trol and disposal of this Territory was one of the most important and 
burning questions of the time, and had long been such, delaying and, 
for a time, 8 the adoption of the Constitution, it would seem 
impossible that when dealing directly with this question provision was 
made for this control while a Territorial state, and when it was lit- 
tle needed, and pur ly omitted at a period when, of all others, it 
was most needed. e shall come nearer to the real meaning of this 
provision by reading it as it is so plainly written, without any limita- 
tion, either of time or Territorial or State condition. : 

If authority for this construction be needed it is not lacking, and in 
another connection I shall refer to some cases which come first to hand. 

Assuming, then, as I think we must, that this constitutional provision 
confers upon Con the power of disposition and control of the 

ublic lands after the admission Into the Union of the States contain- 
ng them, how much, if any, of this power is surrendered to the States 
by the acts admitting them into the Union as sovereign States? And 
here the general rule is certain (although questions may arise as to its 
application to particular cases). So far as its exercise is needful to 

e disposition and full control and management of these lands, Con- 
gress has always been and is incapable of diverting, alienating, or sur- 
rendering any part of it. It is or big aps See that while the title of 
the United States to the public lands is absolute as against every other 
title, yet it is held in trust for the ultimate benefit of all the peop in 
such manner as may be prescribed by law, and this is pecullarly the 
case as to the only Territory we had at that time. Congress, then, 
being a trustee of the title, can not divert, alienate, or surrender any 
power necessary or proper for the disposal, protection, preservation 
control, or management of its lands, nor in any way discharge itself 
from the duty of executing the trust confided to it. 

But while this power to make all needful rules and regulations is 
also the power to determine what are needful, and while, therefore, 
this power so conferred is, in terms, absolute and unlimited, yet, not- 
withstanding some general statements of the Supreme Court, it may 
be well claimed that, after the admission of a State, there is necessarily 
a limit arising from other portions of the Constitution and the general 

wers of the State. For example, may Congress continue to legislate 
‘or this public land—some of it, linn n small, isolated quanti- 
ties—upon all subjects of municipal legislation, civil and criminal, and 
irrespective of the laws of the State upon the same subjects, as it does, 
for example, in the District of Columbia? Or, on the other hand, is 
the power of Congress within a State limited to such acts, legislative 
or otherwise, as are mired for the disposal, protection, and control 
of such lands? Or is there, between these, a limit to Federal power, 
legislative or executive? It is not necessary to discuss here the first 
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of these questions, for no such general legislation is contemplated, and 
the other two, and also how far Federal control has been surrendered 
by acts yg nce Haine inte the Union, may be examined in the light 
of another consideration, viz, the rights dent to ownership. 

Subject to the eminent domain of the State, the collection of taxes, 
the service of process, and other kindred superior rights the ownership 
of land carries with it, as incident to and a part of such ownership, the 
right of exclusive possession and control, which includes the right to 
forbid and prevent intrusion thereon for any purpose and to prevent 
and remove trespassers. The owner may forcibly prevent such intru- 
sion if he can, or he may apply to the courts for relief or to recover 
damages. But a private vidual may not himself enact laws for the 
8 of his property or to punish rs upon his lands. Is 
he United States in the same situation as to its lands within a State? 
Is it without power to itself enact laws for the dis; or management 
of its public ds within a State, or for their protection from 
or the preservation of its timber or minerals thereon? This is un- 
doubtedly the case, if the United States, as to such lands, has no other 
rights than those of an ordinary proprietor, 

And it must be admitted that much that is said by the court in Fort 
Leavenworth Railroad Company v. Lowe (114 U. S., 525) is directly to 
the effect that as to lands within a State, unless jurisdiction is reserved 
in admitting a State, or the land is acquired by the United States with 
the consent of the State for military purposes, ete., as provided in the 
Constitution, the United States has no other rights than those of an 
ordinary proprietor, and that, like other lands, they are subject to the 
sole nbistiction and sovereignty of the State. And it is view of 

s t I discuss this question more elaborately than I otherwise 
would. But, if what is there said is to be considered as a denial of all 
legislative power of Congress over such lands, not only is it opposed to 
the uniform practice of the Government from the wo ee the 
i ga approval of that court, and to many contrary declarations of 
that court, but the cont: is directly held in later cases. 

But what is said in that case must be read with reference to and in 
the light of the case then before the court. The question in that case 
was that of the exclusive: jurisdiction or not of the United States over 
that t of the reservation not used for mili purposes; pon 
the ission of Kansas no reservation of Feder jurisdiction was 
made, but later the State ceded that jurisdiction to the United States 
with this sav: clause, viz, the right to serve civil and criminal State 
processes therein, and “saving further to said State the right to tax 
railroad, bridge, and other corporations, their franchises and property 
on said reservation.” The State levied a tax on a railroad on this 
reservation, and the question of its wer to do so depended upon 
whether the reservation was in the exclusive jurisdiction of the United 
States. The court held that, Inasmuch as it was not purchased with 
the consent of the State for the erection of forts, magazines, arsenals, 

rds, and other needful buildings,” under clause 17, section 8, 
Article I, of the Constitution, the United States had no such exclusive 
jurisdiction, and that, under this saving clause, the State had power to 
tax the railroad property; and that the only wae by which the United 
States could acquire this exclusive jurisdiction within a State was that 
— by the Constitution, viz, by purchase with the consent of the 

e. 

The question of concurrent jurisdiction or of Federal jurisdiction 
for some purposes, was not discussed nor even mentioned, for it was 
not involved. Nor was any allusion made to that OMAE ae bos om 

rules, ete. 


settles questions of such importan 
ai the whole 


to 
these various acts of legislat as to lands in States and Territories. 
Their name is legion, but each and.every one of these acts was the 
assertion and the exercise of Federal jurisdiction and sovereignty, and 
of a right far superior to that of any mere proprietor as to lands 
within a State. 
is must have been either because, in the admission of the State, 
the jurisdiction n for that porpowe was either expressly or im- 
pliedly reserved—the latter of which is not probable—or because the 
constitutional provision referred to confers that power, and this would 
seem a 1 —.— sufficient source of AAS 
In Gibson v. Choteau = Wall., 92) it is said in the syllabus that 
“the power of Congress the disposal of the public domain can not 
be interfered with, or its exercise embarrassed any State legisla- 
tion.” And on page 99, “ With respect to the 225 le domain, the Con- 
stitution vests in Congress the power of disposition and of making all 
needful rules and regulations. That wer is subject to no limita- 
tions.” Nothing could be more conclusive that this constitutional pro- 
vision applies also to lands within a State, and that the legislative 


power thus conferred is t. 
In Jorden v. Bennett t How., 169) it is said (p. 184): 
“ By the Constitution Con is given power to dispose of and make 


all needful rules and re tions respecting the territory and other 
property of the United States, for the disposal of the public lands. 

herefore, in the new States where such lands be, Congress may p 
vide by law. and having the constitutional power to pass the law, it is 
suprana: So Congress may prohibit and punish trespassers on the 
publie lands. Having the power of disposal and of protection, Con- 
gress alone can deal with the title, and no State law, whether of Hmi- 

tion or otherwise, can defeat such title.” 

This was the holding of the Supreme Court up to the time when the 
Fort Leavenworth case was decided, and it is not supposable that that 
court intended to then overrule these cases and deny this legislative 
power of Congress and all other powers save such as belong to an 
ordinary individual proprietor, while making no reference whatever 
to its previous holdings. That it did not so intend is manifest from 
the only other ease Which I shall cite upon this question, that of Cam- 
field v. United States (167 U. S., 518), where it is said in the syllabus: 

“The Government of the United States has, with respeet to its own 
lands within the limits of a State, the rights of an ordinary proprietor 
to maintain its possession and to prosecute trespassers; and may leg- 
islate for their protection, though such legislation may involve the ex- 
ereise of the police power.” 

And on pages 524 and 525 the powers of the Government, both as an 
individual proprietor and as a sovereign, are well stated: 

“The lands in question are all within the State of Colorado. The 
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Government has, with respect to its 
dinary 9 to maintain its possession and to prosecute tres- 
rs. It may deal with such lands precisely as any private indi- 


own lands, the rights of an or- 


vidual may with his farming property. It may sell or withhold 
them from sale. It may grant them in aid of railways or other public 
enterprises. It may open them to preemption or homestead settlement, 
but it would be recreant to its duties as trustee for the people of the 
United States to permit any individual or private corporation to 
monopolize them for private and thereby practically drive intend- 
ing settlers from the market. 

And on page 525: 

“The General Government doubtless has a power over its own prop- 
erty analogous to the police power of the several States, and the ex- 
tent to which it may go in the exercise of such power is measured by 
the exigencies of the icular case. If it be found to be necessa 
for the protection of the panie or of intending settlers to forbid a 
inclosures of public lands, the Government may do so, though the alter- 
nate sections of private lands are thereby rendered less valuable for 
pasturage. The inconvenience, ar even damage, to the individual pro- 
prietor does not authorize an act which is in its nature a purpresture 
of Government lands. While we do not undertake to say that Congress. 
has the unlimited power to legislate against nuisances within a State 
which it would have within a Territory, we do not think the admission 
of a Territory as a State deprives it of the power of legislating for the 
protection of the public lands, though it may thereby involve the ex- 
ereise of what is ordinaril nown as the police power, so long as 
such power is directed solely to its own protection. A different rule 
would place the public domain of the Uni States completcly at the 
mercy of State legislation.” 

This, so manifestly the correct doctrine, would seem to cover and to 
settle the whole e and to authorize the proposition that, as to 

mblic lands within a State, the Government has all the rights of an 
ndividual proprietor, supplemented with the power to make and en- 
force its own laws for the assertion of those rights and for the disposal 
and full and complete management, control, and protection of its lands. 

Among these undoubted rights is the right of absolute or partial 
exclusion, either at all or at special times and for any or for special 


purposes. 

While Congress certainly may 70 law prohibit and punish the entry 
upon or use of any part of these forest reserves for the Barnes of the 
killing, capture, or pursuit of e, this would not be sufficient. ‘There 
are many persons now on ese reserves by oat, of law, and 
poopie are expressly authorized to go there, and it would be necessary 
o go further and to prohibit the killing, capture, or pursuit of game, 
even though the entry upon the reserve is not for that purpose. Bu 
the right to forbid intrusion for the purpose of killing game is one 
thing, and the right to forbid and pun the killing, per se, and 
without reference to any ss on the property, is another. The 
first may be forbidden as a pass and for the protection of the 
S but when a person is lawfully there and not a trespasser or 

truder the question is different. 

But I am decidedly of opinion that Congress may forbid and punish 
the killing of game on these reserves, no matter that the slayer is law- 
fully there and is not a trespasser. If Congress may prohibit the use 
of these reserves for any purpose, it may for another; and while Con- 

permits persons to upon and use them for various purposes, 
t par fix lim to such use and occupation and prescribe the purpose 
and objects for which they shall not used, as for the killing, ——— 
ture, or pursuit of specified kinds of game. Generally, any private 
owner may forbid, upon his own land, any act that he chooses, although 
the act may be lawful in itself; and certainly Congress, invested also 
with legislative power, may do the same thing, just as it may prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors, though such sale is otherwise lawful. 

After considerable attention to the whole subject, I have no hesita- 
tion in expressing my oponu that Congress has ample power to for- 
bid and punish any and all kinds of trespass upon or injury to the 
forest reserves, including the trespass of entering upon or using them 
for the killing, capture, or pursuit of game. 

exercise of these powers would not conflict with any State au- 
thority. Most of the States have laws forbidding the killing, capture, 
or pursuit of different kinds of game during specified portions of the 
ear. This makes such killing, etc., lawful at other times, but only 
wful because not made unlawful. And it is lawful only when the 
State has power to make it lawful by either implication or direct enact- 
ment. But, except in those cases 3 5 referred to, such as eminent 
domain, service of process, etc., no State has power to authorize or 
make lawful a t ss upon private Property. So that, though Con- 
gress should prohibit such killing, etc., upon its own lands at all sea- 
sons of the year, this would not conflict with any State authority or 
control. That the preservation of game is part of the public policy: of 
those States and for the benefit of their own People is shown by their 
own legislation, and they can not complain if Congress upon its own 
ds goes even further that direction than the State so long as the 
open season of the State law is not interfered with in any place where 
such law is paramount. 

It has always been the policy of the Government to invite and induce 
the purchase and settlement of its public lands, and as the existence of 

me thereon and in their localities adds to the desirability of the 
ands and is a well-known inducement to their purchase, it may well 
be considered whether, for this pu alone and without reference 
to the protection of the lands from trespass, Congress may not, on its 
own lands, prohibit the killing of such pane 

Your other questions relate to the method of enforcing these Federal 
powers, if they exist, to the nature and kind of laws therefor. While 
such questions are peculiarly for Congress, yet, as you request it, I 
will suggest what cccurs to me. 

You very properly — 1 — the power of Congress over interstate 
commerce as tending indirectly to this end, by prohibiting interstate 
transportation of game, living or dead, or of the skins or any part 
thereof. There is some legislation upon that subject. I do not take 
the pains to examine this to see how sufficient it is; bat If not already 
done something to the end desired may be accomplished in this way, 
but as a remedy this would fall far short of what is required. 

You allude also to the aid and cooperation of forest rangers and 
those in charge for the enforcement of State laws. This would be 
well, and especially so in the way of securing good feeling and 
harmonious action between Federal and State authorities. There Is a 

rovision for that in the act of March 3, 1899 (2 Sup. Rey. Stat, 993), 


ut it Sopy imposes a very general duty, and should be more specifie 


as to what acts are requi to be done. P 


In this connection, and with reference also to the general protection 
of these reserves and the other public lands from fires, cutting timber, 
killing game, and other depredations, L would suggeut, in view of the 
existing law as to arrest without a warrant, whet 


r it would not be 


1906. 
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well to give marshals and their deputies, and the . 
supervisors, rangers, and other persons charged with the protection 
of these reserves power, on the public lands, in certain cases approach- 
ing “ hot pursuit,” to arrest without warrant. 

Complaints come to this Department that very often the place of 
illegal acts is so far from the office of any magistrate, and the means 
of communication such, that before formal complaint can be made and 
an officer with a warrant sent there the offenders are beyond success- 
ful pursuit. I commend this to your consideration. No matter what 
laws we may have for the protection of these reserves, the public lands 
generally, or the game, they would be in a very En many cases 
wholly ineficient, owing to the impossibility, under the present law as 
to arrests, of their enforcement. 

There are already many statutes against setting fires and trespassing 
upon the public lands. Perhaps these are sufficient, so far as laws go. 
I do not‘ examine this; but as to the protection of game on forest 
reserves drastic laws for that purpose, together with better means, as 
above suggested, for their enforcement, are required. 

I would su t the making it an offense to enter or be upon or use 
any portion of a forest reserve for the purpose or with the intent to 
kill, capture, or pursue (certain specified kinds of) game, or to kill, 
capture, or pursue with intent to kill or capture such game, on any 
portion of such reserve, and I would do this for the whole year as to 
some kinds of game, at least, and make such killing, capture, or pur- 
suit the evidence of such pu e or intent. The latter clause, as you 
will see, proceeds against the act itself, irrespective of — 6 trespass 
upon the lands, if, indeed, such act does not necessarily involve a tech- 
nical legal trespass. But this may be questionable in case, for exam- 
ple, when one who is properly there, kills game. I would insert it at 
any rate, and it will, with the other, operate as a preventive. 


e P, C. KN Ox, Attorney-General. 

Hon. Jonx F. LACEY, 

House of Representatives. 

Mr. LACEY. Now I yield to the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. BURKE] for a question. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I am in favor of the bill, but 
I want to ask the chairman of the committee if the question was 
considered of providing conditions under which there might be 
exception to this section 2. As I understand it, if this bill 
becomes a law, there can be no hunting or trapping or fishing 
whatever within this reservation under any conditions; and 
what I wanted to ask the gentleman was whether or not the 
committee considered giving some department of the Govern- 
ment authority to grant the privilege under certain conditions 
for instance, to fish? Fishing is permitted in the Yellowstone 
Park, and I do not think that any harm has come from it. This 
provision is pretty binding. 

Mr. LACEY. The purpose of this bill was to make a per- 
petual closed season as to legitimate game within that much 
of the area, in order that it might be a breeding place from 
which the animals and birds might overflow into the other parts 
of the State of Washington, just as to-day the Yellowstone 
Park furnishes a great and perpetual source of supply for the 
adjoining States of Idaho, Montana, and Wyoming, and even 
Utah. In the case of the Olympic Reserve the area was cut 
down to 750,000 acres, because it was believed that that would 
be sufficient. Originally, however, this question came up at the 
request of the people of Washington, because of the fact that 
there was in that range the only remaining herd of elk in that 
whole region. They are importing elk into Michigan and moose 
into Maine, trying to restore again those animals to the woods 
of those States. 

It was believed that while a small herd of the original elk 
remained in Washington it was wise, as they were already on a 
tract of land that was reserved absolutely from sale or settle- 
ment, to give them protection there, and while this bill pri- 
marily had that special object in view it was also made broad 
enough so that the grouse and other wild birds and animals of 
that forest could also use it as a breeding ground. Congress 
passed 2 law of like import for the Wichita Reserve in the new 
State of Oklahoma, to the very great delight and satisfaction of 
the people down there. A similar bill was passed in the last 
session of this Congress as to southern Utah, giving them the 
benefit of a like reserve in a portion of the Grand Canyon For- 
est Reserve. Now, we have pending upon the Calendar a bill 
authorizing the same action to be taken by the Executive gen- 
erally in other localities. Some opposition has arisen to a 
general bill, and it was deemed better, perhaps, to press sepa- 
rate bills for such localities as really wanted this sort of legis- 
lation, and giye them the benefit of it. Washington has come 
in and asked it, Utah has asked it, Oklahoma has asked it and 
got the benefit of it, and I have no doubt that other States or 
Territories will avail themselves of this legislative power by 
requesting Congress to grant them a similar reserve for game 
in the forest reserves, possibly in the gentleman’s own State. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The gentleman has not yet 
answered the point that I made. Suppose, in the course of 
time, that the game upon this reserve multiplies so that it 
might be advisable to transplant from that reservation certain 
game animals. Under this bill how could you do it? 

Mr. LACEY. I do not think it could be done under this bill. 
It, however, could be done, I think, under the general Federal 


law (known as the Lacey Act), which placed the protection 
of game within the jurisdiction of the Secretary of Agriculture, 
and forbade its export when killed or taken in violation of local 
law. The general bill also gives to the Secretary the power 
that would enable him to take game within any particular game 
preserve and transfer the animals to another preserve. This 
bill does not, either by implication or in terms, attempt to re- 
peal that law. I think there is already ample authority. 

Now, that was one of the purposes in making the Wichita 
Reserve. It had been desired to take quail in the Territory of 
Oklahoma and transfer them to Maryland and other localities. It 
could not be done under the local law, but by having a breeding 
ground especially set apart in the Wichita Reserve, under the 
general power that the Secretary has, he might transfer quail 
from Wichita Reserye to Maryland or South Carolina or Ten- 
nessee, or other places, that might for the time being need the 
additional replenishment. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Suppose an animal should be- 
come vicious or diseased and it is desirable to destroy him. 
Under this bill, would any person have the right to go out there 
and kill him? Who could authorize him to do so? 

Mr. LACEY. There was no attempt to go into details. Fur- 
ther legislation could be enacted from time to time, in order to 
meet any such question as my friend from South Dakota sug- 
gests, or which might hereafter arise. The present purpose was 
to make the reservation. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. What I want to know is 
whether the committee had considered putting into this bill a 
proyision that would make it possible to accomplish these things, 
if it ever became desirable? 

Mr. LACEY. I think under the general power to make regu- 
lations in the Territories of the United States, a power vested 
in the Secretary of Agriculture, who has charge of this par- 
ticular reserye, because it is a part of the forest reserve, under 
the general power given him, he would undoubtedly have the 
power to carry out the purposes my friend has in view. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. If an act is unlawful, there 
is no person that can make it lawful. Does not this act say 
that it shall be unlawful for any person to do certain things? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; but there in another provision of statute 
law saying that such things shall be lawful for a certain Goy- 
ernment official. This does not interfere with that provision. 
He is not a “person” within the meaning of this statute; he 
is a Government official in charge of the reserve. Of course 
there is nothing in this bill that would in any way interfere 
with the slaughter of these animals or birds that got outside of 
the boundary of the reserve. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Let me suggest in that connec- 
tion and in connection with the question put by the gentleman 
from South Dakota, that while preparing this bill my colleague 
considered the question whether the power should be invested 
in the Secretary of the Interior to give permission to people to 
go in and hunt. Our people at this time do not want anything of 
that kind. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 
considered? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 
also. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I am in fayor of this bill, 
and I want to ask the gentleman from Iowa whether he does 
not think there should be a more particular designation of the 
birds and animals? This bill says “for the protection of game 
animals, birds and fishes therein.” I take it that you want to 
protect mink, otter, muskrat, which might not come within 
the designation of game animals, and also you would want to 
protect robins, bluebirds, and all kinds of birds which might 
not come strictly within the designation of game birds. 

Mr. LACEY. The word “game” does not apply to birds; it 
applies to the animals and not to the birds or fishes, according 
to the punctuation. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I believe that the punctuation in an act 
does not control. Would it not be better to amend it so as to 
include all birds and particular animals that you wish to pro- 
tect? 7 
Mr. LACEY. It is not desirable to protect all animals, for 
there are wolves in this reserve. 

Mr. OLMSTED. They are game. 

Mr. LACEY. No; they are not; they come within the class 
that I called “vermin” a short time ago. They are not game 
animals, 

Mr. OLMSTED. . They are game that hunters go after. 

Mr. LACEY. They kill them, but not as game. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Let me interrupt the gentleman. 
You construe this bill that if game birds or animals escape 
from the reserve and get out into the State territory—that is, 
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beyond the limits of the reserve—anybody has a right to hunt 
or kill them? 

Mr. LACEY. Unquestionably; the bill does not go beyond 
that. It only legislates for the reserve. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Is the grizzly bear a game animal? : 

Mr. LACEY. I am inclined to think that he would be; but 
that would be a matter of construction. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Well, the bill leaves it all open to construc- 
tion. My inquiry is whether it would not be better to specify 
the particular animals which it is sought to protect. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, the committee thought best not 
io go into the details, because there might be a question raised 
as to whether a particular animal ought to be protected. The 
general term “game animals” has been well understood, be- 
cause the State itself has legislated and declared what should 
be regarded as game. 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman understand that this 
applies only to what he considers game animals and that as to 
predatory wild animals the State law would apply? 

Mr. LACEY. I think undoubtedly. 

Mr. MONDELL. Then we would have a dual jurisdiction 
over animais in this territory—the jurisdiction of the Federal 
Government over game animals, birds and fishes, and the juris- 
diction of the State over predatory wild animals. 

Mr. LACEY. Wherever the two jurisdictions did not con- 
flict of course they would both apply, and where they do con- 
flict the Federal jurisdiction of course would take control, be- 
cause it is in the territory of the United States. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, before debate on 
this bill is closed I would like to state that my colleague [Mr. 
HUMPHREY], who is the author of this bill and who has taken a 
very great interest in it, was called out of town last evening on 
yery urgent business. He did not know this bill would come up, 
and I think in justice to him this statement should be made to 
appear. I also ask unanimous consent that he may have leave 
to extend his remarks in the Recor on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington asks that 
his colleague, the gentleman from Washington [Mr. HUMPHREY], 
may have leave to extend his remarks in the Record on this bill. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I now move the previous question 
on the bill to its final passage. F 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the previous question was or- 
dered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire whether 
the bill is subject to amendment at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question having been ordered, 
it is not. The question is on the engrossment and third reading 
of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Lacry, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any further business from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands? If not, the Clerk will call the next 
committee. 

The Clerk proceeded with the call of committees. 

Mr. SHERMAN (when the Committee on Indian Affairs was 
called). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs be passed without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the Committee on Indian Affairs be passed 
without prejudice. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


MAKING INHABITANTS OF PORTO RICO CITIZENS OF UNITED STATES. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin (when the Committee on Insu- 
lar Affairs was called). Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 
17661) providing that the inhabitants of Porto Rico shall be 
citizens of the United States, which I send to the desk and ask 
to have read. 

The SPEAKER. This bill which the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin calls up seems to be on the Union Calendar and not subject 
to a call of committees. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I think it does not 
make any appropriation. I do not understand why it should 
be on the Union Calendar. There is no tax upon the Govern- 
ment whatever. It carries no appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman the act on his desk 
which this bill seeks to amend? : 
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Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, it is the organic 
act, known as the “Foraker Act,” creating a civil government 
in Porto Rico. This bill seeks to amend a section of that act. 
I will hand to the Speaker a copy of the act. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin seeks to call 
up the bill (H. R. 17661) reported from the Committee on In- 
sular Affairs, with an amendment, providing that the inhabit- 
ants of Porto Rico shall be citizens of the United States. This 
bill is on the Union Calendar and not upon the House Calendar. 
Being upon the Union Calendar, it is, therefore, not within the 
rule. The gentleman, however, makes the point that the bill 
should not be upon the Union Calendar, but ought to be upon 
the House Calendar. The Chair, upon examination of the bill, 
is inclined to the opinion that the bill ought to be upon the 
House and not upon the Union Calendar. The bill, however, is 
upon the Union Calendar. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, if the Chair will per- 
mit, I would like at this point to inquire if that bill undertakes 
7 RE American citizenship on all of the people in Porto 

co 

The SPEAKER. It does, apparently. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It seems to me that that is such a 
bill as ought to be considered in a full House. 

The SPEAKER. That is a question for the House to deter- 
mine. The Chair is dealing now only with the point that the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Coorzn] makes—that the bill is 
improperly on the Union Calendar and should be upon the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. OLMSTED. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Whether, being upon the wrong Calendar, it 
can not now be put upon the right Calendar and called up under 
a call of committees, and can it not now be treated as on the 
House Calendar, where it properly belongs? 

The SPEAKER. If it is on the wrong Calendar. On the 
point being made, under the practice of the House, it is within 
the power of the Chair to transfer it to the proper Calendar. 
The Chair sustains the point of order, and the bill is ordered to 
the House Calendar. Has the gentleman any other bill to 
call up? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Nothing more. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I raise the question 
of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not up now. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. All right; I withdraw the remark. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill 
H. R. 17661, reported by the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri, as the Chair 
understands, objects to the consideration of the bill at this time. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Now, then, upon that motion it has been 
held that a bill must be actually on the House Calendar, and 
properly so also, in order to be considered in the morning hour. 
The idea is, as the Chair understands the ruling and the rule, 
that the House should have notice of what is liable to be called 
upon the House Calendar in the morning hour. Now, the House 
did not have that notice upon the Calendar when the gentleman 
called the bill, and the gentleman then elected to make the 
point of order that the bill should be upon the House Calendar 
and not upon the Union Calendar. In the opinion of the Chair, 
as the gentleman from Missouri objects, the bill is not subject 
to call to-day in the morning hour. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
inquiry. Would it be in order to make a motion that the 
Committee on Insular Affairs pass by this call without preju- 
dice? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can ask unanimous consent, 
The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unanimous consent—just 
what was the gentleman’s request? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent that 
this bill be taken up for consideration next Monday at 2 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill may be taken up next Monday at 2 
o’clock. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I object. 

The SPEAKER. To which the gentleman from Missouri ob- 
jects. 4 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I then move that 
the bill be taken up next Monday at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course that is not in order. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is made upon that mo- 
tion. It seems to the Chair the motion is not in order. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask the Commit- 
tee on Insular Affairs be passed upon this call without prejudice. 


1906. 


The SPEAKER. It requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I will ask unanimous consent 
that the Committee on Insular Affairs be passed without preju- 
dice. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the Committee on Insular Affairs be 
passed without prejudice. . 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri objects. As 
-the gentleman has no other bill, the Chair will order the next 
committee to be called. k 

When the Committee on Education was called; 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire whether the 
call of the Committee on Education at this time does away with 
the passing without prejudice of the Committee on Education 
heretofore? 

The SPEAKER. In the Chair’s opinion, yes. 


GOODS, ETC., MANUFACTURED BY CONVICT LABOR, ETC. 


When the Committee on Labor was called, 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the 
Committee on Labor be passed without prejudice. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I think I shall have to object to 
that. 

The SPEAKER. To which the gentleman from New York ob- 


jects. 
Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move 
the following bill. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bil. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 12318) to limit the effect of tlie regulation of Interstate 
commerce between the several States in goods, wares, and merchan- 


dise wholly or in part manufactured by convict labor or in any 
prison or reformatory. 


Bo it enacted, etc., That all goods, wares, and mechandise manufac- 
tured wholly or in part by convict labor, or in any prison or reformatory, 
transported into any State or Territory or remaining therein for use, 
consumption, sale, or storage, shall, upon arrival and delivery in such 
State or 8 be subject to the operation and effect of the laws 
of such State or Territory to the same extent and in the same manner 
as though such goods, wares, and merchandise had been manufactured 
in such State or 8 and shall not be exempt therefrom by 
reason of being introduced in original packages or otherwise. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. 
gentleman from Georgia desire? 

` Mr. BARTLETT. I do not want any time; I want to make 

an inquiry of the Chair and of the gentleman. This seems to 
be a bill which deals altogether with matters of interstate com- 
merce, and I understand the gentleman reports this bill from 
the Committee on Labor. I would like to raise the question of 
consideration on this bill—as to the right of the Committee on 
Labor to consider a matter which affects altogether interstate 
commerce. It ig a bill drawn almost in the same words as a 
bill known as the Wilson bill, passed in 1890, which had refer- 
ence to the transportation of manufactured spirits. This bill 
does not appear to have any reference to labor—simply a mat- 
ter which deals altogether with interstate commerce—and I 
raise the point that the Committee on Labor has no jurisdiction 
of this bill. I raised the point of order, Mr. Speaker, that the 
Committee on Labor had no jurisdiction over this bill. 

Mr, GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, may I make a par- 
liamentary inquiry here? 

The SPEAKER. First permit the Chair to make a statement 
as to the gentleman’s point of order. The gentleman at this 
stage makes the point of order that the Committee on Labor 
did not have jurisdiction of this bill, and not having jurisdiction 
to report, the House can not consider the same. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Can not consider the same upon call of the 
committees from the Committee on Labor. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this order? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes, sir; that is the point. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Can not the House go along and 
pass a bill regardless of what committee reports it? I think it 
ean. I will answer my own question. I would like to baye it 
from higher authority also. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will hear from the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT]. 

- Mr. BARTLETT. We are acting on the call of committees. 
The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce has not 
considered this bill. The call now rests upon the Committee on 
Labor. The Committee on Labor calls up a bill which it has 
had under consideration and which has been reported by that 
committee. Upon inquiry and upon the reading of the bill it is 
demonstrated that it has no reference whatever to the question 
of labor, but it deals altogether with a matter of interstate 
commerce—the transportation of goods between one State and 
another—and undertakes to deal altogether with the interstate- 


How much time does the 
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commerce law. In other words, but for the fact that under 
the interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution the Congress 
shall have sole power to deal with them, the States would. 
This bill says all shipments. of goods manufactured by means 
of convict labor, or any other labor described in the bill, shall, 
when transported to channels of interstate commerce and arriy- 
ing in a State, be subject to the laws of that State, as though 
they had not been therein conveyed by means of interstate com- 
merce. The whole purpose of the bill is to affect interstate 
commerce. And I make the point of order that this committee 
had no right to consider the bill, and having considered it and 
reported it, the House ought not to consider it upon the call of 
this committee. 


[Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey addressed the House. See 
Appendix.] 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is prepared to rule. It is very 
well settled by many precedents, as expressed in the Digest in 
the following words: 

The erroneous reference of a public bill, if it remain uncorrected, in 
effect gives jurisdiction to the committee receiving it. 

Now, if this was an erroneous reference, the rule provided a 
means by which it was within the power of the House to take 
the bill from the committee and refer it to such other com- 
mittee as they saw proper to refer it to; but the House not 
having taken that action, the committee having the bill, it being 
a public bill, and reported to the House, it seems to the Chair 
it is subject to the call in the morning hour. Therefore the 
Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make the point of 
order that the chairman of this committee has no right under 
ihe call of committees to call up this bill, unless he is au- 
thorized by the committee to so call it up, and I am reliably in- 
formed that he does not haye the authority of the Committee 
on Labor to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
New Jersey on the question of fact as to whether he is au- 
thorized to call up this bill. 7 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. As to the question of 
whether I was authorized to call up this bill, there is no mis- 
take about it. The committee authorized it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey is recog- 
nized. a 


[Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey addressed the House. See 
Appendix. ] 


Mr. HUNT. Mr. Speaker, this bill is not a new piece of legis- 
lation. It was presented, if I remember correctly, to the Fifty- 
sixth Congress and passed this House almost unanimously. It 
failed to pass the Senate; hence the necessity for renewing the 
attempt to secure this much-needed legislation. It is, as the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] observes, an attempt to 
curb the criminal competition of the penitentiary with the free 
labor of the country. It seeks to bring about a reform in that 
direction which of itself will aid the different States that 
have attempted heretofore to regulate the sale of convict-made 
goods and by reason of the absence of Federal legislation 
have been prevented from carrying out the objects intended 
to be accomplished. For instance, the State of New York has 
withdrawn its convicts from competition with the free labor of 
the State. Yet the State of New York is at the mercy of every 
other State in the Union which seeks to ship its convict-made 
products within the borders of that State. It only seeks, as 
was sought in the Wilson liquor law, to abrogate the interstate- 
commerce provision and to enable the States to legislate for 
themselves on the subject of the employment of their convicts. 

This legislation appeals to the manufacturer as much as to the 
laborer. It is cruel to ask the free labor of this country to 
maintain its citizenship, its dignity, and its self-respect if it has 
to wait until the product of the State prison is sold before the 
employer can get a reasonable price for his honestly manufac- 
tured product. For that reason it has become necessary to aid 
the pioneers (for the States have been the pioneers) in this 
work of endeavoring to secure a real reform in this direction. 

It will not work any injury upon any State that does not seek 
to avail itself of the privileges of this bill. They are at lib- 
erty to take advantage of its provisions or not as they see fit. 
It only seeks to arouse the patriotism of the wage-workers of 
this country to the fact that this country is not oblivious to 
their wants. It only seeks to beget a patriotic feeling that 
after all it is not necessary to go into combinations or cliques 
in order to secure reasonable and fair legislation for the people 
of this country. [Applause.] : 

It seeks to put citizenship above class or clique; it seeks to 
bring us a little closer to the avenues of legislation, so that we 
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can feel at least that we are not to be set apart and marked for 


discrimination. It is national legislation that we seek here 
that has for its object the welfare of the manufacturer as well 
as the uplifting of the wage-earner, and for that reason I hope 
this American Congress will at least do this which can not be 
questioned as fayoring or savoring of class legislation or dis- 
crimination; that it will only do this so that if the State of 
Missouri or New York or any other State of this Union wants to 
protect its citizens from coming into competition with the prod- 
ucts of the penitentiary, it can do so. We ask you, as rep- 
resentatives of this great nation, to allow the different States to 
exercise their police powers to that extent. [Applause.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question, 

Mr. HUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What is the per cent of prison-made goods 
of the whole manufactures of the United States? How large 
an interest is this? 

Mr. HUNT. In answer to the gentleman, I will state that 
this bill came up rather suddenly. At the last session of Con- 
gress I secured some data, and in the aggregate the percentage 
is not great. The exact amount I can find for the gentleman 
in a few minutes, and will furnish it to him before the hour 
expires. It is a small percentage when compared with the 
great business of this country, but in some particular lines of 
business the honest manufacturer is forced out of business al- 
together or is in a position where he is unable to sell his prod- 
ucts until after the prison products have been disposed of. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Can the gentleman give the House the per- 
centage of prison-made goods that seek a market outside of the 
limits of the State? 

Mr, GARDNER of New Jersey. About 51 per cent. 

Mr. HUNT. I can only say that when the bill was introduced 
last winter I applied to the Labor Commissioner, and I found 
that there had been no statistics collected covering that ques- 
tion for a later date than twenty-odd years ago; but at the time 
of my asking the question of the Labor Commissioner he set his 
agents to work securing that data, all of which can be found 
in a speech which I delivered during the first session of the 
present Congress. I thank the House for its kind attention. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I now yield 
two minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY]. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, not for the purpose of oppos- 
ing the bill, but because I believe it involves a very great ques- 
tion of governmental policy have I determined to say a few 
words. I think it may be well for the House to understand 
just why this legislation is needed, and just what is undertaken 
to be accomplished by it, because it is only the forerunner of 
many similar bills that are going to be brought to this House 
in regard to other subject-matters. 

Under the decision of the Supreme Court in Brown v. Mary- 
land it was held that the right to import articles from a foreign 
country carried with it the right to sell those articles. Sub- 
sequently it was held that as to interstate commerce this was 
not true; that the right to import from one State into another 
did not carry with it the right to sell. That decision, however, 
was subsequently reversed by the Supreme Court in the case 
of Leisy v. Hardin, if my memory serves me right. There the 
Supreme Court put interstate commerce upon the same footing 
as foreign commerce, and held that the right to import carried 
with it the right to sell. In that decision the Supreme Court 
intimated that while the right to import carried with it the 
right to sell, Congress could in its discretion take away from 
the importation that incident, and could give the State into 
which the importation was made control of the subject. 

Congress, acting upon that hint, did pass what was known 
as the “ Wilson law,” which applied to alcoholic liquors and 
provided that alcoholic liquors shipped from one State to an- 
other State should be subject to the law of the State into which 
they were shipped, the same as if manufactured there, all of 
these rulings of course applying to shipments of articles in the 
original package. Subsequently it was determined by the Su- 
preme Court, in construing the Wilson Act, that it applied only 
after delivery of the article to the consignee and not before de- 
livery, as had been contended by some of the advocates; and 
since that decision we have had pending before the Judiciary 
Committee in this House the proposition to give the State con- 
trol over interstate shipments the moment they reach the State 
boundary, even before delivery. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield three minutes 
more? 


The time of the gentleman has 


Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Yes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. That has never yet been acquiesced in by 
Congress, and in my humble judgment would be an unconstitu- 
tional exercise of power if attempted, because it would then in- 
terfere with interstate shipments. 

1855 HENRY of Texas, Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes; for a question. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. The gentleman says it is an uncon- 
stitutional measure. The gentleman will admit that the Ju- 
diciary Committee unanimously reported in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver C. O. D. liquor bill, and that that bill passed through 
the House here one session of Congress by a practically unani- 
mous vote. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I am not undertaking to 
convert the gentleman. He is wedded to his view of the law 
and is entitled to it. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. It seems as though the whole com- 
mittee were wedded to that view of the law. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Of course, that also may be the fact. The 
gentleman’s voluntary statement inserted into my remarks may 
suit him. They certainly were not with my permission. The 
proposition I make here is simply this: That the power of Con- 
gress can go to the extent of giving the State control of an ar- 
ticle as soon as it reaches the hands of the consignee and can 
prevent sales subsequently. Now, that is an important ques- 
tion not simply in regard to this matter, but in regard to many 
matters. There are abuses growing up all over the country, duc 
to the selfishness of some States and their disregard of the 
wishes of other States. It may be that the solution of much 
of the trouble that now confronts the country lies in giving 
back to the State control over the commerce originating in an- 
other State as soon as it is delivered to the consignee, and it 
was only because I realized how broad the question was, how it 
would eventually reach out to embrace other subjects, that I 
take this occasion to call the attention of the House to it. The 
effect of this bill will not prevent the shipment into a State of 
convict-made goods. It will not prevent any person within a 
State making a contract with anyone in another State and re- 
ceiving convict-made goods; but it will make these goods the 
moment they are delivered to that consignee subject to the gen- 
eral law of the. State in which he resides. Personally I see 
no objection to the bill, but I felt that it was due the House 
that the Members should understand the effect of the law. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. t 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to ask my colleague 
his opinion as to the power of Congress to declare that a given 
article shall not be considered a subject of interstate commerce. 

Mr. SHERLEY. In answer to the gentleman I would state 
that he has, by a very simple inquiry, brought up a very grave 
constitutional question. In my judgment the real line of dis- 
tinction is this—and it has been so intimated by the Supreme 
Court in the Vance case and in several subsequent cases—that 
the right to sell on the part of the consignee articles imported 
into a State is an incident of interstate commerce, and being 
simply an incident of interstate commerce, Congress can take 
away that right and say that an article shall lose its interstate 
character at an earlier period of time than it otherwise would 
lose it. But there is a material distinction between an incident 
of interstate commerce and interstate commerce itself. You 
can not have interstate commerce unless the article shipped from 
one State is permitted to go into the other States, because it 
follows manifestly that there can not be any interstate charac- 
ter to it unless it crosses the State line; and if the State into 
which it is shipped is given control of it the moment it reaches 
the line, it can prevent it from. coming into the State and can 
therefore destroy interstate commerce. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has ex- 
jired. 

; Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman from New Jersey yield 
me fiye minutes more? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Very well. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Congress can of its own volition prohibit in- 
terstate commerce in any article, judging by the decision in the 
lottery cases. In the lottery cases Congress held a lottery ticket 
to be commerce within the sense of the commerce clause and 
prohibited interstate commerce in lottery tickets, but the pro- 
hibition by Congress of interstate commerce is entirely different 
from the prohibition by a State of interstate commerce. The 
one is clearly within the power of Congress and the other, in 
my judgment, is not. This bill goes to the utmost limit of power 


Does the gentleman yield? 


1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


175 


in Congress to give to the States control over interstate com- 
merce, and it affects only the article after it has reached the 
consignee. 

Mr. BOUTELL. In other words, the gentleman thinks that 
by striking out the first two words in line 7 it would make this 
bill unconstitutional, as I understand him. 


Mr. SUERLEY. I think that if they had left the bill as orig- 
inally drawn it would have been unconstitutional, because then 
it would have said “ upon arrival.” 

Mr. BOUTELL. If the first two words were stricken out in 
line 7 it would make the bill obnoxious to the point? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I think this: If we undertook to make the 
law apply to goods before they were delivered to the consignee, 
the moment they got to the State line, then it would be uncon- 
stitutional, and for this further reason, it would be giving the 
State law extraterritorial effect: If I enter into a contract 
with the gentleman from Illinois, in Illinois, to ship to the State 
of Kentucky certain goods, that is a valid contract made in Illi- 
nois. The State of Kentucky can not by her law reach out and 
declare a contract valid in the State of Illinois invalid and de- 
stroy it by prohibiting the delivery of the article to me, but 
under an action of this kind by Congress the State of Kentucky 
could say the moment it was received by me in Kentucky that 
I should not have any further right over it than I would haye if 
the property had originated within the State of Kentucky. 

. Mr. HEPBURN. Let me ask the gentleman a question so 
that I may understand his position. If I understand the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, he says that it is competent for Congress 
to authorize the State of Iowa to extend its laws at once over 
the products of labor of the penitentiary of Kentucky that may 
as interstate commerce go into Iowa. 

Mr. SHERLEY. No; the gentleman’s statement is not accu- 
rate of my position. My position is this, that it is competent 
for Congress to give to the State of Iowa power to say that 
after delivery of convict-made goods of Kentucky to the citizens 
of Iowa they shall be subject to the law of Iowa the same as if 
made in Iowa. : 

Mr. HEPBURN. After delivery—you make the point on 
that? You make your point on the word “ delivery?” 

Mr. SHERLEY. Unquestionably. The dispute between the 
gentleman from Iowa and myself is simply this: The Wilson 
law, of which this is a copy, is constitutional. It is no longer 
a matter of argument. The Supreme Court so held in the 
Rahrer case; but when they construed that law they declined to 
construe it as gentlemen wanted it. The advocates of that law 
said it meant before as well as after delivery. The Supreme 
Court said no, the proper interpretation of it makes it apply 
only after delivery, and the Supreme Court intimated that if 
Congress undertook to pass a law that made it apply before de- 
livery it would be an unconstitutional exercise of power. The 
gentleman's bill in amendment of the Wilson bill is an attempt 
to do that, and, in my judgment, is unconstitutional. I simply 
entered into this discussion not for the purpose of opposing the 
bill, because I have no opposition to it, but because it involves a 
yery great question that in the course of time is going to affect 
many articles of commerce, and I felt what little research 
I had made on the subject might be of value to the House in 
considering the measure. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I yield two min- 

utes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. VREELAND]. 
Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Speaker, it has been a great many 
months ‘since this bill was before the committee for considera- 
tion. It has come up suddenly to-day, and we are not as 
familiar with it as we were at that time. My recollection is 
that the bill received the unanimous report of the Committee on 
Labor. 

Mr. HUNT. That is correct. 

Mr. VREELAND. It does not always happen, Mr. Speaker, 
that I can support all bills brought before the Committee on 
Labor. It very often happens I am obliged to oppose them. 
This bill received the indorsement and was urged by all of the 
federated bodies of labor that appeared before our committee, 
and I am glad to be able to support it, because I believe this is 
a just bill and ought to be passed by this House. Now, what 
does this bill do? It simply provides that prison-made goods 
shall be put under the laws of the State into which they are 
shipped. The gentleman from Iowa is asking for statistics of 
prison-made goods. I find that they amounted during the year 
for which this was given, 1903-4, to something over $33,000,000. 
I find that 51 per cent of those prison-made goods were sold 
outside of the States in which they were manufactured. Now; 
Mr. Speaker, there is a reason why this bill is urged upon this 
House. Take, for instance, the State of Vermont. It main- 
tains a shoe factory operated by prison labor. No one would 
advocate that convicts should be kept in idleness, but free labor 


has the right to urge that convict labor shall not be multiplied 
and reenforced by machinery and the product of their labor and 
machinery sent out to compete in the markets of other States 
with the free labor therein. 

Now, we found numerous cases where States prohibited the 
sale within their own borders of these prison-made goods, but 
they were sent out, as it appears—more than half of all that 
were made—to be sold in the markets of other States which 
were unable to protect themselves. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. VREELAND] has expired. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry]. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, permit me for a moment 
to reply to the able argument of the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. SHErLEY]. On yesterday he argued in favor of State 
rights on the pilotage bill, and to-day we find that his position 
is diametrically opposite to the one he then took. 

What is the proposition inyolyed here? Simply this: That 
convict-made goods shall, when they arrive within the limits 
of one of the States of this Union, fall within the laws of that 
State and be subject to the jurisdiction thereof, just as if they 
had been manufactured there. The gentleman by his argument 
somewhat confuses the legal proposition inyolyed. He dis- . 
cusses the Hepburn-Dolliver bill. and does not state exactly 
the legal doctrines involved. What is the proposition in that 
measure? It is this: That when intoxicating liquors are shipped 
from one State to another, when they arrive within the bounda- 
ries of the State to which they are shipped, shall immediately 
fall within the jurisdiction of the laws of that State. The 
verbiage of the old Wilson bill was substantially that upon 
arrival within the State to which they are shipped intoxicating- 
liquors should be subject to the laws of that State, but the 
Supreme Court in construing the statute said that arrival“ 
did not mean before delivery, but confused the question of “ de- 
livery,” and held the goods must be in the hands of the pur- 
chaser before becoming subject to the laws of such State. The 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill employs language by way of amendment 
that intoxicating liquors when shipped from one State to an- 
other, “before and after delivery,“ when they arrive within 
the limits of the State to which they are shipped “shall be 
subject to the laws of the State” into which they are shipped. 
And to that measure, with the amendment proposed, the Judi- 
ciary Committee has given unanimous assent, and it is now 
pending before this House. During a prior session of Congress 
this House by almost unanimous vote passed the Hepburn-Dol- 
liver bill with such amendment. It went to the Senate, but was 
not passed by that body. 

This measure under consideration is along the same line as 
that bill—that is to say, when convict-made goods go from one 
State to another they shall be subject to the laws of the State 
to which they are shipped. So far as I am concerned, I am will- 
ing to plant myself upon the broad proposition that convict-made 
goods shall not come in competition with the honest labor of 
this country in any State of the Union. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, that is the question involved here. There is 
doubt about the legal proposition. If the Supreme Court has 
decided anything with a striking unanimity, it is that the States 
of this Union, when Congress remits to them the power to con- 
trol any article of commerce, shall have jurisdiction over such 
commerce, This bill puts convict-made goods on the same legal 
basis with the original-package cases and is copied in almost 
the identical language of the amended Hepburn-Dolliver bill. 
Worded as it is, founded upon a wise policy, it shall receive my 
most cordial support. z 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Les, sir. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Entertaining, as the gentleman has 
announced he does, the view that the Congress has the power 
under the Constitution to subject articles of interstate commerce, 
as long as they cross the State lines, to the laws of the particu- 
lar State into which they are shipped, would it not improve this 
bill if the words “and delivered“ were omitted, so that as soon 
as these conyict-made goods cross a State line in the transit the 
State laws might operate upon them immediately? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I would add that as soon as they get 
within the limits of the State, “ before and after delivery,” they 
shall be subject to the laws of that State. I think that would 
perfect the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. MANN. 


I am glad to see the conversion of the gentleman 
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I understand that the gentleman 
had different views on the pure-food matter. 


from Texas [Mr. Henry]. 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. 
the pure-food proposition precisely. 
pass pure-food laws, and not Congress. : 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I yield fiye 
minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY], who illumines almost any subject 
which he discusses, in the last session of Congress voted, I be- 
lieve, to regulate interstate commerce, and I am glad he did. 
We passed a quarantine bill. I think the gentleman supported 

that, and I am glad he did, because both laws are good laws 
and were needed. We also passed the pure-food law. The 
States were unable to regulate the evils covered by these laws. 
Congress had to act. All over the country people were some- 
what amazed that Congress was exercising so much power over 
commerce, rather curtailing State rights, and not without some 
degree of reason and fear, because the quarantine and food laws 
had not been previously covered by Congress. The States had 
theretofore taken charge of these matters. Now, then, I am 
anxious, and I believe the gentleman from Kentucky is, to give 
back to the State whenever we can, and as they did in the 
Wilson whisky law, all the powers or all the opportunity the 
State can possibly haye to control commerce that comes within 
the State from any other State or Territory of the United States. 
It builds up the State, and without the States, as the Supreme 
Court said in the great Texas-White case, without the States 
we would not have the United States,” but, I may add, a united 
state. We would have one Republic without States; and we are 
rapidly decimating the States and making of them mere districts 
or spots upon the map. 

Now, here is an opportunity, as it were, to give back to the 
States the right to say to another State, if you sell and deliver 
any conyict-made goods to this State our State laws shall con- 
trol them when “delivered.” State laws shall control their sales, 
The State of Tennessee is working our convicts, as I believe, in 
coal mines. They are no longer making stockings as they did. 
They are no longer making shoes and ax handles and wheel- 
barrows and wagons and all that sort of thing. We have 
stopped all that, I think, and taken the convict and put him 
in a hole in the ground where he digs coal. In other words, 
we are giving the law-abiding people a better chance in Tennes- 
see than we eyer did. Now, then, gentlemen, what an outrage 
it would be, and what an outrage it is and has been for the 
State of Kentucky or the State of Indiana, or any other State— 
I am not saying that out of any disrespect for the State of 
Kentucky. I love Kentucky and love her people. My father 
was a Kentuckian—but what an outrage it would be for Ken- 
tucky to unload her convict-made stuff upon the people of Ten- 
nessee, upon the honest manufacturer—my son, Jones’s son, 
Brown's son, and Smith’s son—and drive him out of the manu- 
facturing business carried on by honest labor. There should 
be a premium upon a man to become an honest manufacturer, 
and deter that which would deprive him of the encouragement 
that he should have. All this law does is to give to the State 
of Tennessee the right when a merchant in Kentucky shall ship 
manufactured stuff into the State for the State to take charge 
of that by State law, so that the honest laborer, the law-abiding 
citizens of Tennessee shall not be oppressed by products made 
by outlaws, made by bloody and disreputable convicts of the 
State of Kentucky, Indiana, Ohio, or any other State. I can 
not see how any man who wants to preserve the honor and 
dignity of the people of any State can raise his voice and oppose 
a measure that leaves each State the right to control this matter 
without being oppressed by a State that exports convict-made 
goods and ships them pellmell over the country. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, it might be well enough for 
us to stop and consider, not where we are going, for we all 
understand that, but how rapidly we are getting there. That 
we haye practically taken from all the States of the Union all 
their jurisdiction and power will be conceded when we study 
the past history of the legislation of Congress during the last 
twenty-five years. Now we have come to the point where we 
are going along just possibly a little faster than some of us 
ever contemplated. The line heretofore has been usually drawn 
in this way: Wherever it is unpleasant to pass a law in a State 
looking to the police power or regulation of the communities, 
we call upon Congress to do that. We do not like to pass a tem- 
perance law in a community and make it a crime for an express 
company to deliver liquor, because that would create a sort of 
irritation in the body politic. So we come to Congress to do 
that and exercise its control. 


These are in line with my views on 
I said the State should 


Now, there is another line of demarcation. One is, is it prof- 
itable to get rid of an incumbrance or a duty? If so, get Con-. 
gress to take charge of the hospitals and the quarantine service, 
because that would cost the State some money. So we will 
abolish the State for that purpose. But is it profitable to the 
State to make war on some industry, collecting tolls, and make 
money out of it? In that case we are handed over to the State, 
don’t you see? We draw the line, therefore, on two lines of leg- 
islation. We give to the State all the power to make money out 
of its police regulations and its power to levy tribute upon other 
States; but whenever it is a little bit disagreeable or is going 
to cost money to carry that out, we hand it over to Congress. 

Now, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garnes] says that 
State has turned its convict labor into coal mines. That is not 
a new thing. In the State of Georgia they raise cotton and 
corn and hogs and manufacture lumber by convict labor. Now, 
let us see how far this bill goes in the matter of the coal-mining 
products of the State of Tennessee. 

All goods, wares, and merchandise manufactured wholly or in part by 
convict labor 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. 
man right there? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Are you going to define coal 
as a manufactured product? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. Everybody knows it. Coalis 
as much a manufactured product as boots and shoes when de- 
tached from the real estate and raised to the surface as the 
product of labor. 

Mr. PALMER. Well, it is not only that, but it is prepared 
for sale by being run through a breaker and otherwise prepared. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. It is prepared and manufac- 
tured into the finished product of the coal mine. 

Now, the State of Tennessee mines the cal and sells it to one 
of its own domestic manufacturing institutions which makes pig 
iron. Is that pig iron manufactured in whole or in part by con- 
vict labor? No man will deny it, and that product is excluded 
from all the States of this Union, except the State of its manu- 
facture; and that is absolutely true of the corn, the cotton, and 
whatever else is raised in the State of Georgia. Now, if this 
bill had limited its proposition to all goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise manufactured to the finished product in a penal institution 
of the State, and had provided that such product should be sub- 
jected to the provisions of this bill, it would have been sensible, 
and would not have gone to the absurdity that this bill has gone 
to at last. 

[The time of Mr. Grosvenor having expired, Mr. GARDNER 
of New Jersey yielded to him two minutes.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am perfectly willing that the bill 
should be passed. I shall lay no obstacle in its way, but I want 
te point out that it is one of those devices to rid the State of its 
duty and obligation. If the State of Tennessee or the State 
of Ohio does not want convict-made goods to be sold in that 
State, all it has to do is to say so in a statute and not undertake 
to come to this proposition. See what we are coming to next! 
I am not at liberty to refer to the tremendous momentum of 
statesmanship that is pushing a certain proposition, but it is 
that no product of a child’s labor shall be transported on any 
of the railroads of this country. See what we are coming to, 
see where we are going to land. My proposition is that we 
ought bravely to walk right up to the scheme and offer a con- 
stitutional amendment wiping out all the States, and confer all 
police regulation of the States upon very few individuals— 
very few. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. I move the previous ques- 
tion on the bill and pending amendments to its passage. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Before the gentleman makes that motion I 
should like just a couple of minutes to reply to the remarks of 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry]. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. I will defer the motion for 
two minutes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, sometimes the force of a blow 
is shown by the recoil. Perhaps I should be flattered at the 
amount of disturbance a little speech of mine, made in the hope 
of giving the House some information, has created. The gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. HENRY] seems to be, by self-appoint- 
ment, the custodian of the only real and true theory of States 
rights. Now, that is a word much abused in this life, and es- 
pecially in this place. I am what is supposed to be a States- 
rights man, but I also try to be a lawyer, and whenever I find 
the law a certain way, I accept the law whether it fits my the- 
oretical view or not, because I realize that the law is the law, 
and my view is not necessarily so. 

I tried to show to the House, not that this bill is unconstitu- 
tional, because it is not. It is constitutional, being exactly in 
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line with the Wilson bill; but I tried to show that if an attempt 
was made to go further and to prevent the delivery of ship- 
ments from one State to another, that would be unconstitutional. 

Sometimes I find myself like the distinguished gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Henry] fighting for what both of us agree to 
be State rights, but I always try to determine what the law is, 
whether it suits a theory or not; and having determined it, I 
follow it. Therefore I have endeayored to make plain to the 
House a distinction that evidently is beyond the appreciation of 
the gentleman. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I yield a half 
minute to the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. Gronna]. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. Speaker, I am heartily in favor of this 
bill. Labor is entitled to protection and fair treatment, and to 
place convict labor in competition with free labor is, I believe, 
unfair. The labor organizations are justified in asking for the 
protection that this bill will give them if enacted into law. 
They have a right to ask for legislation that 1s just and fair 
and will benefit the laboring class. To ask more is unwise. 
In North Dakota we have in our State constitution a provision 
forbidding the manufacture or sale of any intoxicating liquors. 
A great number of the people of our State are interested in 
legislation of this kind, giving the State the right to enforce 
the law placed upon the statute books of the State. While I 
know that this particular bill does not affect that special sub- 
ject, I simply want to say that I am in favor of it and shall 
yote for the bill. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I move the pre- 
vious question on the pending amendments and on the bill to 
the final passage. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves the previous question 
on the bill and amendments to the final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and was accordingly read the third time. 

The question being taken on the passage of the bill, 

Mr. HASKINS demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 138, noes 3. 

Mr. HASKINS made the point of no quorum present, but sub- 
sequently withdrew the point. 

Accordingly the bill was passed. 

The title of the bill was amended to conform to the text. 

On motion of Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the next committee. 

The Clerk proceeded with and completed the call of commit- 
tees. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the legislative 
appropriation bill can be reported in about ten minutes. The 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] expressed himself as 
desirous of making some remarks on the President’s message. 
I do not see him at the present moment in the Chamber. If 
there is any other gentleman present who would like to discuss 
the President’s message, I will move to go into Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for that purpose. 

As there is no Member who seems ready to discuss it, I will 
ask the House to take a recess for twenty minutes in order that 
the appropriation bill may be reported. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 2 o'clock and 
40 minutes p. m.) the House was declared in recess until 3 
o’clock p. m. 

AFTER THE RECESS. 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order by 
the Speaker. 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Appropriations, by di- 


rection of that committee, reported the bill (H. R. 21574) mak- 
ing appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 


penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 


1908, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and with the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. BURLESON reserved all points of order on said bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that, by 
direction of the Committee on Appropriations, the bill will be 
called up for consideration on Monday next. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 

ourn. 
: The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 2 
minutes p. m.) the House, in pursuance of its previous order, ad- 
journed until Monday next at 12 o’clock noon, 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting a 
reply to the inquiry of the House as to the space to be gained 
by the removal and storage of certain files now in executive 
offices and in buildings rented for storage purposes—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. í r 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the 
annual report of the Surgeon-General of the Public Health and 
Marine-Hospital Service for the fiscal year 1906—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for purchase of two port- 
able hospital pavilions for use at Ellis Island, New York—to . 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for mileage to officers and contract 
surgeons—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, submit- 
ting a report of the treasurer of Porto Rico of the receipts and 
disbursements for the fiscal year ended October 31, 1906—to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting the report of the auditor of Porto Rico of receipts and ex- 
penditures for the year ended October 31, 1906—to the Commit- 
tee on Insular Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting re- 
ports of examinations and surveys for irrigation purposes—to 
the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, and ordered to be 
printed, with illustrations, 

A letter from the Sécretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, a draft of a bill to authorize reservation of power and 
reservoir sites on Indian reseryations—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, a 
draft of a bill for granting right of way for certain purposes 
through Indian reseryations—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
hamed, as follows: 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
20178) in relation to the Washington Market Company, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5326); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. : 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
21408) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate the keeping 
of employment agencies in the District of Columbia where fees 
are charged for procuring employment or situations,” approved 
June 19, 1906, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 5327) ; which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10403) granting 
an increase of pension to James H. Odell, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5210); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was-referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 3226) granting an increase of pension 
to John E. Leahy, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
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panied by a report (No. 5211); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. r 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
21119) granting an inerease of pension to Alexander Boshea, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5212) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
yate Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21179) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles Green, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5213); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
21124) granting an increase of pension to William Hubbard, 
alias William B. Crane, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5214); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20955) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Edward L. Carpenter, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5215) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20896) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James F. Henninger, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5216) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20726) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary J. Smith, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5217); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20725) granting 
a pension to Hope Martin, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5218); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20721) granting 
an increase of pension to James O. Pierce, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5219); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21019) granting an increase of pension 
to Benjamin F. Fell, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3220); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20964) granting 
an increase of pension to John Fox, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5221); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20351) granting 
an inerease of pension to Peter M. Simon, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5222); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20199) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph N. Cadieux, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5223); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
20129) granting an increase of pension to John Lemlx, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5224) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19703) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Seth Chase, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5225); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19672) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas McDermott, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5226); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19482) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah E. Cannell, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5227); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
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which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 19479) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Savage, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5228); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19426) granting 
an increase of pension to George N. Griffin, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5229) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19420) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Eliza A. McKean, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5230); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19661) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jacob McWilliams, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5231); 
whieh said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 19651) grant- 
ing a pension to Joseph H. Pendergast, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5232); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19629) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Oliver Morton, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5233); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
biH of the House (H. R. 19603) granting an increase of pension 
to Jacob Farner, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5234) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
19584) granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. Pettey, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5235) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 19553) grant- 
ing an inerease of pension to James Robertson, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5236); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar, 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19490) granting 
a pension to Estelle I. Reed, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5237); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19045) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary A. Agey, reperted the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5238); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
18871) granting an increase of pension to Emanuel Rauda- 
baugh, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 5239); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18797) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John M. Defoe, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5240); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 13054) grant- 


ing a pension to James M. Brown, reported the same with 


accompanied by a report (No. 5241); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19023) 
granting a pension to John T. Lester, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5242); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18884) granting 
a pension to Weymouth Hadley, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5243); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
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21185) granting an increase of pension to Mary M. Goble, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5244); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5200) granting 
an increase of pension to John F. McBride, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5245); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20431) granting 
an increase of pension to John Neumann, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5246); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
20327) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Downie, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5247); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20303) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Crowley, reported the sanie 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5248); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20292) grant- 
ing a pension to Howard William Archer, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5249); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20279) granting 
an increase of pension to Edmund Hostetter, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5250) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20272) granting 
an increase of pension to James L. House, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5251); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
20229) granting an increase of pension to John F. Wotring, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5252); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20222) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry C. Joseph, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5253); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, ‘to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20117) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Preston J. Michener, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5254); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20090) grant- 
ing a pension to Kate Wright, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5255); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
20085) granting an increase of pension to Robert La Fontaine, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5256); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 20078) granting an increase of pension 
to Walter M. English, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5257) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
20064) granting an increase of pension to William C. Arnold, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5258); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
20061) granting an increase of pension to Caswell York, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5259); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20029) granting 
an increase of pension to John B. Maison, reported the same 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5260); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. , 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19970) granting 
an increase of pension to Eugene Demers, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5261); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 19949) granting an increase of pension 
to Charles Van Ostrand, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5262); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 19915) granting an increase of pension 
to Greenleaf W. Crossman, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5263) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19891) granting 
an increase of pension to Edwin D. Bates, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5264); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19885) granting 
an increase of pension to Frank Scherer, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5265); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19872) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Richard E. Hassett, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5266) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19873) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Robert Webb, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5267); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 19871) granting an increase of pension 
to John G. Kean, alias Cain, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5268); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19858) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Richard E. Clapper, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5269) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
19807) granting an increase of pension to John W. Marean, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5270); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19758) 
granting an increase of pension to Josefita Montano, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5271); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19738) granting 
an increase of pension to Benjamin St. Clair, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5272); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
19725) granting an increase of pension to Howard V. Bennett, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5273) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19708) granting 
an increase of pension to William A. Lefler, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5274); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19412) granting 
an increase of pension to Jefferson K. Smith, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5275) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
19390) granting an increase of pension to William R. Sears, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5276) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19386) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Robert Stewart, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5277); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Priyate Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19296) granting 
an increase of pension to Assoy Harelson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5278); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19280) granting 
an increase of pension to Peter J. Williamson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5279); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 19281) granting an increase of pension 
to Mary J. Gillem, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5280) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19237) granting 
an increase of pension to James Rout, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5281); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19216) granting 
an increase of pension to Theophile Brodowski, reported the 
Same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5282) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
19048) granting an increase of pension to Alfred Branson, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5283); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5209) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward R. Dunbar, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5284) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9403) granting a pension to Kate E. 
Hanna, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 5285); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8732) granting 
a pension to Ellen S. Gifford, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5286); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7488) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob L. Hatton, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5287); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7417) granting 
an increase of pension to Gibson Helms, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5288); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4351) granting 
an increase of pension to George A. Johnson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5289); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1169) granting a pension to Oliver P. 
Pierce, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 5290); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3194) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Harvey, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5291); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 3195) granting an increase of pension 

to Milton S. Collins, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5292); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11322) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Luther H. Starkey, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5293) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11562) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Adam Wiles, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5294); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Priyate Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4648) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah A. Dedrick, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5295); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4705) granting 
a pension to Harriet E. Palmer, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5296) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6145) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Parris J. Latham, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5297); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1891) granting 
a pension to Simeon York, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5298) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14985) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mary Gramberg, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5299): which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 20463) granting an increase of pension 
to Nicholas D. Kenny, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5300); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6151) granting an increase of pension to 
Mark Ham, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5301) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill ef the Senate (S. 4174) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph P. Garland, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5302); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6521) granting a 
pension to Abbie J. Daniels, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5303) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5081) granting a pension to Lucy Florette 
Nichols, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 5304); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6259) granting an 
increase of pension to Oakaley Randall, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5305); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5545) granting an icrease of pension 
to Margaret Brannon, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5306); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4235) granting an 
increase of pension to Daniel Sullivan, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5307); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6228) granting a pension to Betsey Hat- 
tery, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 5308); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6339) granting an increase of pension to 
James Dearey, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5309); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4695) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Mullen, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5310) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 
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He aie? from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4366) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry B. Willhelmy, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5311); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4865) granting an increase of pension to 
Mathew Kerwin, reported the same without amendment, ac- 

companied by a report (No. 5312); which said bill and report 
` were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5042) granting an increase of pension to 
Josephine S. Jones, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No, 5313); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5710) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel M. Daughenbaugh, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5314) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 158) granting an increase of pension to 
John Ard Gordon, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5315); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2225) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel White, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5316); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
- He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5994) granting an increase of pension to 
John Dickey, reported the same-without amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 5317) ; which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6197) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Henry, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5318); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5547) granting an increase of pension to 
Hillary Beyer, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report. (No. 5319) ; which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5637) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Himmel, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5320); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6148) 
granting an increase of pension to James S. Whitlock, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5321); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5402) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles M. Lyon, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5322); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4345) granting an increase of pension to 
J. Dillon Turner, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5323); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4991) granting an increase of pension to 
Lycurgus D. Riggs, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5324); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2880) 
granting an increase of pension to James C. Coad, reported the 
Same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5325) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 21565) authorizing and di- 
recting the Secretary of War to improve the Missouri River on 


the Kansas side in Doniphan County, Kans., and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the 
Mississippi River. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 21566) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act in amendment of sections 2 and 3 of an act enti- 
tied ‘An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are 
incapacitated for the performance of manuel labor, and provid- 
ing for pensions to. widows, minor children, and dependent 
parents,’ approyed June 27, 1890,” approved May 9, 1900—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of California: A bill (H. R. 21567) extending 
time for making final proof in desert: land entries—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 21568) to increase the 
compensation of all officers and employees in the service of the 
United States—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 21569) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building at Centralia, III. to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 21570) to provide 
for the erection of a public building in the city of Billings, 
Mont.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STAFFORD: A bill (H. R. 21571) to extend the main 
arm of the breakwater of the Milwaukee harbor of refuge—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 21572) to prescribe a 
maximum rate of 2 cents per mile for passenger fare, by any 
form of ticket or mileage book, on railroads engaged in inter- 
state commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 21573) to amend section No. 
2 of an act entitled “An act to amend the homestead laws as to 
certain unappropriated and unreserved lands in Nebraska,” ap- 
proved April 28, 1904; to restore to and confer upon certain 
persons the right to make entry under said act, and to amend 
existing law as to the sale of isolated tracts subject to entry 
under said act—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 21574) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 195) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to furnish two condemned can- 
non to the mayor of the town of Preston, Iowa—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. LU 

By Mr. PRINCE: A resolution (H. Res. 650) to pay R. E. 
Fleharty, assistant stationery clerk, by detail, a certain sum of 
money—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
zs following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 21575) granting an increase 
of pension -to Calvin E. Morley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 21576) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry A. Van Dalsem—to, the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 21577) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Shafer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21578) granting an increase of pension to 
A. J. Gashey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 21579) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah R. Harrington—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGD: A bill (H. R. 21580) granting an increase 
of pension to Othinel G. Hutchison—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21581) granting a pension to Basil G. 
Grigsby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21582) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Bishop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21583) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Schneider—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21584) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H, R. 21585) granting a pen- 
sion to John Carrigan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21586) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Ackerman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (I. R. 
William H. Dike—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 


21587) granting an increase of pension te 


Also, a bill (H. R. 21588) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Medworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21589) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21590) granting an increase of pension to 
Albertus Bowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21591) granting an increase of pension to 

` Mary A. Meehan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21592) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. MecClintock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr; DALE: A bill (H, R. 21593) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Michael Gilgallon—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21594) to correct the military record of 
Jacob Palmer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H, R. 21595) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the record of Armstrong Hunter— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21596) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary F. Shank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21597) granting an increase of pension to 
J. P. Crooker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21598) granting a pension to Roy L. 
Jones—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 21599) for the relief of 
Thomas J. Wells—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21600) for the relief of John W. Hard- 
wick—to the Committee on Military Affairs. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21601) for the relief of Pleasant G. 
Decker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21602) for the relief of Ellsworth Hag- 
gard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21603) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin S. Mullins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21604) granting an increase of pensior to 
William Girdler—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21605) granting an increase of pension to 
Preston Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21606) granting an increase of pension to 
Felix G. Morrison—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21607) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac L. Hughes—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21608) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis Green—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21609) granting an honorable discharge to 
Marion M. Barton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 21610) for the relief of 
Sarah B. Schaeffer—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21611) granting a pension to Mary Gere— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: A bill (H. R. 21612) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James S. Hart—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21613) granting an increase of pension to 
George Hopkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21614) granting an increase of pension to 
IIiram King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21615) granting an increase of pension to 
David Yoder—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 21616) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John M. Andrews—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21617) granting an increase of pension to 
William Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 21618) granting an increase 
of pension to Leonidas W. Rearis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GILHAMS: A bill (H. R. 21619) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Holt—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a pill (H. R. 21620) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Hanna—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 21621) granting a pension 
to Minerva A. Mayes—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21622) granting a pension to Bessie M. 
Doughty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 21623) granting an increase of 
pension to Alfred M. Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 21624) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Willey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 21625 


By Mr. HEPBURN: 625) granting an in- 


crease of pension to George W. Smithson—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21626) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin Barker—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 21627) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Chauncey A. Barber—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 21628) granting an increase 
of pension to James A. Brians—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21629) granting an increase of pension to 
David C. Damron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (II. R. 21630) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John F. Yeargin—to the Committee on In- 

valid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 21631) granting an increase of 
pension to Frederick Oswald—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 21632) for the relief of Samuel 
C. Hull—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LE FEVRE: A bill (H. R. 21633) granting a pension 
to Darius M. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21634) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma Sickler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 21635) granting an increase of pension to 
Phila J. Mead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21636) granting an increase of pension to 
Elias Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21637) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 21638) granting a pension to 
David T. Kirby—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 21639) granting a pension to 
Nannie E. Hays—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 21640) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Hays—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 21641) granting an increase 
of pension to Levi Eddy—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 21642) granting a pension to 
George Schoenfeld—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 21643) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward Ford—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21644) granting an increase of pension to 
Sheldon Hess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: A bill (H. R. 21645) granting a pension 
to Sarah E. Dean—to the Committee,on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21646) granting an increase of pension to 
Barnabas Traylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21647) granting an increase of pension to 
Julius Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: A bill (H. R. 21648) granting an increase 
of pension to Michael Gaus—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: A bill (H. R. 21649) granting an in- 
crease of peusion to Milton Charles—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21650) granting an increase of pension to 
irwin Reich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21651) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob B. Butts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21652) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob E. Dreibelbies—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 21653) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Oscar Madden—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 21654) granting a pen- 
sion to Caroline A. Gilmore—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21655) granting an increase of pension to 
David A. Towle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21656) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles F. Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 21657) granting a pension to 
Thilipine Stelzle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21658) granting a pension to Emma 
Trueg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21659) granting an increase of pension to 
Rosa Sevin—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21660) granting an increase of pension to 
Imma Fehr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 21661) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary Kirk—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 21662) granting a pension to Louisa M. 
Tobey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 21663) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph O. Hasson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21664) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Dawson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21665) granting an increase of pension to 
John Harbargar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21666) granting a pension to Lucia M. 
Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 21667) granting an increase 
of pension to John W. Towle—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 21668) for the 
relief of Capt. Thomas Mason, United States Revenue-Cutter 
Service (retired)—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of the New York State Pharma- 
ceutical Association, for increased efficiency in the Medical De- 
partment of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Friendship Council, No. 201, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BABCOCK : Paper to accompany bill for relief of Jud- 
son H. Holeomb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: Paper to accompany bill (H. R. 
19718) for relief of New Hope Baptist Church, Bartow County, 
Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Aroostook and Penobscot 
Union Pomona Grange and Morning Light Grange, No. 19, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, against an appropriation for free-seed dis- 
tribution—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Paper to 3 bill 
for relief of James Rush—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a petition of Ione Council, No. 765, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, Manoa, Pa., favoring restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition’ of posts of Grand Army of the 
Republic in Kings County, N. Y., for restoration of the canteen 
in State Home at Bath—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Petitons of Dunbar Morn- 
ing Star Councils, Junior Order United American Mechanics, fa- 
voring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DALE: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Michael Gillgallon and Jacob Palmer—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of the One hundred and fifty- 
fifth Regimental Association of Pennsylvania, for awarding a 
medal of honor to Col. Edward J. Allen—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Tuttle Creek Council, No. 28, and Boston 
Council, No. 247, Junior Order United American Mechanics, fa- 
voring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Association of Army Nurses of the Civil 
War to place volunteer nurses of the civil war on an equality 
with those pensioned in 1892—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Will P. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of the St. Paul Retail Grocers’ 
‘Association, favoring repeal of the bankruptcy law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLOYD: Petition of citizens of Cotter, Ark., for an 
appropriation for electric power on the upper White River, in 
Missouri and Arkansas, in accordance with bill H. R. 21385—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the New York State Pharma- 
ceutical Convention, for increased efficiency of the Medical De- 
partment of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, for bill 
S. 6291—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. ` 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of Bridgeport Council, 
No. 6, Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of citizens of Cliff- 


wood, N. J., for the Littlefield original-package bill, etc.—to the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petitions of Liberty Council, Daughters of Liberty, of 
Perth Amboy, N. J., and Middleton Council, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, for bill S. 4403—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William Bechtel— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUFF: Petition of the Butler Board of Trade, for 
favorable consideration of bill H. R. 9754, relative to classifica- 
tion of salaries of clerks in post-offices of the first and second 
classes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the New York State Pharmaceutical Associa- 
tion, for reorganization of the Medical Department of the 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of North Belle Vernon Council, No. 78, and 
Council No. 168, of Armbrust, Pa., Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GARRETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
L. W. Reavis—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of the New York Pharmaceu- 
tical Association, for reorganization of the Medical Department 
of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the governors of the New England States et 
al., for preservation of forests of the Appalachian and White 
Mountains—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petitions of Councils No. 254, of Mid- 
dleport, Ohio, and No. 183, of Antiquity, Ohio, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of A. C. Roach—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: Paper to accompany Dill 
for relief of Charles H. Pratt—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LAMB: Petitions- of Mayflower Council, No. 41, 
Daughters of Liberty, of Glenallen, Va., and Grove Council, 
No. 40, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the New York State Pharma- 
ceutical Association, for inerease of the efficiency of the Medical 
Department of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the New York State Pharmaceutical Associ- 
ation, for the Mann patent bill—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Petition of Eureka Council, No. 7, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. McNARY: Petition of citizens of Massachusetts, for 
establishment of forest reserves in the East, to be known as 
the Appalachian and White Mountain reseryes—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petitions of Riverside Council, No. 87, 
and Middleton Council, Junior Order United American Mechan- 
ies; Capital City Council, of Harrisburg, Pa., and Resolute 
Council, Daughters of Liberty, favoring restriction of immi- 
55 the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of heirs of Henry Douglass—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POU: Petition of Franklinton Council, No. 120, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of Immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: Petition of Berwick Council, No. 698, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
or E the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
zation. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: Petition of Sheet Metal Workers of 
Easton, Pa., Lodge No. 146, for the ship-subsidy bill—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Lafayette College, Easton, Pa., against 
abridgment of the rights of libraries to import books in Eng- 
lish—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petitions of Bethlehem Council, No. 508, and Cherry 
Council, No. 243, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Sarah M. Harrell and Samuel G. Smith—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petitions of the governors of the several 
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New England States and other citizens of New. England, and 
librarian of the free public library of New Haven, Conn., for 
forest reserves in the Appalachian and White Mountains—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the librarian of Wesleyan University library, 
Middletown, Conn., against section 30 of the bill H. R. 19853, 
relative to importation of English books—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota : Petition of the St. Paul Re- 
tail Grocers’ Association, for repeal of the bankruptcy law—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of the librarian of the city of 
Manchester, against abridgment of the rights of libraries to 
import English books—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of Pender Council, No. 59, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John W. Towle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN WINKLE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Elizabeth Deiterle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Uhlertown Council, No. 522, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 


SENATE. 


Monpay, December 10, 1906. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. HALE. 

THOMAS M. PATTERSON, a Senator from the State of Colorado, 
and WILIA J. Stone, a Senator from the State of Missouri, 
appeared in their seats to-day. 

The Journal of the . of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 

REPORT ON IRRIGATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, inclosing a letter from 
the Director of the Geological Survey, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report of the results of the examinations and surveys 
for the location and construction of irrigation works for the 
storage, diversion, and development of the waters of the coun- 
try; which was referred to the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation of Arid Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


CAPT. DORR F. TOZIER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, requesting that authority be 
granted by Congress for the acceptance by Capt. Dorr F. Tozier, 
United States Revenue-Cutter Service, of the sword tendered 
to him by the Lords Commissioners of the British Admiralty ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Postmaster-General, stating that, pursuant to law, 
he has transmitted to the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives a tabular statement showing in detail the claims of post- 
masters for reimbursement for losses of money orders and 
postal funds which have been acted upon by the Postmaster- 
General during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1906, etc. ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ARTHUR G. FISK. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Postmaster-General, stating that, pursuant to law, 
he had transmitted to the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives the claim of Arthur G. Fisk, postmaster at San Francisco, 
Cal., for credit on account of losses resulting from earthquake 
and fire; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

ALASKAN FUR-SEAL FISHERIES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmitting 
the report of Edwin W. Sims on the Alaskan fur-seal fisheries ; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

ILLINOIS AND MISSISSIPPI CANAL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a communication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of June 26, 1906, a letter from the Act- 
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ing Chief of Engineers, United States Army, with inclosures, 
concerning the facts and data in the possession of the War 
Department relating to the construction ot miles 19 to 23 of 
the Illinois and Mississippi Canal (eastern section), with par- 
ticular reference to any loss or damage sustained or incurred 
by the Globe Construction Company. The communication will 
be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 


ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate, pursuant to 
law, the annual report of the Attorney-General of the United 
States for the year 1906; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


POWER AND RESERVOIR SITES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, submitting a draft of 
a bill to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to reserve power 
sites and natural reservoir sites on Indian reservations when the 
reservation lands are open to settlement and entry; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN LANDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, submitting a draft of 
a bill granting the right of way through Indian lands for mill 
sites, electrical plants, canals, ditches, pipes and pipe lines, etc. ; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAPANESE IN SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmit- 
ting, in response to a resolution of the 5th instant, certain in- 
formatipn relative to all official letters, telegrams, reports, etc., 
in connection with the investigation of the matter of Japanese 
attending the public schools in San Francisco, Cal.; which, on 
motion of Mr. Frnt, was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the following causes: 

In the cause of the First Baptist Church of Helena, Ark., v. 
The United States; 

In the cause of Bolivar Lodge, No. 127, Free and Accepted 
Masons, of Stevenson, Ala., v. The United States; 

In the cause of Adorea Honore, widow and sole heir of Emile 
Honore, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Samuel Fitzhugh, administrator of Henry 
Fitzhugh, deceased, v. The United States ; 

In the cause of the trustees of the Presbyterian Church and 
Masonic Hall, of Platte City, Mo., v. The United States; 

In the cause of Mary J. Abbott, widow of William A. Ab- 
bott, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Henry L. Johnson, claimant, v. The United 
States; 

In the cause of Margaret P. Robinson, widow of Richard M. 
Robinson, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South, of Huntsville, Ala., v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Madison Female Institute v. The United 
States; 

In the cause of John P. Bell, treasurer of State Hospital No. 
1, of Fulton, Mo., v. The United States ; 

In the cause of J. W. Gardner, administrator of F. 
deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Milton S. Johnson, assignee of Jacob John- 
son, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of G. A. Le More & Co. v. The United States; 

In the cause of the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of 
French Creek, W. Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church, 
South, of St. Albans, W. Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of Helen A. Byington, J. E. Wyatt, J. T. Thom- 
son, and Mollie Thomson Moore, heirs of James G. Hearst, de- 
ceased, v. The United States ; 

In the cause of William H. Ward, administrator of William H, 
Ward, deceased, v. The United States; and 

In the cause of Rosa Vertner Jeffrey v. The United States. 

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


A. Roeder, 


1906. 


DISMISSAL OF CASES BY COURT OF CLAIMS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting certified copies of the order of the court dismissing the 
cases for want of prosecution filed in the following causes: 

In the cause of Albert Grant v. The United States; 

In the cause of Rane C. Hutchinson v. The United States ; 

In the cause of J. B. Cornell and others v. The United States; 

In the cause of Levi E. Stephens, owner of the claim of John 
A. Coan, v. The United States ; 

In the cause of Edward M. Walker, administrator of Marcus 
Walker, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of J. S. Underhill v. The United States; and 

In the cause of Daniel A. Dwight and the legal representatives 
of Henry W. Taylor v. The United States; 

The foregoing orders were, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIM. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting the conclusions of fact and of opinion filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
findings by the court relative to the vessel brig Sally, Eden 
Wadsworth, master; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrownineG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: 

H. R. 12318. An act to permit the protection of labor and in- 
dustries from the competition of convict labor and manufac- 
turers; and 

H. R. 15335. An act for the protection of game animals, birds, 
and fishes in the Olympic Forest Reserve of the United States, 
in the State of Washington. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (S. 1804) providing for the use of 
certified checks to secure compliance with proposals and con- 
tracts for naval supplies; and it was thereupon signed by the 
Vice-President. 3 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair presents resolutions 
adopted by the National Rivers and Harbors Congress in con- 
vention assembled in Washington, D. C., December 7, 1906, 
relative to adequate appropriations for river and harbor im- 
provements. Without objection, the resolutions will be printed 
in the Recorp, printed as a dotument, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 3 

The resolutions are as follows : 


Resolutions adopted by the National Rivers and Harbors Congress in 
convention assembled at Washington, D. C., December 7, 1906. 


Congress has demanded in the past an awakened public sentiment in 
favor of adequate appropriations for river and harbor improvement. 
We maintain the awakening has come. Congress must now recognize 
that public sentiment in favor of increased . as voiced 
by convention and the press, has reached a nt where the concern is 
not the advisability, but only the amount and frequency of 
such appropriation. Present conditions demonstrate that transporta- 
tion facilities are totally inadequate for the prompt and economical 
transportation of the products of the country. Within the last ten 
years the tonnage moved by railroads has increased 47 per cent, while 
during the same period railway mileage has increased only 20 per cent. 

Hundreds of millions of dollars are lost annually to our farmers and 
other producers by the failure of the National Government to provide 
the assistance which properly improved natural waterways whi give 
in increased facilities for transporting freight. 

We maintain that water competition is the best and surest regulation 
of freight rate. The improvement of rivers and construction of water- 
ways will afford the most natural, permanent, and effective method of 
reducing and regulating the cost of transporting both our domestic 
and foreign commerce. 

The saving in the cost of 5 to both the producers and 
the consumers of the count will, through cheaper and ‘competitive 
freight rates, more than justify the expense incident thereto. 

The opening of the Panama Canal, which will so greatly increase our 
facilities for trade with the Orient, and the awakened development of 
closer business relations with South American Republics, emphasizes the 
8 of water transportatlon as one of national and international 
mportance. 

ll progressive nations have learned by experience the imperative 
necessity of using natural and artificial waterways for the movement 
of their products and have adopted a policy of systematic development 
of such waterways, and the time has now arrived when the United 
States, with greater natural advantages, must also recognize the func- 
tion — the waterway system in the economic development of this 
country. 

Events have shown the wisdom of the resolutions adopted at our Jast 
meeting, which we now reaffirm. 

The National Government having assumed the control of the rivers, 
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harbors, and waterways of the Republic, it owes the egy ope the prompt ; 


and efficient discharge of such functions: Therefore 
Resolved, That we urge Congress to appropriate not less than $50,- 
000,000 annually for the improvement of rivers, harbors, and water- 
ways, commencing with the present session of Congress. 
A > Jos. E. RANSDELL, President. 
est: 


J. F. ELLISON, Secretary. K 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the American 
Newspaper Publishers’ Association, of New York City, N. X., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to authorize the con- 
Solidation of evidence in actions for libel; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. ` 

Mr. PLATT presented memorials of sundry librarians of th 
Free Library of Gloversville; of the Hobart College Library, of 
Geneva; of the Cornell University Library, of Ithaca; of the 
University of Rochester Library, of Rochester; of the Colgate 
University Library, of Hamilton; of the Seymore Library, of 
Auburn; of the Union College Library, of Schenectady; of the 
Vassar College Library, of Poughkeepsie, and of the New York 
University Library, of New York City, all in the State of New 
York, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to 
amend and consolidate the acts respecting copyright; which 
were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rome, N. Y., 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation requiring 
certain places of business in the District of Columbia to be 
closed on Sunday; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Cen: 
tral Congregational Church, of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for an 
investigation into the existing conditions in the Kongo Free 
State; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. i 

Mr. DRYDEN presented 2 memorial of the Baptist Associa- 
tion of Trenton, N. J., remonstrating against the repeal of the 
present anticanteen law; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the librarian of the Free 
Public Library of Newark, N. J., and a memorial of the librarian 
of the Drew Theological Seminary Library, of Madison, N. J., 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to amend and 
consolidate the acts respecting copyright; which were referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cliffwood, 
N. J., praying for the passage of the so-called “ Littlefield orig- 
inal-package bill; ” which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. ; 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Reading Club of 
Rutherford, N. J., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Reep Soor, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the city council of Woodbury, 
N. J., praying for the establishment of postal savings banks; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. ' 

Mr. PILES presented memorials of sundry citizens of San 
Juan, Cowlitz, Kelso, and Whatcom counties, all in the State of 
Washington, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
requiring certain places of business in the District of Columbia 
to be closed on Sunday; which were referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WARNER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Taneyville, Mo., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Half 
Rock, Mo., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
requiring certain places of business in the District of Columbia 
to be closed on Sunday; which were referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. . 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 4577) 
granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel E. Murphy; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ana- 
heim and Petaluma, Cal., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation requiring certain places of business in the District 
of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Oakland, Cal., and a petition of sundry citizens of California, 


praying for the enactment of legislation to increase the salaries _ 


of railway postal clerks; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 7 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the memorial of F. Mabel Win- 
chell, of Manchester, N. H., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation to amend and consolidate the acts respecting copy- 
rights ; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 6330) to 
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amend and consolidate the acts respecting copyright; which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents, 

He also presented a petition of the New York State Pharma- 
ceutical Association, of New York City, N. Y., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to increase the efficiency of the Medical 
Department of the United States Army; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a resolution of the North Capitol and Eck- 
ington Citizens’ Association, of Washington, D. C., relative to 
the use of the phrase“ county roads“ in the appropriation bills, 
and praying that appropriations be made for the improvement 
of avenues, streets, or roads whether inside or outside of Florida 
avenue in that city; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the North Capitol and Ecking- 
ton Citizens’ Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for the use of electric motors 
to haul trains in and out of the new Union Station in that city; 
8 0 was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 68) for 
the widening of a section of Columbia road east of Sixteenth 
street; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Cairo, Ill, and a memorial of sundry citizens of Cottage Home, 
III., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to au- 
thorize the closing on Sunday of certain places of business in 
the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Madison, Groton, Viborg, Minnehaha County, Edgemont, Wes- 
sington Springs, and Woonsocket, all in the State of South Da- 
kota, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation requir- 
ing certain places of business in the District of Columbia to be 
closed on Sunday; which were referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
6050) granting an increase of pension to Edward W. Galligan; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FULTON presented memorials of sundry citizens of To- 
ledo, Multnomah County, and Portland, all in the State of 
Oregon, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation re- 
quiring certain places of business in the District of Columbia to 
be closed on Sunday; which were referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MARTIN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rich- 
mond, Va., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict 
immigration ; which was referred to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 5644) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas D. Adams; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MALLORY presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Terra Ceia, Fla., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Oak Hill, 
Fla., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to au- 
thorize the closing on Sunday of certain places of business in 
the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WHYTE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Ha- 
gerstown, Md., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion to authorize the closing on Sunday of certain places of 
business in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. OVERMAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Toluca and Catawba County, N. C., remonstrating against the en- 
actment of legislation requiring certain places of business in the 
District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of Trophy Council, No. 29, Junior 
Order of United American Mechanics, of High Point, N. C., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. BULKELEY presented a memorial of 50 citizens of Mer- 
iden, Conn., and a memorial of 8 citizens of Meriden, Conn., 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation requiring cer- 
tain places of business in the District of Columbia to be closed on 
Sunday; which were referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Connecticut Baptist Con- 
vention, of Norwalk, Conn., praying for an investigation into the 
existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented memorials of the Otis Library, of Norwich; 


of the Wesleyan University Library, of Middletown; of the Free 
Public Library of New Haven, and of the Silas Bronson Library, 
of Waterbury, all in the State of Connecticut, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation to amend and consolidate 
the acts respecting copyright; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Mr. BURKETT presented a memorial of the Commercial Club 
of Omaha, Nebr., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called parcels-post bill; ” which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill 
(S. 898) granting an increase of pension to Mary P. Bradley; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SIMMONS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Stanley County, N. C., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation to authorize the closing on Sunday of certain places 
of business in the District of Columbia; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DEPEW presented memorials of sundry. citizens of Sara- 
toga, Ballston, Glens Falls, Sandy Hill, and of Orleans and 
Niagara counties, all in the State of New York, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation to authorize the closing on 
Sunday of certain places of business in the District of Columbia ; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the memorial of Horace Spear and 
sundry other citizens of Illinois, remonstrating against the en- 
actment of legislation requiring certain places of business in 
the District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Commercial Club: of 
St. Paul, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the reclamation of swamp and overflowed lands in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. KNOX presented a petition of sundry colored citizens of 
Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing that the colored race in the United States be registered as a 
race of Ethiopians; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Pitts- 
burg, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the classification of the salaries of railway postal clerks; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the New York State Pharma- 
ceutical Association, of Syracuse, N. X., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for an increase in the efficiency of 
the Medical Department of the United States Army; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a petition of Noank Council, 
Daughters of America, of Noank, Conn., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to restrict immigration; which was referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented memorials of Sundry librarians of the Otis 
Library, of Norwich; of the Bronson Library, of Waterbury; of 
the Wesleyan University Library, of Middletown, and the Public 
Library of New Haven, all in the State of Connecticut, remon- 
strating against the enactment of legislation to amend and con- 
solidate the acts respecting copyright; which were referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. HEMENWAY presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Sullivan County, Ind., and a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Monroe County, Ind., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation to authorize the closing on Sunday of certain places 
of business in the District of Columbia; which were referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of A. B. Storms, president, and 
the faculty of the Iowa State College, Ames, Iowa, praying for 
the enactment of legislation authorizing the admission into this 
country of works of art free of duty; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Greenfield, Iowa, praying for an investigation into the existing 
conditions in the Kongo Free State; which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO presented memorials of sundry citizens 
ef Palmetto, Starke, St. Petersburg, Orlando, Lakeland, Hull, 
Fort Ogden, Bartow, Windsor, and Terra Ceia, all in the State 
of Florida, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
to authorize the closing on Sunday of certain places of business 
in the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the memorial of I. E. Porter and 49 
other citizens of Windham County, Vt., and the memorial of 
Edwin D. Clayton and 49 other citizens of Hartland, Vt., re- 
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monstrating against the enactment of legislation requiring the 
closing on Sunday of certain places of business in the District 
of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports 
thereon; which were agreed to, and the bills were postponed 
indefinitely : 

A bill (H. R. 18685) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis G, Fuller; and 

A bill (H. R. 19144) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Louisa Sheppard. 

Mr. McCUMBRER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
‘were referred the following bills, reported them seyerally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 19293) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Colvin ; 

A bill (II. R. 16856) granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
seph McBride; 

A bill (II. R. 10814) granting a pension to Eugene A. Myers; 

A bill (S. 6814) granting a pension to Alice Bosworth; 

A bill (S. 6819) granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Bigalow ; 

A bill (S. 677) granting an increase of pension to Albert G. 
Peabody, jr.; 

A bill (S. 6825) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Roberts; 

A bill (S. 6239) granting an increase of pension to Kate M. 
Miner; 

i A bill (S. 6569) granting an increase of pension to George 
orter; : 

A bill (S. 6568) granting an increase of pension to Wilbur F. 
Hodge; and - 

A bill (S. 6576) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Meyers. i 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5073) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
G. Smith; 

. 831) granting an increase of pension to Isaac G. 


A bill (S. 679) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


. 6822) granting an increase of pension to Christo- 
pher Christopherson ; 

A bill (S. 6821) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
M. Adams; 


A bill (S. 4182) granting an increase of pension to Reuben 


Smalley ; 

A bill (S. 6052) granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Redmond; and 

A bill (S. 5493) granting an increase of pension to Marcus 
Wood. 

Mr. McCUMBRER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
nmendments, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 5741) granting an increase of pension to Amelia M. 
Hawes; 

A bill (S. 6847) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
R. Cunningham ; 

A bill (S. 6230) granting an increase of pension to Nellie 
Paxton ; a 

A bill (S. 4389) granting an increase of pension to Florence 
Plato; 

A bill (S. 5725) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo S. 
Prather; 

A bill (S. 768) granting an increase of pension to William II. 
Rhoads; 

A bill (S. 5443) granting an increase of pension to James D. 
Merrill; and 

A bill (S. 5980) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Smith. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. GEARIN), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them severally without amendment, and submitted reports 
thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 19357) granting an increase of pension to Anna 
Lamar Walker ; 

A bill (H. R. 17481) granting a pension to Eliza F. Wads- 
worth ; ` 

A bill (H. R. 18113) granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
M. Sees; 


A bill (H. R. 19416) granting an increase of pension to An- 
tonio Macello ; 

A bill (H. R. 19503) granting an increase of pension to David 
S. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 19601) granting an increase of pension to John 
E. Kingsbury; and - 

A bill (H. R. 12667) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Weber. ; 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. BURNHAM), from the Committee 
on Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them each with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 16169) granting a pension to Neal O'Donnel 
Parks ; 

A bill (S. 6561) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Blair; 

A bill (S. 6723) granting an increase of pension to Agusta P, 
Morgan; 

A bill (S. 6131) granting an increase of pension to Frances A. 
Jepson ; : 

bill (S. 1347) granting a pension to Martha W. Pollard; 
and ; 

A bill (S. 6485) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Cook. ; 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Burnuam), from the Committee 
on Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them severally without amendment, and submitted reports 
thereon : 3 

A bill (H. R. 16741) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam J. Girvan; 

A bill (H. R. 17874) granting an increase of pension to Ro- 
seanna Hughes; 

A bill (H. R. 18227) granting an increase of pension to Cath- 
arine F. Fitzgerald ; 

ete (II. R. 19483) granting a pension to Lydia A. Pat- 
naude ; 

A bill (S. 6560) granting an increase of pension to Reuben 
D. Dodge; 
bi bill (S. 6580) granting an increase of pension to Ella B, 

reen ; 

1 A vul (S. 6579) granting an increase of pension to Ezekiel 
Morrill; 

5 ot (S. 6586) granting an increase of pension to Wesley J. 
Ladd. 

A bill (S. 6203) granting an increase of pension to Francis W. 
Crommett ; i 

A bill (S. 10) granting an increase of pension to Roswell 
Prescott. fi 

A bill (S. 5727) granting an increase of pension to Lucius 
Rumrill; 5 j 

A bill (S. 1425) granting an increase of pension to Edward L. 
Carpenter; and 
85 bill (S. 1257) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 

'Day. 

Mr. MCCUMBER (for Mr. BURNHAM), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6829) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas P. Cheney, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4205) granting an increase of pension to 
Amanda W. Ritchie; 

A bill (H. R. 4292) granting a pension to George W. Kelley. 

i A bill (II. R. 5728) granting an increase of pension to William 
arvey ; 

A bill (H. R. 6956) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
L. Johnson ; 

A bill (H. R. 8481) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Callaghan ; 

A bill (H. R, 19298) granting an increase of pension to Job B. 
Crabtree ; 
hs bill (H. R. 19359) granting an increase of pension to Levi 

rader ; 
ip bill (H. R. 17675) granting an increase of pension to Jonas 

. Sees; 
er bill (H. R. 14199) granting an increase of pension to John 

wing; 

A bill (H. R. 14537) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
B. Crawford; 

A bill (H. R. 19511) granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Dixson ; 

A bill (H. R. 19611) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Kinkerly ; 
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A bill (H. R. 12128) granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
A. Litzinger ; 

A bill (H. R. 12339) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles T. Murray; and 

A bill (H. R. 12482) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel B. McLean. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally withoyt 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2315) granting a pension to Miranda Birkhead; 

A bill (H. R. 4707) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Pitman; 

A bill (H. R. 7580) granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Stewart; 

A bill (H. R. 16518) granting an increase of pension to 
Bridget M. Duffy; 

A bill (II. R. 18493) granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Reeder; 

A bill (H. R. 11483) granting a pension to Maria Niles; and 
Pe bill (S. 6186) granting an increase of pension to James L. 

tlow. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6438) granting an increase of pension to Martha J. 
Haller; 

A bill (S. 6429) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
Beardsley ; 

A bill (S. 5826) granting an increase of pension to Isaac C. 
Phillips; and 

A bill (S. 1941) granting an increase of pension to Elvira A. 
Kelley. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1857) granting ar increase of pension to 
William Van Tilburgh, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1871) granting an increase of-pension to Alonzo 
Cooper ; 

A bill (H. R. 8273) granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Pearson; 

A bill (H. R. 19321) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Turner ; 

A bill (H. R. 19322) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Isabella Rykard; 

A bill (H. R. 19323) granting an increase of pension to Or- 
lando L. Levy 

A bill (il. R. 16397) granting an increase of pension to Allie 
Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 16747) granting a pension to Sherman Jacobs; 

A bill (H. R. 16748) granting an increase of pension to Lucius 
G. Fletcher; 

A bill (II. R. 18429) granting an increase of pension to David 
Mitchell ; 

A bill (H. R. 18860) granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew J. Anderson ; 

A bill Cu. R. 19119) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
M. Osborn; and 

A bill CH. R. 13057) granting an increase of pension to James 
S. Salsberry. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them each 
with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6538) granting an increase of pension to Betsey A. 
Hodges; and 

A bill (S. 5138) granting a pension to Jane Metts. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 6353) granting an increase of 
pension to Dolores S. Foster, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. a 

Mr. PATTERSON, from.the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them each 
with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 19528) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Maddox; and 

A bill (S. 2749) granting an increase of pension to John 

_H. Brooks. 
Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the following bills, reported them sey- 
erally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
; A bill (H. R. 19300) granting an increase of pension to 
Phebe Easley; 


A bill (H. R. 17691) granting 
George W. Henrie 

A bill (H. R. 18193) 
Walden Kelly; 

A bill (H. R. 18403) 
Mary Jane Ragan; 

A bill (H. R. 19080) 
Frederick Fienop ; 

A bill (H. R. 14480) of 
Mary C. Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 19587) of 
Martha Ann Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 9262) granting an increase of 
Thomas J. Farrar; and 
z3 bill (S. 6466) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 

oser. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 6267) granting an increase 
of pension to Dennis A. Manning, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4406) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan N. Fowler, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the - 
bill (S. 6636) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Grovet, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally with amendments, and 
submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 4053) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Smith; and 

A bill (S. 6250) granting a pension to Alice G. Clark. 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: - 

A bill (H. R. 18018) granting an increase of pension to David 
Evans; 

A bill (H. R. 18066) granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander M. Fergus; 

A bill (H. R. 14680) granting an increase of pension to Samp- 
son Parker ; 

A bill (H. R. 11142) granting an increase of pension to James 
McQuade ; 

A bill (H. R. 2715) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Martine ; 

A bill (H. R. 19162) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Van Tine; 

A bill (H. R. 19161) granting an increase of pension to Marcus 
D. Tenney ; 

A bill (H. R. 16342) granting a pension to Matilda Foster ; 

A bill (H. R. 12190) granting an increase of pension to Milton 
R. Dungan 

A bill (S. 6718) granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
L. Holbrook ; 

A bill (S. 6705) granting an increase of pensión to Holmes 
Clayton ; 

A bill (S. 6707) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
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E. Lemon; and 


A bill (S. 6709) granting an inerease of pension to Samuel 
Shawver. 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6717) granting an increase of pension to Manasa 
T. Houser; and 

A bill (S. 1891) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
F. M. Morgan. 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 480) granting an increase of pension to Silas A. 
Reynolds; and 

A bill (S. 5176) granting an increase of pension to Louis C. 
Janes. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions,to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them seyerally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 4689) granting an increase of pension to James 
Reeder ; 

A bill (H. R. 4690) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Slinger ; 

A bill (H. R. 7719) granting an increase of pension to George 
Fetterman ; l 


1906. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 189 


A bill (H. R. 19404) granting an increase of pension to Elias 
S. Falkenburg; 

A bill (H. R. 18045) granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Webb; 

A bill (H. R. 18214) granting an increase of pension to Jobn 
Ingram; 

A bill (H. R. 19743) granting an increase of pension to W. P. 
Me Michael; 

A bill (H. R. 19744) granting an increase of pension to George 
Casper Homan Hummel, alias George C. Homan; and 

A bill (H. R. 9836) granting an increase of pension to Dier 
Collett. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

5 A bill (H. R. 19462) granting an increase of pension to Emily 
ox; 

A ‘pill (S. 2734) granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Conyngham; and 

A bill (S. 822) granting a pension to Michael V. Hennessy. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3338) granting an increase of pension to Lafay- 
ette Franks ; 

A bill (H. R. 5846) granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Chandler ; 

A bill (H. R. 16211) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Montgomery ; 

A bill (H. R. 19463) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
L. Patterson ; 

A bill (H. R. 19534) granting an increase of pension to Noah 
Ressequie ; 

A bill (H. R. 19626) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Campbell : 

A bill (II. R. 19922) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Sutherland ; 

A bill (H. R. 9465) granting a pension to Ella Q. Parish; 

A bill (H. R. 12517) granting a pension to William Bays; 

A bill (S. 2787) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Hains; and 

A bill (S. 4909) granting an increase of pension to Louis 
Sidel. 

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on 1 Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 19889) granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Melson; 

A bill (H. R. 19415) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Ann Reavis; 

A bill (II. R. 14144) granting a pension to Allen M. Cameron; 

A bill (H. R. 9107) granting a pension to James W. Russell; 

A bill (H. R. 19529) granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
Elizabeth Hutcheson ; 

A bill (H. R. 19530) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
P. Gray; 

A bill (H. R. 19324) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
M. Long; 

A bill (H. R. 19325) granting an increase of pension to George 
Oppel; 

A bill (H. R. 19326) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
guret R. Vandiver ; 

A bill (H. R. 15620) granting an increase of pension to David 
D. Owens; 

A bill (H. R. 17651) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Riley ; 

A bill (H. R. 19514) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Stimpson ; and 

A bill (H. R. 15619) granting an-increase of pension to Samuel 
W. Atkinson. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 19035) granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore 
Morgan; and 

A bill (S. 4894) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Ramsey. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8712) granting an increase of pension to Josiah 
Hall; 

A bill (II. R. 19174) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
A. Billings; 


A bill (H. R. 19256) granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
J. Birthright ; 

A bill (H. R. 19318) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Rivers; 

A bill (H. R. 19319) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Spruell ; 

A bill (H. R. 19820) granting an increase of pension to Louise 
J. Pratt; 

A bill (H. R. 15713) granting an increase of pension to 
William McCrea. 

A bill (H. R. 17918) granting a pension to Walter S. Harman. 

A bill (H. R. 18343) granting an increase of pension to John 
N. Oliver; 

A bill (H. R. 18705) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas T. Page; 

A bill (H. ie 19101) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 

C. A. Scott 

A bill (II. R. 19504) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet E. Walker; 

A bill (H. R. 19819) granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
hanna Kearney ; and 

A bill (S. 0035) granting an increase of pension to John Fox. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendinent, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 6232) granting an increase of pension to John L. 
Anthony; and 

A bill (S. 6001) granting an increase of pension to Emily Kil- 
lian. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 6898) concerning licensed of- 
ficers of vessels; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6899) granting’ an increase of pension to George H. 
Nye 

A bin (S. 6900) granting an increase of pension to Orrel 
Brown; 

A bill (S. 6901) granting an increase of pension to Alvin S. 
Doughty (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 6902) granting an increase of pension to Alpheus B. 
Taylor (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 6903) to increase sala- 
ries of rural free-delivery carriers; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6904) for the purchase of a site 
for a Federal building for the United States post-office at La- 
conia, N. H.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 6905) authorizing the extension of T street NW.; 

A bill (S. 6906) to provide for the incorporation of banks 
within the District of Columbia (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6907) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate 


the keeping of employment agencies in the District of Columbia- 


where fees are charged for procuring employment or situations,” 
approved June 19, 1906 (with an accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 6908) to regulate the production and sale of milk 
and cream in and for the District of Columbia (with accompany- 
ing papers). 

Ar, GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6909) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Adams; 

A bill (S. 6910) granting an increase of pension to George F. 
Chamberlin ; 

A bill (S. 6911) granting an increase of pension to George A. 


Boyle; 

A bill (S. 6912) granting an increase of pension to James G. 
Harvey; and 

A bill (S. 6913) granting an increase of pension to Samuel C. 
Murdough. 

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. BURNHAM) introduced the follow- 
ing bills; which were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions : 

A bill (S. 6914) granting an increase of pension to Albert T. 


Barr; 
A bill (S. 6915) granting an increase of pension to Samuel G. 
Healy (with accompanying papers) ; and 
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A bill (S. 6916) granting an increase of pension to Nathan E. 
Stover (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6917) granting a pension to Thomas A. Parker 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

35 bill (S. 6918) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
rince; 

A bill (S. 6919) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Pendell (with an accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 6920) granting an increase of pension to John N. 
Williams. ‘ 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 6921) to correct the military 
record of Hiram Van Buren; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6922) granting an increase of 
pension to Rufus J. Henderson; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 6923) for the better pro- 
tection of packages sent through the mails; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also. introduced a bill (S. 6924) to correct the military 
record of William S. Russell; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6925) granting an increase of pension to Anna R. 
Shattuck ; 

A bill (S. 6926) restoring to the pension roll the name of 
Caroline Kurtz, widow of John Kurtz (with accompanying 
papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6927) granting an increase of pension to David 
Coble (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6928) granting an increase of pension to Jacob H. 
Dewees (with an accompanying paper) ; 

* A bill (S. 6929) granting an increase of pension to William C. 
Todd (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6930) granting an increase of pension to Wilson Sid- 
dell (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6931) granting a pension to Eli W. Elzey (with an 
accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 6932) authorizing a change in the form of paying 
pensioners. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6933) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Middaugh; and : 

A bill (S. 6934) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Hogan. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6935) granting an increase of pension to W. R. 
Neil; and 

A bill (S. 6936) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Jenkins. 

Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 6937) granting an increase 
of pension to Michael Rosbrugh; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to, the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. DRYDEN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6938) granting a pension to Josephine Sinclair; 

A bill (S. 6939) granting a pension to William X. Rohrbach; 


and 

A bill (S. 6940) granting a pension to Andrew T. Blowvelt. 
. Mr. DRYDEN introduced a bill (S. 6941) for the relief of 
Capt. Thomas Mason, United States Revenue-Cutter Service (re- 
tired); which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 
_ Mr. NELSON introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6942) granting an increase of pension to William B. 
Dow; and 

A bill (S. 6943) granting an increase of pension to L. A. 
Grant. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 6944) authorizing the 


President of the United States to select from the retired list of 
the Army an officer not above the rank of brigadier-general who 
may have distinguished himself during the civil war, throughout 
twenty-five years of Indian wars, through the Spanish-American 
war, and the insurrection in the Philippine Islands, and to appoint, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, the officer so 
selected to be major-general, United States Army, with the pay 
and allowances established by law for officers of that grade on 
the retired list; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
airs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6945) to amend an dct entitled 
“An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and 
all acts amendatory thereof; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6946) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles R. Davis; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6947) granting an increase of pension to C. M, 
Brough (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6948) granting an increase of pension to Albert H. 
Nash (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6949) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Wallace (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 6950) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Van Pelt. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6951) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Greenley (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6952) granting an increase of pension to Martin A. 
Rubert (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6953) granting a pension to Alice A. Johnson (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6954) granting an increase of pension to Henry Mat- 
ter (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6955) granting an increase of pension to Abram W. 
Vandel (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6956) granting an increase of pension to Eli Ford, 
alias Jacob Butler (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6957) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
Siegfried (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6958) granting an increase of pension to Keiziah- 
Walker; 

A bill (S. 6959) granting a pension to Julia F. Fibbs (with an 
accompanying paper) ; and ° 

A bill (S. 6960) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Ashton (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 6961) to authorize the sale 
of the unallotted and unreserved portion of the Cheyenne River 
Indian Reservation in South Dakota, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6962) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Rust (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6963) granting an increase of pension to William 
B. Sayles; and 

A bill (S. 6964) granting an increase of pension to Silas N. 
Palmer. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 6965) granting an increase 
of pension to Amos Vance; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 6966) to increase the compen- 
sation of rural letter carriers; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6967) to enlarge the public build- 
ing at Rome, Ga.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6968) for the relief of the 
Academy of Richmond County, Ga.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6969) granting an increase of pension to G. W. 
Mathews; 


A bill (8. 6970) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo W. 
Fuller 

A bill (S. 6971) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Daugherty ; 

A bill (S. 6972) granting an increase of pension to Ferdinand 
Capansky ; 

A bill (S. 6973) granting an increase of pension to Martin Y. 
Harbour ; 

A bill (S. 6974) granting an increase of pension to Judson E. 

le 


A pill (S. 6975) granting an increase of pension to Ella L. 
Deweese (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6976) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Smyth; and 

A bill (8. 6977) granting an increase of pension to William 
McCarthy. 

Mr. GEARIN introduced a bill (S. 6978) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Jackson; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 


A bill (S. 6979) for the relief of the trustees of the Union | 


Presbyterian Church, of Cross Keys, Va. (with accompanying 
papers) ; 

A bill (S. 6980) for the relief of the trustees of the Baptist 
Church of Falls Church, Va. (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 6981) for the relief of the trustees of Tabernacle 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Culpeper County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 6982) for the relief of the trustees of the Presby- 
terian Church of the town of Culpeper, Culpeper County, Va.; 


and 

A bill (S. 6983) for the relief of the trustees of Providence 
Church, of Culpeper County, Va 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 6984) to remove from the 
estate of William J. Cussen, deceased, and from any real estate 
aliened by him during his lifetime, a cloud resting on the same 
by reason of a stale judgment of the United States of America; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6985) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Crisman (with an accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 6986) granting an increase of pension to Rachel 
Beatty (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. LATIMER introduced a bill (S. 6987) permitting the 
building of a dam across the Savannah River at Gregg Shoals; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 6988) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a building thereon at Abbeville, in the State of South 
Carolina ; 

A bill (S. 6989) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a building thereon at Aiken, in the State of South 
Carolina ; 

A bill (S. 6990) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a building thereon at Gaffney, in the State of South 
Carolina ; : 

A bill (S. 6991) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a building thereon at Union, in the State of South 
Carolina; and 

A bill (S. 6992) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a building thereon at Laurens, in the State of South 
Carolina. 

Mr. LATIMER introduced a bill (S. 6993) to create the 
Barnaby road, from its intersection with the Livingston road 
to the District line, a public highway in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MoENER introduced a bill (S. 6994) for the relief of the 
estate of Mary S. Porter; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KNOX introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6995) granting an increase of pension to William 
Smith; and 

A bill (S. 6996) granting an increase of pension to John 
Snyder (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. BULKELEY introduced a bill (S. 6997) granting an in- 
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crease of pension to William Kennedy; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 6998) for the relief of 
T. L. Loye, surviving partner; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: ar 
oa bill (S. 6999) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

glé; 

A bill (S. 7000) granting an increase of pension to Saline B. 


1 A bil (S. 7001) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
Nowell ; 

A bill (S. 7002) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Livingston; and 
ee (S. 7003) granting an increase of pension to Martha 

older. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 7004) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edward G. Burnet; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARNER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7005) granting an increase of pension to John 
Schenk ; 

A bill (S. 7006) granting an increase of pension to Sylvester. 
M. Johnson ; 

A bill (S. 7007) granting an increase of pension to Julius 
Speyer, alias Paul Haber; 

A bill (S. 7008) granting a pension to Frederick Lutz; 
Oita: (S. 7009) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 

e 

A bill (S. 7010) granting an increase of pension to 'Thomas J. 
Atkinson ; 

A bill (8. 7011) granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Scott; 
sien bill (8. 7012) granting an increase of pension to George A. 

er ; 

A bill (S. 7013) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Jester; 

A bill (S. 7014) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Hammons; 

A bill (8. 7015) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Proffett; and 

A pill” (S. 7016) granting an increase of pension to Commo- 
dore P. Barker. 

Mr. FLINT introduced a bill (S. 7017) extending the time 
for making final proof and payment on public lands in certain 
cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 7018) for the relief of 
Harry C. Adkins, alias Tim Hamlin; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7019) granting an increase of 
pension to John McConnell; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7020) granting an increase of 
pension to William B. Cole; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 7021) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Hugh J. McJunkin; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7022) granting an increase of 
pension to Davis M. Clark; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (S. 7023) for the relief of 
Thomas J. Akins, assistant treasurer of the United States at 
St. Louis, Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HEMENWAY introduced a bill (S. 7024) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Darius Ault; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 7025) granting a 
pension to James C. West; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee cn 
Pensions. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 7026) to provide for the 
issuance of emergency circulation; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 7027) to amend an 
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act entitled “An act to further protect the public health and 
make more effective the national quarantine,” approved June 


19, 1906; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee cn Public Health and National Quarantine. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 7028) for the relief of 
the Allis-Chalmers Company, of Milwaukee, Wis.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committ 
on the District of Columbia. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7029) granting an increase 
of pension to James M. Eddy; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7030) for the relief of the trustees of the Bap- 
tist Church of Paris, Ky.; 

A bill (S. 7031) for the relief of the session of the Pres- 
byterian Church of Perryville, Ky.; 

A bill (S. 7082) for the relief of the Presbyterian Church 
and the Green River Masonic Lodge, No. 88, of Munfordville, 
Ky.; and 

A bill (S. 7033) for the relief of the trustees of the Bap- 
tist Church of Harrodsburg, Ky. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 7034) to incorporate 
the International Sunday School Association of America; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

Moe bill (S. 7085) granting an increase of pension to Willlam 
obbs ; 

A bill (S. 7036) granting an increase of pension to Scott 
Graves; and 

A bill (S. 7037) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Carter (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 78) 
authorizing and empowering the President of the United States 
to abate and surpress the continued shameful and cruel prac- 
tice of killing nursing mother fur seals on the high seas, 
now permitted and conducted; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CLAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HISTORY OF THE CONGRESSIONAL CEMETERY. 


Mr. BURKETT. At Thursday’s session an order was made 
to print a statement pertaining to the Congressional Cemetery, 
prepared by the subcommittee of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. There is a small map covering the half dozen 
blocks of the cemetery, and the map can not be printed without 
an order of the Senate. I ask that the map may be printed with 
the document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—CHARLES H. PENDLETON. 
On motion of Mr. PERKINS, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of S. 2581, “authorizing the 
President to appoint Charles H. Pendleton a lieutenant-commander on 
the retired list, United States Navy,” Fifty-ninth Congress, first ses- 
sion, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, there having been no 
adverse report thereon. 


AFFAIRS OF THE KONGO FREE STATE. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


Whereas the reports of the Inhuman treatment inflicted upon the 
native inhabitants of the Kongo Free State bave been of such a nature 
and so well sustained as to draw the attention of the civilized world 
and excite both the indignation and the compassion of the people of 
the United States: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate of the United States 
the time has come when the affairs of the Kongo Free State should be 
made the subject of international inquiry, and the Senate respectfully 
advises the President that in any steps he may deem it wise to take 
in cooperation with or in aid of any of the powers, signatories of the 
treaty of Berlin, which shall seek to ameliorate the conditions of the 
Kongo Free State and redress any evils now existent there he will re- 
ceive its cordial support. 


MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON MANUFACTURES. 

Mr. HEYBURN submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures be, and it is hereby 
authorized to employ a messenger, to be paid from the contingent fund 
S the Senate at the rate of $1,449 per annum, until otherwise provided 
‘or. : 


` SEIZURE OF AMERICAN SCHOONER SILAS STEARNS. 


Mr. MALLORY submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: < 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if not 
incompatible with the public interests, to transmit to the Senate copies 
òf all papers, documents, and . now in the possession of 
the Department of State relating to the seizure and forcible detention of 
the American 3 schooner Silas Stearns by the Mexican authorities; 
and to inform the Senate whether said schooner has been adju for- 
feited by the decree of any Mexican court, and if so, whether the 
owners of sald schooner were ever given an opportunity, by citation or 
otherwise, to appear in said court and defend their property; and also 
to inform the Senate of the present status of said case and what action, 
if any, has been taken by this Government in the premises. 


THREE COMPANIES OF TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


Mr. CULBERSON submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate whether Companies B, C, and D, Twenty-fifth United 
States Infantry, or either of them, were, prior to August 13, 1906, in- 
volved in an riot, raid, or other disturbance with citizens, and if so, to 
inform the Senate when and where it occurred and its character fully, 


accompanying his report with copies of all official correspondence on 
the subject. 


FRANCISCO KREBS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Are there further concurrent or 
other resolutions? If not, the morning business is closed. 

Mr. MONEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Order of Business 3300, which is the bill (S. 5531), 
for the relief of Francisco Krebs, j 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I rise only to suggest that after 
the matter which the Senator from Mississippi has in hand shall 
have been disposed of I think it would be well to go to the Cal- 
endar under Rule VIII for the consideration of unobjected cases, 
and then all Senators will have an equal chance on the Calendar. 
I will not, however, make that suggestion until the Senator is 
through with his bill. ; 

Mr. MONEY. The bill which I desire to call up will take but 
little time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
named by him. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
by the Committee on Private Land Claims with an amendment. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I want to say there is a mis- 
print in the bill. Somewhere there you will find a provision 
reading, “ Comprising 400 feet square, upon which the legisla- 
ture is now situated,” etc. That is a misprint. I ask that a 
verbal correction may be made by inserting the word “ light- 
house“ for the word “legislature.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The error to which the Senator 
directs attention is in the committee amendment. 

Mr. MONEY. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment reported by the 
Committee on Private Land Claims will be stated with that 
correction. 

The SECRETARY. 
ing: 

Provided further, That the site comprising 400 feet square upon 


which the light-house is now situated shall be excepted from this con- 
firmation. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, eto., That Francisco Krebs be, and he is anes confirmed 
in his title to a tract of land known as Round Island, in the State of 
Mississippi, situated in sections 33 and 34, township 8 south, range 6 
west, and sections 3 and 4, township 9 south, range 6 west, granted b 
the Spanish governor, Grimarest, to Francisco Krebs on December 13, 
1783, and recorded in translated records, book No. 2, page 51, in the 

robate court at Mobile, Ala.: Provided, That nothing in this act con- 
kalned shall affect the claim or claims of any other person or persons 
to the said land, or any part thereof, derived from the United States 
or any source whatever: Provided further, That the site comprising 400 
feet square upon which the light-house is now situated shall be excepted 
from this confirmation, 

Mr. MORGAN. Is the consideration of that bill open to ob- 
jection, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is now before the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole for consideration. 

Mr. MORGAN. I shall have to object to it and ask that it go 
over. It seems to relate to Mobile. | 

Mr. MONEY. It has no relation whatever to Mobile. It 
merely refers to the court at Mobile. 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg pardon, and withdraw the suggestion I 
made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in, 


It is proposed to add to the bill the follow- 


Eh 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


H. R. 12318. An act to limit the effect of the regulation of in- 
terstate commerce between the several States in goods, wares, 
and merchandise wholly or in part manufactured by convict labor 
or in any prison or reformatory was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

H. R. 15335. An act for the protection of game animals, birds, 
and fishes in the Olympic Forest Reserve of the United States, in 
the State of Washington was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Reservations and the Protec- 
tion of Game. 

BRITISH SCHOONER LILLIE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of the Congress a report by 
the Secretary of State, with accompanying papers, in the claim of the 


British schooner Lillie. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, December 10, 1906. 


LIEUT. COL. L. K. SCOTT. 


The VICH-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, on motion of Mr. KEAN, was, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
Printed: 

T'o the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, with accom- 
anying papers, concerning the claim of Lieut. Col. L. K. Scott, a 
ritish subject, on account of the adoption by the Ordnance Sper 
ment of the United States Army of a system of sighting of which he is 
the inventor. 

In view of the recognition by the Chief of Ordnance of the Army of 
the equitable right of Lieutenant-Colonel Scott to payment for the use 
of his invention, I recommend that provision be made by Congress for 


the payment of this claim. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


THE WHITE House, December 10, 1906. 
GORDON, IRONSIDES & FARES COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report by the Secretary of State, with accom- 
panving pa rs, in regard to the ä of the British embassy, in 

half of Messrs. Gordon, Ironsides & Fares Company, of Canada, for re- 
imbursement in the sum of $7,626.08, which they allege the United States 
customs authorities improperly exacted of them in November, 1902, as 
duties on certain sheep and cattle. 

I renew the recommendation which I made to the Congress on January 
12, 1904, that, in view of the facts shown in the correspondence, pro- 
vision be made for the company’s reimbursement. : 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Tun Warre House, December 10, 1906. 


EASTERN EXTENSION AUSTRALASIA AND CHINA TELEGRAPH COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, with accom- 
* — papers, with reference to the claim of the Eastern Extension 

ustralasia and China 88 Company for compensation on account 
of expenses incurred in repairing its Manila-Hongkong and Manila-Capiz 
8 which were cut by the United States forces during the war with 

n. 

I renew the recommendation made by President McKinley, that as an 
act of equity and comity provision be made by the Congress for reim- 
bursement to the company of the actual expenses incurred by it in the 
repair of the cables. 


Tun Warre House, December 10, 1906. 
ORDINANCES OF PORTO RICO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying letter of the Secretary of 
State, ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying ordi- 
nances, referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 
Rico: 

To the Congress: 


Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” and to the provisions of section 
2 of the joint resolution — May 1, 1900, I transmit herewith 
five ordinances (enumerated in the accompanying report of the Secre- 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


tary of State) enacted by the executive council of Porto Rico with the 
approval of the governor thereof. r 
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The attention of Congress is invited to the statement of the Secre- 
tary of State that the transmission of these ordinances does not imply 
any request that they be printed. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


THe Wuite House, December 10, 1906. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Congress: 


„Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled 
An act temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith nine ordi- 
nances (enumerated in the accompanying report of the Secretary of 
State) enacted by the executive council of Porto Rico with the approval 


of the governor thereof. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Tun WHITE Hovusp, December 10, 1906. 

CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of unobjected cases on the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, that 
order will be made. 

AMERICAN SAILING VESSELS IN COASTING TRADE. 

Mr. FRYE. The second bill on the Calendar is the bill (S. 
30) to remove discriminations against American sailing vessels 
in the coasting trade, known as the “ pilotage bill.” A similar 
bill has just been defeated by quite a majority in the House of 
Representatives. Therefore there is no object at all in the Sen- 


ate sending this bill to the House, and I move that the bill be 


recommitted to the Committee on Commerce. 
The motion was agreed to. 


LEASES IN YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 


The bill (S. 4433) to amend an act approved August 3. 1894, 
entitled “An act concerning leases in the Yellowstone National 
Park,” was announced as first in order on the Calendar, and 
the Senate resumed its consideration. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This bill has heretofore passed the 
Senate, but the vote by which it was passed was subsequently 
reconsidered. 

Mr. CARTER. I ask that the bill may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. s 

Mr. LODGE. I think that bill has been passed, and that th 
question now is on its reconsideration. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; the vote by which it was passed was 
reconsidered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. Then, certainly the bill has been read. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been heretofore read. 


Mr. CARTER. The bill was passed at the last session. I 
understand that it fixes a period of twenty years’ limitation in- 
stead of ten. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the passage of 
the bill. $ 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I should like to make an 
inquiry, having been absent when the last action was taken 
upon this bill, as to whether section 3 of the bill as we have it 
before us was amended by inserting after the word “ shall” the 
words “to be in effect only a chattel mortgage?“ 

I had some conversation with the Senator from Montana in 
charge of the bill in regard to the matter before my enforced 
absence from the Senate, and called his attention to the fact 
that I had no objection to the enactment of this measure, except 
that I did not want the mortgage authorized to be made to be 
recognized as a real estate mortgage, because this property is 
partly in Idaho, partly in Wyoming, and partly in Montana; 
and the laws of those States regarding the status or the method 
of foreclosing a mortgage are somewhat different. 

Then, again, I did not want to see this measure recognize the 
right of the Secretary of the Interior or of any other person to 
place a burden upon the land of a national park. If this is 
declared to be a chattel mortgage that shall apply only to the 
buildings, treating them as chattels placed upon the realty 
under the permission given by this bill, then I should have no 
objection to it; but I would object to a mortgage partaking of 
the nature of a mortgage upon real property being authorized 
at all, because the title to this property is in the United States, 
and Congress may do what it sees fit with that title. If Con- 
gress authorizes the making of a mortgage that would have the 
effect of being a mortgage upon real property, we would then 
jeopardize a part of the title to a great national park. I think 
for precaution in section 3, line 12, on page 2 of the bill, after 
the word “shall,” the words “be in effect only a chattel mort- 
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gage” will leave no question of doubt as to the character of 


that incumbrance. Otherwise the bill ought not to pass. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Those words were inserted in the 
bill as it was agreed to at the last session. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It was during my absence, and the Dill 
before me does not indicate it. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the bill first passed the Senate 
without the words to which the Senator refers, The only dif- 
ference between that bill and the unamended text of this bill 
rests in the difference of the duration of the lease period. 

As I understood the request of the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Hate] to be that unobjected cases alone should be considered, 
and inasmuch as the question raised by the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. Hexnurn] would lead to some extended explanation, I ask 
that the bill may now go over. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I did not intend to send the bill over by 
my statement. I merely rose to inquire as to its status. I 
understood the Senator from Montana to state that his recollec- 
tion was that this amendment had not been made, and the 
Chair states that it has been made, as I understand. If that 
amendment has been made, then I bave no objection to inter- 
pose, and am willing that the bill shall proceed to final enact- 
ment. 

Mr. CARTER. Then, if that amendment has been made, I 
should be constrained to ask the Senate to disagree to it for 
reasons which I think will appeal very forcibly to the Senator 
from Idaho. 

Mr. LODGE. Let the bill go over, Mr. President. 

Mr. CARTER. Inasmuch as the explanation would require 
time, I shall ask that the bill now go over. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, before the bill goes over 
I would ask the Senator if he would have any objection to in- 
serting in line 4, after the word “lease,” the words “in his dis- 
cretion? ” - 

Mr. CARTER. No; not at all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then I would move that amendment be- 
fore the bill goes over. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER} will be stated. 

The SecreTary. In section 1, on page 1, line 4, after the word 
“lease,” it is proposed to insert “in his discretion.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over, and the next 
unobjected bill on the Calendar will be stated. 


PENSIONS FOR NINETY DAYS’ SERVICE. 


The bill (S. 976) granting pensions to certain enlisted men, 
soldiers and officers, who served in the war of the rebellion 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, that bill will require some 
discussion, and I ask that it be passed over, retaining its place 
on the Calendar, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over, retaining its 
place on the Calendar. 


AGREEMENT WITH YANKTON SIOUX INDIANS, 


The bill (S. 2993) to ratify an agreement with the Yankton 
Sioux Indians of South Dakota, and making appropriation to 
carry the same into effect, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, is there a report accompanying 
that bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a report accompanying 
the bill. 

Mr. KEAN. Then I ask that the report may be read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is a very long report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read at the re- 
quest of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Kean]. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
GAampLE from the Committee on Indian Affairs April 4, 1906. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I have discovered what I de- 
sired to find out from the report. Therefore I withdraw my 


uest. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey 
withdraws his request, and the further reading of the report 
will be dispensed with. 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I should like to have the bill 
go over. I can briefly state my reasons for making the request. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been passed. Does 
the Senator from Minnesota ask that it go over? 
Mr. NELSON. I desire, if there be no objection, to make 
a statement showing why I ask that the bill go over. 
The bill proposes to appropriate $100,000 to these Indians for 


a section of land. I have been on that land, and I know what 
it is. It is just a piece of prairie. There are some of these 
pipestone quarries there to which the Indians go and get stone 
to make pipes and other ornaments. It seems to me a hundred 
thousand dollars for that section of land is out of all propor- 
tion to its real value. I do not think it is a fair deal on the part 
of the Government. For that reason I ask that the bill go over. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President, this matter has been pending 
for some time. The bill has the favorable recommendation of 
the Department. If the Senator from Minnesota will examine 
the report, he will see that the question of value was raised, 
Some of the experts who had knowledge of the land placed its 
value of $140, $150, and some as high as $200 per acre. I do not 
pretend to have knowledge concerning its value except what is 
stated in the report. It contains one section of land, and has 
stone quarries of unusual value situated upon it. They are the 
famous pipestone quarries. 

Mr. NELSON. I saw this very land. I have seen the pipe- 
stone quarries; and it seems to me a hundred thousand dollars 
for that section of land, which is practically good for nothing 
mp except for these pipestone rocks, is quite out of all propor- 
tion. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I will state that the Government has appro- 
priated a part of this land and has erected valuable schoo! build- 
ings thereon. The land is adjacent to the city of Pipestone, a 
prosperous city of some size. As I have heretofore stated, I 
have no other knowledge concerning the value of the land than 
that derived from the report. The agreement has been pend- 
ing for some time and the matter ought to be disposed of. 

Mr. NELSON. That is a small town of between two and three 
thousand people, and it is not a very growing town. This land 
is a piece of prairie, with nothing but this pipestone quarry on 
it, and it seems to me that a hundred thousand dollars for it is 
out of all proportion. I ask that the bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair is of opinion, the bill 
having been passed, that it is beyond the reach of a single ob- 

ection. 
i Mr. NELSON. I was not aware the bill had been passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been passed. 

Mr. NELSON. Then I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask the Senator from South Dakota in 
charge of the bill if he objects to having the vote by which the 
Senate passed the bill reconsidered? 

Mr. GAMBLE. No. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator does not? 

Mr. GAMBLE. No. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Then I have nothing to say. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Minnesota to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the bill will lie 
over. The next bill on the Calendar will be stated. 


EXTENSION OF GENESEO PLACE AND SUMMIT PLACE. 


The bill (S. 5246) to provide for the extension of Geneseo 
place, District of Columbia, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, page 1, line 3, before the 
word “days,” to strike out thirty“ and insert “ninety;” in 
line 10, after the word “southwesterly,” to strike out “and 
westerly direction to Eighteenth street, so as to connect with 
Summit place” and insert “direction in prolongation of its 
present lines and to extend Summit place in an. easterly direc- 
tion with a width of 40 feet to connect with said extension of 
Geneseo place, said extension of Summit place to be north of 
northerly line of lot 198 of Lanier Heights and said line ex- 
tended; so as to make the section read: 

That within ninety days after the passage of this act the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, authorized 
and directed to institute in the supreme court of the District of Colum- 
bia, sitting as a district court, by petition, particularly describing the 
lands to be taken, a proceeding in rem to condemn the land that may 
be necessary for the extension of Geneseo piace Lanier Heights NW., 
in said District. in a southwesterly direction in 8 on of its 
present lines and to extend Summit place in an easterly direction with 
a width of 40 feet to connect with said extension of Geneseo place, said 
extension of Summit place to be north of northerly line of lot 198 of 
Lanier Heights and said line extended; the name of Geneseo place to 
be changed to Summit place. . 7 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 2, line 9, after 
the word “said,” to strike out “street such amount thereof” 
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and insert “ streets;” and in line 20, after the word“ said,” to 
strike out “street: Provided, That if the aggregate amount of 
the benefits to be assessed, as determined by said jury pursu- 
ant to the provisions hereof, is less than one-half of the 
amount of the damages awarded for and in respect of the land 
condemned, the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may, 
in their discretion, reject the award and assessment of the jury, 
and all proceedings thereunder shall be null and yoid” and in- 
sert “streets. If the total amount of the damages awarded by 
the jury and the costs and expenses of the proceeding be in ex- 
cess of the total amount of the assessments for benefits, such 
excess shall be borne and paid by the District of Columbia; ” 
so as to make the section read: 
Sec. 2. That of the amount found to be due and awarded as dam- 
for and in respect of the land condemned for the extension of 
e said streets shall be assessed by the jury hereinafter provided as 
benefits, and to the extent of such benefits, against those pieces or 
parcels of ground on each side of said streets, and also against any 
or all pieces or parcels of land which may be benefited by the opon 
ing of said street as said jury may find said pieces or parcels of land 
will be bencfited ; and in determining the amounts to be assessed against 
said pieces or parcels of land the jury shall take into consideration the 
respective situations of such pieces or parcels of land and the benefits 
they may severally receive from the opening or extension of the said 
streets. If the total amount of the damages awarded by the jury and 
the costs and expenses of the proceeding be in excess of the total 
amount of the assessments for benefits, such excess shall be borne and 
paid by the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, page 4, to strike out 
the first word, “ street,” in line 9, and insert “ streets;” in line 
22, after the word “said,” to strike out “street” and insert 
“streets ;” and in line 1, page 5, after the word“ said,” to strike 
out “street ” and insert“ streets.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, page 5, line 8, after the 
word “ said,” to strike out “ street“ and insert“ streets.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, page 6, line 4, after the 
words “by the,” to strike out“ Treasurer of the United States, 
ex-officio commissioner of the sinking fund of the District of 
Colunibia, upon the warrant of the Commissioners of said Dis- 
trict, out of the revenues of the District of Columbia, and a 
sufficient sum to pay the amounts of said judgments and awards 
is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District of 
Columbia“ and insert “ disbursing officer of the District of Co- 
lumbia from moneys advanced to him by the Secretary of the 
Treasury upon requisitions of the Commissioners of said Dis- 
trict, as provided by law; and a sufficient sum to pay the 
amounts of said judgments and awards is hereby appropriated 
out of the revenues of the District of Columbia; so as to 
make the section read: 

Sec. 7. That when the verdict of said - 
fied and confirmed by the court, as 5 9 the: saponins 
money awarded and adjudged to be payable for lands taken under the 

rovisions hereof shall be paid to the owners of said land by the dis- 
J a gg BO 
missioners of said District, as provided by ine and a sufficient eam 


to pay the amounts of said judgments and awards is hereb - 
ated out of the revenues of the District of Columbia. 7-eppropri 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, page 8, line 4. 
after the word “such,” to strike out “street” and insert 
“ streets; ” and in line 7, after the word “said,” to strike out 
“ street” and insert “ streets.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed: 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to provide for 
the extension of Geneseo place and Summit place, District of 
Columbia.” 

HENRY 0. BASSETT. 

The bill (S. 4823) for the relief of Henry O. Bassett, heir of 
Henry Opeman Bassett, deceased, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Henry O. Bassett, 
sole surviving heir of Henry Opeman Bassett, deceased, the sum 
of $142.59. > 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

INHABITANTS OF PORTO RICO. 

The bill (S. 2620) to provide that the inhabitants of Porto 
Rico shall be citizens of the United States was announced as the 
next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. Let this bill, which will give rise to debate, be 
sent to the Calendar under Rule IX, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from 
Maine the bill will go to the Calendar under Rule IX. 


ACQUISITION OF LAND FOR PUBLIC PARKS. 


The bill (S. 5201) to acquire certain land in the District of 
Columbia as an addition to Rock Creek Park was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia with amendments. 

The first amendment of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia was, in section 2, page 2, line 3, after the word “ ac- 
quired,” to insert “and the location of proposed new streets ;” 
so as to read: 


Sec. 2. That the Chief of bes oper ip of the United States Army and 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, hereinafter referred to 
as the board of control of Rock Creek Park, shall cause to be made an 
accurate map of said pieces and parcels of land showing the location, 
quantity, and character of each piece and parcel of private property to 
be acquired, and the location of oe new streets, which map shall 
be filed and recorded in the public records of the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, page 3, line 18, after 
the word “ therefrom,” to insert “ along the center of a proposed 
new street;” and in line 20, after the word “line,” to insert 
“following the center line of a proposed new street;” so as to 
read: 


Thence southeasterly and parallel to said center line of Cleveland ave- 
nue and 325 feet distant therefrom along the center of a proposed new 
street to the point where said line intersects the center line of Twenty- 
ninth street; thence southeasterly by reverse curved line, following the 
center line of a provas new street, to the intersection of the center 
line of Rock Creek drive. 2 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, page 6, line 7, after the 
word “plan,” to strike out “as 90 feet in width;” and in 
line 9, after the word “are,” to strike out “not;” and in the 
same line, after the words “ provided for,” to strike out” in said 
plan“ and insert herein;” so as to read: 


And shall, in addition to such conveyance and dedication and in the 
same deed, enter into an agreement to establish building-restriction 
lines to agree with the street lines, as shown on said highway plan, or 
where any new street or streets are provided for herein, the said 
building-restriction lines to be of a width of 15 feet adjacent to the 
dedicated portion of the street, the intent of this act being that the 
width of such street or streets included within such building-restriction 
lines shall be 90 feet. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to insert as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec. 7. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is e di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase or condemnation, for the purpose o gror 
viding a reservation for a public park, the several parcels of ground in 
the District of Columbia included between Euclid street, Columbia 
avenue or Fifteenth street, W street or Florida avenue, and Sixteenth 
street extended, in Hall and Elvan's subdivision of Meridian Hill, con- 
taining in the aggre te 437,000 square feet, more or less; and to pay 
for the said land and premises so taken, and the improvements thereon, 
the sum of $550,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury of the United States 
not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That one-half of the said sum 
of $550,000, or so much thereof as may be expended, shall be reimbursed 
to the Treasury of the United States out of the revenues of the Dis- 


trict of Columbia, in four equal annual installments, with interest at 


the rate of 3 per cent per annum upon the deferred payments: 
And provided further, That one half of the sum that shall be annually 
appropriated and expended for the maintenance and improvement of 
said lands as a public park shall be charged against and paid out of 
the revenues of the District of Columbia, in the same manner now 
provided by law in respect to other appropriations for the District of 
Columbia, and the other half shall be appropriated out of the Treasury 
of the United States. In case said parcels of ground can not be ob- 
tained by purchase at a price satisfactory to said Secretary of the In- 
et the same shall be condemned in the manner hereinafter pre- 
scribed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to insert as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec. 8. That the Attorney-General, upon request of the Secretary of 
the Interior, is authorized and directed to make application to the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia, by petition, at a general or 
special term of said court, for an assessment of the value of said mar 
cels of ground, and said petition shall contain a particular description 
of the property required, with the name of the owner or owners thereof, 
and his, her, or their residence, as far as the same can be ascertained, 
and the said court is hereby authorized and required, upon such appli- 
cation, without delay, to notify the owners and occupants of each such 
parcel, and to ascertain and assess the value of the same by appointing 
three commissioners to appraise the values thereof and to return the as- 
sessment to the court; and when the values of such parcels are thus ascer- 
tained and the said Secretary of the Interior shall deem the same rea- 
sonable the sum or sums so ascertained shall be paid into said court for 
their use. That the fee simple of ne Geta? so appropriated for public 
use under the provisions hereof, and of which an appraisement shall 
have been made under the order and by direction of said court, shall 
apan ptr wre into the said court as aforesaid of the amount so ascer- 
tain 


United States, and the right of possession thereof, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


and assessed as to each parcel be thereupon vested fully in the 
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The next amendment was, to insert as a new section the fol- 
lowing: E 

Sec. 9. That the said court may direct the time and manner in which 
possession of the property condemned shall be taken or delivered, and 
may, if necessary, enforce any order or issue any process for giving 
possession. ‘The cost occasioned by the said condemnation proceedings 
shall be paid from the Treasury of the United States, out of any money 
not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That one-half of the said cost 
shall be reimbursed to the Treasury of the United States out of the 
revenues of the District of Columbia, in four equal annual installments, 
with interest at.the rate of 3 per cent per annum upon the deferred 
1 Other costs which may arise in the said p shall 
paid as the court may direct. 
The amendment was agreed to. . 
The next amendment was, to insert as a new section the fol- 
lowing: i 

Sec. 10. That whenever and as title to the several parcels of such 
real estate shall be acquired as aforesaid and the same shall be rea: 
for delivery, and the sufficiency thereof shall be certified by the Attor- 
ney-Gene of the United States, the Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby authorized and directed, upon the requisition of the said Secre- 
tary of the Interior, to pay into court the condemnation price of such 
property, parcel by parcel. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, to insert as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 


Sec. 11. That the publie park authorized and established by this act 
shall be under the joint control of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia and the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to acquire cer- 
tain land in the District of Columbia as an addition to Rock 
Creek Park and in Hall and Elvan’s subdivision of Meridian 
Hill for a public park.” 

ADMINISTRATION OF RECLAMATION ACT. 


The bill (H. R. 17833) providing for the administration of 
the operations of the act of Congress approved June 17, 1902, 
known as the “reclamation act,” was announced as the next 
business in order on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair calls the attention of 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. ĢALLINGER] to the bill 
just announced. There is a memorandum on the bill stating 
that the Senator from New Hampshire, among others, desired 
to be present when the bill came up. The name of the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. McCuarser] also appears. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the bill would better go over, Mr. 
President. I haye an objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over, retaining 
its place on the Calendar. 


BOUNDARY LINE OF ROCK CREEK PARK. 


The bill (S. 823) to rectify the boundary line of Rock Creek 
Park was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

CAPTURED AND ABANDONED PROPERTY. 


The bill (S. 1751) to revive and amend an act to provide for 
the collection of captured and abandoned property and the pre- 
vention of frauds in insurrectionary districts within the United 
States and acts amendatory thereof was announced as the next 
business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the bill go over. 

Mr. KEAN. Let it go to the Calendar under Rule IX. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Under Rule IX; that is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go to the Calendar 
under Rule IX. 

CHILD LABOR IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The bill (H. R. 17838) to regulate the employment of child 
labor in the District of Columbia was announced as the next 
business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, let the bill go over, retaining its 
place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from 
West Virginia, the bill will go over, retaining its place. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I moye that the bill be taken up, notwith- 
standing the objection of the Senator from West Virginia. There 
is no child-labor law in the District of Columbia. This is a 
model bill. It has been objected to two or three times. It has 
passed the House, and is unanimously reported from the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor in the Senate. I move that the 
bill be taken up, notwithstanding the objection of the Senator 
from West Virginia. 


Mr. NELSON. I make the point of order that the motion is 
not in order. We agreed by unanimous consent to proceed with 
the Calendar and to take up only unobjected bills. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion that the 
motion to proceed to the consideration of the bill, notwith- 
standing the objection, is in order under the rule. The question 
is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Idaho that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill just announced, 
notwithstanding the objection. [Putting the question.] In the 
opinion of the Chair the ayes have it. 


Mr. SCOTT. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia 
demands the yeas and nays. Is there a second? 


Mr. BACON. Is it in order to ask for the reading of the pill 
for information? 


Mr. LODGE. It is the child-labor bill, which was up at the 
last session of Congress. 

Mr. BACON. I understand. 

Mr. LODGE. And it was then read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Georgia? The Chair hears none, and the 
Secretary will read the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. It is the bill which passed the House. 

Mr. BACON. I should like, before voting on the question 
of consideration, to know what are the terms of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill at 
the request of the Senator from Georgia. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest that the amendment of the com- 
mittee, which is to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert, be read. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 


The SECRETARY. The amendment reported by the Committee 
on Education and Labor is to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert: 


~ That no child under 14 years of age shall be emplo itted, or 
suffered to work in the District of Columbia in aay 8 
mercantile establishment, store, business office, telegraph office, restau- 
rant, hotel, apartment house, theater, bowling alley, or in the distribu- 
tion or transmission of merchandise or m or selling newspapers. 
No such child shall be employed in any work performed for wages or 
other compensation, to whomsoever payable, during the hours when the 
public schools of the District of Columbia are in session, nor before 
— . of 6 o'clock in the morning or after the hour of 7 o'clock in 

e evening. 

See. 2. ‘That no child under 16 years of age shall be employed, per- 
mitted, or suffered to work in the District of Columbia in any of the 
establishments named in section 1, unless the person or corporation em- 
ploying him procures and keeps on file and accessible to the Inspectors 
authorized by this act and the truant officers of the District of Colum- 
bia an age and schooling certificate, and keeps two complete lists of all 
such children employed therein, one on file and one conspicuously posted 
poar Da principal entrance of the building in which such children are 
employ 

Bc. 3. That an age and schooling certificate shall be approved only 
by the superintendent of public schools, or by a person authorized by 
him in writing, who shall have authority to administer the oath pro- 
vided for therein, but no fee shall be charged therefor. 

Sec. 4. That an age and schooling certificate shall not be approved 
unless 5 evidence is furnished by duly attested transcript of 
tne certificate of birth or baptism of such child, or other religious ree- 
ord, or the register of birth or the afidavit of the mt or guardian 
or custodian of a child, which affidavit shall be eee 8 ed, however, only 
in case such last-mentioned transcript of the certificate of birth be not 
procured and filed, showing the place and date of birth of such child, 
which affidavit must be taken ‘ore the officer issuing the emp!oyment 
certificate, who is hereby authorized and uired to administer such 
oath, and who shall not demand or receive a fee therefor. 

Sec. 5. That the age and schooling certificate of a child under 16 
years of age shall be in the following form: 


AGE AND SCHOOLING CERTIFICATE. 


This certifies that I am the (father, mother, guardian, or custodian 
of (name of child) and that (he or she) was born at (name A 


town or go in the county (name of county, if known) 
and State (or country) 9 on the day (day and year of 
birth and is now (number of and months} old. 


) 

be, Sapa of (father, mother, guardian, or custodian). 

(Date. 

There 1 appeared before me the above- named (name of per- 
son signing) and made oath that the foregoing certificate b. 
(him or her) signed is true to the best of (his or her) knowledge an 
belief. I hereby approve the foregoing certificate of (name of child) 

, height (feet and inches) eyes om) com- 
plexion (fair or dark) „ hair (color) „ having no sufficient 
reason to doubt that (he or she) is of the age therein certified, I hereby 
certify that (he or she) can read at sight and can write legibly simple 
sentences in the English language, and that (he or she) has reached 
the normal development of a child of (his or her) age, and is in sound 
health and is physically able to perform the work which (be or she) 
intends to do, and that (he or she) has regularly attended the public 
schools, or a school equivalent thereto, for not less than one hundred 
and thirty days during the school year previous to arriving at the age 
of 14 years, or during the year previous to applying for such school 
record, and has received during such period instruction in reading. spell- 
ing, writing. English grammar, and geography, and is familiar with the 
fundamental operations of arithmetic, to and including fractions. 

This certificate belongs to (name of child in whose behalf it is 
drawn) and is to be surrendered to (him or her) when- 
ever (he or she) leaves the service of the corporation or employer hold- 
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ing the same; but if not claimed by said child within thirty days from 
-such time it shall be returned to the superintendent of schools. 


(Signature of person authorized to approve and sign, with official 
0 * 5 or authority.) 
ate. 

A duplicate of each age and schooling certificate shall be filled out 
and kept on file by the superintendent of public schools. Any explana- 
ba matter may printed with such certificate, in the discretion of 
said superintendent, 

Sec. 6. That whoever employs a child tinder 16 years of age, and 
whoever having under his control a child under such age permits such 
child to be employed, in violation of sections 1, 2, 8, or 9 of this act, 
shall, for such offense, be fined not more than $50; and whoever con- 
tinues to employ any child in violation of any of said sections of this 
act, after be notified by an inspector authorized by this act, or a 
truant officer of the District of Columbia, shall for every day thereafter 
that such employment continues be fined not less than $5 nor more 
than $20. A failure to produce to an inspector authorized by this act, 
or a truant officer of the District of Columbia, any age or schooling 
certificate or list required by this act shall be prima facie evidence of 
illegal employment of any person whose uge and schooling certificate 
is not produced or whose name is not so listed. Any corporation or 
employer retaining any age and schooling certificate in violation of sec- 
tion 5 of this act shall be fined $10. very person authorized to sign 
the certificate prescribed by section 5 of this act who knowingly cer- 
anes 380. materially false statement therein shall be fined not more 

an 

Sec. 7. That inspectors authorized by this act and the truant officers 
of the District of Columbia may visit the factories, workshops, and 
mercantile establishments in the District of Columbia and ascertain 
whether any minors are employed therein contrary to the provisions of 
this act, and they shall report any cases of such illegal employment to 
the superintendent of public schools and the corporation counsel of the 
District of Columbia. Inspectors authorized by this act and the truant 
officers of the District of Columbia way require that the age and school- 
ing certificates and lists provided for in this act of minors 5 in 
such factories, workshops, or mercantile establishments shail be pro- 
duced for their inspection. 

Sac. 8. That no minor under 16 years of age shall be employed, per- 
mitted, or suffered to work in any manufacturing, mechanical, or mer- 
cantile establishment more than eight hours in any one day, or before 
the hour of 6 o'clock antemeridian, or after the hour of 7 o'clock post- 
riches rg and in no case shall the number of hours exceed forty-eight in 
a week, 

Sec. 9. That every employer shall post in a conspicuous place in every 
room where such persons are employed a printed notice, stating the num- 
ber of hours uired of them on each day of the week, the hours of com- 
mencing and stopping work, and the hours when the time or times 
allowed for dinner or for other meals begin and end. The printed form 
of such notice shall be furnished by the inspectors authorized by this 
act and the truant officers of the District of Columbia, and the employ- 
ment of any such person for a longer time in any day than that so 
stated shall be deemed a violation of this section. 

Sec, 10. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby 
authorized to appoint two inspectors to carry out the purposes of this 
act, at a compensation not exceeding $1,200 each per annum. 


Mr. DUBOIS. I ask that the report of the committee also be 
read. It is short. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion that that is 
not in order, except by unanimous consent. Is there objection to 
the request that the report of the committee shall be read? The 
Chair hears none. The Secretary will read the report. 

The Secretary read the report, submitted by Mr. DoLLIVER May 
3, 1906, as follows: 


The Committee on Education and Labor, having had under consid- 
eration House bill 17838, report the same to the Senate with the recom- 
mendation that Senate bill 5665 be substituted therefor, with certain 
amendments, as follows: 

In line 4, after the word “ work,” on page 1, insert the words “in 
the District of Columbia;” and after the word “ message,” on page 1, 
line 8. strike ont the words “or in the Senate or House of Representa- 
tives“ and insert “or selling 9 also on page 2; after the 
word “ work," in line 1, insert “in the District of Columbia.’ 

With these amendments the committee recommends the substitution 
of the Senate bill, introduced by Mr. Dunors, for the bill passed by 
the House of Representatives and that the House bill so amended do 


pass. 
These bills have a common object; they have been framed for the 
urpose of protecting children of immature years against the evils and 
emptations incident to the various arcane cons in which they are now 
engaged in the District of Columbia. t present the District is en- 
tirely without legal restrictions upon child labor, and the result is that 
hundreds of children under 16 years of age bave been crowded into all 
sorts of occupations, many of them detrimental to the morals of the 
children and all of them inimical to our system of public education. It 
is found that there are 700 children in the District of Columbia under 
16 years of age who work in the daytime and try to secure their educa- 
tion in the night schools. The records of the probation officer of the 
District ‘indicate that in the last three months 300 children under 16 
hake of age who had been employed in various occupations in the city 
ave passed under the jurisdiction of those appointed to take care of 
child criminals. In the ju ent of the committee, it is a reproach to 
the government of the District of Columbia that its children of tender 
ears should be left to the night schools for education and to the crim- 
inal courts for discipline and control. 
many. of the occupations of children in the District of Columbia are 
in their nature such as to bring those who pursue them under in- 
fluences which tend to destroy their moral character, as well as to de- 
paye aan of the opportunity of education and the advantages of home 
nin, 


g. 

It is the object of this law to prevent the employment of children 
under 14 years of age in factorles, workshops, mercantile establish- 
ments, business offices, telegraph offices, restaurants, hotels, apartment 
houses, theaters, bowling alleys, messenger services, or in the sale of 
newspapers. As to these occupations, the prohibitions of this proposed 
statute are full and complete. This bill seeks to prevent altogether 
the 8 of children under 14 in those occupations which under- 
mine their strength or expose them to temptations and moral danger. 
The bill goes further, and seeks to prevent. children under 16 years of 
age from ing in the oaen paMon before mentioned at such times 
as interfere with the school duties of such children; and as to children 
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under 16 years of age, night work is prohibited and the hours of labor 


lated. i 
his bill is based upon a broad consideration of the social welfare of 
the community. It is modeled upon the State legislation which has 

roved most efficient and passed the scrutiny of the courts. It involves 

th a labor question and a problem of public morality. The intrusion 
of young children into breadwinning occupation is an injustice to the 
army of workers who are charged with the support of families. It is 
also an injustice to those whose taxes maintain the public school sys- 
tem. A community which expends the vast sum required for the main- 
tenance of the public schools of Washington has a right to require that 
children of school age give their attention to the studies which fit them 
for a useful life. Night schools for children who ought to be at home 
n are a barbarism, unfit for the countenance of the capital of the 
United States, 

More important, however, than the labor question and the school 
question involved in the N of children for wages is the ques- 
tion of the moral ruin of hundreds and thousands of boys and girls 
who, under proper surroundings, might grow up into useful members 
of society. hat effect upon the children themselves does this un- 
timely bearing of the burdens of life haye? Dr. Henry J. Harris, sec- 
retary of the citizens’ child labor committee of the District of Colum- 
bia, stated before your committee that in the last three months 300 
children less than 16 years of age have graduated in this city from the 
care of employers to the guardianship of the criminal courts. Such a 
condition of 8 is intolerable anywhere, and least of all in the 
District of Columbia, where Congress is the sole legislative authority. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there a second to the demand of 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr] for the yeas and 
nays? 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. HALE. What is the question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On agreeing to the motion of the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Duros] to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill, notwithstanding the objection. 

Mr. HALE. I thought the Senate gave unanimous consent 
that it would proceed to the consideration of unobjected bills 
on the Calendar under Rule VIII. When that agreement has 
been made by the Senate it has never, as far as my knowledge 
goes, been departed from. That agreement cuts off such a 
motion, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is a matter, in the opinion 
of the Chair, for the Senate to determine upon the motion. 

Mr. HALE. But what is the force of an agreement of the 
Senate that it shall proceed to the consideration of unobjected 
bills? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is a matter to be addressed 
to the judgment of the Senate. The Secretary will call the roll 
on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I haye no interest in this bill; 
but I give notice that hereafter when the Senate agrees unani- 
mously to proceed to the consideration of the Calendar under 
Rule VIII for action upon unobjected cases, I shall insist upon 
the agreement. It isno use to make the agreement if any Sena- 
tor has a right to move to proceed to the consideration of a bill 
when it is reached and objected to. That course would take 
away the entire scope and effect of the agreement that the Sen- 
ate shall consider unobjected bills. We have done that for 
years, and in that way we make progress. Otherwise, when 
any bill is reached, if a Senator desires to make a’ motion to 
proceed to its consideration, he can make it, and he can do that 
unless the Senate by unanimous consent has agreed to take up 
only unobjected cases. I leaye that to the Chair. 

Mr. LODGE. If there was a unanimous-consent agree- 
ment that we should consider only unobjected cases, it seems 
to me very clear that no friend of the bill (and I am a very 
strong friend of the bill) would desire to press the motion 
at this time. The Calendar is a short one. It will be fin- 
ished, I think, very soon, for there are many measures on it 
that will go over under objection, and then this motion can 
be made. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is an agreement to take up an- 
other bill at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. LODGE. I believe there is an agreement to take up 
another bill at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. KEAN. It is the unfinished business. 1 

Mr. LODGE. It is the unfinished business. In any event, 
this is hardly a practical question at this time. But I sug- 
gest to the Senator from Idaho that if there was unanimous 
consent given it would be better not to press the motion at 
this time, for we never wish to interfere with a unanimous- 
consent agreement. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I of course do not desire 
to antagonize the friends of this bill, who are almost the 
entire Senate, but I wish to call attention to the fact that I 
desire to have the bill called up. It has been objected to and 
the passage of it prevented two or three times in the Senate. 
I have no desire to prevent other Senators from haying bills 
to which there is no objection passed, and I will therefore 
withdraw my motion. 1 can renew it soon. 

Mr. LODGE. Let me suggest to the Senator from Idaho 
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that he give notice now that on Thursday morning (as there 
are special orders for to-morrow and Wednesday), immedi- 
ately after the routine morning business, he will move to take 


up this bill. I think we ought to do it. I think it is a bill 
that ought to be pressed to a vote. I suggest Thursday, or 
any day that is agreeable to the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to say that I know nothing whatever 
about this bill. I did not even know what the bill was. I 
only invoked the unanimous agreement of the Senate. 

Mr, BACON. Mr. President, I wish to ask the attention of 
the Senator from Maine to a suggestion. I quite agree with 
him, of course, that wherever there is a unanimous-consent agree- 
ment it should be most scrupulously observed. 

Under a unanimous-consent agreement to proceed to the con- 
sideration of unobjected cases, unless that unanimous consent 
goes further and specifies the limit of time within which the 
unanimous consent shall be in force, it can always be set aside 
by the motion of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
any other matter, thus terminating the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment. Otherwise, if the contention of the Senator is ‘correct, 
when the Senate has once agreed by unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of unobjected cases on the Calendar, 
there will be no possibility during the remainder of that sitting 
to proceed to the consideration of any other measure. 

It seems to me that a unanimous-consent agreement, without 
any time being specified during which the Senate will continue 
the consideration of unobjected cases, simply means that the 
Senate will continue in the consideration of unobjected cases 
until the Senate otherwise orders, and whenever the Senate, 
upon motion, proceeds to take up another bill it is equivalent to 
an order to terminate the unanimous-consent agreement. Of 
course it is not a practical question to-day, and I only state it in 
order that it may not be drawn into a precedent hereafter. I 
think the view which I present is the correct one. 

Mr. HALE. On the contrary, it has always been the practice 
of the Senate, in order to get bills through to which there is no 
objection, to continue the operation of the unanimous-consent 
agreement until 2 o’clock. It can not go further than that, be- 
cause then the regular business comes up. I have never known, 
in my experience here, when such an agreement has been made, 
that it did not run until 2 o'clock. After that, of course, other 
business comes up. 

Mr. BACON. I simply desire to say, in response to the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Maine, that a request to proceed to 
the consideration of unobjected cases on the Calendar is very 
frequently made after 2 o’clock. So in the consideration of this 
as a parliamentary question that limitation, as suggested by the 
Senator, would not necessarily control. 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated by the Secretary. 3 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 5133) to promote the safety of 
employees and travelers upon railroads by limiting the hours of 
service of employees thereon. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask unanimous consent that the un- 
finished business be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


CHILD LABOR IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. DUBOIS. I move to proceed to the consideration of 
House bill 17838. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho moves to 
proceed to the consideration of a bill the title of which will be 
read by the Secretary. 

The Secrerary. A bill (H. R. 17838) to regulate the employ- 
ment of child labor in the District of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Idaho. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the committee 
was agreed to as in Committee of the Whole and the bill re- 
ported to the Senate. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Connecticut (Mr. BRANDE- 
GEE) to the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HALE. I simply wish to say that I have no opposition 
whatever to the bill, and the course that has been taken is pre- 
cisely in accordance with the custom of the Senate. The Sena- 
tor after 2 o'clock had a right undoubtedly to make his motion. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, in anything that I may say in 
opposition to this bill I do not want to have it construed that I 
am opposed to the education of the children of this country. 


ERE ee ee ee .. ae ee ey ĩ ee ele eee 


Many boys, one of whom I happened to be in my youth, have 
had to make their living long before 16 years of age, and many 
a boy has had to support his aged mother and, perhaps, younger 
niaren: Many a boy has to receive an education at a night 
school. 

Mr. President, as I understand the pending bill and its opera- 
tion, you are going to compel boys to desist from labor. You 
are going to place them in a position where they will not be 
allowed to earn anything for the support of themselves or their 
families. You propose to say that they shall go to school. 

I think if gentlemen will take the trouble to investigate they 
will find that at the present time the schools in this city are in 
no condition to take into the lower grades the boys and girls 
who are classed in this bill as being compelled to attend school. 
Many of the grades in many of the schools are so full now 
that children are not able to attend even half a day, and they 
are compelled to remain at home. a 

You may talk about the morals of the boys and girls under 
16 being ruined. I ask the Senator from Idaho what possible 
legislation could be passed that would lead, I might say, to 
more direct immorality on the part of the girls and boys than 
being compelled by this law to remain idle and yet unable to 
attend school? 

Mr. President, I wish to say that in my experience as an em- 
ployer of labor it has been my privilege to educate four boys at 
night schools. The four boys educated at night schools—and 
they were orphans, with the exception, perhaps, of two, who 
had widowed mothers—started at very low wages, and I ar- 
ranged for them to attend night schools. Out of these four 
boys I got three good ones—a pretty good average I think 
Senators will conclude. 

One of them was for seven years manager of the factory that 
I am president of, until he died, a year ago. He was earning a 
salary of $3,000 a year when he died. He educated his family 
and cared for his wife and had a comfortable home. The pres- 
ent manager of my factory was a German boy whom I sent to 
night school, who cared for three orphan sisters and one little 
brother, his father and mother being dead. He was only 11 
years of age when he came to me, and to-day he is managing 
and caring for the factory with between 750 and 800 people in 
it. I am glad that the factory and the company that I repre- 
sent are able to pay him a handsome salary. He lives in a 
three-story brick building, surrounded by his happy family, and 
it was due to his own exertions and his education in a night 
school that he is able to occupy the position he holds to-day. 

If by legislation you had compelled that boy to remain idle on 
the streets, what would haye been his condition? In all proba- 
bility he would have been a loafer, unable to care for himself 
and his family. 

I say, Mr. President, that this bill, ironclad as it is, compelling 
children to remain idle, would do them the greatest injustice 
this Senate could possibly inflict. What will become of our 
pages here in front of you? You could not employ a boy as a 
page. You will have to get pages over 16 years of age in the 
Senate Chamber. These boys are earning something for their 
mothers and fathers, perhaps, and at the same time they are 
acquiring an education in a way. You would debar them. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr, SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from West Virginia to the fact that the bill is so amended as to 
be no longer applicable to the pages. 

Mr. SCOTT. In what way, I ask the Senator? 
stand the bill, it says “ under 16 years of age.” 

Mr. DOLLIVER. But it specifies the occupations. 

Mr. SCOTT. And this is one that is omitted? 

Mr. DOLLIVER.- The original bill included the pages of the 
two Houses of Congress, but the committee on consideration 
felt that that was not a desirable provision of the bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. I would ask the Senator, why except these 
youths? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The advantages that are derived from our 
society are supposed to reimburse them. 

Mr. SCOTT. What they may absorb in associating with us, I 
presume. 

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator from West Virginia will 
permit me, I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa what 
other classes of employment are grouped with the pages of the 
two Houses? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will say to the Senator that the em- 
ployments in which the labor of young children is prohibited 
are specifically mentioned in the first section of the bill, and 
the bill is applicable only to those prohibited employments. 


As I under- 
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They constitute a list including factories, workshops, mer- 
cantile establishments, stores, business offices, telegraph offices, 


restaurants, apartment houses, theaters, bowling alleys, the 
distribution or transmission of merchandise or messages, and 
the selling of newspapers. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West 
Virginia yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I ask the Senator from Iowa, 
the chairman of the committee, whether the next paragraph 
would not bar the pages of the Senate, where the bill says: 


No such child shall be employed in any work performed for wages 
or other compensation, to whomsoever payable, during the hours 
when the public schools of the District of Columbia are in session. 


Mr. SCOTT. It was my impression that they were barred. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Most of the pages, I think, are not eligible 
to attend the -public schools here, as they have been brought 
here from their States. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Iowa, the chairman of the committee, where the provision is in 
the Senate amendment excluding the pages from the operation 
of the law? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The original bill gave a list of prohibited 
occupations, and among the prohibited occupations was employ- 
ment in the Senate or the House of Representatives. The com- 
mittee in redrafting that section omitted the prohibition as ap- 
plied to the Senate and House of Representatives. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. They are still included in the gen- 
eral terms of the bill. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I think not. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It seems to me the suggestion made by 
the Senator from Wyoming is sound, that the general provisions 
of the bill would necessarily exclude these young boys from sery- 
ice here. I do not know whether that is wise or unwise, but I 
think that would be the operation of the law. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I am very sorry indeed that the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusors] called up this bill to-day. I 
was not prepared to have it taken up at this time, supposing it 
would go over under an objection ; but being forced into the con- 
sideration of the bill, I have in a very feeble way given some of 
the reasons why I object to it. 

Mr. President, there is a good deal of reform, moral preaching 
on honesty, and so forth, that appears to be abroad in the land. 
A gentleman by the name of Markham, writing a magazine arti- 
ele not long ago, said that he had visited the glasshouses and 
had seen children—boys and girls—with emaciated forms, with 
their eyes, as it were, protruding from their sockets, all due to 
overwork. He spoke of their little bodies being blistered by the 
hot furnaces, and a lot more of that kind of magazine stuff, for 
it is nothing but stuff. 

I have been engaged in the manufacture of glass for thirty- 
five years and over, Mr. President, and if Mr. Markham had 
come to my factory to see the boys employed there he would 
have found an entirely different class from those he has de- 
scribed. He would have found an active, energetic set, ready to 
play leapfrog, catch, and hide and seek, and everything else; 
and in addition he would have found them singing songs in the 
factory, the latest production of some comic opera. He would 
not see anything like that which he described in his magazine 
article. 

I am under the impression that he was not in a glass factory 
at all. If he was, he misrepresented the conditions prevailing 
there. The glasshouse boy of to-day becomes the glass manu- 
facturer of to-morrow. There is scarcely a manufacturer of 
glass in the city of Pittsburg, or in the Ohio Valley, so far as 
my knowledge goes—and I know the majority of them—who did 
not commence to learn his trade, as it were, starting from what 
we call “warming-in boys,” “sticking-up” and “ carrying-in” 
boys, and so forth, which are familiar phrases to the glass manu- 
facturer. They were boys who saved their money; boys who 
learned their trade well, and in the course of a few years be- 
came manufacturers. 

As I stated a moment ago, to-day two-thirds of the men en- 
gaged in the manufacture of glass have conie from the factory— 
boys who learned their trade while they were earning good 
wages, boys who earned from a dollar to a dollar and a half a 
day. We do not employ anybody in our factory under 14 years 
of age, because we now have a State-law which forbids it; but 
the description by this magazine writer of the boys employed in 
glass factories is absolutely absurd. Such absurdities mislead 
the public and cause much mischief. ` 


I would be very sorry, Mr. President, if we should deprive 


the boys and the girls of the District of Columbia of the oppor- 
tunity of earning a livlihood and compel them to loaf on the 
streets, acquire bad habits, such as smoking cigarettes and the 
like, when it is impossible to get a majority of them into the 
public schools owing to their crowded condition. If gentlemen 
are so anxious to haye this bill become a law, I ask them to wait 
until we can provide the facilities in our schools for taking care 
of the boys and girls who will be thrown idle upon the streets 
by its passage. I am not opposed, as I said at the beginning of 
my remarks, to the education of the youth of the land. But I 
am opposed to the bill as it now stands. I will gladly vote for 
it if it is amended as proposed by the Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. Pires]. With this amendment it would read, on page 7, 
line 3, after the word “age,” “who is not wholly dependent 
upon his own labor or who is not the sole support of a disabled 
father, or a widowed, mother, or of a younger brother or sisters.” 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. Scorr] seems to me to prove too much. He argues that 
it would be a hardship to compel children to go to school be- 
cause they might be used to support their families and them- 
selyes. If that is true, and that argument is sound, there ought 
to be no child-labor law on any statute book, and we should leave 
eunen unrestrained to earn their living and go without edu- 
cation. 

The Senator describes to us boys to whom he has shown his 
generosity and kindness, speaks of their success, and attributes 
it to the night schools which they were enabled to attend—in 
other words, their education and not their ignorance was* the 
ground of their success. 

Finally, the Senator says the schools of Washington are insuffi- 
cient to accommodate all the children of school age, and there- 
fore we should allow a certain number of them to run about the 
streets or to earn money at all hours and seasons of the day. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. They would have to run about the streets if this 
bill became a law, because they could not be cared for in the 
schools. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I somewhat doubt the fact; but 
at all events I have no doubt of what our duty is in these prem- 
ises. 

There is nothing new, Mr. President, in these efforts to protect 
children. The laws limiting the hours of labor for women and 
children are of an old date in England, and.go back to their 
factory acts passed in the forties and the fifties. Those factory 
acts or similar acts were brought forward in the early fifties in 
my State by my late colleague, Mr. Hoar. It is generally recog- 
nized in all civilized communities that there should be proper 
legislation protecting the children of the community, boys and 
girls who are growing up, and giving them that education on 

which, according to our American belief, the safety of the coun- 
try and of the State rests. 

Now, Mr. President, there is nothing new in this bill which it 
is proposed to apply to the District of Columbia. ‘The provisions 
of this bill are taken from the laws of my own State and from 
the laws of New York and of Ohio very largely. Last year when 
the subject first came up in the Senate I took occasion to exam- 
ine the laws of Maine and of Vermont, meaning to examine the 
laws of all the New England States. In those two States I 
found ample provision under their truant laws to make it cer- 
tain that the children of those States should go to school when 
they were under 14 years of age, and should not be deprived of 
that great opportunity by being compelled to labor. I speak 
out of the experience of my own State, where we have very 
strong restrictive laws in regard to child labor. My State is a 
prosperous State. 

Mr. FRYE. What is the limit in your State? 

Mr. LODGE. Fourteen years. 

Mr. FRYE. This, I think, is 16 years. 

Mr. LODGE. No; I beg the Senator’s pardon, it is 14 years 
in the Senate bill. 

Mr. FRYE. I thought it was 16. 

Mr. LODGE. No; 14 in the Senate bill. The same provision 
that is in the Massachusetts law is in this bill, if my memory 
serves me, that between the ages of 14 and 16 a child can only 
be allowed to work at a trade or in a factory if he has a certifi- 
cate from the proper school authorities that he has attended 
school before the age of 14. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. I wish to ask the Senator whether the law 
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of Massachusetts as it applies to factories is as broad as this 
proposed act? A 

Mr. LODGE. The law of Massachusetts is as broad as this 
proposed act. I haye not made a side-by-side comparison, but 
I know it has the same provisions about child labor of all 
sorts, and as I have read this bill it seemed to me, speaking 
from memory, that it had been copied pretty closely from the 
provisions of the Massachusetts law. 

Mr. CARMACK. Is this act broad enough to prevent children 
under 14 years of age being engaged in any employment during 
school sessions? 

Mr. LODGE. During school sessions; and that is the Massa- 
chusetts law in substance. It is also the law of New York and 
of Ohio, from which, I think I am correct in saying, this bill is 
also taken. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator is speaking of the Massachu- 
setts law. I want to know if there are any exceptions in that 
law to any kind of employment of children under 14 years of 
age? 

Mr. LODGE. Under the Massachusetts law? 

Mr. WARREN. Yes. < 

Mr. LODGE. I do not now recall any, but I could not answer 
a question of that sort without having the statute before me. 
I think I have a copy of the education law in my committee 
room. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I should be glad to have in- 
formation on that point. I want to know if the law of that 
State or of any other State prohibits children under a certain 
age from every kind of employment, under any kind of cir- 
cumstances, and if so, how it has worked? 

Mr. LODGE. It certainly prohibits them from the employ- 
ments enumerated in the act or in the Senate amendment of 
the act. 

Mr. WARREN. Yes; but it seems to me that there are others 
not mentioned here. The question is whether it applies to all 
labor under the second portion of the section of the bill now be- 
fore us which prohibits them from being employed in any kind 
of labor. 

Mr. LODGE. They are prohibited from all night work what- 
eyer, There is an enumeration made. 

Mr. WARREN. The language of the amendment is: 

No such child shall be employed in any work performed for wages 
or other compensation, to whomsoever payable, during the hours when 
the public schocls of the District of Columbia are in session, nor 


before the hour of 6 o'clock in the morning or after the hour of 7 
o'clock in the evening. - 


Mr. LODGE. Certainly; that is the law of Massachusetts, I 
know. 

Mr. WARREN. That is, no child of 14 years of age shall be 
employed in any occupation or yocation whatever during school 
hours. 

Mr. LODGE. During school hours. 

Mr. WARREN. Yes; during school hours. 

Mr. LODGE. The theory being that every child under 14 
during those hours ought to be in the public schools. 

When the Senator interrupted me I was saying that we have 
had these laws in Massachusetts for some time. There have 
been, as there always are, many efforts to evade these laws in 
the manufacturing towns. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 
tion? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Massachusetts whether it is true that there is not seating 
eapacity in the public schools of the District of Columbia for 
all the children of school age under the age of 14? 

Mr. LODGE. That I do not know, but if such a condition as 
that exists it ought to be remedied. But that has nothing to do 
with the merits of this bill, if the Senator will permit me. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It seems to me that it has a good 
deal to do with the merits of the bill. I merely asked for in- 
formation, because, if that condition exists, the children who 
can not be accommodated in the schools are thrown upon the 
streets if they can not be employed. , 

Mr. LODGE. It seems to me that we are proceeding in a 
vicious circle if we say if there are not sufficient schools we will 
not pass a law to prevent child labor. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The Senator misunderstood me. 
I was not arguing in a circle. I was simply asking the Senator 


May I ask the Senator a ques- 


if he had information as to the condition of the schools in this 
particular. 

Mr. LODGE. I have not got a report of the District schools, 
but I have here an abstract of the acts of Massachusetts, pre- 
pared for the use of the district police, who are called upon to 
enforce the child-labor laws. 

Nr. BACON. 


Mr. President 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. LODGE. I do. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to offer an amend- 
ment so that he may address himself to it in the course of his 
remarks? It is very short. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly; I have no objection. 

Mr. BACON. It is to strike out one word and insert another. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Georgia that there is an amendment pending. 

Mr. BACON. I ask, then, that my proposed amendment may 
be read, Mr. President, for information, to be offered at the 
proper time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment intended to be 
proposed by the Senator from Georgia will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 7, line 3, of section 1 of the amend- 
ment, before the word “years,” it is proposed to strike out 
“ fourteen ” and insert “twelve; “ so as to read: 

That no child under 12 years of age shall be employed, etc. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. LODGE. I do. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Massachusetts if it is contemplated by this act, if it be enacted 
into law, to cover the case of the boys who act as pages in the 
House of Representatives and Senate? 

Mr. LODGE. That I do not know. I am not on the com- 
mittee in charge of the bill. I was addressing myself to the 
general question of child labor. I see no reason, unless ar- 
rangements can be made for their education and they can get 
the necessary certificate, why they should not be included as 
well as boys engaged in any other labor; and if arrangements 
can be made, owing to the arrangement of our sessions, by which 
those boys get the quantity of education required, of course 
there is no reason why in the other time they should not be 
employed in such an occupation; but it seems to me that that 
is a perfectly unimportant detail, if the Senator will permit me. 

Mr. MALLORY. I think the language employed may be con- 
strued to apply to them, and it occurs to me that there may be 
some reason why it should not apply to them. 

Mr. LODGE. I dare say there may be. 

Now, Mr. President, returning to the question of the Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. Warren], I haye here an abstract of the 
child-labor laws of the State of Massachusetts, used, as I have 
said, by the district police, the State police who are required to 
enforce those laws. It is, I repeat, only an abstract. It reads: 

No minor under 14 years of age may be employed at any time in any 
factory, workshop, or mercantile establishment. 

During the hours when the public schools of the city or town in 
which a minor under the age of 14 years of age resides are not in ses- 
sion that minor may be employed in outdoor pursuits, as the selling of 
papers, magazines, etc., farm work, etc. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. Does not the Senator from Massachusetts think 
the measure which we are now considering, if it were enacted 
into law, would be much more drastic than the law of Massa- 
chusetts? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think so. It is only a difference in 
wording. The measure before us says children shall not be em- 
ployed in certain occupations while school is in session. The 
Massachusetts law says that they may be employed in those oc- 
cupations when the schools are not in session. That is the only 
difference. 

Mr. CLAY. Under the provision of this bill, I desire to ask 
the Senator whether a child under 14 years of age can be em- 
ployed in any business whatever? If I read it correctly, I 
understand that— 


No child under 14 years of age shall be employed, permitted, or suf- 
fered to work in the District of Columbia in any factory, workshop, 
mercantile establishment, store, business office, telegraph office, restau- 
rant, hotel, apartment house, theater, bowling alley, or in the distribu- 
tion or transmission of merchandise or messages, or selling newspapers. 


And further 


No such child shall be employed in any work performed for wages 
or other compensation, to whomsoever payable, during the hours when 
the public schools of the District of Columbia are in session, nor before 
the hour of 6 o'clock in the morning, or after the hour of 7 o'clock in 
the evening. 

I will say to the Senator that I myself believe that we ought 
not to permit children to Work in factories and machine shops. 
or to do any kind of work of that sort, until they arrive at 14 
years of age; but when it comes to depriving a child out of 


school hours of selling papers and carrying messages, frequently 
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in many eases for the purpose of supporting a widowed mother, 
it becomes a most serious question. 

Mr. LODGE. The section which the Senator from Georgia 
has just read is not happily framed. 

Mr. CLAY. I think not. 

Mr. LODGE. ‘The first clause appears to make a general and 
absolute prohibition. The second clause—— 

Mr. WARREN. . Mr. President 

Mr. LODGE. Let me finish the sentence. 

The second paragraph is a limited prohibition, which is the 
one which, as I understand it, conforms to all the State laws; 
that is, it provides that children shall not engage in any of 
these pursuits during school hours, but allows them to engage 
in all gainful pursuits not in factories or mines or mercantile 
establishments—all other out-of-door pursuits, particularly out 
in the air, when the schools are not in session. I think that is 
the intention of that section, which, as I have said, I think is not 
happily worded. 

Mr. CLAY. If the Senator from Massachusetts is correct in 
his construction, then I agree with him, and would favor such 
legislation; but I think it would be difficult to construe in the 
way he suggests. 

Mr. LODGE. I agree with the Senator that as this first sec- 
tion of the Senate amendment reads it has the appearance, es- 
pecially in the first paragraph, of excluding such children from 
all forms of labor at all times, whether the schools are in session 
or not. I am sure that is not the intention of the committee 
which framed the bill. It can, however, be very easily cor- 
rected, as I think it is very largely a mistake in punctuation. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I dislike to interrupt the Sen- 
‘ator, but along the line he was arguing I wish to ask him a 
question. The Senator is reading from the Massachusetts law 
some vocations in which children are permitted to engage out- 
side of school hours, and they are the ones I want some informa- 
tion about. Are they occupations connected with farms, ggr- 
dens, lawns, etc.? 

Mr. LODGE. They are prohibited from engaging in the enu- 
merated occupations in Massachusetts during school hours. It is 
only a difference in the way it is stated in that law and in this 
bill. In the bill it is stated that they shall not engage in those 
occupations during school hours, while in the Massachusetts 
law it is stated that they may engage in those occupations out- 
side of school hours—exactly the same thing. 

Mr. WARREN. If I heard the reading of the Senator cor- 
rectly, in Massachusetts such boys may sell newspapers. 

Mr. LODGE. Outside of school hours, 

Mr. WARREN. And by this bill they can not. 

Mr. LODGE. That is owing to the way the first section is 
framed, as I just tried to explain to the Senator from Georgia 
IMr. Cray]. 

Mr. WARREN. It is hardly a matter of punctuation, as the 
Senator has suggested. It is a matter of difference between the 
Massachusetts law and the pending bill. 

Mr. LODGE. I agree with the Senator that it is worded in 
such a way that in the first part of the section it is an absolute 
prohibition. The second half interposes a limited prohibition 
conforming to the State laws. I think that could be very easily 
arranged, for I am sure, from the conversation I have had with 
the Senator in charge of the bill, that the intention is to cover 
what is covered by the statutes of Massachusetts, New York, 
and Ohio. : 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts if the 
objection would not be met by striking out, in line 8 of section 
1 of the amendment, the words “or selling newspapers,” and, 
in the same line, striking out the word “ such?” 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not think, if the Senator will 
allow me, that that would reach the point that I understand the 
Senator from’ Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] has been making. It is 
not that he wants to except one specific occupation 

Mr. DUBOIS. I thought it was. 

Mr. LODGE. But it is that all of those occupations, other 
than in factories and workshops, should be open to child labor 
when the schools are not in session. 

Mr. WARREN. That is correct. 

Mr. LODGE. On that I agree with the Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would call the attention 
of the Senator of Massachusetts to the fact that the bill is in 
the Senate, and the question is on the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BRANDEGEE] to the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole. It might be well 
for the Secretary to read that amendment for the information 
of the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the pro- 
posed amendment. 
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Mr. LODGE. I suppose I am at perfect liberty to speak 
upon the general merits of the bill, but I should be glad to have 
the amendment read, for it may meet the precise point I am 
trying to make. . 

The -VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 1, on page 7, line 8, after the word 
“newspapers,” it is proposed to insert “except that the Board 
of Commissioners of the District of Columbia may make regu- 
lations for the issuance of licenses to minors between the ages 
of 12 and 14 years to sell newspapers: Provided, That no such 
licenses shall be issued except on the written consent of the 
superintendent of the public schools, and that such licenses so 
issued shall be revoked at any time on the demand of the said 
superintendent of the public schools.” 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the trouble with that amend- 
ment is that it relates specifically to one occupation. It seems 
to me that the provision which I have been led to read by ques- 
tions as to the Massachusetts statutes meets what I think most 
Senators desire: 

During the hours when the public schools of the city or town in 
which a minor under the age of 14 years of age resides are not in bes- 
sion that minor may be employed in outdoor pursuits, as the selling of 
papers, magazines, etc., farm work, etc. 

I think that latitude ought to be allowed as it is in all of the 
States that have child-labor laws, and I think it is a reasonable 
one. The statute continues: 

But minors so employed may not work before 6 o'clock in the morn- 
ing or after 7 o'clock at night. ` 

I think a little revision of the first section of the bill will 
meet what we all desire—that is, allow minors, outside of the 
hours when the schools are in session, to take part in perfectly 
healthful employments and exclude them altogether under the 
age of 14 years from the factory and the workshop. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu-* 
setts yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. LODGE. I do. 

Mr. SCOTT. Of course, Mr. President, I recognize my ina- 
bility to discuss this question with so able and learned a Senator 
as the Senator from Massachusetts, and I realize that it would 
perhaps be much better for me if there had been a child-labor 
law when I was a boy; but, if there had been, I fear I some- 
times should have gone hungry to my books. I want to ask 
the Senator what he would have done with the young man in 
charge of my factory to-day, who told me, when he came to me 
for work years ago, that he had three sisters and a brother, and 
he was their only means of support. He was less than 12 
years of age. Would the Senator haye sent them all to the 
poorhouse, or what would he haye done? I am just as much 
in favor of education as is the Senator from Massachusetts, 
and I am sorry that I have not a better one; but I do not want 
to put anything in the way of the boy who is by necessity com- 
pelled to earn a living for himself or for his parents or for his 
brothers and sisters, or to bar him from that privilege. I would 
rather see him grow up a good mechanic, a hard-working, honest 
man, than a loafer. 

Mr. LODGE. Again, Mr. President, we have the same argu- 
ment, and if that argument is sound there ought not to be any 
child-labor laws at all. I do not know how old the boy re- 
ferred to was who subsequently became the manager of the Sena- 
tor’s factory. : 

Mr. SCOTT. He was less than 12 years of age. 

Mr. LODGE. Under the laws of Massachusetts a boy of 16 
may be employed regardless of the fact whether he is literate 
or illiterate, because the night schools are open to him, and he 
can attend those schools. I do not know, Mr. President, that 
we suffer any more in Massachusetts than do the people in any 
other State from the lack of facilities of child labor. The law 
is made sufficiently elastic to allow children of an age suitable 
for labor to work in a factory, and they are not excluded from 
healthful labor of other kinds; but children below 14 years are 
excluded from the mine and the factory, and I believe that is 
sound public policy. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit 
me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. I have listened with great interest to the Sena- 
ior, and I should like to ask him if he will not propose as a sub- 
stitute for this proposed law the law of Massachusetts as it 
stands? 

Mr. LODGE. I can embody that section. 

Mr. MONEY. I should myself like, if the Senator will permit 
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me a moment further, to say that I want to vote for something 
of that sort. I do not understand this proposed law exactly, be- 
cause I have not given it any attention, but at the same time I 
dc not like the exclusion of boys, even below the age of 12 years, 
from work of any kind or character that is lawful and whole- 
some in order to aid in the family support. Í 

Another thing. I totally object to any human being being re- 
quired to get a license to do honest work. It is the privilege and 
the right of every man to work without a license. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. I ask the Senator now if he will not offer as 
an amendment the Massachusetts law, which I believe to be a 
good law, and think it would meet the case here. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator, of course, understands that we 
issue no license in Massachusetts to work. 

Mr. MONEY. I understand that. 

Mr. LODGE. It is simply a certificate that the minors be- 
tween 14 and 16 years of age have had sufficient education to 
read and write. That is, that their education has not been 
wholly neglected. 

Mr. MONEY. ‘Then the Senator thinks that there ought not 
to be a license? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think there ought to be a license. All 
we are trying to provide for is a certificate as to education. 

Mr. MONEY. If the Senator will permit me a word further, 
eyen ‘in that case it is almost impossible for some boys selling 
newspapers to get any kind of education whatever, and as they 
are excluded from these little trades during school hours, the 
certificate ought to be quite sufficient. I haye noticed boys 4 and 
5 years old—and I have bought newspapers from them, al- 
though I did not want to read them—who are obliged to pursue 
a yocation by which they can make something for the support 
of the family. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, I probably did not 
make myself clear. ‘The certificate applies only to minors be- 
tween the ages of 14 and 16. 

Mr. MONEY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. LODGE. It does not apply to any age below that. 

Mr. MONEY. That would be very well. 

Mr. LODGE. Only between 14 and 16, the theory of the 
State being that after 14 the minor can be employed, provided 
he has not been deprived of previous school education. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. LODGE. I do. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to ask the Senator one question, in- 
asmuch as he has observed the working of the law in his own 
State, and that is this: What is done with cases of minors un- 
der 12 years of age who have no parents or anyone else to take 
care of them and who have no way of securing a living other 
than by their own labor? I assume there would not be very 
many of them, but certainly there must be some in the great 
cities. What provision is made for the education of those chil- 
dren who have no parents or anyone else who is interested 
enough to take care of them? J 

Mr. DUBOIS. May I answer the question? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. ‘ 

Mr. McCUMBER. I shall be glad to have an answer from 
any source. 

Mr. DUBOIS. So far as the question is local—and this bill 
is local, relating merely to the District of Columbia—the asso- 
ciated charities of the District of Columbia gladly take care of 
all cases where children have no means of support. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is a charitable institution. 

. Mr. DUBOIS. They came before the committee and showed 
that they had ample provision and were prepared to take care of 
all such cases as the Senator from North Dakota mentions. 

Mr. McCUMBER. And send them to school? 

Mr. DUBOIS. And send them to school. 

Mr. McCUMBER. And not send them to a workshop? 

Mr. DUBOIS. No. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is the point. 

Mr. LODGE. In Massachusetts, as the Senator asked me the 
question, I will say that children who are left orphans and who 
are entirely destitute of any relative or natural guardian are 
taken care of very largely at schools especially provided for 
that class of children by the State. Of course it is a limited 
number of children, and they can be taken care of by the State 
in that way. That is, they are clothed and fed and taken care 
of by the State or perhaps by the locality. But they are not a 
large number of children. I can only say that in practice there 
is no appearance in my State of any suffering being caused in 
any direction by the laws restricting the employment of child 
labor. 


5 I wish to suggest an amendment to the first 
section. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. LODGE. I will, although I shall be through in a mo- 
ment; and, as I say, I am not in charge of the bill, and I can 
not say anything about the acceptance of amendments. 

Mr. CARMACK. I merely wish to suggest an amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. LODGE. I do. 

Mr. HALE. Let me make a suggestion in respect to the 

order of business. The Senator in charge of the bill, a bill 
which I think the Senate generally is for upon principle, must 
see that there are so many suggestions made of amendments 
to be offered here that it will be almost impossible to per- 
fect the bill at this time. I suggest to him, if this view has 
impressed him, that by some agreement the whole matter go 
over, or be recommitted to the committee, as the Senator 
chooses, so that we may have a bill reported either upon the 
basis of the Massachusetts statute or upon some other basis 
which recognizes all the difficulties that arise, and for which 
all of us in the end can vote. Let all the proposed amend- 
ments accompany the bill. 
- I make that suggestion to the Senator in charge of the bill, 
and, if we can agree upon that course now, there will be no 
need Nous further time being taken in the suggestion of amend- 
men = 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President 

Mr. LODGE. I was merely going to say that I see no 
occasion tọ recommit the bill. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I desire to say that the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. Dotiiver], the chairman of the com- 
mittee, I think is in charge of.the bill. I introduced the bill, 
and it was referred to the committee of which the Senator 
from Iowa is the chairman. I myself would not think of 
consenting to the bill being recommitted. It seems to me 
that the objections which haye been urged here haye been an- 
swered by reference to the States where similar laws are 
in force. This is a carefully drawn bill. Almost all of the 
controverted points have been passed upon by the courts, 
Such a law is working satisfactorily in Illinois and Ohio and 
Massachusetts and other States. 

Mr, CARMACK. I do not think the first 
good shape. x 

Mr. LODGE. I should be glad if I might finish what I have 
to say. I do not want to interrupt an agreement as to the bill, 
but I am very nearly concluded. 

It seems to me that the first section can be put in form which 
will command the general assent of the Senate by meeting the 
views which I think we all have, and which I think we cer- 
tainly all ought to have, that child labor ought to be stopped in 
the factory and the mines, and as to the other forms of child 
employment, they ought to be limited in such a way as not to 
interfere with the education of the child. That I think covers 
the whole ground. I do not believe it is good for the children 
of any country—I am speaking broadly, and you have to legis- 
late for all and not for a few cases—to be placed in the fac- 
tories or the mines or amidst machinery before the age of 14. 
It not only stunts their minds, but it must in the long run 
stunt their bodies. I have been through factories—clean and 
airy and healthful factories—where. children were employed. 
But it is not a good thing for children to be so employed. 

In almost all our States some limit is put upon the hours 
of employment for women. At the bottom of all this lies, to 
my mind, the great question of humane dealing with these chil- 
dren, to whom we are to confide and pass on the destinies of 
the country. I want them to have all the education the State 
can give them, and I want them also to have all the chance 
that is possible to develop soundly and well physically. 

I have no doubt there are laws on the statute books of other 
States which are just as good as the laws of the State of 
Massachusetts, but I happen to be familiar with those laws. 
I believe that that is the sound way to treat the question—to 
exclude the child from the factory, the workshop, and the mines 
at any time of the day until he or she is 14 years of age; and 
after that, if they have a school certificate that they have been 
to school, then they can get employment. But up to that time 
I would exclude them absolutely. As to other employments out 
of doors, healthful employments in places which keep the 
children about and moving and out in the open air, I would give 
the same relaxation that the Massachusetts law gives. I would 
allow them to pursue those callings in the hours when the 
schools are not in session. I think it is the soundest policy, 
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not only economically, but in the interest of humanity and of the 
future of the voters and citizens of the United States to have 
legislation of that kind. 

I ask, Mr. President, that this abstract of the Massachusetts 
law be printed in the Recorp as a part of my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
OFFICE oF CHIEF OF THE DISTRICT POLICE, STATE HOUSE, 
Boston, August 16, 1906. 
To whom it may concern: É 

The following pra hs constitute a brief synopsis of the provisions 
of the Revised Laws of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts regard- 
ing the employment of minors. The purpose of this pamphlet is to 
state concisely and logically the restrictions under which minors may 
be employed, and references to chapters and sections of the statutes 
containing the provisions quoted are included, the laws themselyes fol- 
lowing on succeeding pages of this pamphlet. 

No minor under 14 years of age may employed at any time in any 
factory, workshop, or mercantile establishment. (Sec. 28 of chapter 
106, Revised Laws, as amended by chapter 267 of the Acts of 1905.) 

During the hours when the public schools of the city or town in 
which a minor under 14 years of age resides are not in session that 
minor may be employed in outdoor pursuits, as the selling of papers, 
magazines, etc., farm work, etc., but minors so employed may not work 
before 6 o'clock in the morning or after 7 o'clock at night. (Same 
reference as above.) 

No minor between the a: of 14 and 16 years, to whom has not been 
granted a certificate by the school authorities of the town in which 
said minor resides, testifying to the fact that he or she is able to read 
and write the English language, may be employed in any factory, 
workshop, or mercantile establishment, except that on Saturdays 
minors between the ages of 14 and 16, who do not hold school cer- 
tificates, may be employed between the hours of 6 a. m. and 7 R; m. 
in mercantile establishments. (Sec. 28, chapter 106, Revised Laws, 
and sec. 2, chapter 284, of the Acts of 1906.) This requirement is 
operative during the regular school vacation periods, as well as when 
school is in session. 

The illegal employment of a minor under 16 years of age is punish- 
able by a fine of not more than $300 or six months’ imprisonment, or 
both. If, after notification from a truant officer or inspector of fac- 
tories and sere buildings, the illegal employment of any such minor 
is continued, the party responsible may be punished by a fine of not 
less than $20 nor more than $100 or ay imprisonment for not more 
than six months for each day said illegal employment is so continued. 
(Chapter 499 of the Acts of 1906.) 

Employers must secure a school certificate from each minor between 
the ages of 14 and 16 in their employ, which certificates must be kept 
on file accessible to truant officers and inspectors of factories and public 
buildings. Employers must also keep on file a complete list of all 
such minors, posting a duplicate of that list in a 1 place 
near the main entrance of the building in which the children listed 
are employed. Employers must also keep on file a list of all minors 
whom they employ who can not read and write the English language, 
forwarding a duplicate of that list to the school authorities of the 
place in which their plants are located. Sec. 29 of chapter 106, Re- 
vised Laws, and sec. 4 of chapter 499, Acts of 1906.) 

Minors over 16 years of age may be employed regardless of their state 
of literacy during that portion of the year when a public evening school 
is not in session in the cities or towns in which they reside. When a 
public evening school is in session in the place of residence of a minor 
over 16 years of age that minor may not be employed in any factory, 
3 or mercantile establishment unless he or she has procured 
the regular school certificate testifying to his or her ability to read and 
write the English language, or a permit to work from the school depart- 
ment based upon a certificate signed by a registered 88 physician 
stating that said minor's health will not admit of attendance at day 
or reame school in connection with đaily labor; or, failing to secure 
either of these certificates, said minor may yet be employed provided he 
or she furnishes to his or her employer each week while the evening 
school is in session a record proving regular attendance at either the 
day or evening schools of the place in which he or she resides. A rec- 
ord of school attendance showing absences excused by a school depart- 
ment official or teacher holding proper authority for justifiable cause 
may be accepted as proving regular attendance; but when the weekly 
record shows unexcused absences it becomes irregular, and the employer 
who allows the holder of that record to work violates the law. These 
provisions do not apply in cities and towns which do not maintain pub- 

c evening schools. > 

The penalty for the violation of the uirements stated in the fore- 
going paragraph is a fine of $100 or less for the employer and a fine of 
not more than $20 for the parent, guardian, or custodian who permits 
the minor to be 5 (Chapter 106, Revised Laws, sec. 28, as 
amended by chapter 267 of the Acts of 1905, and sec. 35, as amended 
by chapter 183 of the Acts of 1902.) 

Inspectors of factories and public buildings and truant officers are 
directed and empowered to strictly enforce the laws hereinbefore re- 
ferred to. 8 499 of the Acts df 1906.) 

Respectfully, 
JOsEPH E. SHAW, 
Chief Massachusetts District Police. 


[Chapter 267, Acts of 1905.] 
AN ACT RELATIVE TO THE EMPLOYMENT AND SCHOOL ATTENDANCE OF 
MINORS. 
Be it enacted, etc., as follows: 


Secrion 1. Section 28 of chapter 106 of the Revised Laws is hereby 
amended by inserting after the word “ years,” in the first line, the 
words and no child who is over 14 and under 16 years of age who 
does not have a certificate as required by the following four sections 
certifying to the child's ability to read at sight and to write legibly 
simple sentences in the English rs do by striking out the word 
such“ in the third line; by insert after the word “ child,” in the 
third line, the words “ under the age of 14 years; " and by striking out 
the word “nor” in the sixth line and inserting in place thereof the 
word “or;" so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 28. No child under the age of 14 years and no child who is 
over 14 and under 16 years of age who does not have a certificate as 


required by the following four sections certifying to the child's ability 
to read at sight and to write legibly simple sentences in the English lan- 
guage shall be employed in any 3 or mercantile estab- 


lishment. No child under the age of 14 years shall be employed at 
work performed for wages or other compensation, to whomsoever paya- 
ble, during the hours when the public schools of the city or town in 
which he resides are in session, or be employed at work before 6 o'clock 
in the morning or after 7 o'clock in the evening.” 

Src. 2. No certificate, as provided for by sections twenty-nine to 
thirty-two, inclusive, of chapter one hundred and six of the Revised 
Laws, shall be approved by any person for a minor under the age of 
sixteen years who intends to be employed in a factory, workshop, or 
mercantile establishment, unless such person is satisfied that such 
minor 4s able to read at sight and to write legibly simple sentences in 
the English language. 

Sec. 3. This act shall take effect on the first day of January in the 
year nineteen hundred and six. Approved April 6, 1905. 

[Chap. 284, Acts of 1906.] 

Sec. 2. Minors to whom the said chapter two hundred and sixty- 
seven (Acts of 1905) apples shall be permitted to work on Saturdays 
between the hours of in the morning and seven in the evening in 
mercantile establishments. 

{Chap. 106, Revised Laws, secs. 29, 30, 31, 32.1 

Sec. 29. No child under sixteen years of age shall be employed in 
a factory, workshop, or mercantile establishment unless his employer 
procures and keeps on file, accessible to the truant officers of the city 
or town, and to the district police and inspectors of factories and pub- 
lic buildings, an age and schooling certificate, and keeps two complete 
lists of all such minors employed therein—one on file and one con- 
spicuously posted near the principal entrance of the building in which 
such children are emplo: and also keeps on file and sends to the 
superintendent of schools, or, if there is no superintendent, to the 
school committee, a complete list of the names of all minors employed 
therein who can not read at sight and write legibly simple sentences 
in the English language. 

Sec. 30. An age and schooling certificate shall be approved only by 
the superintendent of schools or by a person authorized by him in writ- 
ing, or, if there is no superintendent of schools, by a person authorized 
by the school committee; but no member of a school committee or per- 
son authorized as aforesaid shall approve such certificate for any minor 
then in or about to enter his own employment or the employment of 
a firm or 1 of which he is a member, officer, or employee. 
The person who approves the certificate may administer the oath pro- 
vided for therein, but no fee shall be cha therefor. 

Sec. 31. An age and schooling certificate shall not be approved 
unless 5 evidence is furnished by the last school census, the 
certificate of birth or baptism of such minor, the register of birth of 
such minor with a city or town clerk, or in some other manner, that 
such minor is of the age stated in the certificate. 

Sec. 32. The age and schooling certificate of a minor under 16 
years of age shall not be approved and signed until he presents to the 
person who is authorized to approve and sign it an employment ticket 
duly filled out and signed. A duplicate of each age and schooling cer- 
tificate shall be filled out and shall be kept on file by the school com- 
mittee. Any „ matter may, in the discretion of the school 
committee or superintendent of schools, be printed with such certificate. 
The employment ticket and the age and schooling certificate shall be 
separately printed and shall be filled out, signed, and held or sur- 
rendered, as indicated in the following forms: 


[Employment ticket, Revised Laws, c. 106, sec. 32.] | 
When (name of minor „ height (feet and inches) 
complexion (fair or dark), hair (color) „presents an age and 
schooling certificate duly 8 J intend to employ (him or her). 
el ignature of intending employer or agent.) 


(Town or city and date. 
[Age and schooling certificate, Revised Laws, c. 106, sec. 32.] 


This certifies that I am the (father, mother, guardian, or custodian) 
of (name of minor) „and that (he or she) was born at (name of 
city or town) , in the county (name of county, if known) —-——, 
and State (or country) of „ on the (day and year of birth) 
, and is now (number of years and months) old. 

(Signature of father, mother, guardian, or custodian.) 
(City or town and date.) 


Then personally appeared before me the above-named (name of per- 
son signing) , and made oath that the foregoing certificate by 
(him or her) signed is true to the best of a or her) knowledge and 
belief. I hereby approve the foregoing certificate of (name of minor) 
, height (feet and inches) , complexion (fair or dark), 
hair (color) „ haying no sufficient reason te doubt that (he or 
she) is of the age therein certified. I hereby certify that (he or she) 
(can or can not) read at sight and (can or can not) write legibly 
simple sentences in the English language. 

This certificate belongs to (mame of minor in whose behalf it is 
drawn) , and is to be surrendered to (him or her) whenever 
(he or she) leaves the service of the 9 or employer holding 
the same; but if not claimed by said minor within thirty days from 
such time, it shall be returned to the superintendent of schools, or, 
if there is no superintendent of schools, to the school committee, 

(Signature of person authorized to approve and sign, with official 
character or authority.) 

(City or town and date.) 

In the case of a minor who can not read at sight and write legibly 
simpia sentences in the English language the certificate shall continue 
as fo : k 


Hows after the word language : 
I hereby certify that (he or she) is regularly attending the (name) 
public eyening school. This certificate shall continue in force 
only so long as the regular attendance of said minor at the evening 
school is indorsed weekly by a teacher thereof. 

Whoever, being authorized to sign the foregoing certificate, knowingly 
certifies to any materially false statement therein shall be punished by a 
fine of not more than $50. 


[Chapter 106, Revised Laws, sec. 35, as amended by chapter 183 of 
the acts of 1902. 

Sree. 35. While a public evening school is maintained in the city 
or town in which any minor who is over 14 years of age and who does 
not have a .certificate 1 by the superintendent of schools, or b. 
the school committee, or by some person acting under authority thereof, 
certifying to the minor's ability to read at sight and write legibly sim- 
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2 sentences in the English language resides, no person shall employ 


Im, and no parent, guardian, or custodian shall permit him to be em- 
poroa unless he is a regular attendant at such evening school or at a 
ay school; but upon presentation by such minor of a certificate signed 
by a registered pract cag physician and satisfacto: to the superin- 
tendent of schcols, or, if there is no such superintendent, to the school 
committee, showing that his posa condition would render such attend- 
ance in addition to dally labor 5 to his health, said superin- 
tendent or school committee shall issue a permit authorizing the em- 
ployment of such minor for such period as said superintendent or school 
committee may determine. Said superintendent or school committee, or 
teachers acting under authority thereof, may excuse any absence from 
such evening school which arises from justifiable cause. Any minor 
not pong the certificate described above shall furnish to his employer 
a record of his schcol attendance each week while the evening school is 
in session, and when this record shows unexcused absences from the 
sessions his attendance shall be deemed irregular ee to this act. 
Whoever employs a minor in violation of the provisions of this section 
shall forfeit not more than $100 for each offense to the use of the even- 
schools of such city or town. A parent, guardian, or custodian 
who permits a minor under his control to be employed in violation of 
the provisions of this section shall forfeit not more than $20 to the use 
of the evening schools of such city or town. 


[Chapter 499, acts of 1906.] 


AN ACT RELATIVE TO THE ILLEGAL EMPLOYMENT OF MINORS AND TO THE 
DUTIES OF TRUANT OFFICERS. 


Be it enacted, etc., as follows: 


Secrion 1. Whoever employs a minor under the age of 16 years, and 
whoever procures or, having under his control a minor under such age, 
permits such minor to be employed in violation of the provisions of 
sections 28 or 29 of chapter 1 of the revised laws, as amended by 
— — 267 of the acts of the year 1905, shall for each offense be 
punished by a fine of not more than $300, or by imprisonment for not 
more than six months, or by both such fine and prisonment; and 
whoever continues to employ a minor in violation of the provisions of 
either of said sections as so amended, after being notified thereof by 
a truant officer or by an inspector of factories and public buildings, 
shall for every day thereafter while such employment continues 
punished by a fine of not less than twenty nor more than one hundred 
dollars, or by ark Abc for not more than six months. 

Sec. 2. 3 ors of factories and public buildings shall visit all 
factories, workshops, and mercantile establishments within their re- 

tive districts, and ascertain whether any minors are na gs 
therein contrary to the provisions of chapter 106 of the revised law 
and amendments thereof or additions thereto, or contrary to the pro- 
visions of this act, and shall enter complaint against whomever is 
found to have violated any of said provisions. An inspector of fac- 
tories and public buildings who knowingly and wilfully violates any 
188. of this section may be punished by a fine of not more than 


Sec. 3. A truant officer may apprehend and take to school, without 
a warrant, minor under the age of sixteen years who is employed 
in any factory, workshop, or mercantile establishment in violation of 
the provisions of sections twenty-eight or twenty-nine of chapter one 
hundred and six of the Revised ws, and of aay amendments thereof 
or additions thereto, and such truant officer shall forthwith report to 
the police, district, or municipal court, or trial justice within whose 
judicial district the ill employment occurs, the evidence in his - 
session relating to the illegal employment of any child so N ed, 
and shall make complaint against whomever the court or trial justice 
may direct. Any truant officer who 3 and wilfully violates any 
provision of this section may be punished by a fine of not more than 
one hundred dollars for each offence. 

Sec. 4. Inspectors of factories and public bujldings, and truant ofi- 
cers may require that the age and schooling certificates and lists of 
minors who are employed in factories, workshops, or mercantile estab- 
lishments shall be produced for their inspection. A failure to produce 
to an inspector of factories and public era. or to a truant officer 
an age end schooling certificate or list requi by law shall be prima 
facie evidence of the illegal employment of any person whose age and 
schooling certificate is not produced or whose name is not so listed. 
A corporation or other employer or any agent or officer thereof who 
retains an age and schooling certificate in violation of the provisions of 
said certificate shall be punished by a fine of not less n ten nor 
more than one hundred dollars. 

Src. 5. Police, district, and municipal courts and trial justices shall 
have jurisdiction of offences arising under the provisions of this act. A 
summons or warrant issued by any such court or justice may be 
served, at the discretion of the court or magistrate, by an inspector of 
factories and public buildings, or by a truant officer, or by any officer 
qualified to serve criminal process. 

See. 6. Section thirty-three of chapter one hundred and six of the 
Revised Laws, and all other acts an oe of acts inconsistent here- 
with, are hereby repealed. [Approved June 20, 1906.] 


Mr. BACON. Before the Senator from Massachusetts takes 
his seat, as he is quite familiar with this matter and has given 
it great thought, I wish to ask a question. 

I find that an amendment has been offered by the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. Pires] to insert on page 7, line 3, after 
the word “age,” the words “ who is not wholly dependent upon 
his own labor or who is not the sole support of a disabled father 
or a widowed mother or of a younger brother or sister ;” so that 
it would read: 

That no child under 14 years of age who is not wholly dependent 
upon his own labor or who is not the sole support of a disabled father 


or a widowed mother or of a younger brother or sister shall be em- 
ployed, ete. 


I should like to know, for I suppose the matter has had con- 
sideration—— 

Mr. LODGE. If any exception of that sort is going to be 
made, it must be very carefully guarded. We have found in 
practice in Massachusetts that there is a constant effort to evade 
the provisions of law and to put children into factories by 
parents who may not be disabled except by their own fault, and 
I have a great suspicion of exceptions of that kind. 
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Mr. BACON. Very well. 

Mr. LODGE. They ought to be very carefully guarded, and, 
if they are to be admitted for a moment, they ought to be in the 
control of some board in this District which will supervise 
them very carefully. Our law works perfectly well without 
such exceptions. 

Mr. BACON. But what I want to know of the learned Sena- 
tor is this: If, with the safeguards which he suggests, he 
recognizes that there may be cases where there ought to be 
such an exception ; 

Mr. LODGE. Everybody must recognize that there are such 


eases. 

Mr. BACON. This bill does not make any such exception; 
and I would ask the Senator if he would not favor an amend-' 
ment, properly guarded, which would make such an exception? 

Mr. LODGE. Allow me to say that I am not in charge of this 
bill. It is not for me to say what amendments should be ac- 
cepted or rejected. I have taken time which I ought not to 
have taken, led on by the debate which bas arisen. The bill is 
in charge of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIVER}, the chair- 
man of the committee, who is thoroughly familiar with the 
measure, and I do not feel that I have the right to pass upon 
amendments at all. I am prepared to support the Senator from 
Iowa in getting his bill through. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I do not wish the Senator from Massachusetts 
to understand me as asking him to accept an amendment, be- 
cause I know the Senator is not in charge of the bill. But the 
Senator was discussing the subject, and being familiar with the 
matter generally I wished to direct his attention to a point 
which I thought very important. q 

While I am on the floor, without any disposition to occupy 
the time at length or to discuss the bill generally, I desire to 
suggest another thing, and this time I will suggest to the Sen- 
ator who is in charge of the bill. There ought to be a dis- 
tinction made between the prohibition of the employment of 
children in factories and other occupations deleterious to health 
and the employment of children in outdoor occupations which 
are contributory to health. It seems to me there is a very wide 
difference. While the subject generally must commend itself 
to the favorable consideration of Senators, at the same time 
there are very important details which ought to be most care- 
fully looked into; and unless there is going to be a very care- 
ful and elaborate discussion of the question, in which there will 
be a full interchange of opinions and a careful arrangement of 
details, I should very much prefer the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. Hate] that this matter have further 
consideration from the committee, in view of the suggestions 
which haye been made and which will be made in the progress 
of this debate. 5 

Mr. DOLLIVER obtained the floor. 

Mr. SCOTT. Before the Senator from Iowa starts-on his 
argument 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I am not going to make an argument. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will he yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. . Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. With the suggestion of the Senator from 
Georgia, if we could bring about the adoption of such an amend- 
ment, I would certainly agree most heartily. Before the Sen- 
ator from Iowa starts, I ask the Secretary to read a short ar- 
ticle as a part of what I wish to say. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested by the Senator from West Virginia. 

The Secretary read from the New York Sun of Saturday, 
December 8, 1906, as follows! 

BLIND BILLY IS IN HARD LUCK—NO ONE NOW TO HELP HIM SELL HIS 

DAILY PAPERS——-POLICE SWOOP DOWN ON HIS STAND AND CART AWAY 


THE TWO LITTLE GIRLS WHO HAD LONG LOOKED OUT FOR TIE BUSI- 
NESS—FEARS HE WILL HAVE TO GO TO POORIIOUSE. 


Blind ors was sad of heart last night. In the many years he has 
kept the little news stand at Mulberry and Bleecker streets, right in the 
shadow of police headquarters, he has heard the eee of the patrol- 
wagon bells until the sound is to-day the most familiar thing that 
strikes te ears. Year in and year out he has heard the patrol 
wagons go by. 

But when the Mercer street police station patrol came to a stop 
right near Billy’s stand last night something told the blind news 
vender that trouble was at hand. He couldn't explain the feeling that 
came over him; he just knew that something was going to happen, 

Two bluecoats sprang out of the patrol—biuecosts who have known 
Billy for nigh on to ten years—and although they hated to do It, they 
went up and told him he was violating the law having girls under 
16 years of age working for him. 2 Billy they wouldn't arrest 
him, but they would have to take Annie Fa if years old, who has 
been his assistant for — pest two years, her sister Tina, 12 years, 
who helps during the evening rush hours, 
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Some citizen had complained to the police that the two girls who 
helped mr to make a living were under age, and that it must be 
stopped. e police had no alternative; they had to stop it. 

nie, whom all the officials and attachés at police headquarters call 
“Merry Yom Kippur,” thought the police were playing a joke on Billy, 
but she and Lena soon learned that the officers were in dead earnest. 
Yom Kip and Lena had to go to the station house. 

Billy pleaded that be be arrested instead of the girls, but the police 
wouldn't hear of it—the children were the real offenders. And off the 
wagon rolled with the tiny prisoners, leaving the sightless Bill sad and 
alone. As best he could he locked the stand for the night and slowly 
picked his way through the street to his home at 324 Bowery. The little 
girls, after being arraigned in the Mercer street station, were sent to 
the rooms of the Children’s Society for the night, and to-day will be 
arraigned before Justice Olmsted in the children's court. 

Blind Billy was having a streak of bad luck when Merry Yom Kippur 
came into his life. Twice his stand was burned down by mischievous 
lads In the neighborhood, and it took all his sayings to build new ones. 
Unscrupulous persons, taking advantage of the plight of the sightless 
vender, took papers without leaving the money on the stand, and Billy 
often found his stock depleted and no money to pay for the next day's 
wares. The youngsters, too, lurked near the stand, and when change 
was deposited by patrons ey would snatch it up and run off. 

One day two years ago Me Yom Kippur was on her way home 
from school when she saw three s steal money from the stand. The 
little girl's heart was touched. She knew Blind Billy was powerless 
to prevent such things and she walked up boldly of. to heip 
him. From that day on Yom's face had protruded from the window of 
the stand and thousands are familiar with her cry, “ Uxtree! uxtree! 
Blind Billy keeps this stand, and this stand helps to keep Blind Billy.” 

With Yom on the job Billy prospered. There were no more thefts 
and no unscrupulous penton could go off without paying for his or her 
paper And soon Billy was able to pay Mer rom a stipend. The 

‘agins were poor and the $2 a week which Billy has been able to pay 
has helped the Fagins. The father is sickly and unable to work most 
of the time, so very often Yom is the mainstay of the household. for 
weeks at a time ey have lived in a tenement at 234 East Tenth 
street on Tom's earnings and tips alone. The father has been sick 
since cold weather set in, bnt Yom has kept the wolf from the door. 

She and her sisters attend the Houston Street School, and early every 
ee. and in the afternoon and evening Yom was at the stand 

e 


bat Iii Bniy—Highley is his last name—is an old circus performer 
and for many years traveled with the G. F. Bailey and the Barnum 
& Bailey shows. At one time he was the best clown in the circus 
world. He was stricken blind about twelve years ago. He has sup- 
ported his 2 mother despite his affliction, and last night had saved 
up $10.70 with which te — anned to buy her a fine Christmas ‘present. 

While Billy is not inclined to be pessimistic, he said last night he 
feared that he and his mother will wind up in the poorhouse if the 
authorities take Merry Yom Kippur away from him. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, it is no purpose of mine to 
make any elaborate speech or to indulge in any elaborate discus- 
sion of this bill, although I have toward it a sort of parental 
relation in the sense that the committee of which I am chairman 
considered it and directed me to make a report in favor of it. 
And that circumstance makes me just a little sensitive when it is 
calmly suggested by brethren who have given their attention to 
the bill for the first time to-day that it ought to be redrafted by 
the committee in the Interest of clear phraseology. 

I do not think, either, that I ought to allow the suggestion to go 
unquestioned that the first section of the bill is hard to under- 
stand. It may be hard to approve, but it certainly is plain 
enough to understand. It prohibits in certain occupations named 
the labor of children under 14 years of age, and it allows in oc- 
cupations not named the employment of such children out of 
school hours in the daytime. 

Now, it is agreed by everybody that the labor of children in 
mines and in factories is bad and ought to be prevented. The 
Committee on Education and Labor listened with very great 
patience to some of the most intelligent men and women inter- 
ested in philanthropic work in the District of Columbia and else- 
where in the United States, and this was drawn in strict accord- 
ance with their counsel and in conformity to the testimony which 
they bore. 

It is true that, as a rule, the labor of children in factories and 
in mines is the worst of all possible child labor, but in the District 
of Columbia, to which this bill is applicable, there are places in 
which children labor where the injury to them is more fatal than 
it would be in any mine or in any factory. It was the testimony of 
these philanthropic women—and this, I may say, is largely, from 
the humane standpoint, a woman’s question, a question which en- 
lists of the interest of every mother in the United States—and 
their unanimous opinion that the labor of children in the District 

-of Columbia in carrying messages and in selling newspapers at 
nighttime, and in restaurants and in theaters and in hotels and 
in bowling alleys was more detrimental not only to their intel- 
lectual, but to their moral, welfare than the labor of children in 
well-regulated factories or even in mines; and I am disposed to 
believe that these women who have studied this question pro- 
foundly told the exact truth. 

Therefore there need be no misunderstanding among us. It is 
the object of this bill, applicable to the District of Columbia. 
where Congress has complete jurisdiction, to prevent the labor 
of children under 14 years of age in any of these prohibited oc- 
ecupations. As to occupations not specifically mentioned, their 
labor is also prohibited except out of school hours in the day- 


time; and I venture to say that when the Congress of the United 
States fully discusses the child-labor question, as it will before 
very long, it will not adopt a standard very far from the prohibi- 
tions of section 1 of this proposed statute. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. I understand the first sentence of section 1 
to prohibit the employment at any hour of children under 14 
years of age in certain enumerated occupations. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is correct. 

Mr. CARMACK. Now, why does that include the selling of 
newspapers out of school hours? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It was the testimony of charitably disposed 
persons and of practical students of this question that the em- 
ployment of little children on the streets selling newspapers, es- 
pecially in the nighttime, was the most demoralizing of all the 
possible pursuits of these children. That was the testimony. 

Mr. CARMACK. I can understand it as it relates to the 
* but within the hours prescribed in the second part of 
section 1——__- 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It was their testimony that newspapers 
were put into the hands of children of very tender years in this 
town, and that they run a fearful risk of developing not into 
business men, but into beggars and criminals. ‘Testimony was 
presented before our committee that of 700 children eligible to 
the night schools in this city, in a single quarter 300 of them, 
nearly one-half, passed through these occupations to the criminal 
courts and to the reform school of the District of Columbia. 
The showing was so tragical that not a member of the committee 
doubted the wisdom of preventing the employment of children 
of tender years in these occupations that bring them into contact 
with the rough and dangerous aspects of life upon the streets of 
great cities, It is a sad and humiliating thing to see these little 
ones dodging into saloons and into places of evil resort, engaged 
in what appears to the public to be a business, but is, in fact, a 
trap for their moral character and a reckless waste of their 
innocent lives. 

Mr. CARMACK. I did not mean to express an objection of 
my own. I wanted to hear the Senator upon that point and to 
know if it had been carefully considered by the committee. I 
really think the Senator is right about it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I confess I was prejudiced against the pro- 
hibition of the sale of newspapers by children—interesting little 
fellows in all cities, they have seemed to me. But I have lately, 
going home from this Capitol, encountered child after child from 
6 to 10 years of age who was mingling the business of selling 
newspapers with the degradation of street beggary; children 
who ought to grow up into the stature of good citizenship of the 
United States. 

Mr. BACON. 
question. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I understand the Senator to be now contending 
that the employment of these children in the selling of news- 
papers and kindred occupations is destructive of their moral 
character, a trap really for their destruction. The question I 
wish to ask the Senator is this: If such is the fact, why is it 
that the bill does not entirely prohibit it rather than simply 
limit it? Why is it, if it is thus destructive, that the prohibition 
extends only to school hours, and that such employment is 
permitted without limit outside of school hours? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It distinctly extends to all hours. It is 
an absolute prohibition of children under 14 years of age sell- 
ing newspapers. 

Mr. BACON. It is not the first section that the Senator is 
on, then? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes. As to the occupations enumerated, 
the prohibition is without any qualification. 

Mr. BACON. I did not so read it. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. : 

Mr. WARREN. I agree with very much that the Senator 
from Iowa says, especially as to the contaminating influence of 
certain places upon boys of a tender age. But since the subject 
has been brought up by another Senator, I wish to ask the 
Senator from Iowa if he is prepared to say that section 1, in 
its second portion, does not preclude the employment by the 
Senate during school hours of pages who are now with us? 
J assume, of course, that he will not contend that there are any 
contaminating influences surrounding the boys here. I want to 
know whether, under the bill as it now stands, these boys can 


I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a 


be employed for such work during school hours in the District 
of Columbia? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, as the bill came to the com- 
mittee it contained an express prohibition of child labor in the 
Senate and in the House of Representatives. It was the opinion 
of the committee—and I will say that that opinion was shared 
by some of the most intelligent of the men and women who 
gave their attention to the subject before our committee—that 
the employment of these children in the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States was a distinct advantage 
to them and not a detriment, and it was with the full consent, 
I think, of nearly all the good people who bore testimony before 
the committee that the employment of our pages here in the 
Senate and in the House of Representatives was left out of the 
prohibitions of the proposed law. 

Mr. WARREN. Then, I ask the Senator again, does he not 
undertake positively to prohibit them? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will say in answer that it was not the 
understanding of the committee that such a prohibition was 
made, But if there is any doubt about it, it will be perfectly 
easy in three words to save the pages of the Senate and House 
of Representatives from the operation of this proposed statute. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator does not answer the question. 
Does the bill prohibit their employment or not? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have said that there is an ambiguity in 
the matter which might enable a man to take either side of the 
question, and I am perfectly willing to relieve it by a plain 
amendment, because it was not the purpose of the committee to 
prevent the employment of children in the two Houses of Con- 
gress. 

Now, Mr. President, just a word or two more. It is obvious 
that the Government of the United States is face to face with 
a universal discussion of the child-labor question. I do not 
know whether it has impressed you as it has me, but the whole 
outlook of our public opinion in the United States has undergone 
a noticeable change amounting to a revolution within the last 
few years. There are good people, and wise people, too, who be- 
lieve that the most important question now pending at the bar 
of the American public opinion is the rescue of these children, 
in number amounting, it may be, to millions, from the heavy 
burdens and hardships of life in their tender years, that they 
may be left in the schoolhouses where they belong in the day- 
time and in their beds at night under the protection of their 
fathers and mothers. 

Now, the District of Columbia is a favored spot on the map 
of this country. It constitutes a model for the States of the 
Union throughout the breadth of our national domain. It ap- 
pears to me a strange negligence of Congress, which has the 
sole authority here, that not a line has been put upon the statute 
books of the United States in keeping with the philanthropic 
spirit of our States in respect to the employment of child labor 
in the District. 

This proposed bill intends to correct that oversight, for it can 
hardly be more than a negligence and an oversight of Congress. 
In drawing the bill the committee has been careful to make 
what appears to it at least to be an approved statute upon this 
subject. We had recourse to the most enlightened legislation 
in England and in New England, and in Ohio, in New York, and 
in other States of the Union, and we have produced here a 
simple measure providing that in certain occupations prejudi- 
cial to children the labor of our boys and girls under 14 years 
of age shall be absolutely prohibited. In all other oceupations 
their employment is prohibited except out of school hours in 
the daytime, and as to children more than 14 years of age and 
less than 16 a certificate is required from the school authorities. 


I count the bill as important, first, because the welfare of 


nearly a thousand children in the District of Columbia is di- 
rectly involved. I confess to you, Mr. President, that when it 
was stated before our committee in cold blood that practically 
half of the children employed in the District under 14 years of 
age in the course of a single year make their way through 
the police court to the reform school, it filled my heart with a 
good deal of sadness and anxiety for the future of the District 
of Columbia. That state of things ought to be corrected, and it 
ought to be done now. It is not a sound public policy to main- 
tain a system of public schools as costly as we have here in the 
District of Columbia and then send our children to night schools. 
Children who work in the daytime, according to the testimony 
of all teachers, can not study at night in any proper sense of 
the word. The body is weary, the energies are overtaxed, and 
study at night schools is an addition to the burdens of these 
struggling young lives that ought to be avoided. 

I have as much sympathy as anybody has with the gospel 
of hard work. I believe that the work which men do in this 
world is their salvation, physically, intellectually, and morally. 
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I shall not say a word here to disparage that. And yet there is 
in the good providence of Ged a little respite from labor given 
to the very young and to the very old. It is given to the young 
in order that they may mature their bodies and train their 
minds to the labors of life, and that little respite we ought not 
to deny to the children who live under the shadow of the Dome 
of the Capitol of the United States. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I should like to ask the chairman of the 
committee that reported the bill whether under the bill children 
up to the age of 14 are denied the right to work in the summer, 
in the long vacation? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. No, sir; they are not, except in certain 
enumerated occupations. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Does not that enumeration cover practi- 
cally everything? e 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Oh, no; the labor incident to agriculture is 
not included. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Agriculture in the District of Columbia is 
not a matter of general occupation of the people, I belieye—— 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It is ahead of mining. 

Mx. PROCTOR. Except ‘as far as mending fences may go. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. CLAY. With the Senator’s permission 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. I will ask the Senator this question: Is it not 
true that under the bill children below 14 years of age could not 
work at all at any time during the year in factories, workshops, 
mercantile establishments, stores, telegraph offices, restaurants, 
apartment houses, or in taking messages or selling papers? They 
could not work after school was out in those hours at all? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. No, sir; not under 14 years of age. 

Mr. CLAY. Then, as I understand the Senator, there is in- 
tended to be a total prohibition of all children before arriving 
at the age of 14 as to those classifications which I haye men- 
tioned. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is correct. 

Mr. CLAY. If I understand the Senator further, the next 
provision of the bill provides that as to all other occupations 
except those enumerated aboye they can work either in the 
yacation or after school hours, except before the hour of 6 
o’clock in the morning or after the hour of 7 o'clock in the 
evening. The Senator intends to allow children under 14 years 
of age to work during the hours named in all occupations except 
those which are specified in the first part of the section? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is correct. 

Mr. CLAY. And the Senator does not intend that they shall 
engage in any kind of work before 6 o’clock in the morning and 
after 7 o’clock in the evening? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is exactly the idea. Those who testi- 
fied before our committee thought that the children ought to be 
in school at that age in the daytime and at home at night. 

Now, Mr. President, just a word further. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt 
him, I rise only to get information. I am not on the committee 
and I do not know what was presented to the committee. The 
Senator has told us what the testimony was before the com- 
mittee as to the effect of the employment of children under 14 
years of age in factories and workshops and in some other 
kinds of employment. But I should like to ask the Senator 
what the opinion was as to the employment in mercantile estab- 
lishments, in stores, in business offices, in telegraph offices, and 
in places that are presumed to be places where there is a good, 
wholesome atmosphere. Was there any testimony to the effect 
that it was prejudicial to a child simply because under the age 
of 14 years of age to be employed in an office, for-instance, as a 
messenger boy or as a boy to receive a card at the door? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. There was. The most interesting part of 
the testimony that was taken by the committee was that which 
related to the total wreck of moral character of children in 
messenger-boy service in the United States. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand there was testimony as to 
some of these employments, and I can understand why there 
might be such testimony; but I am a little bit surprised to hear 
that kind of a statement made as to the character of employ- 
ment I have called attention to. 
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According to my experience (and I have had occasion to be a 
pretty close observer of that), while it is bad to have a child 
employed in some of these occupations, there is only one thing 
worse, and that is absolute idleness. It seems to me as between 
a boy 13 years of age, for instance—and that would be under 
14—being absolutely idle and being employed in a business 
office or in a store where there is a good, healthful atmosphere, I 
should think he would be better off if employed. But, of course, 
I do not know what tbe testimony was. I ask simply for 
information. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President s 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. è 

Mr. PROCTOR. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa, 
as the report does not show what that testimony was, by whom 
it was offered on what authority it comes to us? 

Mr. FORAKER. There is another question I should like to 
ask the Senator, if he will allow me further to interrupt him. 
Does the testimony show how many of those about whom 
this testimony was given, who made a failure of life, so 
to speak, and drifted into the criminal court, would have 
drifted there anyhow if they had not been employed? That is 
to say, was it the employment that led to it? I do not think 
that result would follow employment in a dry goods store as a 
eash boy, if there are still stores with cash boys. I believe 
that work is now done by machinery or some kind of apparatus 
that one hears when he goes into a store. But in any employ- 
ment of that kind it never occurred to me that there was any 
danger to a boy being destroyed there—not half as much as if 
he were out in an alley playing marbles for keeps with some 
other boy. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The chairman says that the testimony in 
regard to the ill effects of this labor of boys as messengers, etc., 
was given by Doctor Harris. I see from the report that Dr. 
Henry J. Harris is the secretary of the Citizens’ Child-Labor 
Committee of the District of Columbia. He stated before the 
committee that in the last three months 300 children less than 
16 years of age have graduated in this city from the care of 
employers to the guardianship of the criminal courts. He does 
not say how many children who had been attending school have 
graduated from schools to the criminal courts. I do not like 
to discredit his testimony, but I should like something a little 
more accurate from the record. Doctor Harris is evidently the 
secretary of an association, and to justify his employment he 
must make a report that will arouse and startle the sentiment 
of the community on this subject. I myself, like the Senator 
from Ohio, am a believer in the saving ordinance of work, and I 
know a great many boys who, I think, have been saved from 
harm by work, even at a comparatively early age. I believe 
many more are saved than are harmed, and in this city espe- 
cially. It is one where there is a great official population, and 
there is employment for many boys as messengers, servants, 
etc. There are many families who I know would suffer seri- 
ously if this employment was cut off. If it is a question be- 
tween the family starving and the child going to school, and at 
the same time having a chance to work outside in some decent 
employment, I should say give the child a chance to work. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to 
sia oe Senator from Vermont a question before he takes his 
sea 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Vermont read from some 
report, which I have not had the fortune to see, as to how many 
children have graduated from employment into crime. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It is at the end of the report. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have not time now, but I will ask the 
Senator to look over it and see whether the report states how 
many have graduated from idleness into crime. I have always 
heard all my life that the danger to youth is idleness beyond al- 
most anything else. I know there are employments that chil- 
dren should not be allowed to engage in. I would exclude fac- 
tories, mines, and workshops. The Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Hare] reminds me of the lines in the primer: 

Satan finds some mischief still 
For idle hands to do. 

That has been the experience of the whole world. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me a 
moment on another question? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I dislike to disturb the medi- 
ery that are evidently arising in the mind of my honorable 

riend. 

Mr. PROCTOR. For only a moment. The laws of the New 
England States have been referred to. These child-labor laws 


fifty years ago in England and in New England in the early days 
of manufacturing were a necessary protection; but in my some- 
what long life—and I believe it is longer than that of any one 
Il see, though I yield a little to my friend from Illinois [Mr. CUL- 


tom]—I have never known any abuse of child labor. Public 
sentiment would correct it. I have never known an employer 
but who carefully guarded any violation of what was right. I 
suppose there is a child-labor law on the statute book of Ver- 
mont. I never knew it to be invoked. I haye asked my col- 
league | Mr. DILLINGHAM], who is more familiar with the law, 
and he says the same thing. Public sentiment takes care of it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. They obey it there. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I believe they do yery generally. I have 
known boys employed in mines, and boys under this age, but 
they were employed as water boys and errand boys. I have 
never known one to be employed in any capacity or at any time 
to seriously interfere with the reasonable chance for education 
or to injure him physically or morally. So far as the moral 
point is concerned, I believe it is in favor of giving the boy a 
chance to work rather than to keep him in idleness. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, this is a matter which eyery- 
body has got to form a conclusion of for himself. It can hardly 
be that a State like Vermont, full of good, sensible people, would 
enact child-labor laws unless there were abuses of child labor 
that required correction. Referring to the observations of the 
honored Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], while it is hardly a 
perfect defense for the committee, it is at least something in the 
nature of an explanation that the provision of this act in rela- 
tion to the prohibition of the labor of children in the messenger 
service is copied from the statutes of Ohio. The arrangement 
worked well there and has the moral support of that Common- 
wealth. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me, I am told that 
the provision is in the statutes of Ohio. I was not aware of 
that fact. But, Mr. President, that does not change my mind 
about it. A good many things get into the statutes, when there 
is discussion about them, that might be better left out. I do 
not know how it has worked in Ohio. I do not know what the 
provoking cause was for it. A committee, I suppose, reported 
on it to the Ohio legislature, and took some testimony, but I 
have never heard in all my life any complaint of harm coming to 
any boy who worked in a good, healthy atmosphere, such as 
stores and business houses and business offices usually are for 
boys to be employed in. My purpose in interrupting the Senator 
was only to ask what his information was that was given to the 
committee which induced them to put such a provision in the 
bill. I shall move to strike all that out at the proper time. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the 
Senate any longer, except to say that there is running through 
the literature of the child-labor agitation, both in England and 
America, a close facsimile of the arguments that have just been 
so ably submitted by the Senator from Vermont and by the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. PILES. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. PILES. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa, 
should this bill be enacted into law, if it would not prevent me, 
if I were practicing law in the District of Columbia, from em- 
ploying my own son to work in my law office, carrying papers 
to and from the court, if I saw fit to send him there and educate 
him in that way? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. In the school hours of the daytime you 
would have to let him go home. 

Mr. PILES. Now, if the Senator from Iowa will permit me, 
I should like to say that I shall urge the amendment which I 
have proposed to this bill at the proper time. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. What is that amendment? 

Mr. PILES. It provides that this law shall not have applica- 
tion to a boy who is dependent upon his own labor for his sup- 
port, or who is the sole dependent of a disabled father or of a 
widowed mother or of a younger sister or brother. It really 
should be a dependent sister or brother, as the case might be. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator will put that in the bill I think 
there will be no opposition to it whatever. 

Mr. WARREN. I rose to ask the Senator from Washington 
if he would not put in the word “dependent” in place of 
“younger,” before the words “ brother or sister?” 

Mr. PILES. Yes; I will. I think it should be amended in 
that respect. 
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If I may be permitted just a moment, I believe if a boy de- 
sires to fight his own way in the world he should have that op- 


portunity. I believe that the charities should look after those 
deserving of charity and who claim charity, but I believe a boy 
who says, “I seek no charity; I wish to make my own way in 
this world; I wish to support my aged or decrepit father or 
widowed mother or my dependent sister or brother,” should 
have that opportunity in any healthful, moral employment; and, 
in my opinion, whenever the Government prevents a youth of 
that character from working in such employment it will have 
upon its statute books a law almost as detrimental to the citi- 
zenship of our country as the infamous system of working chil- 
dren in mines and factories. 

Mr. President, under this bill no lawyer in this city would be 
permitted to employ his own son in his office, under the age of 
14, to carry papers from his office to the court-house during the 
summer vacation, or to perform any light service in his office 
which would be, in the opinion of the father, of advantage for 
his son to perform, and which would have a tendency to edu- 
cate his son along legal lines; neither could a merchant, during 
the vacation, employ his own son in his store, giving the boy 
such work as in the opinion of the father would be to his advan- 
tage and aid him in acquiring a thorough knowledge of the mer- 
cantile business. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. With the permission of my friend from 
Iowa [Mr. Dottiver], I should like to ask my friend from 
Washington [Mr. Pures] a question. 

Mr. PILES. Certainly. : 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Would the Senator from Washington, 
who is a lawyer and a very excellent one, begin the education of 
his son in his law office in the practice of the law and in the 
science of the art of jurisprudence under 14 years of age? 

Mr. PILES. As to whether I would or would not, Mr. Presi- 
dent, is not the question. I feel, however, that I should have 
that right, and that my boy should have that privilege. Take, 
for instance, the case of a young boy but 13 years of age whose 
father is a successful merchant. That boy is idle in the summer. 
What ‘objection can there be to his working in his father’s 
business office, or in his father’s store, under the direction of 
his father, who certainly has his best interests at heart? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Just let us take up first the question of 
the law office. 

Mr. PILES. Very well. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I did not ask whether the Senator 
thought he ought to have the right to put his boy under 14 
years of age in his law office for the purpose of teaching him to 
be a lawyer; I asked him whether he thought, as a matter of 
wisdom, that any man who expected to make a lawyer out of 
his son would put him in a law office with that object in view 
when the boy was under 14 years of age. 

Mr. PILES. I may say, for the information of my friend, 
that I knew a boy who went into his father’s office when 13 
years of age, and it did not injure him. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Did it help him? 

Mr. PILES. In my opinion it did. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then, I will ask the Senator this ques- 
tion: Would a lawyer practicing in a city like Washington, for 
instance, and having probably not only means, but also wisdom 
and humanity, preserve his place at the bar if he did not have 
his boy in school during the school sessions and on vacation or at 
play when the sessions were not being held, up to the age of 14 
years? I myself have had some slight acquaintance with law- 
yers, and I confess that I hardly think that any boy would be 
aided in the mastery of that greatest of sciences by beginning 
its study before 14 years of age. 

Mr. PILES. I am not discussing the advisability of a boy 
commencing the study of the science of the law at the age of 
14; but I do know from my own observation that some of the 
ablest lawyers of my acquaintance have not thought it improper 
to employ their sons in their offices in vacation, teaching them 
some of the routine work of the office, keeping their minds em- 
ployed, and paying them for their services so as to encourage 
them in their work; nor did I ever hear of such a course inju- 
riously affecting a lawyer's standing at the bar. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Boys under 14 years of age? 

Mr. PILES. Under 14 years of age. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator advise that as a course 
of legal study? 

Mr. PILES. I am not advising it; I have no objection to it, 
and I say that the right as it now exists should remain. I say 
it can not ordinarily be an injury to a boy, but it may be of 
great benefit to him. 


I do not desire to trespass upon the time of the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. Dotiiver], but I wish to say that I am in favor of a 
law which will prevent children from becoming public messen- 
gers, from working in mines, factories, and all other places 
deleterious to physical and intellectual development; also in all 
places which have a tendency to degrade or reduce the moral 
tone of the children of the country. But I believe, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that every boy should have the right to fight his way in 
the world and an opportunity to make a name for himself in all 
employments which are not harmful to his physical, mental, 
and moral development; and when a boy to that end desires to 
engage in any such employment, I do not think he should be re- 
strained by law from so doing and forced to accept public char- 
ity in order to attend the public schools. You need not, Mr. 
President, worry about a boy with the spirit of success in him, 
for be will find both the way and the means to acquire an edu- 
cation which will be of real and lasting benefit to him and the 
country in which he lives. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I do not think it necessary 
for me to go into the matters just referred to by the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. Pres], because I find nothing in the 
proposed legislation that would interfere with the parental au- 
thority of which he speaks. I am, of course, impressed by 
what he has said and by what is said by men of such prac- 
tical wisdom in this world as the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. Scorr] and the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror], and 
I probably would be entirely persuaded by what they say if I 
did not find the same arguments as to child labor scattered 
freely through the entire controversy from the beginning of the 
agitation more than half a century ago. 

There could be no more serious weakening of this proposed 
law than to amend it in such a way as to allow people to per- 
mit their children to work when they are under the pressure of 
poverty and necessity. It does seem a little hard to let them 
starve when they might be saved by the labor of a child, 
but that same hardship appears in the enforcement of our 
health laws and in the enforcement of many of the schemes 
that society has adopted for its own preservation. 

I was so impressed by the argument that families living in 
poverty might be saved from distress, at least, by the labor of 
little children that I asked the good people who appeared before 
the Committee on Education and Labor how stood that case, in 
the District of Columbia, and those who were familiar with the 
work of the Board of Charities in this District, being before our 
committee, upon their authority and responsibility in connec- 
tion with the associated charities of Washington, said that that 
association had investigated in this District every case in which 
a child could properly be said to be working for the support of 
anybody, and there publicly, before our committee, they under- 
took that that association would relieve all the distress occa- 
sioned by the discharge from the army of workers of these little 
children of the District of Columbia. 

I suggest to those who are interested in this question, but 
are not interested particularly in a running discussion such as 
we have had here to-day, to take the hearings that were 
printed by the Committee on Education and Labor and examine 
that mass of testimony. I doubt very much whether any Sena- 
tor, after fully investigating this matter, will refuse his sup- 
port to the effort that this bill makes to put an end to condi- 
tions in this District which would be looked upon anywhere in 
the United States as discreditable and in this fortunate and 
happy community are little short of disgraceful. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to ask the Senator who has charge of 
the pending bill whether he will not yield to me to make a mo- 
tion to proceed to the consideration of executive business? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will. 

Mr. CULLOM. I want to say to the Senator that there are 
quite a number of Senators who desire to speak in regard to 
the question of child labor, and I do not see much prospect of 
being able to get this bill through this afternoon. I am myself 
for the bill, but I think I will insist upon making the motion 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness, 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President—— ` 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do. ; 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to ask unanimous consent that the 
bill may be made the unfinished business for 2 o’clock to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT.. There is unfinished business which, 
by order of the Senate, will come up at 2 o'clock to-morrow. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE SENATOR BATE, 


Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President : 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 


1906. 


Mr. CULLOM. I do. 

Mr. CARMACK. I simply wish to giyen notice that on Thurs- 
day, January 17, I shall ask the Senate to consider resolutions 
of respect to my late colleague, Senator Bate, of Tennessee. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After thirty-five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 
o'clock and 35 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Tuesday, December 11, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 10, 1906. 
ASSISTANT COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Frank F. Patterson, of New Jersey, to be assistant collector 
of customs for the port of Camden, N. J., in the district of 
Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania. (Reappointment.) 


COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. 
William B. Ridgely, of Illinois, to be Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency. (Reappointment. ) 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Jose R. F. Savage, of Porto Rico, to be United States attorney 
for the district of Porto Rico, vice N. B. K. Pettingill, removed. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

Edson S. Bishop, of Connecticut, to be United States marshal 
for the district of Connecticut. A reappointment, his term ex- 
piring December 10, 1906. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 

Thomas Ives Chatfield, of New York, to be United States dis- 
trict judge for the eastern district of New York, in the place 
of Edward B. Thomas, who is to resign soon; 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry arm—to be captain. 


First Lieut. James D. Tilford, First Cavalry, from October 1, 
1906, vice Stevens, Second Cavalry, promoted. 


Chaplain with the rank of major. 


Capt. Patrick J. Hart, chaplain, Artillery Corps, to be chap- 
lain, with the rank of major, from December 5, 1906. 


CHIEF OF BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS. 


Civil Engineer Harry H. Rousseau, United States Navy, to 
be Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, in the Department 
of the Navy, with the rank of rear-admiral, from the 5th day of 
January, 1907. 

i PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commander Albert Mertz to be a captain in the Navy from the 
2d day of November, 1906, vice Capt. William H. Emory, pro- 
moted. 

Lieut. James F. Carter tọ be a lientenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 2d day of June, 1906, vice Lieut. Commander 
John H. L. Holcombe, deceased. 

Lieut. David Van H. Allen to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 10th day of October, 1906, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Harold P. Norton, promoted. 

Asst. Surg. Winfield S. Pugh to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Navy from the 23d day of September, 1906, upon the com- 
pletion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

The following-named assistant surgeons to be passed assistant 
surgeons in the Navy from the 12th day of October, 1906, upon 
the completion of three years’ service in their present grade: 

Elwin C. Taylor. 

Franklin E. Campbell. 

James E. Gill. 

Isaac S. K. Reeves. 

Jobn H. Knapp, a citizen of Missouri, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 5th day of December, 1906 (sub- 
ject to the physical examinations required by law), to fill a va- 
cancy existing in that grade on that day. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


The following-named officers on the retired list of the Marine 
Corps to be advanced from the 29th day of June, 1906, to the 
rank and retired pay of one grade aboye that actually held by 
them at the time of their retirement, as indicated, in accordance 
with a provision contained in the naval appropriation act ap- 
proved June 29, 1906: 

Col. William S. Muse, United States Marine Corps, to be a 
brigadier-general on the retired list of the Marine Corps. 

Majs. Augustus S. Nicholson and Erastus R. Robinson, United 
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States Marine Corps, to be lieutenant-colonels on the retired 
list of the Marine Corps, 

Capts. Frederick H. Corrie, Frank D. Webster, and Archibald 
S. Taylor, United States Marine Corps, to be majors on the re- 
tired list of the Marine Corps. 

Second Lieut. Edward R. Miller, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a first lieutenant on the retired list of the Marine Corps. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 10, 
1906. 


DISTRICT JUDGE. 


Loyal E. Knappen, of Michigan, to be United States district 
judge for the western district of Michigan. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Philip S. Malcolm, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Willamette, in the State of Oregon. 


MEMBER OF PHILIPPINE COMMISSION. 


W. Morgan Shuster, of the District of Columbia, to be a 
member of the Philippine Commission and to be secretary of 
public instruction in the Philippine Islands, provided for in 
the act of Congress approved July 1, 1902, entitled “An act 
temporarily to provide for the administration of the affairs of 
civil government in the Philippine Islands, and for other pur- 
poses.” 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

First Lieut. William Vans Edmondson Jacobs to be a captain 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from November 4, 1906. 

First Lieut. James Mahool Moore to be a captain in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from October 1, 1906. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 
General officers. 


Maj. Gen. Arthur MacArthur to be Lieutenant-General from - 
September 15, 1906. 

Brig. Gen. Jesse M. Lee to be major-general from September 
18, 1906. 

Capt. John J. Pershing, Fifteenth Cavalry, to be brigadier- 
general from September 20, 1906. 

Inspector-General’s Department. 

Col. Ernest A. Garlington, inspector-general, to be Inspector- 
General, with rank of brigadier-general, for the period of four 
yours beginning October 1, 1906, with rank from that date. 

Pay Department. 

Col. Culver C. Sniffen, Assistant Paymaster-General, to be 
Paymaster-General, with the rank of brigadier-general, for the 
period of four years beginning September 11, 1906, with rank 
from that date. 

Col. Arthur Murray, Artillery Corps, to be Chief of Artillery, 
with the rank of brigadier-general from October 1, 1906. 

Medical Department. 

Brig. Gen. Robert M. O’Reilly, surgeon-general, to be Surgeon- 
General with the rank of brigadier-general for the period of 
four years beginning September 7, 1906, with rank from Septem- 
ber 7, 1902. 

Cavalry Arm. 

Second Lieut. William W. West, jr., Twenty-fifth Infantry, 
from the infantry arm to the cavalry arm, August 28, 1906, 
with rank from June 13, 1905. 

Artillery Corps. 

Second Lieut. Edward J. Cullen, Seventeenth Infantry, from 
the infantry arm to the artillery corps, September 12, 1906, 
with rank from June 13, 1906. 

Promotion in Porto Rico Provisional Regiment of Infantry. 

Second Lieut. Eduardo Iriarte, Porto Rico Provisional Regi- 
ment of Infantry, to be first lieutenant from September 7, 1906. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Quartermasters Department. 

Capt. Joseph T. Crabbs, quartermaster, to be quartermaster 

with the rank of major from June 30, 1906. 
Medical Department. 

Capt. Edward L. Munson, assistant surgeon, 

with the rank of major from July 11, 1906. 
Pay Department. 

Lieut. Col. William H. Comegys, deputy paymaster-general, to 
be assistant paymaster-general with the rank of colonel from 
September 13, 1906. 


to be surgeon 
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Maj. Elijah W. Halford, paymaster, to be deputy paymaster- 
general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel from September 13, 
1906 


Capt. Eugene Coffin, paymaster, to be paymaster with the 
rank of major from August 6, 1906. 

Capt. John R. Lynch, paymaster, to be paymaster with the 
rank of major from September 13, 1906. 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 
To be colonel. 

Lieut. Col. Ernest H. Ruffner, Corps of Engineers, from Sep- 

tember 9, 1906. 
To be lieutenant-colonels. 


Maj. Frederic V. Abbot, Corps of Engineers, from September 
9, 1906. 
Maj. Thomas L. Casey, Corps of Engineers, from September 
26, 1906. À 
To be majors. 


Capt. William W. Harts, Corps of Engineers, from September 
9, 1906. 

Capt. Edgar Jadwin, Corps of Engineers, from September 26, 
1906. 


To be captains. 


First Lieut. John R. Slattery, Corps of Engineers, from June 
27, 1906. 

First Lieut. Curtis W. Otwell, Corps of Engineers, from Sep- 
tember 9, 1906. 

First Lieut. Hubert L. Wigmore, Corps of Engineers (subject 
to examination required by law), from September 17, 1906. 

First Lieut. Alfred B. Putnam, Corps of Engineers, from Sep- 
tember 26, 1906. 

To be first lieutenants. 


Second Lieut. Joseph H. Earle, Corps of Engineers, from 
June 27, 1906. 

Second Lieut. Thomas M. Robins, Corps of Engineers, from 
September 9, 1906. 

ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 
To be majors. 

Capt. George W. Burr, Ordnance Department, from June 25, 
1906. 

Capt. Colden L’H. Ruggles, Ordnance Department, from June 
25,1906. : 

Capt. Odus C. Horney, Ordnance Department, from June 25, 
1906. 

Capt. George Montgomery, Ordnance Department, from June 
25, 1906. 2 - 

Capt. Tracy C. Dickson, Ordnance Department, from June 25, 


1906. 
Capt. Lawson M. Fuller, Ordnance Department, from June 25, 


1906. 

Capt. Charles C. Jamieson, Ordnance Department, from June 
25, 1906. 

Capt. John W. Joyes, Ordnance Department, from June 25, 


1906. 
Capt. Jay E. Hoffer, Ordnance Department, from June 25, 


CAVALRY ARM. 
To be colonels. 


Lieut. Col. Walter S. Schuyler, Third Cavalry, from August 
20, 1906. 
Lieut. Col. Henry P. Kingsbury, Eighth Cavalry, from August 


81, 1906. 
Lieut. Col. Frank West, Seyenth Cavalry, from October 1, 


1906. 2 
Lieut. Col. George F. Chase, Twelfth Cavalry, from October 2, 
1906. 
To be lieutenant-colonels. 
Maj. George K. Hunter, Sixth Cavalry, from June 30, 1906. 
Maj. Charles M. O'Connor, Fourteenth Cavalry, from August 


20, 1906. 
Maj. Wilber E. Wilder, Fifteenth Cavalry, from September 
13, 1906. 
Maj. John F. Guilfoyle, unassigned, from October 1, 1906. 
Maj. Charles II. Watts, Fifth Cavalry, from October 1, 1906. 
Maj. Frank A. Edwards, Fourth Cavalry, from October 2, 
1906. f . 
To be majors. 
Capt. J. F. Reynolds Landis, First Cavalry, from June 30, 


1906. 
Capt. Parker W. West, Fifteenth Cavalry, from August 20, 
906. ; 


DECEMBER 10, 


Capt. Frederick S. Foltz, Second Cavalry, from September 13, 
1906. 
Capt. John H. Gardner, Second Cavalry, from September 13, 
1906. 
Capt. Charles J. Stevens, from October 1, 1906. 
To be captains. 
3 Lieut. Clark D. Dudley, Fourteenth Cavalry, from June 
, 1906. 
First Lieut. Edwin A. Hickman, First Cavalry, from July 18, 
1906. 5 
First Lieut. Warren W. Whitside, Fifteenth Cavalry, from 
August 20, 1906. 
First Lieut. Samuel A. Purviance, Fourth Cayalry, from Sep- 
tember 13, 1906. 
First Lieut. Frederick C. Johnson, Second Cavalry, from Sep- 
tember 13, 1906. 
1 Lieut. Guy Cushman, Eleventh Cavalry, from September 
20, 1906. 
To be first lieutenants. 
sas Lieut. William N. Haskell, Ninth Cavalry, from April 
26, 1906. 
Second Lieut. Henry A. Meyer, jr., Thirteenth Cavalry, from 
June 30, 1906. 
8 Lieut. Frank Keller, Eighth Cavalry, from July 18, 
1906. 
ARTILLERY CORPS. 


To be colonels, 

Lieut. Col. Henry L. Harris, Artillery Corps, from October 1, 
er Col. Arthur Murray, Artillery Corps, from October 1 
nk: Col. Jobn A. Lundeen, Artillery Corps, from October 2, 
ti To be lieutenant-colonels. 


Maj. George L. Anderson, Artillery Corps, from October 1, 
1906. 
Maj. Lotus Niles, Artillery Corps, from October 1, 1906. 
Maj. William H. Coffin, Artillery Corps, from October 3, 1906. 
To be majors. 
Capt. Thomas Ridgway, Artillery Corps, from June 30, 1906. 
Capt. John W. Ruckman, Artillery Corps, from June 30, 1906. 
Capt. William P. Stone, Artillery Corps, from September 30, 
1906. 
Capt. Ira A. Haynes, Artillery Corps, from October 1, 1906. 
Capt. Willoughby Walke, Artillery Corps, from October 1, 1906. 
Capt. William F. Hancock, Artillery Corps, from October 3, 
1906. 
Capt. John Conklin, Artillery Corps, from October 3, 1906. 
To be captains. 


First Lieut. Harry W. Newton, Artillery Corps, from June 30, 
1906. 
First Lieut. Allen D. Raymond, Artillery Corps, from June 30, 
1906. 


30, 1906. 

First Lieut. John L. Hughes, Artillery Corps, from October 1, 
1906. 
First Lieut. John W. C. Abbott, Artillery Corps, from October 
1, 1906. 
First Lieut. Harry T. Matthews, Artillery Corps, from October 
3, 1906. 

First Lieut. Harry C. Barnes, Artillery Corps, from October 3, 
1906. 
First Lieut. Stephen H. Mould, Artillery Corps, from October 
16, 1906. 

To be first lieutenants. 

Second Lieut. Charles C. Burt, Artillery Corps, from June 9, 
1906. 
Second Lieut. William N. Michel, Artillery Corps, from June 


22, 1906. 
Second Lieut. Howard S. Miller, Artillery Corps, from June 30, 
906. 
Second Lieut. William H. Menges, Artillery Corps, from June 


30. 1906. 

Second Lieut. Arthur L. Keesling, Artillery Corps, from July 
1, 1906. 

Second Lieut. Francis J. Behr, Artillery Corps, from Septem- 
ber 28, 1906. 

Second Lieut. Thomas A. Jones, Artillery Corps, from Sep- 
tember 30, 1906. 

Second Lieut. John R. Musgrave, Artillery Corps, from Octo- 
ber 1, 1906. 


First Lieut. James R. Pourie, Artillery Corps, from September 
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Second Lieut. Hartman L. Butler, Artillery Corps, from Octo- 
ber 1, 1906. 

Second Lieut. William H. Peek, Artillery Corps, from October 
3, 1906. 

Second Lieut. James E. Wilson, Artillery Corps, from October 
8, 1906. 

Second Lieut. Thomas W. Hollyday, Artillery Corps, from 
October 16, 1906. 

Second Lieut. Albert L. Rhoades, Artillery Corps, from Octo- 
ber 19, 1906. 

INFANTRY ARM, 


To be colonels. 


Lieut. Col. Herbert S. Foster (since retired from active sery- 
ice), Twelfth Infantry, from June 25, 1906. 

Lieut. Col. John C. Dent, Twenty-fourth Infantry, from July 
2, 1906. 

Lieut. Col. George K. McGunnegle, Seventeenth Infantry, from 
July 3, 1906. 

Lieut. Col. Edgar B. Robertson, Ninth Infantry, from October 
6, 1906. 

Lieut. Col. Henry A. Greene, First Infantry, from October 20, 
1906. 

To be lieutenant-colonels. 


Maj. Francis H. French, unassigned, from June 25, 1906. 
Maj. Ammon A. Augur, Twenty-ninth Infantry, from July 2, 
10060. ` 
Maj. Charles McClure, Fourteenth Infantry, from July 3, 1906. 
Maj. Silas A. Wolf, Nineteenth Infantry, from July 13, 1906. 
Maj. Charles G. Starr (since retired from active service), un- 
assigned, from September 4, 1906. 
Maj. William C. Buttler, Twenty-ninth Infantry, from October 
6. 1906. 
Maj. James S. Rogers, Fourth Infantry, from October 20, 1906. 
Maj. George S. Young, Eighteenth Infantry, from October 30, 
1906. : 
Maj. Robert L. Bullard, Twenty-eighth Infantry, from October 
1906. 


To be majors. 


Capt. Elmore F. Taggart, Eighth Infantry, from June 25, 1906. 

Capt. Samson L. Faison, unassigned, from June 30, 1906. 

Capt. Alfred Hasbrouck, Fourteenth Infantry, from July 2, 
1906. 

Capt. Jacob F. Kreps, Twenty-second Infantry, from July 3, 
1966. 

Capt. Henry ©. Cabell, Fourteenth Infantry, from July 13, 
1966. 

Capt. Frederick Perkins, Eighth Infantry, from August 7, 1906. 

Capt. William P. Burnham, Ninth Infantry, from August 20, 
1966. 

Capt. James M. Arrasmith, Eighteenth Infantry, from Septem- 
ber 11, 1906. 

Capt. Wiliam H. Johnston, Sixteenth Infantry, from October 
6, 1906. 

To be captains. 


First Lieut. Frederick S. L. Price, Fourteenth Infantry, from 
June 25, 1906. 

First Lieut, Clifton C. Kinney, Ninth Infantry, from June 30, 
1906. 

First Lieut. Woodson Hocker, Eleventh Infantry, from July 2, 
1906. 

First Lieut. James S. Young, jr., Tenth infantry, from July 2, 
1906. 

First Lieut. William M. Parker, Eleventh Infantry, from July 
2, 1906. ' 

First Lieut. Charles B. Clark, Fifth Infantry, from July 3, 
1906. 

First Lieut. Irvin L. Hunt, Nineteenth Infantry, from July 7, 
1906. 

First Lieut. George S. Simonds, Twenty-second Infantry, from 
July 13, 1906. g 

To be first lieutenants. 


Second Lieut. George W. Sager, Nineteenth Infantry, from 
June 5, 1906. 

Second Lieut. Thorne Strayer, Twenty-sixth Infantry, from 
June 6, 1906. . 

Second Lieut. Francis B. Eastman, Tenth Infantry, from June 
2. 1906. 

Second Lieut. Kneeland S. Snow, Ninth Infantry, from June 
80, 1906. 

Seeond Lieut. Bates Tucker, Fourteenth Infantry, from July 
2, 1906. i 


RETIRED LIST OF ARMY. 
With the rank of brigadier-general. 


Col. Louis V. Caziare, retired, from October 1, 1906. 
Col. Oliver E. Wood, retired, from October 1, 1906. 

Col. William M. Wallace, retired, from October 2, 1906. 
Col. Charles H. Noble, retired, from October 20, 1906. 


POSTMASTERS. 
ALASKA. 
A. Zilpah Hopkins to be postmaster at Ketchikan, Alaska. 
ARKANSAS, 
John L. Smith to be postmaster at Van Buren, in the county 
of Crawford and State of Arkansas, 
CALIFORNIA. 
Frank E. Cushing to be postmaster at Red Bluff, in the county 
of Tehama and State of California. 
Lizzie MeGann to be postmaster at Richmond, in the county 
of Contra Costa and State of California. 
Henry W. Nash to be postmaster at Stirling City, in the county 
of Butte and State of California. 
Benjamin F. Newby to be postmaster at Dixon, in the county 
of Solano and State of California. 
John F. Rudolph to be postmaster at Lompoc, in the county 
of Santa Barbara and State of California. 
COLORADO. 
John A. Bunker to be postmaster at Paonia, in the county of 
Delta and State of Colorado. 
Emma C. Burke to be postmaster at Sterling, in the county of 
Logan and State of Colorado. 
IDAHO, 
John H. Bruce to be postmaster at Weiser, in the county of 
Washington and State of Idaho. 
ILLINOIS. 
Edward I. Boies to be postmaster at Sycamore, in the county 
of Dekalb and State of Illinois. 
William P. Dickie to be postmaster at Bunker Hill, in the 
county of Macoupin and State of Illinois. 
Luranah Haworth to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the 
county of Vermilion and State of Illinois. 
Peter E. Low to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county of 
Woodford and State of Illinois. 
Milton M. Rodenberger to be postmaster at Windsor, in the 
county of Shelby and State of Illinois. 


William H. Whitehouse to be postmaster at Mount Olive, in 


the county of Macoupin and State of Illinois. 
INDIANA. 
Will H. Conway to be postmaster at Aurora, in the county of 
Dearborn and State of Indiana. 
Roy E. Turner to be postmaster at Dana, in the county of 
Vermilion and State of Indiana. 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Lura M. Allen to be postmaster at Okemah, District 9, Indian 
Territory. 
Joseph H. Butler to be postmaster at Vinita, in District 2, 
Indian Territory. 
KANSAS. 
George W. Benedick to be postmaster at Plainville, in the 
county of Rooks and State of Kansas. 
John A. Davidson to be postmaster at White City, in the 
county of Morris and State of Kansas. 
MIOHIGAN, 
Robert H. Barnum to be postmaster at Iron River, in the 
county of Iron and State of Michigan. 
MINNESOTA, 
Manley S. Elliott to be postmaster at Paynesville, in the 
county of Stearns and State of Minnesota. 
Clinton D. Grinols to be postmaster at St. Cloud, in the county 
of Stearns and State of Minnesota. 
Fred Herring to be postmaster at Hawley, in the tounty of 
Clay and State of Minnesota. 
Mary H. James to be postmaster at Virginia, in the county of 
St. Louis and State of Minnesota. 
MISSOURI. 
George N. Gromer to be postmaster at Pattonsburg, in the 
county of Daviess and State of Missouri. 
MONTANA. 
Edward H. Cooney to be postmaster at Great Falls, in the 
county of Cascade and State of Montana. 
NEW JERSEY. 
John E. Morton to be postmaster at Palmyra, in the county 
of Burlington and State of Naw Jersey. 
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NEW YORK. 


Pryce W. Bailey to be postmaster at Seneca Falls, in the 

county of Seneca and State of New York. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 

Barnabas A. Baber to be postmaster at Shelby, in the county 

of Cleyeland and State of North Carolina. 
OHIO. 

Samuel N. Patton to be postmaster at Hillsboro, in the eounty 
of Highland and State of Ohio. 

William D. Powley to be postmaster at Monroeville, in the 
county of Huron and State of Ohio. 

Charles J. Thompson to be postmaster at Defiance, in the 
county of Defiance and State of Ohio. 

TENNESSEE. 

Frank W. Galbraith to be postmaster at Jefferson City, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Tennessee. 
N. J. Tallent to be postmaster at Dayton, in the county of 
Rhea and State of Tennessee. 

William J. Wells to be postmaster at Loudon, in the county of 
Loudon and State of Tennessee. 5 

WASHINGTON. z 

Hiram Hammer to be postmaster at Sedro Woolley, in the 
county of Skagit and State of Washington. 

Charles P. Kimball to be postmaster at Bremerton, in the 
county of Kitsap and State of Washington. 

Daniel C. Pearson to be postmaster at Stanwood, in the county 
of Snohomish and State of Washington. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 10, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Covupren, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, December 7, was 
read and approyed. = 


COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT. 


The SPEAKER appointed Representative BRADLEY of New 
York, a member of the Committee on Military Affairs. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. Dresser was given leave of ab- 
“gence indefinitely, on account of illness. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, under the rules this is Dis- 

` trict day. I understand that there is an appropriation bill be- 

fore the House which it especially desires to act upon, and for 

that reason I ask unanimous consent that it may be in order to 

cail up business reported by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia next Monday instead of to-day. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I understand next Mon- 
day will be suspension day. I do not think that a special order 
ought to be made for that day. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Then, Mr. Speaker, I would suggest next 
Tuesday. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, it is very important that I should 
be present on District day, and I shall be obliged to be absent 
on Tuesday. I shall therefore object. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will change my re- 
quest and ask that it be in order to call up business reported by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia on the day following 
the conclusion of the appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. . 

SENATE BILL AND RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
and the following resolution were taken from the Speaker's table 
and referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

Senate concurrent resolution 25: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives petty 
That the President by requested to return to the Senate the bill (S. 
8 entitled “An act granting an increase of pension to William 

801 — 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (S. 6261) to establish a fund for public works in the 
Territory of Hawaii, and for other purposes to the Committee 
on the Territories. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Sundry messages in writing from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. LATTA, one of his secretaries. 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
reprint of the bill (H. R. 9754) to provide for the classification 
of the salaries of clerks employed in post-offices of the first and 
second classes. 

The request was agreed to. 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 21574) making ap- 
propriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, and 
for other purposes, and pending that I desire to ask the other 
side of the House if we can agree upon any time for general 
debate? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I suggest to my colleague on the commit- 
tee that debate can run on a while until we can ascertain later 
in the day how much time we want on either side. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Could we not agree on two days for gen- 
eral debate? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I am‘ inclined to think that we do not 
want as much as two days. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Very well; then at present we will allow 
the debate to run without limit. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BrncHam] in charge of the 
bill will necessarily be absent to-morrow, and if general ‘debate 
should close before fhat time, it ought to be understood that 
the bill should not be taken up under the five-minute rule 
Wednesday. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will agree to that, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent that if general debate should close before the ad- 
journment en Tuesday, the bill shall not be called for reading 
under the five-minute rule until Wednesday. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not think that the ques- 
tion of division of time has been agreed upon. I do not know 
whether the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the gentleman 
from Georgia desire to make any agreement about it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, that the time 
for general debate be equally divided between the two sides of 
the House, the time to be controlled on the other side by the 
gentleman from Georgia and on this side by myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the time for general debate be equally 
divided, the time to be controlled by the gentleman from Geor- 
gia and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, or such Members, as 
they may designate in their absence. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The motion of Mr. Brnenam was then agreed to; accordingly 
the House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial apropriation bill, with Mr. HEP- 
BURN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of the consider- 
ation of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill. The Clerk will read the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylyania asks 
unanimous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, my remarks in presenting 
this bill for the consideration of your committee will be most 
limited so far as the details of the bill are concerned. The cur- 
rent law, which this House made at its first session, was so fully 
and ably discussed that this body—the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union—is perhaps as familiar with it 
as any explanation I could make, and I shall advert to it only 
in this respect, that the current law was presented to the House 
on March 9 and to the Committee of the Whole House on March 
13, and passed the House on March 24. If my recollection of 
the reading be correct, there was but one important change in 
the bill as presented by the committee. The bill, therefore, as 
it came from the committee—that is, the complete examination 
covering some seven hundred and fifty-odd pages of testimony, 
consuming a number of days in the hearing of that testimony— 
was so thorough and complete that upon the presentation of the 
details the House accepted the action of your committee. That 
law has operated during this fiscal year and has resulted in 
much good administration in the legislative, the executive, and 
the judicial departments of the Government. 
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This bill, as has been common for some ten years past, comes 
from your committee after having assembled—the subcommittee 
of the Committee on Appropriations—on the 26th day of No- 


vember last. Beginning with that date and continuing from 
day to day the deliberations of the committee, they will be found 
to occupy some 300 pages of printed testimony, and they are 
respectfully submitted to the House in detail. Your Book of 
Estimates was critically gone through, and I think a wise con- 
clusion reached. The committee, sitting, as I have stated, be- 
fore the usual assembling of the House, followed a practice 
which has been common for the past ten years and more. There- 
fore there is nothing unusual in presenting this legislation to 
the House at this early date. The rulings of the Chair with 
reference to the many points of order, together with the report 
from the Committee on Rules which passed the House by a vote 
of 169 yeas to 109 nays, had been adopted and followed, and 
the bill passed upon under those rulings in their qualifications 
may present the same propositions in this House. This bill is 
built upon the same lines as the bill that you acted upon in the 
first session. It is open to the same character of points of order, 
and I am free to say that, so far as I am concerned, the ruling 
of the Chair was cléar, and may be quoted in this debate at 
some period during the details of the bill. There will be no 
time lost in taking exception to the ruling, because it is a clear 
ruling, so far as this bill is concerned. We have endeavored in 
presenting the legislation that is before you to make the bill 
economic in relation to the current-year appropriations, as well 
as careful with reference to the estimates submitted by the sey- 
eral Departments of the Government. 

The estimates on which the bill is based will be found on 
pages 9-95 and 140-151 of the Book of Estimates for 1908, and 
aggregate $31,215,525.80, of which amount there is recommended 
in the bill $80,529,853.80, a reduction of $685,652 under said es- 
timates. Your committee are of the opinion that in submitting 
that conclusion we have been neither neglectful of the require- 
ments of the several Departments and their needs, nor have we 
been forgetful of the merits of some limited number of the sub- 
ordinate force who are recommended for increase in salary. 
The appropriations for the same purposes for the current fiscal 
year, including $448,066 carried in the sundry civil, deficiency, 
and other acts, aggregate $30,168,485.30, being $361,368.50 less 
than is recommended in the accompanying bill for the service of 
the fiscal year 1908. The whole number of salaries specifically 
provided for in the bill is 14,727, or 202 less than the number 
estimated for and 29 more than the number provided for in the 
law for the current year. 

I shall not at this time select from the report such parts of 
the proposed changes as I think may commend themselves per- 
haps to the criticism or approval of the committee, but at a later 
stage, when we reach the paragraphs of the bill, I may do so. 

The Government Printing Office, acting under the authority of 
the current law, has submitted to us in detail such force as can 
hereafter be placed in this bill at a fixed compensation. The 
Library of Congress we have left almost as it is in the current 
law, and in that connection at this time permit me to suggest 
that the great part of this bill is current law. As to the De- 
partment of State, I shall advert to it in my remarks by quot- 
ing some of the statements of the Secretary. We have been 
generous to that Department in this bill, as has been the current 
law. In the Treasury Department, with its upward of 3,000 
subordinates, there are a limited number of changes. The 
same may be said of the War Department. There is a limited 
changes in respect to the office of public buildings and grounds, 
and there are some changes in the matter of the State, War, 
and Navy building, where also there has been a reduction of 
force—a change in the heating apparatus of the building. The 
Navy Department is most limited in the changes we have made, 
as is also the Department of the Interior, one of the great De- 
partments of the Government. I may say the same of the Post- 
Office Department, with its great growth, and of the Department 
of Justice, as well as the Department of Commerce and Labor, 
and also the Court of Claims. 

I will place in my remarks for the information of the House 
and its convenience a full report that goes into detail of the 
several paragraphs of increases or changes in the bill. Gentle- 
men will find on page 23 of the bill now before the House the 
first limitation, or submission, as it may be called, of new 
law: 

Hereafter in printing documents authorized by law or ordered by 
Congress or either branch thereof the Government Printing Office 


shall follow the rules of orthography established by Webster's or other 
generally accepted dictionaries of the English language. 


The Congress has been now in session a week, and the ques- 
tion of simplified spelling has been one of general discussion. 
I believe the list embraces 300 words. It is not my purpose 
to enter into a debate which will undoubtedly be entered into 


by gentlemen of the House, but the matter came before your 
subcommittee on Appropriations naturally. The Book of Esti- 
mates contained the simplified spelling. Throughout all the 
items submitted in the book were appropriations recommended 
in that way. The print coming from the Public Printer came 
to us with the simplified spelling. In that way it came to our 
attention. The matter was discussed in committee. The Pub- 
lic Printer was called, together with his proof reader and his 
chief of printing. We heard them, and I shall make as part 
of my remarks all of the testimony before the subcommittee 
that pertains to simplified spelling. The bill before you, 
printed by order of the House and for its use, is printed in 
the old form or style of orthography. There has been current 
a rumor in newspapers that the Supreme Court by some dicta 
or utterance has declared that these and other matters should 
be printed in the old form. I can state to the House there 
has been no such official declaration. It would seem that the 
Solicitor-General of the United States recently, in submitting 
to the court a brief, had his attention called to it by the Chief 
Justice, who stated that in quoting to the court any authority 
the use of simplified spelling was not a literal quotation. That, 
I believe, is all the Supreme Court has uttered upon the sub- 
ject of simplified or old-style spelling. The printing of the 
Supreme Court continues to be done according to the old style 
of spelling, the court having given no instructions to use the 
simplified form. I think that will cover all that I desire to 
say at this time with reference to simplified spelling. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I wondered what gave this matter such 
gravity and importance as to justify Congress to enact a law fix- 
ing the style of orthography. Is there any economy or other 
reason—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. I believe if the gentleman will hold his in- 
quiry in abeyance until he reads what I may have to say in to- 
morrow’s Recorp he will get the whole discussion in the commit- 
tee with the Public Printer, together with his proof reader and 
chief of printing, which exhibits exactly, as near as we can reach, 
what the addition of expense will be. As to complications, per- 
haps we would not have them in the House in the matter of 
spelling, as they would in quotations before the Supreme Court, 
but I have simply called attention to the proposed action in order 
that, as debate will perhaps continue for several days, the whole 
subject might be gone into, illuminated, if it is possible, by the 
report we have to submit from the Public Printer. There is 
nothing, I may say further, beyond a general discussion in print, 
as well as conversations of men, especially here, that one print 
directed by the Congress for the printing of a bill would be in 
one form and the print submitted by the Treasury Department in 
the estimates in another form. We want, so far as the legislative 
branch of the Government is concerned, that there should be a 
consistency in our printing. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, unless there be something above 
the mere establishment of uniformity I do not think Congress 
ought to enact any legislation on the question at all, because the 
standard of spelling is virtually of usage, and spelling is improv- 
ing all the time. There is a gradual evolution in spelling words 
in the English language. I think there ought to be. I think I 
may be satisfied when I read the gentleman's speech. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is one matter which will come up yery 
early when you reach the bill, and it might be well to refer to 
it at this time. 

On page 21 of the printed bill, and I advert to it early in order 
that it may form part of the early debate, because it comes very 
eariy in the consideration of the bill, is the following para- 
graph: 

For clerk hire, Members and Delegates: To y each Member and 
Delegate for clerk hire necessarily employed by him in the discharge of 
his official and representative duties, $1,500 per annum, in monthly in- 
stallments, $594,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary; and Rep- 
resentatives and Delegates elect to Congress whose credentials in due 
form of law have been duly filed with the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in accordance with the provisions of section 31 of the Re- 


vised Statutes of the United States, shall be entitled to payment under 
this appropriation. 


For the information of the House I have been requested to 
repeat the amount, namely, $1,500, in lieu of the present law of 
$1,200. I would submit that in the Senate there is one com- 
mittee 

Mr. KEIFER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BIN GHANA] yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer]? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 7 

Mr. KEIFER. Before leaving that point I want to ask the 
gentleman to state to the House what distinction there is in the 
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matter of drawing the salary of a clerk under the old law and 
under the proposed law? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Under the old law it is limited to $100 
per month, with a certification that the amount has been ex- 
pended during that month. This puts the sum total of $1,500 
unqualifiedly under the control of the Member, with only this 
qualification, that the clerk has necessarily been employed by 
him in the discharge of his official and representative duties. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, further 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. KEIFER. Then we know, do we not, that there is no 
certificate required to be made at all by the Member as a con- 
dition of his drawing the $1,500? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I understand that the $1,500 is in his 
absolute control, to be expended during the year, without 
regard to the month. 7 

Mr. KEIFER. Does it not look like it is adding $1,500 to 
the salary of each Member? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I can not answer the question. The House 
can do that. 

Mr. McCALL. Would it not be necessary to certify that the 
clerk was necessarily employed by him in the discharge of his 
duties? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Without a doubt. 

Mr. KEIFER. I say there is no provision for a certificate to 
be required at all. It does put some little moral obligation upon 
the Member that he necessarily expend it, but that does not hurt 
anything. 

Mr. McCALL. It seems to me there should be a certificate to 
comply with the law. 

Mr. KEIFER. None whatever is provided for. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have made the statement just as the law 
reads to the House. When it comes up we can make such quali- 
fications as we desire. 

For the information of the House I will state that in the 
Senate there is one committee haying a clerk at $3,000; one 
committee having a clerk at $2,500; forty committees having 
clerks at $2,220; two committees having clerks at $2,100; 
twenty-one committees having clerks at $1,800; making sixty- 
five committees of the Senate having annual clerks. The chair- 
men of these committees have no other allowance for clerk hire. 
Twenty-five Senators who are not chairmen of committees are 
entitled to one clerk each, at $1,800. These Senators haye no 
other allowances for clerk hire. In the House there are two 
clerks of committees receiving $3,000 each; thirty-two commit- 
tees having clerks at $2,000 each; ten committees having clerks 
at $6 per day each during the session. All of the 392 Members 
and Delegates are entitled to an allowance at the rate of $1,200 
each per annum for clerk hire during the recess of Congress, and 
all of the Members and Delegates except those who are chairman 
of a committee having clerks at $6 per day are entitled to the 
allowance of $1,200 per annum for clerk hire all the year round. 
The chairmen of committees having clerks at $6 per day during 
the session receive no other allowance for clerk hire during the 
session. 

I have no other general statement to make at this time. As 
debate progresses and criticism of the bill runs I may feel it 
necessary, as other members of the committee may, to defend 
the provisions of the bill. 

I emphasize the statement that this bill in its build-up is con- 
sistent with the current law. The Book of Estimates for next 
year has been investigated by the same subcommittee that con- 
sidered the estimates for the current fiscal year, and has been 
acted upon by the same general committee. I hope and believe 
that this House can find it in its power, in view of the presenta- 
tion of this bill in its many qualifications, that there can be 
consummated after the reading of the bill the passage of the 
same, as has heretofore occurred, in one day, several times in 
two days. 

The following is from the hearings before the Appropriations 
Committee: 

SIMPLIFIED SPELLING. 

Mr. Lirraver. We find in the next paragraph the word * catalog,” 
and below the word “ cataloguer,” and we would like to know why you 
have. changed the orthography of the documents that you have sent 
here? i 

r ‘ E that gives the President authorit 
1 canst. the ‘Spelling nave = looked into that? z 
Me INON, Aben, it a Dey artment should want to change the 


spelling from what is known as the normal or usual spelling, you would 
accept the order? 

Mr. STILLINGS. Under the order of the President the Departments 
were ordered to have spelling done that way, and would naturally have 
to obey the order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is nothing in the statute that authorizes him to 
give that order, either for or against that proposition? 


Mr. STILLINGS. I do not know as to that. 

1185 NCEA: Why did you, then, print these bills under that special 
spe 

Mr. — I do not know why it should have been done in this 
ease. 

Mr. abe Is not the Book of Estimates printed in the same 
manner 

Mr. STILLINGS. The Book of Estimates emanates from the Treasury 
Department and is printed at the Treasury branch. An effort has 
poan one to carry out the President's order in reference to simplified 
spelling. 

Mr. Tawney. The Book of Estimates is printed at the Treasury 
branch ? 

Mr. STILLINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tawney. This bill is printed in your office? 

Mr. STILLINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tawney. In printing this bill, then, your employees must have 
followed the spelling contained in the Book of Estimates? 

Mr. STILLINGS. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. Tawney. And that is how it came about? 

Mr. STILLINGS. Yes, sir; if this was copied from a departmental 
document which was prepared on the simplified spelling lines. 

ous TAWNEY. What was the President's order, and have you a copy 
0 

Mr. STILLINGS. I have not a copy here. 

Mr. Tawney. Will you kindly furnish a copy of the order and have 
it appear in connection with your testimony? 

r. STILLINGS. Yes, sir. 
Tue WHITE HOUSE, WASHINGTON, 
Oyster Bay, N. Y., August 27, 1906. 

My Dear Mr. Sritiines: I inclose herewith copies of certain cir- 
culars of the eae 8 Board, which can be obtained free 
from the board at No. 1 Madison avenue, New York City. Please 
hereafter direct that in all Government publications of the Executive 
Departments the 300 words enumerated in circular No. 5 shall be 
spelled as therein set forth. If anyone asks the reason for the action, 
refer him to circulars 3, 4, and 6, as issued by the Simplified Spelling 
Board. Most of the criticism of the propo: step is evidently made 
in entire ignorance of what the step is, no less than in entire ignorance 
of the very moderate and common-sense views as to the purposes to 
be achieved, which views are so 5 set forth in the circulars 
to which I have referred. There is not the slightest intention to do 
anything revolutionary or initiate any far-reaching policy. The pur- 
pose simply is for the Government, instead of lagging behind popular 
sentiment, to advance abreast of it and at the same time abreast of the 
views of the ablest and most practical educators of our time, as well 
as of the most profound scholars—men of the stamp of Professor 
Lounsbury and Professor Skeat. 

If the slight changes in the spelling of the 300 words proposed 
wholly or partially meet popular approval, then the changes will be- 
come permanent without any reference to what public officials or in- 
dividual private citizens may feel; if they do not ultimately meet with 
porma: approval they will dropt, and that is all there is about it. 

hey represent nothing in the world but a ver. 
unconscious movement which has made agricultural implement makers 
and farmers write “ plow” instead of“ plough; ” which has made most 
Americans write “honor” without the somewhat absurd, superfluous 
u; and which is even now making people write “program” without 
the “me”"—just as sll people who speak English now write “ bat,” 
“set,” “dim,” “sum,” and fish,“ instead of the Elizabethan batte,“ 


slight extension of the 


sette.“ “dimme,” * summe,” and fxsshe;“ which makes us write 
“ public.” “almanac,” “era,” “fantasy,” and “ wagon,” instead of the 
“ publick,” “aimanack,” “aera,” “phantasy,” and “waggon” of our 


yreat-grandfathers. It is not an attack on the language of Shakespeare 
and Milton, because it is in some instances a going back to the forms 
they used, and in others merely the extension of changes which, as re- 
gards other words, have taken place since their time. It is not an at- 
tempt to do anything far-reaching or sudden or violent; or indeed any- 
thing very great at all. It is merely an attempt to cast what slight 
weight can properly be cast on the side of the popular forces which are 
endeavoring to make our spelling a little less foolish and fantastic. 
Sincerely, yours, 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Hon. CHARLES A. STILLINGS, 
Public Printer, Washington. 


Mr. Tawney. Was there any reference in the order to the report of a 
board on simplified spelling? 

Mr. STILLINGS. I was referred to the report of a board on simplified 
spelling. 

i 5 Sonax How many words does the new spelling book contain? 

Mr. STILLINGS. Three hundred. 

Mr. Tawney. Three hundred words the spelling of which was changed 
by the report of this board? 

Mr. STILLINGS. No, sir; many of the 300 words in this were already 
in preferred use. s 

Mr. Tawney. In looking over the names of the men constituting this 
board I notice Mr. Isaac k. Funk, editor and 3 of the Standard 
Dictionary. In the event that Congress adopted the simplified spelling 
by having Congressional documents and Jaws printed in accordance with 
the report of this board, would it be necessary to get out a new dic- 
tionary? 

Mr. STILLINGS. I think it would DIURAN es, sir. 

Mr. Tawny. I notice, also, the names of Mr. Charles P. G. Scott, 
etymological editor of the Century Dictionary; Mr. E. O. Vaile, of Chi- 
cago. you know what business he is enguged in? 

Mr. STILLINGS. No, sir. 

Mr. Tawney. I also notice the names of Mr. Benjamin E. Smith, 
editor of the Century Dictionary, New York, and Henry Holt, a pub- 
lisher of New York. Is that a school-book publishing house? 

Mr. STILLINGS. I understand it to be. $ 

Mr. TawxEY. The adoption by Congress of this form of spelling would 
ultimately, and in the very near future, no doubt, necessitate the publi- 
cation of a new dictionary and new school books and their purchase by 
the citizens of the United States? 

Mr. STILLINGS. That would probably be the result. 

Mr. Lirraver. It was a mistake, acording to your opinion, to print 
this bill in this manner? 

Mr. Stitiincs. Certainly; Congressional printing was not contem- 
plated in the President's order. 

Mr. BIN GAM. As matters now stand with reference to spelling, sup- 
pose Congress directs the publication or the issuance of a thousand 


copies of a report, a publication from one of the Departments, what 
spelling would you adopt? 
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Mr. STILLINGS. We should follow the usual sty. 

Mr. Bixcuam. So 
without any act of Congress 
Executive would be printed in the old spelling? 

Mr. STILLENGS. Where the order comes from Congress we have no 
authority to Shanes She spelling. 

Mr. Lirraver. t us get at the effect of this order on your work. 
In the first place, we will say that a De ent sends you copy and 
it is in the new spelling. You then simply set up the type in accord- 
ance with that order, do you not? 

Mr. STILLINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lirraver. If it were a document that would require submission 
to Congress and Congress should declare that all documents coming to 
= rag oan be In the usual g, would it require the resetting 
of the type 

Mr. STILLINGS. It would require the correct of that portion of 
the standing type or plate wherein the — had to be made, 

Mr. Lirraver. On each page or on every two or three pages? 

Mr. STILLINGS. ogre once every two pages. 

Mr. LITTAUER. And if it was set up on a lino machine? 

Mr. STILLINGS. We would have to cast a new slug. 

Mr. ‘Tawney. What, in your ju nt, approximately, would be the 
additional expense of those changes 

Mr. SriLLixas. That is something I do not know, because we have 
never had an occasion to try it out. Here is the point that must be 
thought out: The bulk of our documents are ee from plates. 

Mr. Lirraver. Could the plates be changed 

Mr. STILLINGs. Yes, sir; if you are going to change from the sim- 

lified to the usual spelling, you would make the changes on the 3 
2 ort cases. How much of it would be done is very difficuit to 
estimate. 
handling copy, seems to feel that it would not be so radi a change 
as appears on the surface. Of course you can see that if a document 
comes to you with the word “through” spelled without the “ ough,” 
we might possi be able to insert the “ough” by respacing the 
line so as to get the extra letters. If we could not, we would have 
to run over each line in that paragraph, or enough lines to finally come 
out even with good justification. 

Mr. Lirraver. If it was on a plate you would have to destroy the 
> me make a iyi ouer „ 

. STILLINGS. No, sir; we se e para h up, electrotype 
it, and paton it onto the original plate. 8 pi 

Mr, Lirraver. You would not able to tell what the expense 
would be in the case of an ordinary 3 of 30 or 35 pages? 

Mr. Srrueres. It is very diffieult to estimate. 

Mr. BURLESON, Where are the Supreme Court reports printed? 

Mr. Srizkixus. Under contract by a commercial printing house. 
We do a large amount of work for the Supreme Court; the cases, 
among other items. 

Mr. BURLESON. Do you propose to make the change there? 

Mr. Stritnincs. They have objected. Recently the question of sim- 
plified spelling came up. 

Mr. Lirrraver. Is it not going to lead to a great deal of confusion? 

Mr. STILLINGS. Yes, sir. 4 

Mr. BURLESON. The Supreme Court have refused to follow the sim- 
plided mode of spelling? 

Mr. STILLINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURLESON. And necessarily we are going to have the executive 
branch of the Government, as to the President's message, spelling one 
way and another department of the Government spelling another way? 

Mr. Srituincs. That is right. 

Mr. BIxanau. Up to this date have you issued any Government 
publication using the new spelling? 

Mr. Stinnines. There are quite a number of publications that have 
been issued in the simplifi spelling. Here another int that 
came up. In the case of a serial which was started last . 
and the question came up jmmediately, Shall we use simplified spelling 
for the balance of the year or not? Instructions came from the Presi- 
dent that wherever the work had been started in the usual spelling it 
should be continued. The President has been very broad-gau in 
the matter of simplified spelling, stating that there was no desire to force 
pe 1 coat and that if it was not a popular move it would be 


le. 
that the general publications of the Government 


or any movement on the part of the 


0 8 
ee Lirraver. Have you had any other protests except from the 
Supreme Court? 

Mr. STILLINGS. We have had a 
Internal Revenue in connection wi 
Navy Department also; 


rotest from the Commissioner of 
the word “ gauger;" from the 


the Laws. 

Mr. Lrrraver. What has been wee prente in the Government Print- 

ing Office ; apanui Shey been to a in extent changed? 
r. STILLIXGS. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Lrrraver.’ What recognition of the progression in spelling has 
the Public Printer taken? 

Mr. STILLINGS. We have been largely guided, in fact almost entirely 
governed, by the action of the publishers of Webster's Dictionary. 

Mr. BiIxanau. Is there any difference between the Webster and 
Worcester Dictionary? 

Mr. STILLINGS. I know very little about the Worcester Dictionary; 
I have not examined it recently. 

Mr. ROBINSON, foreman of proof division, Government Printing Office, 
was questioned as follows: 

Mr. Lirravrr. We would like to bave you tell us the extra work in 
the various processes that have to be gone through from one spelling 
to the other, . the plates, and so on, and the probable cost that 
will be entailed by the use of simplified spelling in some publications 
and not in others. 

Mr. Ronixsox. You mean the change from one to the other? 

Mr. Tawney. An executive document comes to the Public Printer 
te be printed in the simplified form and is also sent to Congress and 
becomes an executive document and Is printed by Congress in the old 
form. 

Mr. Romxsox. I think the Inbor of the proof reader and the com- 
positor correcting the work from the new to the old would probably be 
the principal part of the cost. 

Mr. BunLxsox. Is there any other dificulty that is involved? 

Mr. Ropinson. I think there is no other difficulty; it is simply a 
matter of reading the proof and of catching the words, and sending it to 
the compositor, and the compositor would correct the type. 

Mr. Lrrraver. Correcting the type, would not that be an expense? 


The foreman of our proof division, from his 8 in 


Mr. Rontxsox. Somewhat, but not very high. 

Mr. 5 How much would it cost there were ten changes 
on a page 

Mr. ROBINsox. I estimate that there is not an average of two words 
te the ge o ly, and taking the avean of those words, the 
words t require diferent spaces, I should think a man should cor- 
rect those pages at the rate of three to five minutes to a page. He is 
paid 50 cents an hour for that work. He ought to correct twenty 
pages in an hour. 

Mr. Lrrraver. 
done at the Office 

Mr. ROBINSON. The proof would not necessarily have to be read very 
carefully, because you are only looking for those particular words. 

Mr. TawNey. That is 160 pages at a cost of 50 cents an hour? 

Mr. ROBINSON. That is for the compositor. The proof reading would 
cost 50 per cent more. He does not have to read it closely because he 
is only looking for those words. He only looks for the words that are 
to be changed from one spelling to another. It would be an experi- 
ment, I can not tell exactly, but I think he ought to read 100 pages a 
day—he might read 150 pages a day. 

r. Tawney. And be gets how much an hour? 

Mr. Roxinson. Fifty-eight and a half cents an hour. 

Mr. TAwxnx. And works eight hours a day? 

Mr. Roprxson. Yes, sir; the cost would not be over 4 cents a page. 
I suppose the cost would be from 3 to 4 cents a page. 

Mr. BURLESON. When a proof reader has a certain document that he 
is reading, if it is set up in the simplified method of spelling he reads 
it a certain way, and if the same proof reader has another document 
following that the old style of ling be has a difficult task of 
reading one document one way and immediately thereafter 5 
another document another way. It is a little wearing on his intel- 
lectual faculties? 

Mr. Rokixsox. There is no doubt about that. I have here a couple 
of specimens [exhibi 1 There is the new spelling and there is 
the old ling. The tor marks it, as you see, and when the proof 
reader gets that he knows at once what to do with that galley, if he is 


at all familiar with the list of 
to commit those words to memory? 


Mr. BURLESON. He is required 

Mr. ROBLNSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURLESON. And he must be familiar with the entire dictionary? 

Mr. Rogixsox. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Youne, foreman of printing, Government Printing Office, was 
questioned as follows: 

Mr. 5 When we come to the plates would there be any greater 
expense 

Mr. Youna. I do not think that would amount to any more. 

Mr. Lirtaver. Than the correction of the type? 

Mr. YounG. No, sir. 

Mr. Lrrraver. How much do you think it would cost to make two 
changes on a page? 

Mr. Younc. It would probably take five minutes. 

Mr. LITTAUER. You would have to handle every plate? 

Mr. Youxe. No; just as I hold this book you would go down to the 
page that you want and you would take the plate out and correct it 
and put it back. 

Mr. Lrrraver. One man would have to go over the plates and give 
the correet page plate to another man? 

Mr. YounG. Not necessarily. He would have te go down to the 
vault and get it; the plates are not kept upstairs. 

Mr. Lrrraver. these plates be 
of pening to another? 

r. Younc. They can be c late correction is always 
a bad thing. I do not think a p on should ever be made if 
it can be avoided. 

Mr. Lirraver. The proof reading would be more expensive than 
the changing of the plate? 

Mr. YounG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURLESON. You spoke about these plates, that is, with the 300 
words now adopted? : 

Mr. Younes. Yes, sir. 

—. „BURLESON. Now, suppose they adopt the next batch, say, 1,200 
words? 

Mr. Youne. Then it would be out of the question. 

Mr. BURLESON. It would increase the number of changes on each 


e? 
7 Youns. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Tawney. I notice in the 


report of the Comptroller of the Treas- 
big e spelling. is “ Controller.” ° 
r. Lob xa. He sanctioned that. 

Mr. Tawney. The 8 of the Currency refused to accept the 
form of spelling for his office? 

Mr. Lob xa. Yes, sir; he stands on the ground that the statute calls 
him Comptroller instead of Controller. 

Mr. Tawney. The statute spells the title of the office of the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury the same as the Comptroller of the Currency? 

Mr. Youna. Yes, sir; the Comptroller of the Treasury does not take 
the same view of it that the other man does. 

Mr. Tawney. The head of every bureau could have his official desig- 
nation spelled according to his own idea? 

Mr. Rontxsox. It is only a matter of opinion. 
the Treasury 


from one form 


but a 
e correc 


The Comptroller of 
e; says he will accept either regs, He says Controller 
is right, but if we print it Comptroller it is al hy ray logs will accept 
it. he Comptroller of the Currency will not have it so. i 

Mr, Tawney. If we have this dual form for the legisintlve and exec- 
utive departments of the Government the peoa: reading is virtually 
duplicated on all work that first goes to the Printing Office and then is 
authorized to be reprinted or republished by Congress? 

Mr. Youne. Yes, sir; anything that emanates from a Department. 

Mr. Tawney. That is why proof reading is the principal expense in 
the form of the spelling unless it is made uniform in all the several 
departments of the Government? 

Mr. Younc. Yes, sir. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I regret that, as a mem- 
ber of the subcommittee making up this bill, we did not 
have that length of time to consider the bill that we had last 
session. We spent several days upon it, looking into the de- 
tails of the bill. : 


The usual objections in the Committee of the Whole to in- 
erease in salaries, I think, Mr. Chairman, will not prevail at 


What would be the total expense in a day’s work ; 


// 
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this time, if Members will remember that in the estimates 
there were 202 increases called for and the committee has 
given only 29, 

I am aware of the fact that those who are left out will 
complain and wonder why we put in the 29 increases. It 
appeared to the Appropriation Committee the right thing to 
do—the proper thing to do at this time—to increase these 29 
salaries. The increases are all set out in the report, and I 
hope Members will not require me to go over them in detail. 
Each increase is separately set out in the report. Some of 
them were, perhaps, more deserving than others. I am in- 
formed that the President will send a special message to this 
House and Senate in a day or two asking an increase all along 
the line of 20 per cent. This rumor seems to be well founded. 
I am aware of the fact that a majority of the Keep Commission 
has recommended an increase all along the line. Of course, it 
will be left to the wisdom of this House to determine whether 
we can afford to do that or not. We must take into consideration 
as a matter of course, the reyenues on hand or estimated to be 
available when we come to disburse the money. That propo- 
sition Members will each have to consider for themselyes, and 
will come up later on its merits. 


I desire to say just here, and I think every Member upon the |- 


floor will bear me out, that the cost of living is getting out- 
rageously high in Washington City. Whether it is simply a rise 
in the cost of necessities of living—clothes, food, rent, fuel, heat, 
and light, and of other articles of necessary consumption—or 
whether it is in part owing to extravagance, I will not under- 
take to say. The fact exists all the same. 

There is one matter left out of this bill, Mr. Chairman, that I 
want to bring to the attention of southern Members especially. 
I also want to appeal to all Members to consider fairly and give 
cotton producers and spinners a square deal. In our last ap- 
propriation bill we had this clause: 

For compensaticn at not more than $10 per day and actual neces- 
sary traveling expenses to special agents to investigate trade conditions 
abroad, with the view of promoting the foreign commerce of the United 


States, $50,000, not more than $20,000 of which shall be used in the 
investigation of markets for cotton products. 


I shall add “ and cotton-seed products.” 

And the result of such investigation shall be reported to Con- 
gress. I shall at the proper time move to reinstate the clause. 

I am aware of the fact, Mr. Chairman, that our eastern and 
western friends, that raise no cotton, will say, Why put in this 
bill a particular product, as they are interested in other prod- 
uets.“ Twenty thousand dollars of this amount—$50,000—is 
specially appropriated for those things. A Senator at the other 
end of the Capitol amended and put in $20,000 for cotton prod- 
ucts. You must remember, gentlemen, that while the people of 
the South raise the cotton. they spin a very small amount 
of it. That is done by the East and the Middle States; so you 
are just as much interested as we of the South are. When you 
remember that out of all the cotton fabrics exported into the 
world, England made the great bulk of them; four hundred and 
more millions furnished by her to the other markets of the 
world, and this country only fifty-seven millions. That is the 
trouble we are endeavoring to get at. I ask, why do not China 
and Japan and Russia and the other divisions and subdivisions 
of the earth buy from us? It is simply because England has 
pushed her trade and made it apparent to the world that she 
has the market and the control of this crop and its products. 

But if the United States Government will continue this 
$50,000 appropriation and this part of it set apart to cotton 
and its fabrics, the world will soon get acquainted with the 
fact that we can supply these same goods just as cheaply and 
of just as good quality, and we will get, perhaps, our share of 
the commerce of the world on this line. It was this object at 
first, and it is the object now, if we can reinsert it in the bill. 

Again, why should cotton be specified? For the reason that 
during the last five years, three years out of five, the exporta- 
tions of cotton have paid the balance against this Government 
and saved us from a financial panic. : 

Mr. LITTAUER. The gentleman means raw cotton, does he 
not? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I am speaking about raw cotton now. 
Any commodity produced in this country that will save us from 
financial panics ought to have some attention and some legisla- 
tion, and if we can broaden our markets for raw cotton and its 
products, it is of the utmost importance that we should do it. 

There is also $30,000 in the amendment to broaden our 
market for other manufactures. I have no objection to imple- 
ments and boots and shoes being added, if they were not 
already cared for and already covered in that $30,000. 

Mr. CANDLER. What is the amount of the appropriation? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The amount of the appropriation is 
$50,000, $30,000 for outside products and $20,000 for cotton. 


Mr. LEVER. Is cotton seed included in that? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Cotton-seed products are included in this 
amendment, to be inserted in the bill when it is considered 
under the five-minute rule. I shall offer a motion to reinstate 
the current law with this amendment, to insert after the word 
“cotton” the words “and cotton-seed products.” 

Mr. MANN. What is the item? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It is the item in the present law giving 
$50,000, of which thirty thousand is given to general manufac- 
tured articles and $20,000 to cotton products. z 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman does not refer to the item about 
commercial agents abroad, does he? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. I understand there was an item inserted last 
year for special agents to investigate trade conditions in the 
Department of Commerce and Labor. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is right. 

Mr. MANN. Is that the item the gentleman has reference 
to? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is the item. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman propose to endeavor to re- 
insert that item? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. MANN. 
purpose. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I am giving notice of it now, that when 
we come to that section of the bill under the five-minute rule 
1 will move to reinsert it. 

Mr. CANDLER. It was in the bill last year? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It is the current law. The point of 
order can not lie against-it. The point of order can lie against 
my amendment as to cotton-seed products, but it can not lie 
against the paragraph now current law. 

Mr. CANDLER. Do you propose to endeavor to secure the 
same appropriation as last year? ` 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The same appropriation as the current 
law. If it were otherwise, it would be subject to a point of 
order. 

There are some limitations on this bill that I want to cali 
your attention to. The first one is: 

Hereafter, in printing documents authorized by law and ordered by 
Congress, or either brauch thereof, the Government Printing Office 
shall follow the rules of orthography established by Webster's or other 
generully accepted dictionaries of the English language. 

There are many reasons why that ought to be done. In the 
first place eyery school book in the United States, in every 
schoolroom, college, or university would have to be abolished, 
and a new lot of school books republished and bought by the 
patrons of the schools, That would be an enormous expenditure. 

In addition to this enormous expense, it creates derange- 
ment and confusion worse confounded in all parts of the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office; all the stereotype plates in the Office 
would have to be reformed. I am not authorized to say 
what the President’s message cost in the saving of 113 words, 
but the rumor comes from a very good source that it cost $760 
to saye those 118 words. I want it understood that I am not 
stating that authoritatively, but I understand it is about that 
amount. 

It makes no difference, Mr. Chairman, how advantageous it 
might seem from some point of view, but you can all see at a 
glance what a revolution this new spelling would work in our 
schools and colleges, in printing offices, and in every newspaper 
office throughout the country. 

There is another good reason for it. We are tied to a lan- 
guage spoken by people all over the world, and especially in 
Great Britain and Canada. Now, when we undertake to revo- 
lutionize the English language in that way we must consult 
those who use it with us; it is nothing but right that we should 
consult them, Are we to follow all along the line a spelling that 
would follow phonetic pronunciation? If so, then we would 
have one spelling in France, another in Germany, a different 
one in the South Central American States, where none pro- 
nounce English words as we pronounce them. 

There is another limitation here. In the Treasury Depart- 
ment until recently they have always furnished the Committee 
on Appropriations with an estimate of about how much money 
we can spend—that is, estimating the revenues for the coming 
year. The present Secretary refused to do this last year, and 
your committee, or its chairman and clerk, had to make that 
estimate. That is not a safe way of doing business. In 
other words, the Committee on Appropriations must know as 
near as possible about how much money will be available for 
appropriations and disbursements. It is made the duty, by 
this limitation, of the Secretary of the Treasury to give us that 


I do. 
I am in full sympathy with the gentleman’s 


estimate. 
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The next limitation, on page 4, is one which in my opinion by 


all means should be left in the bill. 


Sec. 4. Only such books, 
chased out of any appropriation made in this or any other act for the 
use of nuy library or office or officer as are strictly essential to the tech- 
nical and professional work of the particular Department, bureau 
office, or officer authorized to use such library or collection of ks; and 

all books, periodicals, and pamphlets which now form a part of or 
belong to any library or office collection of books and which are not 
strictly essential to the technical and professional work of the par- 
ticular Department, bureau, or office shall be transferred on or before 
January 1, 1908, to the Library of Congress, except that books of 
fiction and belles-lettres shall be transferred to the Free Public Li- 
brary of the District of Columbia, and all expenses of making this 
transfer, not otherwise sufficiently provided for, shall be paid from 
appropriations made for contingent expenses of the several Executive 
Departments or other Government establishments to which this section 
shall apply. 

Some of our departmental libraries we discovered were 
filled with fiction of the cheapest kind. I am informed that 
when the Spanish war closed, one of our Departments, finding 
several thousands of volumes of this cheap fiction on their hands, 
shipped it all to the Philippines. I don’t think that was good 
policy, for if it was not fit to be read here, it certainly was not 
fit to send to those people. I am informed that another De- 
partment has about 50,000 volumes scattered through the city 
in the hands of private parties. Our purpose is to draw these 
books back into the hands of the Departments. 

We haye gone a step further and provided that any of such 
books or periodicals in these libraries that do not come within 
this limitation must be sent to the Carnegie Library of Washing- 
ton or to the Congressional Library. r 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Ido not know whether the gentleman is aware of 
the practice, but it is a fact that in the Light-House Service we 
have a good many light-houses located off the shore in the water, 
where the keepers do not get ashore once a month, and sometimes 
in the winter not as often as that. The Government provides 
them with a small library. Of course, it would be nonsense to 
provide them with technical books merely for study. These 
books are provided for the purpose of reading light literature, 
and are passed on from one light-house to another. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Will the gentleman state under what pro- 
vision of law those books are furnished? 

Mr. MANN. Under an appropriation for light-house supplies, 
Isuppose. I should think that would be a very proper appropria- 
tion ; they are furnished as other necessities of the light-house. 

Mr. LITTAUER Then they would not belong to the depart- 
mental libraries here in Washington? . 

Mr. MANN. Ido not think they would. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Then this provision would not apply to 
them. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. They could not be affected by this limita- 
tion. I would suggest to the gentleman from Illinois that he 
might offer an amendment to supply all the light-houses from this 
source instead of having them turned back into the Carnegie and 
Congressional libraries; they might be contributed to the life- 
saving stations. 

Mr. MANN. It might be a very good way. I had read over 
the limitation, and I did feel certain that it did not apply. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No; it does not apply. I will read it 
over again: y 

Sec. 4. Only such books, riodicals, and pamphlets shall be pur- 
chased out of any appropriation made in this or any other act for the 
use of any library or office or officer as are strictly essential to the 
technical and professional work of the particular Department, bureau, 
office, or officer authorized to use such library or collection of books; 
and all books, periodicals, and pamphlets which now form a part of or 
belong to any library or office collection of books and which are not 
strictly essential to the technical and professional work of the particu- 
lar Department, bureau, or office shall be transferred, on or before Janu- 
ary 1, 1908, to the Library of Congress, except that books of fiction and 
belles-lettres shall be transferred to the Free Public Library of the 
District of Columbia, and all expenses of making this transfer, not 
otherwise sufficiently provided for, shall be paid from appropriations 
made for contingent cries of the several Executive Departments or 
other Government establishments to which this section shall apply. 


Mr. MANN. I think it would, myself, the way it reads. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann] thinks so, he may make the excep- 
tion when the bill comes up under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. MANN. I wanted to know whether they were intended 
to cover anything outside of Washington. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. They were not. Mr. Chairman, there is 
another matter which the committee has reported to which I 
wish to refer. We have increased the salary of the clerks of the 
Members from $1,260 to $1,500. My opinion in the committee— 
and it is my opinion still—was that these clerks should go on the 
rolls and have $1,500 paid to them direct. There are some ob- 
jections to that. One very good one is that some Members have 
two clerks and divide the salary between the two, taking one 


Let me read it: 
riodicals, and pamphlets shall be pur- 


home with them and leaving one in Washington. There is an- 
other objection to it that can be easily met, and that is that the 
Congressman ought to control his own clerk absolutely, dismiss 
him when he pleases or reinstate him when he pleases. That 
can be easily arranged, even if the clerk be on the rolls. The 
justice and absolute necessity for this increase is patent to 
every man. It has been charged that we have been taking this 
amount of money, some of us, and using it as an increase of our 
own salaries. The committee is not aware of the fact that that 
has been the practice. We have no proof of it. But to get rid 
of all scandal—all liability to scandal of every kind—this clerk 
ought to go on the rolls and be paid by the Sergeant-at-Arms as 
we are paid, with the power left in the hands of the Member or 
Delegate to dismiss that clerk at any time. It is not intended, 
and never was intended, as an increase to our salaries, and on 
that subject let me say that we purpose in some way or some- 
how while this bill is under consideration to test this House as 
to whether you want to increase your salaries or not. If these 
clerks go on the rolls it can not be charged that we are increas- 
ing our salaries indirectly, which is now charged, and if our 
salaries are not sufficient to decently maintain a Congressman 
and his family here while the session lasts, then say so to the 
public and increase your salaries in the bill, and I am sure 
your constituency will approve it. If you have no reason for it, 
they will not indorse it. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes. 

Mr. GOULDEN. What do the clerks of Senators receive aside 
from those who are employed by the chairmen of committees? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. One thousand eight hundred dollars a 
year. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Why this discrimination between the Sena- 
tors and the clerks of Members of the House? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. There should be none. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Is there any explainable reason for it? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. ‘There is no reason for it. There is no 
reason why there should be a difference, and I want to say 
just here that all salaries ought to be on all fours wherever pos- 
sible. To have it otherwise creates discontent and unrest. 
Where one man is doing the same work that another does, in 
the same hours, spending the same amount of money to live, it is 
not reasonable, it is not fair, that these differences in salaries 
should remain as they are now. That condition obtains among 
our clerks in the Departments, and it ought not to be so. It 
ought not to be the condition between the House and the Sen- 
ate, and I am more than willing that the Senate should come 
down to $1,500 or that we should go up to $1,800. If they can 
show this House that $1,800 is a fair salary for their clerks, 
then we ought to put ours up ot $1,800. If they can not do it, 
then they ought to put theirs down to $1,500. They certainly 
ought to be on all fours in this bill. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman takes 
his seat I would like to ask him another question. I would like 
to ask the gentleman whether he regards it as good policy to in- 
crease the salaries of the employees of this House when there 
is a committee regularly appointed to take charge of these mat- 
ters, and when that committee has had before it many of the 
salaries that are now proposed to be increased in this bill— 
whether the gentleman considers that to be good policy and 
courteous treatment? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I must confess that if 
there is a committee of this House whose business it is to 
recommend the increases of salaries of House employees, that 
perhaps the Appropriations Committee should let those alone. 
But I understand that there is no salary increased of em- 
ployees of this House except by the consent of the chairman of 
that committee, and perhaps the members of that committee. 

Mr. GOULDEN. As a member of the Committee on Ac- 
counts, I desire to say that a number of these, four or five of 
them at least, were before our committee in the last session, and 
were not reported favorably. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Which ones? 

Mr. GOULDEN. The minority employees and those in the 
Sergeant-at-Arms department in charge of the pairs were not 
reported at all, though a strong pressure was brought to bear 
on the members of the committee, but it seems to me, Mr. 
Chairman, that if there is a committee having charge of this 
matter it should be given the duties as well as responsibilities. 
I have no objection personally to the matter as reported by 
the gentleman’s committee, but I do think that the committee 
in charge of the matter, that of Accounts, should at least be 
treated with courtesy, 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, the responsibility can not 
be delivered by the Committee on Appropriations. That respon- 
sibility is given by the House and the committee is appointed 
and its limitation of duty fixed, and therefore we could not give 
you the authority nor take it away from you, but as a matter 
of courtesy, I want to repeat, Mr. Chairman, in my humble opin- 
ion, if this committee is charged with that duty these increases 
of salaries of the employees of the House should come from that 
committee. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I agree with you. As I said, personally I 
have no objection to the increases. I believe in good salaries, 
and in return would demand faithful services. I merely sug- 
gested it belonged to that committee, and I do not think the 
Committee on Appropriations mean to interfere with the privi- 
leges of any committee. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Let me ask the gentleman why he has 
not acted on these increases? 

Mr. GOULDEN. * Because we were in doubt whether they 
were entitled to the increase and for a lack of time. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. T mean this session. 

Mr. GOULDEN. We have not yet had an opportunity to take 
them up. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will you indorse these increases? 

Mr. GOULDEN. Tt is a very ungracious thing, indeed, to 
make the point of order which I think would lie against these 
increases, and I shall not do it as a member of the committee. 
I do not see the chairman of the Committee on Accounts on the 
floor of the House, but personally I shall interpose no objection, 
but let the Committee on Appropriations take the responsibility 
in the matter. 


Mr. LITTAUER. I would like to add one word, if my col- |. 


league will permit me, here, and that is the Committee on Ap- 
propriations acts upon the estimates and recommendations of 
the heads of bureaus and departments. The case of the three 
pair clerks was recommended to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions by the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House, and consequently 
considered by them. 

Mr. GOULDEN. The same recommendation has been made to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. LITTAUER. That we were not advised of or were not 
particularly aware of, although we understood last session there 
was some discussion about this subject. 

Mr. GOULDEN. There was considerable. 

Mr. LITTAUER. But it came to us and we considered it in 
the regular way. 

Mr. GOULDEN. But does not the gentleman think it would 
have been at least courteous and right to have ascertained from 
the Committee on Accounts whether it had taken any action or 
not? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Under the circumstances, yes. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Tf the gentleman will allow me a word. It 
was certainly not the desire of the Committee on Appropriations 
to be discourteous to the gentleman’s committee. The informa- 
tion we received came to the committee, as it always does, from 
the officers of the House in charge or supervision of the sub- 
ordinate force. As this was a matter distinctly for the House’s 
convenience and comfort of the Members and an expedition of 
the House’s work, we saw no impropriety in placing them in the 
bill, and certainly no discourtesy was intended toward the 
Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I wish to disclaim all intention of reflecting 
upon the Committee on Appropriations as being discourteous to 
our committee. I know them individually too well and know 
that they would not be guilty of anything of the kind. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Arr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as he may 
desire to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT]. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I presume that some of the 
Members of this House read, as I did in some of Saturday’s 
papers, that I held up the Committee on Appropriations for three 
or four hours by a discussion of the new spelling, and in that 
way had delayed the progress in this House of that bill for that 
length of time. I only wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that the cor- 
respondent who gave that report must have been an easy mark 
for some ingenious person who had fake news to dispose of, 
because there was absolutely not the slightest foundation for 
the statement. The whole discussion in the committee did no 
take five minutes. It was entirely good humored, and the wo 
which were put in my mouth were fabricated, and the whol 
statement was without foundation except for the fact that w 


spent a few minutes very informally in discussing the question.\ 


But tnasmuch as it has been so exaggerated, and inasmuch as 
I have had sentiments put into my mouth which I did not ex- 


press, I will take now a few minutes to state my position on the 
subject. I do believe in a simplification of our spelling. I have 
not been particularly intense in that opinion. Personally, I 
should have been willing that the movement should go on as it 
has been going on for many years, simplifying our complicated 
and barbarous spelling. by the constant usage of the public, and 
of the publishers, and of the newspapers. It seems to me that 
it is exceedingly desirable that that steady. progress should con- 
tinue, because the English language is gradually becoming the 
commercial language of the globe. 

As we all wish that that process shall continue it seems to me 
we all must feel that it will tend to increase that · progress to have 
our spelling as simple and methodical as possible and to have 
the various idiosyncracies and inconsistencies which frighten 
and confuse a stranger removed as far as can be done without in- 
terfering with the etymology or history of words. French has 
long been the court language of the world, but English is now 
getting to be the commercial language, and I think in the future 
courts will be much more likely to take the language of the 
people than the people will be likely to take the language ‘of the 
courts, and it is not unreasonable to expect that, as all North 
America uses English, as Australia uses it, as India is a center 
for it, and the Philippines is a center for it, it will gradually 
become a universal commercial language. And so we should 
all be interested in making that language as simple and uniform 
as possible. I cam see no reason why this steady progress to- 
ward simplicity, which we all must observe in our personal 
usage, should not be hastened. Most of us do not use the letter 
“u” in “honor” or “candor” any longer, and the most of us 
spell “plough” “ plow.” 

Most of us are constantly falling in with the simplifications 
of the language, and now when I am faced with the proposition of 
shortening 300 specific words on the recommendation of a stu- 
dious committee of public-spirited men, it seems to me a more 
rapid step. toward accomplishing what our natural instinct is 
slowly accomplishing, and for that reason I favor it. There 
is only one objection I have to their list. I confess that the 
word“ through ” spelled as “ t-h-r-u ” does not appeal to me, and 
I can not see why that spelling was inserted. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the gentleman a question or two. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. GILLETT] yield to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Has the gentleman calculated how 
long it would take te modify the English language at the rate 
of 300 words a year? 

Mr. GILLETT. No; I have not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It would take four hundred years. 
Now, one other question. If you are going into this modifica- 
tion business at all 

Mr. GILLETT. May I ask the gentleman what he means by 
saying that it would take four hundred years to do it? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. To remodel the spelling of three 
hundred thousand words in the English language. 

Mr. GILLETT. They do not all need it, of course. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The most of them do, as much as 
these 300 words. > 

Mr. GILLETT. Oh, no. e 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri, Now, another question. If you are 
going into this remodeling business, why not go the whole hog 
and take the phonetic system of spelling that has forty-four let- 
ters in it, and that absolutely abolishes the task or stunt of 
learning to spell at all? 

Mr. GILLETT. That would interfere in many cases with the 
derivation or history of words. This does not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. There is not one man out of forty 
thousand who cares anything about derivation at all, is there? 

Mr. GILLETT. I think there are many more than that. I 
do—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
commercial language—— 

Mr. GILLETT. I hope that is what we are growing to. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I hope our language will become a 
commercial language, but these men that are engaged in com- 
merce do not stop to study etymology. 

Mr. GILLETT. They do not; but does the gentleman mean 
that he favors the phonetic system? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I mean this, that this 300-words 
business is such an infinitesimal reform that if I was going into 
the reform business at all I would at one jump adopt the 
phonetic system of spelling and the shorthand system of writing, 
and do away with the double task of learning how to spell 
and write, the learning how to write the way we write now. 
Then you would have a reform that is a reform. 


Now, you propose to make a 
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Mr. GILLETT. The gentleman’s suggestion seems to me in 
accord with many suggestions that are made in this House by 
gentlemen opposed to a measure. He objects to a slight step 
on the ground that he would take some other step which every- 
body knows is impossible. That is what is often done by a 
Member in this House as a means of defeating a measure. 
Now, I do not think that such a criticism as that is very weighty. 
The gentleman knows that we are not going to adopt phonetic 
spelling. That is impossible at the present. But he also knows 
that we are every year simplifying our spelling by ordinary 
use—the ordinary popular use—and here is a simple attempt to 
somewhat accelerate the progress which is going on from year 
to year. And as I approve of all of this progress that is going 
on, so I approve of this acceleration. It is not a revolution. 
We can not effect any such phonetic revolution as the gentleman 
suggests. I do not know whether I would favor it, but I do 
not think it is practicable. We only consider what is before 
us, and here is a practical suggestion that comes which seems 
to be sensible and right and in accord with what we are doing all 
3 Sar Therefore I shall be very glad if the House will 
adopt it. 

z Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a-ques- 
on? 

Mr. GILLETT. Yes. 

Mr. MACON. If this simplified spelling were to be adopted, 
would it not necessitate the abolition of spelling books now be- 
ing used in all the schools of the country? 

Mr. GILLETT. Why of course not. Our changing it does not 
make it necessary to change school books. I have no doubt that 
in the néxt edition of the school books they would probably 
adopt it themselves, but they are not compelled to do it. 

Mr. MACON. Then if the school books should not follow it, 
why do you want it? Why have a boy taught to spell one way 
and then when he gets through with his education have to learn 
to spell another way? 

Mr. GILLETT. The gentleman makes that assumption con- 
trary to the idea that I have been endeavoring to express, I 
say that the country would follow it up gradually. It does not 
follow that because we adopt these 300 words this year that all 
ihe school books must be changed immediately. It is not a 
radical revolutionary change. It is a small and moderate 
change. It does not follow that all the school books must be 
changed, but they would follow it up gradually. I think many 
of these words are already spelled so in the school books. 

Mr. MACON. If the school books all have to be changed, it 
would work a hardship on those who haye to buy them. 

Mr. GILLETT. There are only 300 words. It is not a revo- 
lution in our spelling. It is only what I have attempted to show 
before—a little acceleration of the change which is going on 
every year in the newspapers, and in our own correspondence. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts if he is in favor of this reform made in the 
spelling of the word “through” by spelling it“ t-h-r-u?“ 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not think that is the correct way, be- 
cause we pronounce “through” as if it were spelt “t-h-r-o0” 
and not “t-h-r-u.” It seems to me that entirely confuses the 
yowels. 4 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. But did not the President in his 
message use the word “ t-h-r-u ” all the way through? [Laughter.] 

Mr. GILLETT. I presume he did. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Then your remark is a reflection 
upon the wisdom of the President. 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not agree with the President in all that 
he says and does. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am glad to hear it. 

Mr. GILLETT. Now, I just wanted to make this statement 
of my position, because the newspaper statement of it was an 
unfounded fabrication. If anybody has anything further to 
suggest in reference to what I have said—— 

Mr. SULLIVAN. May I ask the gentleman where he can find 
any authority under our system of government which enables 
the President to order the spelling of his message in the manner 
in which he has done it? 

Mr. GILLETT. I have not looked into that. I suppose that 
he has the same right to spell as he chooses that I haye and 
that you have. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I would ask, then, whether a member of 
the present Cabinet who has in his department a printing plant 
independent of the Government Printing Office has the right to 
inflict his personal ideas of spelling upon the great body of men 
who are afterwards to read these public documents; and if so, 
where does he get that right? 

Mr. GILLETT. I suppose he has exactly the same authority 
tbat 1 have in writing. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Let me ask this further question. Now, 


why is it that the Public Printer spells public documents in a 
manner other than the usual one? Where does he get the au- 
thority to do that? 

Mr. GILLETT. Who? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. The Public Printer. 


Mr. GILLETT. I say I think he has a right to do so until 


we tell him differently. He is our servant, and he must obey 
our directions. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. My question is, Whence did he derive 
that right? From what did it proceed? 

Mr. GILLETT. Every man has a right to spell as he pleases. 
I suppose he has the same right that the rest of us have, if 
he has not any instructions to the contrary. We each of us 
could order our speeches to be spelled exactly according to our 
manuscript. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Then the gentleman's idea is that if the 
Public Printer chose deliberately to misspell al! the words in a 
public document because that method of spelling conformed to 
his idea of correct spelling, he might continue to do so until 
Congress ordered him to stop? 

Mr. GILLETT. I think he might run that risk if he wanted 
to, but I do not think that is a practical suggestion. Of course 
no Public Printer would think of doing it. He would very soon 
receive orders from us. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I think the President’s notion of authority 
is the same as the gentleman’s in that particular. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman will allow me, perhaps I 
ean elucidate briefly the gentleman’s inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILLETT. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
of course. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In the report of the hearing, which will be 
printed in the Recorp to-morrow, in connection with this sub- 
ject of what is called simplified spelling, I made this inquiry: 


Mr. BIxanau. Is there any statute that gives the President au- 
thority in any 0 to change the spelling—have you looked into that? 

Mr. Stinuines. No, sir; I have not. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then, if a Department should want to change the spell- 
ing from what is known as the normal or natural spelling, you would 
accept the order? 

Mr. STILLINGS. Under the order of the President the Departments 
were ordered to have spelling done that way, and would naturally have 
to obey the order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is nothing in the statute that authorizes him 
to give that order, either for or against that proposition? 

Mr. STILLINGS. I do not know as to that, 

i kc one Why did you, then, print these bills under that special 
spellin 

Mr. Srininas. I do not know why it should have been done in this 


case. 

5 75 Tawney. Is not the Book of Estimates printed in the same man- 
ner 

Mr. Srintincs. The Book of Estimates emanates from the Treasury 
Department, and is printed at the Treasury branch. An effort has 
pesn as to carry out the President's order in reference to simplified 
spelling. 
$ es Tawxkx. The Book of Estimates is printed at the Treasury 
rauch? 

Mr. Sriuurnes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This bill is printed in your office? 

Mr. SrilLixds, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tawney. In e 3 this bill, then, your employees must have 
followed the spelling contained in the Book of Estimates? 

Mr. Stittrnes. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. Tawnny. And that is how it came about? 

Mr. SrIiLLINGS. Yes, sir; if this was copied from a departmental doc- 
ument which was N on the simplified spelling lines. 

1 TaAwNeEY. What was the President's order, and have you a copy 
0 

Mr. STIiLLINGS. I have not a copy here. 


I will state to the gentleman that there will be printed with 
my remarks to-morrow the full order of the President to Mr. 
Stillings, the Public Printer, 

Mr. GILLETT. I should suppose that naturally the Public 
Printer would print and his natural duty would be to print 
every document according to the manuscript sent, but I suppose, 
out ‘of kindness to us, if he sees a mistake in our copy, he natu- 
rally corrects it, and I suppose he goes by some standard dic- 
tionary. 

Mr. LITTAUER. The custom has been to follow Webster. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does not the gentleman draw a 
distinction between an official document and a private letter? 

Mr. GILLETT. Of course there are differences. I do not 
know just what the gentleman has in mind. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. For instance, I have a right to 
spell my name as I please, whether intentionally or ignorantly ; 
but when the President is writing an official document to Con- 
gress should he not confine his spelling to the usual form as 
found in our statutes? 

Mr. GILLETT. I think he could use Greek if he wanted to. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, he might use Moro or 
Tagalog, Filipino or German. 
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— 5 GILLETT. Certainly, I think that is entirely in his dis- 
cretion. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Or he might send a message here 
in Latin. 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do you think the President 
would have that right? 

Mr. GILLETT. Ido. I think he could use what language or 
what spelling he chose. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Suppose he should issue a mil- 
itary proclamation affecting the Army or Navy of the United 
States, affecting the life, liberty, or property of a member of 
either, and that proclamation should come before the Supreme 
Court of the United-States for consideration, and the President 
should spell it in his own way or get up a new word for each 
idea he undertook to express. Do you not think that the Su- 
preme Court would be extremely embarrassed and would have 
to send for the President's dictionary, and possibly for the 
President himself to come and translate that message? It 
could be carried to that extreme, of course. 

Mr. GILLETT. The gentleman is confusing two things, it 
seems to me; he is confusing the right and the expediency. I 
think the President, or anyone else, has the right to spell and 
publish as he pleases. Of course in practice we are all going 
to exercise reason and good sense. 

Mr, GAINES of Tennessee. Suppose he should spell the word 
“due” in this passage from the Constitution “due process of 
law "—suppose he should spell it “d-e-w.” Do you not think 
that would be confusing to a man who was imprisoned under 
an order of the President, and would it not be confusing to 
the Supreme Court if his case should go there? 

Mr. GILLETT. I don’t think it would confuse the man. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Don’t you think it would con- 
fuse the court? 

Mr. GILLETT. No. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Has not the Chief Justice been 
already confused by this new spelling? 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not know that he has. It might dis- 
please the court. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The Chief Justice asked a mem- 
ber of the bar—an officer of the Department of Justice, I 
believe—who had spelled a word in the Rooseveltian method, 
what he meant by it. The gentleman sees to what confusion It 
would yield. 

Mr. GILLETT. The gentleman from Tennessee is not dis- 
tinguishing between expediency and the right. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts goes to the extent of saying that the President has a right 
to do what he pleases with official documents in spelling, and I 
take the ground that he has no right to do it, especially in 
matters that may come before the Supreme Court or Congress. 

Mr. GILLETT. I think the President has the same right 
that we all haye—to spell as he pleases. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I know that the President wants 
to do right. I am a great admirer of President Roosevelt, but 
I am talking about the ridiculous proposition of haying a mes- 
sage sent here to Congress spelled one way and Congress print- 
ing it as spelled in the Recorp, and alongside of it the proceed- 
ings of Congress spelling the identical same words in a differ- 
ent way. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] if he is a member of 
this Amalgamated Association for Simplified Spelling? 
{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. GILLETT. No; I am not. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will allow 
me, I want to read the President’s letter to Mr. Stillings. It 
is as follows: 

Tun WHITE HOUSE, WASHINGTON, 
Oyster Bay, N. Y., August 27, 1906. 

My Dear Mr. STILLINGS: I inclose herewith copies of certain circu- 
lars of the Simplified Spelling Board, which can be obtained free from 
the board at No. 1 Madison avenue, New York City. Please hereafter 
direct that in all Government publications of the Executive Depart- 
ments the 300 words enumerated In Circular No. 5 shall be spelled 
as therein set forth. If anyone asks the reason for the action, refer 
him to Circulars 3, 4, and 6, as issued by the Simplified Spelling 
Board. Most of the criticism of the ees ate is evidently made 
in entire 3 of what the step is, no less than in entire igno- 
rance of the very moderate and common-sense views as to the pur- 
poses to be achieved, which views are so excellently set forth in the 
circulars to which I have referred. There is not the slightest inten- 
tion to do anything revolutionary or initiate any far-reaching policy. 
The purpose simply is for the Government, instead of lagging behind 
popular sentiment to advance abreast of it and at the same time 
abreast of the views of the ablest and most practical educators of 
our time, as well as of the most profound scholars—men of the stamp 
of fessor Lounsbury and Professor Skeat. 

If the slight changes in the spelling of the 300 words proposed 
wholly or partially meet popular approval, then the changes will 


popular approval oat § will 
They represent nothin, 


Sincerely, yours, THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


Hon, CHARLES A. STILLINGS 
Public Printer, Washington. 

Mr. GILBERT. It seems that the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania and all the members of that committee concede that this 
is not a governmental matter; that in spite of any legislation 
that we may enact, every college, every school, every teacher, 
every individual may still adhere to the old method of spelling. 
Now, would not the adoption of that new method tend to create 
a greater disorder and a greater degree of confusion in spelling 
rather than more harmony? 

Mr. BINGHAM. All I can say to the gentleman is that we 
think that the qualification in this proposed amendment is right. 
It will come duly before the committee when we reach that 
paragraph in the bill, which will be early in its consideration. 
It reads as follows: 

Hereafter in printing documents authorized by law or ordered b 
Congress or either branch thereof the Government Printing Office shall 
follow the rules of orthography established by Webster's or other gener- 
ally accepted dictionaries of the English language. 

It is simply, so far as this proposed amendment or legislation 
goes, a continuation of the existing system and existing or- 
thography. That is its sole purpose. Now, the committee be- 
lieve that in view of the presentation of the Book of Estimates 
of the bill that goes with it for the consideration of the com- 
mittee, all that comes from the Secretary of the Treasury in 
official form for our consideration should be spelled in the usual 
system of orthography. 

Mr. GILBERT. What I want to know is this: Is not Con- 
gress making itself ridiculous and absurd to enter upon that 
subject at all? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not think that the committee before 
whom the proposition is submitted in the form of a document to 
that committee, coming from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
inakes it ridiculous in taking the sense of the committee and 
calling attention of Congress to it. 

Mr. GILBERT. Might we not as well spend our time in 
regulating the color of our crayats? [Laughter.] 

Mr. LITTAUER. If the gentleman will permit me, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations is concerned with this matter from the 
financial and economical standpoint. We were met by the state- 
ment that if we were to continue two kinds of spelling in print- 
ing documents the extra cost in producing the publications of 
the Government would be a considerable one. The use of two 
methods would involve an extra cost for proof reading, an extra 
cost for changing type, and so forth. 

Consequently, we felt that in trying to bring about economic 
administration of the Public Printer’s office, it was well that 
some oficial mandate should be given where the authority rested 
to determine that the work of the Public Printer should be con- 
ducted in the most economic and, even, as we also believe, the 
proper way. The order of the President we recognize, but we 
also recognize the intimation—not the dictum—of the Supreme 
Court that if you are going to quote law in a printed brief you 
must quote it as the law reads and not quote it with some new 
style of spelling. Then other Departmental officers refused to 
have the spelling of their designations changed, because they are 


-statutory. If we were to continue here or after in all these 


publications the necessity of having the proof reader go over 
them twice in order to inject this new spelling, and then for 
the printers and the plate makers and so on to change their 
work, it is quite plain that we will add considerable to the cost 
of the Public Printer’s work; and it is from the standpoint of 
cost that we have submitted this matter of legislation here. 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Chairman, I think the committee is en- 
tirely right, but that is apart from the question I propounded to 
the gentleman. We know that in the times of Queen Elizabeth 
the Parliament of England would sit for months fixing the price 
of tinware, of hats and shoes, etc., and we know that in the time 
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of Louis XIV the States-General would sit to settle questions of 
etiquette before the court; and I do not want the Congress of 
the United States to be guilty of what seems to me a piece of 
folly in passing a piece of legislation that no court would pay 
any attention to as being any part of any governmental function 
to be exercised by any Congress. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman will understand this, that we 
are dealing just with the official documents, so far as this House 
or so far as Congress is concerned. Now, one point—the print- 
ing is in the simplified form, we will say. The question was put 
to Mr. Young, foreman of the Government Printing Office, on 
page 44 of the hearing, as follows: 

Mr. Lirraver. Can these plates be readily changed from one form of 
spelling to another? 

Mr. Younc. They can be changed, but a plate correction is always a 
bad thing. I do not think a plate correction should ever be made if it 
can be avoided. 

Mr. Lirraver, The ee reading would be more expensive than the 
changing of the plates 

Mr. Youna. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURLESON. You spoke about these plates—that Is, with the 300 
words now adopted? 

ae Young. Yes, sir. 

BURLESON. Now, su they adopt the next batch, say 1,200? 

Mr. Younc. Then it wou na be out of the question. 


That is the testimony of a practical man in that office. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does not the President of the 
United States have the right to authorize the reprint of certain 
executive documents? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That I can not answer. 
that right. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. We have a great many maps, for 
instance—— ~ 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania will permit, I will say that the President has not that 
right. f 

Mr. LITTAUER. The Public Printer is under Congress. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. We order these executive docu- 
ments containing these fine plates. They are the ordinary spell- 
ing. Under this new way of spelling all these plates would 
have to be changed, and it would cost a great deal of money to 
do it, of course, and take up a great deal of time, and so forth. 
Is that what the gentleman from whom you quote had in mind 
when he spoke about the “ plates?” 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is what the gentleman had in mind, 
all plates. He simply states that they can handle the 300 words, 
but when it comes to 1,200 or 1,500 words it is out of the 
question. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I will state, in answer to the 
question of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garnes], that 
we have public documents that are printed, in accordance with 
law and we have others printed by order of Congress. Now, 
under the present the Executive documents that are sent down 
to the printer to be printed, coming directly from the Executive 
Department to the Government Printing Office, will be printed 
under the Executive order in accordance with the rule of sim- 
plified spelling. Then these same documents come to Congress 
and they go back to be printed by Congress for the use of Con- 
gress. The proof must all be reread, unless Congress specif- 
ically adopts the simplified form of spelling, thereby giving 
direction to the Public Printer, who is under the control of 
Congress, giving him an authority to reprint these documents 
or haye them printed identically in the same form of spelling 
they were printed in when they came from the Executive De- 
partment. 

Mr. GILLETT. Why would that be-necessary? Why, with- 
out the explicit declaration of Congress, could not the Pubiiec 
Printer send it here in the simplified spelling, if we did not say 
we would not permit it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, I suppose that the Public Printer con- 
strues the order of the Executive to relate only to publications 
that are printed under authority of law and by direction of the 
Executive Department. I do not think the Publie Printer would 
consider the order of the Executive to apply to publications that 
are printed by authority of Congress. While it was not stated 
in the hearings, he said to me that he would expect before print- 
ing the documents that are printed by authority of Congress in 
the simplified form of spelling, he would expect Congress to 
give some direction otherwise, or in the absence of any direc- 
tion he would feel bound to go on and print the documents 
printed by authority of Congress in the manner that has hereto- 
fore obtained. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? Did 
the Public Printer haye any instructions in reference to printing 
the RECORD? 

Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 


I presume he has 
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I understand the chairman of the Committee 


on Printing of the House has made some announcement, at 
least there was an announcement in the press, whether he did 
to the Printer or not, that the Recorp would be printed in the 
usual form of spelling. I do not think he had any direction 
one way or the other. 

Mr. MANN. And which, of course, I suppose, would carry 
with it the printing of those documents referred by the Speaker 
to be printed. i 

Mr. TAWNEY. Absolutely. 

Mr. MANN. So that unless there is some legislative action 
one way or the other we will be put in the position of having 
the same documents printed by the same printing office for the 
Government one lot spelled in one way and another lot spelled 
in another way. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Exactly. 

Mr. MANN. And if there should be a third edition issued 
of those documents I suppose they would have to toss a copper 
to.see how the third edition should be spelled. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It would require some legislative action. 
The purpose of this provision to secure uniformity in spelling 
in all public documents that are issued by the Executive De- 
partments and subsequently referred to Congress, or referred 
to Congress as Executive documents and then having them 
printed under authority of Congress. The purpose is to have 
uniformity in spelling and save the expense of duplication 
work and expense, 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Do you not think if you let this subject 
alone it will result in uniformity? 

Mr. TAWNBY. It has not. 

ris SOUTHARD. So far as Government printing is con- 
cerned. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I desire to make an inquiry. Per- 
haps I am a little obtuse or have some wrong impressions. I 
understand there is no standard fixed by law now; that it is a 
question of custom at the Government Printing Office. 

Mr. MANN. There is a standard fixed by the Government 
Printing Office. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Not fixed by the Government Printing 
Office? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I understand it is just a custom and 
usage; that there is no law. 

Mr. MANN. They have rules at the Government Printing- 
Office which themselves in many cases violate the dictionaries, 
I will say to the gentleman that they do not follow the diction- 
aries in all cases by any means. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Those rules simply refer to a standard 
or an accepted usage; that is all. Now, the Public Printer can 
conform, in the absence of any legislation, to this new standard. 
It is not necessary that Congress should—let me ask, does the 
chairman of the Committee on Printing have authority to fix 
the standard of printing for Congressional documents? I as- 
sume not. I think that requires an act of Congress. The whole 
question, I understand, is open now; that the public printing 
except in so far as it has been directed by the President of the 
United States in respect to certain classes of publications—all 
the balance is a matter discretional with him, a matter of 
taste, a matter of usage- 

Mr. BINGHAM. Now let me read what he says about that. 

Mr. Lirracer. What recognition of the progress in spelling has the 
Public Printer taken? 

Mr. Sriuumscs We have been largely guided, in fact almost en- 
tirely governed, by the action of t publishers of Webster's Dic- 
tionary. 

I merely give you that. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I insist that the situation 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts yield? 

Mr. GILLETT. I yield now to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The situation is simply this: It is sim- 
ply a matter of practice or a matter of custom that there is no 
lawful standard of spelling for public documents. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Except in so far as the Executive order pro- 
poses to make a lawful standard. 


Mr. MANN. That is purely a matter of taste. The Public 
Printer is not required to follow the law. It is utterly beyond 
the law. 


Mr. TAWNEY. And if we do not enact any legislation the 
Public Printer may make documents conform to the Executive 
standard; he may use the Executive standard for printing some 
classes of documents and some other standard in relation to 
others. 

Mr. GILLETT. I had not thought of this, but I must confess 
at first blush I would go a step further than the gentleman. I 
would say that if I made a speech here and sent it down to the 


Public Printer and told him I wanted it spelled in a particular 
way that I have a right to have it spelled in the way I say. 

Mr. MANN. He would not do it. He would not spell it that 
way, either. 

Mr. CLAYTON rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Gitretrr] yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLAY- 
TON]? 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAYTON. May I ask the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. GILLETT] a question? 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAYTON. We understand from the remarks of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] that there is no 
law compelling the Public Printer to spell in any particular 
way, no positive law, no legislative enactment; but does not the 
Executive order of the President, whose appointee he is, bind 
him to the extent that the President may remove him if he 
does not conform to his directions? Would not he do it, know- 
ing the President as you know him, and that when he says a 
thing he generally has some meaning to it? Do you not think 
he would discharge the Public Printer if he did not conform to 
his directions? 

Mr. GILLETT. I think his recommendation to the Public 
Printer is very apt to receive the Public Printer’s careful con- 
sideration. 

Mr. CLAYTON. 
his job. 

Mr. NORRIS rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Gruterr] yield to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. NOR- 


The Public Printer is a wise man and onto 


RIS]? 

We. GILLETT. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. NORRIS. If it be true, and it seems to me that it is, 
that the duty of the printer, either public or otherwise—if we 
are going to be at all technical about it—is to spell as the manu- 
script before him is spelled. He ought, it seems to me, as the 
gentleman has suggested, if he is requested to print his speech 
for the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD in the reform method of spelling, 
to spell it that way. For the same reason the President ought 
to be allowed to control such things as emanate from the Execu- 
tive Department, and they ought to be settled in accordance 
with the manuscript that he sends to the Printing Office to have 
‘printed. 5 

Mr. SOUTHARD. In every case? 

Mr. NORRIS. I should think so. It is the duty of the 
printer, and I can see that it is, to simply print what is given 
to him in the shape of manuscript. He ought to follow it, and 
if it comes from the Executive Department it would be his duty 
to follow it, and he ought to be removed if he does not follow it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I am not asking the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] to yield. I want 
some time in my own right. 

Mr. GILLETT. All right. I have finished, Mr. Chairman. I 
am very glad that the gentleman from Missouri can take the 
floor. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, this matter is not 
so much of a joke as it might seem at first blush. I most 
heartily indorse what the Committee on Appropriations did in 
this matter when they say: 

Hereafter in printing documents authorized by law or ordered by 
Congress or either branch thereof the Government Printing Office shall 
follow the rules of orthography established by Webster's or other gen- 
„erally accepted dictionaries of the English language. 

In the beginning I wish to modify one remark that I made to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GuLeETT] a little while 
ago. I asked him if it were not true that there is not more than 
one citizen of the United States out of 40,000 interested in the 
origin or etymology of words. Of course I know that was a very 
extravagant question myself. What I meant was this, that the 
number of persons who are interested in etymology or the 
derivation of words is very small in comparison with the entire 
population of the United States. I haye spent some time, and 
I have no doubt that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Gittett] has spent some time, ransacking the dictionaries to 
find out the derivation of words. Before I got to be as busy as 
I am now I spent a good deal of time at it. It is fascinating 
work. I started out to be a precisian in the use of words. Law 
nnd politics lured me from that ambitious project. It vanished 
along with many other dreams of my youth. But that is 
neither here or there. Before the President issued his remark- 
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able ukase there was no trouble in this country about spelling. 
Everybody either tried to conform his spelling to the generally 
accepted authorities or he paid no attention to the authorities 
at all and spelled to suit himself. 

I will not go as far as the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Liv- 
INGSTON] went in saying that this order of the President makes 
“ confusion worse confounded.” I think that is an extravagant 
statement, too. But I do think that it makes a muddle where 
there was no sense in having any muddle.{ Some time before 
very long the people of the United States aré going to insist on 
having a President who will attend strictly to his own constitu- 
tional functions and expend his energies only on subjects of 
great pith and moment. | As to the Public Printer, his duty, 
without any statute on the subject, is to conform the spelling 
of these public documents that he has charge of to the usually 
accepted authorities in the matter of spelling, and that is what 
he would have done if he had been let alone. That he feels 
under obligations to conform his action to this order of the 
President I have no doubt. Failure to do so would, in all 
probability, mean that he would soon be ex-Public Printer. The 
truth is that the Public Printer has at times exercised preroga- 
tives which nobody ever intended that he should exercise. I 
had a very interesting experience with the first speech I ever 
made in this House. I am not at all certain that any public 
speaker in this country, except the preacher or the lawyer or 
the doctor delivering a lecture, has any right to incorporate 
into his speech any sentence or phrase from a foreign language, 
because our language is the richest and most flexible ever spoken 
by the children of men. It grows richer and more flexible 
every day. . 

If anybody does not believe that it is the most flexible, all 
that he has to do is to read Don Juan to discover the most 
complete illustration of the flexibility of the English language. . 
I would not recommend Don Juan to a boarding school; but in 
that great poem Lord Byron gave a marvelous demonstration 
of the flexibility of our vernacular. Our language is a hash 
language. Perhaps it would be in better taste to say a com- 
posite language or a verbal mosaic. It is built on a basis of 
German, which we often call Anglo-Saxon, a palpable misnomer, 
and there have been grafted on it words from every language of 
the world, ancient or modern. Whenever we need a new word 
we simply reach out into somebody else’s vocabulary and appro- 
priate it. But to return to my mutton: In the first speech I 
ever made here of course I made every effort to put my best 
foot forward. I wrote it and rewrote it and boiled it down and 
polished it and committed it to memory [laughter]; and I am 
not at all certain that it would not be better if we all did that 
all the time now. We would make fewer speeches, but better 
ones, no doubt. I wanted to be sure that I was putting the 
best foot forward, so I quoted a Latin sentence: 
descensus drerni“—“ Easy the road to the deuce.” I sent it 
down to the Printing Office, and they sent it back changed to 
“ Facilis descensus averno,” which is only the change of one let- 
ter. But I did not propose that the Public Printer should doc- 
tor up my speech, and I wanted to be certain that it was correct 
the way I had it. Looking over here within 40 or 50 feet I saw 
the most universal scholar who has been in the House in my 
time—Dr. William Everett, of Massachusetts—so I went to 
him. I presented the question to him, and he said: “ Well, it 
does not make much difference. They both mean substantially 
the same thing; they are both grammatically correct; but I 
believe that the weight of authority is on your side.” 

So I sent it off to the Public Printer. In about twenty min- 
utes Doctor Everett wrote me a note stating: “I have been 
investigating the matter and there are four accepted readings 
for that line. Facilis descensus averni; facilis descensus averno; 
facilis descensus averni est, and facilis descensus averno est; 
and the Public Printer is right.” He told me afterwards that he 
had twenty-six editions of Virgil—twenty-three more than I 
knew before had been printed. Thus I settled my matter with 
the Public Printer. 

In the shape in which this question now arises it is a practical 
problem. A gentleman asked me if I am in favor of phonetic 
spelling. I am not certain whether we could adopt it, but if we 
could there is no question that if we had the phonetic system 
of spelling which has forty-four letters in it we would absolutely 
save two years of the time that a child is learning to spell. 
They are natural-born spellers. Take any child—and every 
school-teacher on the floor of the House knows it—and give him 
the word “owl” to spell, he would spell it “ ow-l” instead of 
“o-w-l,” two letters instead of three, because there is the one 
sound represented by the two letters “o” and “w.” If you take the 
forty-four letters you will have every sound included in the 
language. Then if you adopt the shorthand system of writing— 
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and you can learn that as well as you can the system we now 
write—you will save from three to five years in the life of every 
citizen in this Republic in getting an education. 

There is something practical about that, but there are three 
arguments against that. All the etymologists will be against 
it. The men who want to learn the derivation of words will be 
against it. Every printed book in the English language is an 
arguinent against it, and every human being who has learned 
to spell in the usual way is a living, moving argument against it. 
They do not want to take the trouble to learn to spell any other 
way. But there is no doubt that if that system were adopted 
two or three years in the life of every child now living and dur- 
ing the life of every child to be born in the future would be 
saved in the matter of getting an education. 

As to this order of the President, it is absolutely pitiable. It 
produces confusion without doing any good. I undertake to 
say that if you take the scholars of the House, such as my 
learned friend from Massachusetts, and ask them to pick 300 
words for the experiment in simplified spelling no two would 
pick the same words and no two would agree on the spelling of 
the 300 words. The President says “thru;” but the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] objects to spelling the word 
“through” in the way that the President spelled it all through 
his message“ thru ”—because in certain places the letter “u” 
has a different sound from what it has in the word“ through.” 
The gentleman from Massachusetts would spell it“ throo,” be- 
cause, so he thinks, “u” never has the sound of “oo.” Now, 
that is all a question of geography. It depends on the section 
of country you are in as to whether certain sounds prevail. For 
instance, the word “calf” is as much entitled, under Webster’s 
Standard Dictionary, to be pronounced “ c-a-w-f” as “ palm” is 
entitled to be pronounced“ p-a-w-m;” yet let a man go into an 
agricultural section of the country, where they raise calves, and 
go around through the country talking about a c-a-w-f, and he will 
Son risk of haying a writ de lunatico inquirendo sworn out 
or him. ` 

The changing of the spelling of these 300 words does not do 
any good. It simply muddles things. 

Mr. GILLETT. Does not the gentleman think that this sim- 
plification of spelling, which, of course, he knows is going on 
slowly all the time, is a desirable thing? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why, certainly I do. 

Mr. GILLETT. Then here are 300 words, most of them be- 
ing changed very slightly. Why is not the adoption of this list 
an acceleration of the progress in that direction? Why does the 
gentleman say it is so confusing? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It gets up two systems of spelling 
right away. 

Mr. GILLETT. Every change gets up two systems of spelling. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I know, but it is very gradual. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. On the very point you are talking about, 
take the word “thru.” That might spell “through” in Ger- 
man, it might spell “through” in half a dozen languages, but 
the English “ u ” is never pronounced “ oo,“ and you can not make 
“throo” out of it. In New England there is a disposition to 
make “oo” sound out of “u,” the old English “u.” In other 
parts of the world“ u“ is pronounced“ eu,” and if the President 
was going to spell phonetically he might have done better by 
using “throo.” This is just an illustration of the wonderful di- 
versities of opinion which will spring up at once as to how you 
are going to make the spelling correspond with the sound. 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not think you can suggest a single other 
word in the list of 300 as to which the same thing is true. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It is just the old question of 
“shibboleth” and “sibboleth” over again. One of the most 
distinguished Members of the House (I will not name him, 
because it might seem invidious) invariably pronounces the 
word “does” as though it were spelled “doos.” He is not 
going to agree to this simplified scheme of spelling. But what 
I was trying to get at is the practical part of it, in answer to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Garri. I say that 
the spelling of the English language is a growth, and every 
man who has eyer read Chaucer, and from him on up, knows 
that very thing. 4 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Will the gentleman permit an inter- 
ruption there? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; with pleasure. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. If all of these changes mean growth, 
then where growth has taken place why should not the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, as well as the other literature of the coun- 
try, accept it? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
developed as a growth yet. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Oh, I think they have. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They haye not. Here is where the 
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trouble comes in about it. All over this country, without any 
law about it except the law of custom, where we get the common 
law, we have been accepting Webster’s Dictionary as the estab- _ 
lished authority, or Worcester’s or some of the rest of them. 
Now, there must be somewhere in the neighborhood of from 
fifty to seventy-five thousand school-teachers in the United 
States, and maybe more. They apply for school certificates un- 
der the statutes of their States. In Missouri we have three or 
four different kinds of certificates. If they stand such and such 
an examination, they get a certificate for life. If they stand an- 
other test, they get a certificate for five years, but the most of 
them get yearly certificates. Spelling is one of the things on 
which they are examined. I always did doubt whether there 
was any sense in examining anybody on spelling, because it is 
largely a matter of memory, except in the case of scholars who > 
go into the derivation of werds. Suppose some of these faddists 
got hold of these examinations, and a teacher should come up 
for examination; these 200 words are in the list; and the 
teacher spells every one of them according to the authorized 
standard dictionary. That teacher gets zero on spelling when 
graded by a faddist. 

Another thing about it. We appoint boys to West Point and 
to Annapolis. They are examined on spelling. They are graded 
on spelling. Now, inasmuch as this question has been raised, 
Suppose they set up this improved standard of spelling, but sup- 
pose they do not tell the boys what standard they are going to 
be judged by. Then they take enough words out of this pre- 
ferred list of correctly spelled words under the new system, 200, 
to make up that examination, and the boys spell them according 
to the old standard. Every one of them gets zero on spelling. 

No sensible man will sanction such rank injustice as that. 

Then turn it round the other way. Suppose the applicants 
for school certificates and the appointees to West Point and 
Annapolis all believe in the simplified spelling, and these 300 
words are given them to spell and they spell them according to 
the new style and the examiners all believe in the old style, the 
result is again zero in spelling for them all. 

No sensible man will sanction such rank injustice as that. 

Mr. GILLETT. I would like to ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri if he does not have exactly that difficulty now with such 
words as “honor” and “candor,” which are among the list of 
300. They are spelled sometimes o-u-r and sometimes o-r. 
According to the theory of the gentleman, he would have the 
some difficulty to-day when a boy passed an examination. 
There are two standards, and you can not say that this one is 
right or that one is right; both are right. The 300 words are 
words of that kind which already have two classes of spell- 
ing, and that confusion exists now. This simplifies and recog- 
nizes one spelling instead of the other. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Common usage in this country has 
left the “u” out of the second syllable in all such words as 
“honor,” “candor,” etc. 

Mr. GILLETT. They are spelled both ways by the standard 
dictionaries. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I know they are, but they are not 
spelled both ways by the bulk of the people, and the majority 
have us much right to determine the system of spelling as the 
system of government. 

Mr. GILLETT. The boy would be right in spelling it either 
way. 

Mr CLARK of Missouri. I know he would. 

Mr. GILLETT. And so he would with any of the 300 words. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The main thing to be said about 
this is that it produces confusion without doing any good. I 
say that inasmuch as the question was raised, the Committee 
on Appropriations did well to bring in this proviso and let us 
express our opinion about it. I am willing to go the whole 
hog on reformed or simplified spelling, but I am not willing to 
take 300 words out of 120,000 and pester ourselves and every- 
body else with this new-fangled orthography. At that rate 
we would require 400 years to make a new dictionary, and then 
some, for while we are correcting the 120,000 words we now 
have we would accumulate a few thousand new words which 
would need correcting. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] 
asked me to control the time in his absence. I now yield as 
much time as he wants to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Macon]. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to speak 
upon the subject of appropriations at this time, nor shall I speak 
but a short while upon any other subject; but, sir, there is one 
question that, in my judgment, concerns the farming interests 
of this country more than any other, and to that cause do I 
propose to address myself at this hour. 

A good many years ago I happened to be a member of the 
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legislature of the State of Arkansas, and while serving in that 
capacity I prepared and introduced a bill in that body to pre- 
vent the dealing in futures in agricultural products. The legis- 
lature saw fit to enact the measure into law, and the result was 
that bucket shops and agricultural gamblers and speculators 
were driven out of business in that State for the time being; but 
the interested parties were not willing to abide by the action of 
the legislature, and hence made a test case of the question in 
the courts of the State upon the ground that the law was uncon- 
stitutional in that it conflicted with that clause of the constitu- 
tion which prohibited a legislative enactment in restraint of 
trade. The supreme court of the State, however, held that the 
law was not in conflict with the constitution, that it did not re- 
strain legitimate trade in any sense of the word, and conse- 
quently every little bucket shop was driven from the State; 
but later the question was before the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and there it was held that a legislature of a 
State could not enact a law that would prevent a citizen of one 
State from having a future transaction with a citizen of another 
State upon the ground that it would be interfering with inter- 
state transactions. In order, therefore, that the State law might 
become effective, it became necessary under the holding of the 
Supreme Court that Congress should pass a law preventing or 
prohibiting interstate transactions of that character. As soon 
as the Supreme Court holding was made known to me I re- 
solved that if I was ever in a position to do so I would do 
everything in my power to have the Congress of the United 
States pass a law prohibiting interstate buying or selling or 
otherwise dealing in what is known as futures in so far as it 
affected agricultural products. So when I had the good fortune 
to become a member of this body I took the matter up, and I 
discovered that Senator BERRY, a distinguished Senator from my 
own State, had introduced a bill of similar character in the 
Senate and that it was then pending before that body. Consid- 
ering his long service in the Senate entitled him to recognition 
upon the question as against myself, I did not introduce a bill 
upon the subject during the early days of my service here. 

But it has been decreed that he must retire from legislative 
life on the 4th day of March next. Knowing that fact, I did 
not consider that the proprieties required that I longer wait 
upon his action in the matter, and hence I have prepared and 
introduced in this body, for the earnest consideration of its 
membership, the bill that I now send to the Clerk’s desk to be 
read in my time and to be made a part of my remarks upon the 
subject under consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. sn to prohibit interstate buying or selling or other- 
wise dealing in what is known as futures. 


Be it enacted, etc., That interstate buying or selling or otherwise 
dealing in what is known as futures, either in cotton, meat, grain, or 
an oe agricultural prođuct whatsoever, is hereby declared to be 
unlawful. 

Sec. 2. That whoever shall so engage in buying or selling or other- 
wise dealing in futures in the United States of America, either in cot- 
ton, meat, grain, or any other agricultural product, shall be guilty of 
a felony, and upon conviction shall be fined in any sum not less than 

or imprisoned not less than one year, or both. 

Sec. 3. That no letter, postal card, circular, newspaper, pamphlet, or 
writing or publication of any other kind con ing money or any other 
representative of value or information of any character to be used in 
any manner connected with, concerning, or in furtherance of any project 
or transaction pertaining to the buying or selling or otherwise dealing 
in what is known as futures, either in cotton, meat, grain, or any 
other agricultural product, shall be carried in the mail or delivered at 
or through any post-office or branch thereof or by any letter carrier or 
other tal agent or authority. Whoever shall knowingly 2 Sg Se 
cause to be deposited, or who shall knowingly send or cause to sent, 
anything to be conveyed or delivered in violation of this section, or 
who shall knowingly deliver or cause to be delivered by mail anything 

Sec. 4. That all laws in conflict with this act be, and they are hereby, 
than $500 or by imprisonment for not less than six months, or both. 
demeanor, and upon conviction shall be punished by a fine of not less 
herein forbidden to be carried by mail, shall be deemed guilty of a mis- 


repealed. R 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, it is known of all men that the 
farmers of the world sustain it and that they haye done so 
since its foundation. Therefore, if any class of people on earth 
are entitled to recognition by way of legislative enactment, they 
are entitled to it. Civilization, prosperity, comfort, and happi- 
ness owe more to the farmers than to any other class of people 
on earth, for, as stated, they have sustained the earth from its 
creation. Without the fruits of the farmers’ toil, lawyers, doc- 
tors, bankers, merchants, mechanics—nay, sir, every other class 
of citizens upon the face of the earth—must within about nine 
days after the farmers’ products give out be sent to their grave 
by the pangs of starvation, or else become cannibals, feasting 
upon their fellows, or wild men living upon the herbs and berries 
of the forests. In addition to producing every morsel of food 


upon which man subsists the farmer produces every rag of ap- 
parel that shields his form from the freezing blasts of a win- 
ter’s storm or the scorching rays of a summer’s sun, Then, sir, 


if the farmers be the one class that feed and clothe the peo- 
ples of every character, I can see that it is the highest duty of 
the people’s representatives to consider their cause first when 
they come to the enactment of law bearing upon any subject. 
But, sir, strange as it may seem, instead of considering the 
farmers’ cause first, it is nearly always put aside to the last, 
and when the time does come to consider them the Congress is 
so busy in winding up its business that it can not find time to 
give any thought whatever to the farmer or his cause. The 
farmers of the country, recognizing the havoc that has been 
annually wrought to their cause by the dealing in futures in 
their products, have petitioned legislatures and Congresses from 
time to time to enact some law that would relieve them from 
the great evil that necessarily came of such gambling trans- 
actions. Last year the farmers of this country produced about 
550,000,000 dollars worth of cotton, more than a billion dollars 
worth of corn, and nearly three-quarters of a billion dollars 
worth of wheat, and yet there were several hundred times as 
many bales of cotton, bushels of corn and wheat sold by the 
stock gamblers of the country as were raised. Sold in competi- 
tion with the honest product, of the honest toil, of the honest 
farmer, and by reason of that nefarious practice prices were run 
up and down at the will of the speculator, so as to cause havoe 
with the honest price of the product from one day to another 
throughout the year. I have seen cotton fluctuate in price as 
much as $10 a bale within as many hours. There was no appa- 
rent reason for such a change in price other than the will of 
the gambling speculator. Such a practice is destructive of all 
honest value of the product and results in the enrichment of 
the speculator and the impoverishing of the men who produce it. 

Mr. Chairman, aside from the great injury done the farmer 
by the bucket shops of the country, good citizens of every com- 
munity have been wooed by them to a financial doom. These 
good citizens are told that some one inyested a hundred dollars 
yesterday and made as much or more upon the investment, and 
hence they aré encouraged to place their hard-earned coin upon 
the turn of the wheel of the speculator and are drawn into a 
whirlpool of ruin before they can extricate themselves from the 
great danger that always attends such investments. When they 
lose, as they nearly always do, they are then told by these cap- 
tains of the bucket-shop industry that if they will try their for- 
tune again they are sure they will come out all right and win 
back what they lost on the other transaction. Thus they are led 
on, step by step, until they become out-and-out gamblers them- 
selves. To show to what extremes these speculators will go in 
order to lure the good citizenship of the country into their net, I 
will send a letter to the Clerk’s desk to be read that I received 
from Mr. W. H. Avery, of Eldorado, Kans., and a letter that he 
inclosed me in the one just mentioned, written by J. K. Com- 
stock & Co., of Chicago, to Mr. W. S. Avery, of Eldorado. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ELDORADO, KANS., December 6, 1906. 
Hon. Mr. Macon, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sin: I notice that you have introduced a bill to do away with 
“bucket shops.” I inclose a letter from one of these concerns. Such 
letters are received about twice each month, and are usually sent to 


young men working on salary, and this man has in some instances got- 
ten all their wages. I hope your bill will become a law at this session 
of Congress. 

Very respectfully, W. H. Avery. 


CHICAGO, December 3, 1906. 
Mr. W. S. Avery, Eldorado, Kans. 

Dear Sm: There is certainly going to be something “doing” in this 
wheat market, and it may be this coming week, and if you will only 
take a risk of $6.25 or $12.50 you will stand an excellent chance of 
getting 5,000 or 10,000 bushels of wheat for this small amount of 
money. On Friday, December 7, you can buy ups on May wheat 14 
cents away from the closing price of market on that day for eight days 
and 23 cents away for fifteen days, and if the advance comes as we 
expect it will be for 4 or 5 cents, and you can figure your profit as 
well as we can. Each 1 cent advance above your up price means 850 
profit for each $6.25 invested. 

Wheat is cheap, and here is your opportunity. If market closes 
lower than 79 cents on Friday, so much the better for you and your 
purchase. If above 79 cents, it shows advance has started sooner than 
we expected. Everything is in your favor. 

Don't delay. Send order by return mail so we can book it. If far 
away “wire it” at our expense and let funds follow by first mail. 
Orders mailed Friday, December 7, accepted. Six dollars and twenty- 
five cents buys five ups on 5,000 bushels for seven or fifteen days; 
$12.50 buys five ups on 5,000 bushels for seven and fifteen days. 

Very truly, yours, 
J. K. COMSTOCK & Co. 


Mr. MACON. You will observe from the reading of Mr. 
Avery’s letter that these gamblers are anxious to catch the 
young men of the country, and, from the reading of the Com- 
stock letter, that they want to catch them quick. They are not 
willing for them to wait to send in their orders by letter for 
fear they will have time to think and decide not to engage in 
the nefarious practice; consequently they are called upon to 
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“Wire it at our expense.” Since introducing this bill I have 
received letters from each of the great subdivisions of the 
United States urging me to do all I could to have it passed at 
this session, but I will not take up the time of the House by 
having more of them read. I had the Avery and Comstock 
letters read for the purpose of showing that the people of the 
country are being filched of their hard earnings in every quarter 
of it by these speculators and the wily practices resorted to by 
the speculators to catch the innocent“ nibbler.” The Comstock 
letter represents that the concern deals in grain and provisions, 
and you would naturally suppose from the large letters on the 
letter head that they were legitimate dealers, but when you 
glance at the right-hand corner of the page you will find printed 
“Ups and downs a specialty,” which would give the whole 
matter away to an experienced business man, but, as Mr. Avery 
Says, these communications are nearly always sent to young men 
who are working on a salary, and they, being without expe- 
rience, do not comprehend at a glance that they are dealing with 
speculating sharks, and hence are caught before they know it. 
Yes, sir, as Mr. Avery says, this concern sends out this charac- 
ter of letter to the young men of the country about twice a 
month, encouraging them to take stock in their hazardous busi- 
ness, and urging them to be quick about it, to write at once, and 
if far away to wire at their expense. Mr. Chairman, in order 
to catch an idea of the infamy of the business engaged in by 
Comstock & Co., it is only necessary to read the first part of 
their letter to Mr. Avery, which is as follows: 

Dear Sin: There is certainly going to be something doing“ in this 
wheat market, and it may be this coming week, and if you will only 
take a risk of $6.25 or $12.50 you stand an excellent chance of getting 
5,000 or 10,000 bushels of wheat for this small amount of money. 

Why, sir, any man of any sense at all ought to be able to see 
robbery stamped all over the face of that declaration. It means, 
simply, assuming wheat to be worth a dollar a bushel, that if 
one were to put up $6.25 and get 5,000 bushels of wheat in return 
therefor that some one must necessarily be robbed of $4,993.75 
in order for him to get it. 

Mr. Chairman, I can not conceive of a more reprehensible 
business than that of controlling the price of the products of the 
toiling masses of the country by speculative practices and at the 
same time debauching the young men of the country, teaching 
them the gambling habit, whereby they may rush in with their 
savings of a week or month, perhaps a year, and have them 
yanish on a simple turn of the speculative wheel instead of “a 
turn of the card.” 

Gentlemen, if the farmers who haye been clamoring for this 
kind of legislation for years will only take the matter up in a 
plain, practical, business way with their Representatives in 
Congress, they will have this bill passed; but unless they unite 
upon the subject and organize and direct, nay, command, their 
Representatives here to vote for a measure of this character 
they will never get any relief from these “ skin-game“ specu- 
lators. They go on from bad to worse, enticing men of splerdid 
character into this gambling practice, and in a sense debauching 
the morals of many of the best citizens of the community. How 
often is it in reading the press that. you see where the cashier, 
or the assistant cashier, or the teller of this or that bank has 
become a defaulter in the sum of from $10,000, perhaps, to 
$500,000, all by reason of speculating in futures? Gentlemen, 
it is demoralizing to business in every way, and there is no one 
who can advocate it, from a moral or a business standpoint, 
except the speculator, who filches money from the pockets of the 
people who play at their game of hazard and ruin the farmer 
by controlling the price of the product of his toil. I want the 
farmers of this country to organize themselves and see to it 
that this or a measure similar to it is passed. I have no per- 
sonal pride in passing this particular bill, and I am willing for 
it to pass under the name of any other member of this body. I 
simply want it-passed, and I do not care whose name it bears. 
I want some measure passed that will give relief along the lines 
indicated by the measure. Sirs, a law prohibiting interstate 
transactions of this kind, supplemented by a legislative act pre- 
venting a citizen of a State from having similar transactions 
with citizens of the same State, would put an end to the whole 
business, and certainly the passage of this bill will stop these 
“luring” letters that are sent out by these gambling institu- 
tions twice a month, according to Mr. Avery, from going through 
the mails and enticing and inducing the young men of the coun- 
try to “ wire” their $6.25 in, if they have not time to write, so 
that the transaction can be made without delay or without fail. 

Mr. GARRETT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas yield? 

Mr. MACON. Certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT. Does not the gentleman think there might 
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be some very proper and profitable legislation along the line of 
excluding from the mails letters of the character which the gen- 
tleman has had read? 

Mr. MACON. This bill provides for that. 

Mr. GARRETT. The bill provides that? I am not familiar 
with the bill. 

Mr. MACON. Yes, sir; the bill provides that all matter, 
written or printed, which in any wise pertains to dealing in 
futures shall be excluded from the mail. There is nothing, in 
my judgment, that concerns the farmer so much just now as this 
very question. I believe it is of more importance to him than 
any other bill that is pending before Congress at this hour, I 
say that with a full knowledge of the fact that there are many 
important measures pending here that would be helpful to the 
farmers if enacted into law; but, sirs, I believe this is above all 
with them, because it deals with a practice that controls the 
price of their products absolutely. They have nothing to say 
about it at all. It makes the -price fictitious all the time. 
They do not know, gentlemen, where they are at at any stage 
of the proceeding. Sirs, as I have indicated, a bale of cotton, 
well rounded, weighing 500 pounds, worth $50 to-day, ought to 
be worth $50 to-morrow, and would be worth $50 to-morrow 
but for this speculation in price, which, gentlemen, will run it 
down perhaps to where it is only worth $40 to-morrow. When 
the little fellows take hold of the bait and begin to nibble, the 
prices begin to fluctuate at once, and it is only a question of a 
short time when they will be safely landed in the speculator's 
basket, where they can flounder to the crack of doom. without 
hope of relief. That kind of dealing makes a fictitious price, 
gentlemen, and is unjust in every conceivable sense, and should 
not be tolerated by the representatives of the American people 
when they know that the foundation of every institution rests 
upon the farmer as its corner stone. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, the reason this kind of legislation is ignored 
by Congress is because the farmer goes along in his everyday 
way, following the mule from daylight until dark, too busily en- 
gaged making an honest living to agitate questions, too busy to 
think whether he will wire his Representative about this or 
that species of legislation, too tired at night to write him a letter 
requesting him to interest himself in this or that kind of 
legislation, and hence he is neglected by his Congressman. 
But the stockbrokers in the city of New York, in Chicago, and 
in all of the other speculative centers are never tired; they 
are never too busy to look out for their interests. They, sirs, 
have their eyes open for such legislation as this all the time, 
and they can and will use the wire or the mail or any other 
instrumentality that can be brought to bear in order to pre- 
vent legislation of tkis sort. But if the farmers will organ- 
ize themselyes as they should, they can have their day of 
legislation; if they resolve that, “by the Eternal,” a measure 
of this kind shall be passed, that they shall have relief, sirs, 
they can get it. All they will have to do will be to say to a 
candidate for Congress, “ I will not vote for you for the nomina- 
tion unless you pledge yourself to vote for a bill to prohibit deal- 
ing in futures.” If he refuses to pledge himself, then they can 
nominate a candidate who will pledge himself to do it, and they 
can find some one in every community who will. Sirs, standing 
here as a Democrat, loving the principles of Democracy as I do, 
I want to say to you that if the farmers will consult their own 
interests they will not again vote for anyone for nomination or 
election to Congress who will not pledge himself to vote to kill 
the “ future business.” If that is party treason, make the most 
of it. The farmers must open their eyes to the facts as they are; 
they have got to wake up, and if they will do it they will accom- 
plish something along legislative lines. 

But, as I have said, they have been too busy, they have not had 
the time ; but the time is coming when they will have it; and when 
they do wake up, when they do start, they will make just as good 
hands in the matter of controlling legislation as they made sol- 
diers in the mighty conflict between the States of this Union; 
and no braver or better soldiers than they ever put foot upon a 
battlefield or rode a charger to his death. Therefore, gentlemen, 
I warn you now to give the matter some thought. Investigate, see 
for yourselves if you do not think that the farmers are being im- 
posed upon by the speculators of this country; see if you think 
it is right that they shall make the farmers’ cotton worth $40 
one day and $50 the next, and vice versa; see whether you think 
the farmer or the speculator ought to control the price of the 
farmers’ cotton, their corn, their meat, and wheat. The specu- 
lators are doing it now, three hundred and sixty-five days in the 
year. Will you, the people’s representatives, allow them to con- 
tinue to do so is the question that I submit to each and every 
one of you? 

Mr. GARRETT rose. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Macon] yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT]? 

Mr. MACON. Certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman if he can state approximately the effect that these “ fu- 
ture” prices have on “spots?” I believe that the real thing is 
called “ spots.” 

Mr. MACON. The “real thing“ is called“ spots.” 

Mr. GARRETT. Now, has the gentleman kept a sufficiently 
careful tab on prices during any given season to be able to state 
approximately how much the price of “futures” affects the 
price of “ spots?” 

Mr. MACON. I do not know, sir; nor do I know that anyone 
else does. I have a letter in my office which indicates that 


there is a difference of about a cent and a half between the. 


futures“ and the “ spots.” 

Mr. GARRETT. And does the price of the “spots” follow 
in fluctuation pretty much the price of the “ futures?” 

Mr. MACON. Yes, sir; it does absolutely. Each morning 
these bucket shops get telegraphic communications from their 
brokers, saying that middling cotton is worth so much that 
morning. They will immediately send runners all over the town 
to persons that they think would like to buy or sell at the 
opening figure, and it is not long before the “suckers ” show up. 
The merchants have fallen into line with them in a large meas- 
ure, and when the news comes to the broker he communicates 
with them by a phone, or otherwise, and they immediately 
adopt the speculator’s price for their price. And so it has gone 
on aad on until it has gotten to where the speculator controls 
the price of cotton, wheat, corn, and meat every hour of every 
day of every year from one end of this country.to the other. 

Mr. GARRETT. Can the gentleman state whether it is the 
practice of cotton dealers, I mean reputable cotton dealers, in 
the real article at the time of purchasing cotton to also purchase 
some cotton “futures”? for the purpose of protecting themselves 
on the market? Is that the practice? 

Mr. MACON. I believe when they buy “spots” they are 
forced to sell “ futures ” against the purchase on account of the 
spectacular fluctuation of the market furnished them by the 
speculators. 

Mr. GARRETT. Is it not true that the effect of future deal- 
ing is to force legitimate cotton dealers into that practice? 

Mr. MACON. There is no doubt about that. If you could 
do away with this “rapid-fire” speculation that could be 
avoided, but so long as prices change $5 per bale in a few hours 
or in u day it will continue. We must do something to break 
up this practice that is plunging so many into crime and bank- 
rupicy. These men are driven into the practice. It is hateful 
to them, and they would shout for joy to know that they were 
rid of it forever. è 

Mr. GARRETT. Now another question. Does the gentle- 
man know a single instance in his observation where any indi- 
vidual in his section of the country has kept up this dealing in 
eotton futures for as much as three years, that that individual 
has not “ gone broke,” as they say, using a common expression? 

Mr. MACON. I do not know of any. 

Mr. GARRETT. They all eventually go to the wall. 

Mr. MACON. In the very nature of things they will go to 
the wall if they keep it up. ù | 

Mr. WALLACE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. MACON. Certainly. 

Mr. WALLACE. You have alluded to bucket shops. Does 
your bill also cover cotton exchanges? 

Mr. MACON. The bill covers everything that pertains to 
“dealing in futures.” It seeks to prevent anybody from deal- 
ing in “futures” through an exchange, “ bucket shop,” or any 
other instrumentality of whatever name or character. 

Mr. WALLACE. I thought that was your purpose, and there- 
fore I asked the question. “ine 

Mr. GARRETT. I will ask the gentleman if he does not 
think it would be well to grant inquisitorial powers to the 
grand jury? 

Mr. MACON. I think it would be well to require the district 
judge to make specific mention of the provision of the statute to 
the grand jury at every sitting of the court. 

I have heard it said by gentlemen that it is necessary to have 
future transactions in order to establish markets, but that is 
not true. We have a tobacco market that is not established 
by “future” transactions. Tobacco stands on its own bottom. 
It is put in the hogshead and stored away in the warehouse. 
5 th come and buy it according to the rule of supply and 

emand. 

Mr. JAMES. I would state to the gentleman that tobacco is 
sold absolutely at the price fixed by the trust. 
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Mr. MACON. I suppose they can fix it; they usually do as 
3 please, because we can not get the courts to prosecute 
m. 


Mr. JAMES. Nobody is to be decelved by the idea that the 
price of tobacco is controlled by the law of supply and demand, 
because it is absolutely dictated by the trust; and in order to 
protect our part of the country from that, organizations have 
been made for the protection of the tobacco grower against the 
trust. 

Mr. MACON. I am glad that is true. I think trusts ought 
to be organized against everywhere and prosecuted to the letter. 

Mr. JAMES. The tobacco trust has monopolized the tobacco 
market absolutely, and denies the farmer the right to sell in an 
open market, but permits him only to sell in a monopolized 
market. 

Mr. MACON. Well, of course, the trusts have things pretty 
much their own way, for the reason stated a moment ago. I 
was merely speaking of tobacco as an illustration. If its price 
was not controlled by the trust it would be established by the 
law of supply and demand, the very best market maker in the 
world. So would the price of cotton, meat, and grain be fixed 
by that God-given law but for “ bucket shops.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am through with the subject for this 
time. I have had more to say than I thought when I took the 
floor, but, sir, my sincere desire to do something for the farmer, 
who has done so much, and who is still doing so much for- 
mankind, has controlled me in what I have said, and is the only 
excuse I have to offer for having detained the House as long as 
I have. Judging by the small amount of legislation that has 
been enacted by Congress in behalf of the farmer, I am con- 
strained to think that his cause has consumed but a bagatelle 
of the time of this body for the past forty years. Seemingly we 
have had legislation for everybody and everything but the 
farmer in that time, and it strikes me that it is high time for 
Representatives to interest themselves in his cause. y 

Therefore, gentlemen, I am going to ask you to give this 
measure careful consideration. Get a copy of the bill and read 
it, consult your constituents about it, and see whether or not, 
in your honest judgment, the condition of the agricultural toilers 
of this country would not be bettered if a measure of this char- 
acter should become a part of the law of our land. [Applause.] 
Mr. CLARK -of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I now yield ten 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. SHEPPARD]. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, the expenditures of the 
United States Government have reached an appalling figure, 
and they have become so voluminous and so complicated that 
it is a matter of impossibility for any individual Member here 
to vote intelligently upon any particular item. Take, for in- 
stance, a few items in the present bill, two clerks of class 4, 
four clerks of class 3, six clerks of class 2, and twenty-five 
clerks of class 1, etc.” What Member here is in position to 
know whether the number of clerks in the various classes is 
demanded by the actual necessities of the service, or whether 
the compensation defined in the bill is a just compensation? 
What member of the Appropriations Committee is able to give 
a satisfactory explanation of the necessity of the number of 
clerks in the different classes and the compensation provided? 

The Manual of the House has provided certain committees 
whose duty it is to make a thorough investigation of the ex- 
penditures in each Department, and the particular rule provid- 
ing for these committees reads as follows: 

42. The examination of the accounts and expenditures of the several 
departments of the Government and the manner of keeping the same; 
the economy, justness, and correctness of such expenditures; their 
conformity with appropriation laws; the pro application of public 
moneys; the security of the Government against unjust extrava- 
gant demands; retrenchment; the enforcement of the payment of 
moneys due to the United States; the economy and accountability 
of public officers; the abolishment of useless offices; the reduction or 


increase of the pay of officers, shall all be subjects within the juris- 
diction of the nine standing committees on the public expenditures in 


the several Departments, as follows: 
43. In the partment of State: To the Committee on Expendi- 


tures in the State Department. 

And the enumeration continues until every Department is as- 
signed to a committee of investigation. 

Thus the rules provide committees the specific duty of which 
is to examine thoroughly every expenditure in every Department 
of the Government. And yet these committees never hold meet- 
ings, and I doubt whether 90 per cent of the members of these 
committees can tell you to-day where their committee room is 
located. And the chairmen of these committees are making 
use of the committee rooms. Whether they are using them for 
their own personal purposes or for public purposes other than 
those provided in the rule for these committees, I am not in 
position to say. But we have reached that amazing condition 
where the chairmen of these committees have monopolized the 
committee rooms, and Members themselves hardly feel at liberty, 
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to enter them. And I dare say that the same situation obtains 
with reference to many other committees than these committees 
on expenditures. 

I make the assertion in good faith that it is doubtful if 90 per 
cent of the members of these various committees on expenditures 
in the different Departments could locate the committee rooms 
if they were asked to do so to-day. [Laughter.] This state- 
ment is applicable to every one of these committees except the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Agricultural Department. 
The chairman of that committee, Mr. LITTLEFIELD, of Maine, 
during the last session of Congress introduced a bill authorizing 
his committee to send for witnesses and papers and to institute 
an investigation of the expenditures in the Agricultural Depart- 
ment in line with the spirit of the Manual. The committee to 
which it was referred reported it favorably. The House adopted 
it, and an investigation of the Agricultural Department began. 
The result we have yet to learn. 

The chairman of the Committee on Expenditures in the De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor introduced a similar resolu- 
tion; it was held up in the Committee on Rules, and no other 
chairman has made, so far as I know, any very great effort to 
revive these committees and give them the functions which they 
were originally designed to exercise under the intendment of 
the law. 

I introduced myself bills reviving all of these committees ex- 
cept the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor and the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of Agriculture. These bills were referred to the 
Committee on Rules, and there they sleep to-day. The Commit- 
tee on Rules has taken no step to give these committees the con- 
trol and the authority for investigation which they should pos- 
sess by favorably reporting such bills. These are some of the 
reasons that the expenditures of the Government are passing 
beyond the management, and even the comprehension of the 
House. We are not making the investigation which we should 
make under the rule. We have allowed the committees whose 
duty it is to conduct such investigation to become absolutely 
inactive. 

It is an illustration of the utter helplessness into which the 
House has fallen under the domination of the Speaker and the 
Committee on Rules. Once the Government was in reality a 
Government of three departments, the executive, the judicial, 
and the legislative, but thé inactivity of these committees is one 
of the greatest illustrations of the humiliating condition which 
we occupy to-day before the country, the Speaker regarded as the 
House and the Members of the House as mere automatons regis- 
tering his will. It was once a government of the legislative, 
executive, and judicial departments, but the delectable triumyi- 
rate which now dominates the Republic is composed of Theodore 
Roosevelt, JosePpH G. CANNON, and the eternal devil. [Laughter 
and applause.] 

A MEMBER. - To what department of the Government does he 
belong? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SHEPPARD. To all departments, under the present po- 
litical dispensation ; the invisible but most influential attendant 
at every Cabinet meeting. 

Mr. WALLACE. Can the gentleman from Texas inform me 
whether the Committee on Improvement of the Levees of the 
Mississippi River has ever been revived? : 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Are you a member of that committee? 

Mr. WALLACE. I was for two years, and there was never 
a called meeting of it, to the best of my recollection. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Did you know where the committee room 
was located? 

Mr. WALLACE. I walked in front of the door once, but 
never darkened it. [Laughter.] 

Mr, MACON. I will tell the gentleman that we brought that 
committee to life at the last session of Congress, and it recom- 
mended to the House and the House passed a ‘bill from that 
committee. 

Mr. WALLACE. I thank the gentleman for the information, 
and congratulate him and all who were interested in bringing 
it about. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will ask the gentleman in charge of the 
time on the other side [Mr. Livincston] if he has anyone else 
who desires to speak at the present time? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I have no other demand from my side 
of the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is no demand from that side of the 

House for time, but I understand there will be to-morrow; and 
L move that the committee do now rise. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, before that motion is declared 
carried, I ask leave to extend my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can do that in the House. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HEPBURN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 21574, 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


REPRINT OF LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, being informed that copies 
of the House bill now under consideration are exhausted, to- 
gether with the report, I ask unanimous consent for a reprint 
of the bill and report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent for a reprint of the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill and the report thereon. Is 
there objection? ; 

There was no objection. 

GORDON, IRONSIDES & FARES COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 

from the President: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
mit a report by the Secretary of State, with accompanyin: 

Page: rd th the application of the British embassy, in behalf o 

essrs. Gordon, Ironsides Fares Company, of Canada, for reimburse- 
ment in the sum of $7,626.08, which they allege the United States cus- 
toms authorities improperly exacted of them in November, 1902, as 
duties on certain sheep and cattle. 

I renew the recommendation which I made to the Congress on January 
12, 1904, that, in view of the facts shown in the correspondence, pro- 
vision be made for the company's reimbursement. 2 
‘THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Tue WHITE Houss, December 10, 1906. 

The message and accompanying documents were referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PORTO RICO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President: 
To the Congress: : 


Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for 
Porto Rico, and for other p „ and to the provisions of section 2 
of the joint resolution approved May 1, 1900, I transmit herewith five 
ordinances (enumerated in the accompanying report of the Secretary of 
State) enacted by the executive council of Porto Rico with the approval 
of the governor thereof. 

The attention of Congress is invited to the statement of the Secretary 
of State that the transmission of these ordinances does not imply any 
request that they be printed. 


Tur WHITE House, December 10, 1906. 

The SPEAKER. The message transmitting these ordinances 
contains the following: 

The attention of Congress is invited to the statement of the Secre- 


tary of State that the transmission of these ordinances does not imply 
any request that they be printed. É 


Now, the Chair is under the impression that the fact of th 
reference will, under the rule, carry with it the printing of the 
ordinances. Apparently they are not very bulky, and if there 
is no motion to the contrary, the message and the accompanying 
documents will be referred to the Committee on Insular Affairs, 
and be printed. 3 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


BRITISH SCHOONER LILLIE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the accom- 
panying documents, was referred to the Committee on Claims 
and ordered printed. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: ‘ 
I transmit herewith for the consideration of the Congress a report 
y the Secretary of State, with accompanying papers, in the claim of 
the British schooner Lillie. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 

Tun WHITE House, December 10, 1906. 

ORDINANCES OF EXECUTIVE COUNCIL, PORTO RICO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which, with the 
accompanying documents, was referred to the Committee on In- 
sular Aiairs and ordered printed. 

To the Congress: 


Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith nine ordi- 
nances (enumerated in the accompanying ries ong of the Secretary of 
State) enacted by the executive council of Porto Rico with the approval 
of the governor thereof. $ 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 

THE WHITE HOUSE, December 10, 1906. 

EASTERN EXTENSION AUSTRALASIA AND CHINA TELEGRAPH 


COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which, witi: the 


228 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 10, 


accompanying documents, was referred to the Committee on 
War Claims and ordered printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith a report from the Secre 


of State, with ac- 
companying papers, with reference to the claim of the Eastern Exten- 
sion Australasia and China Telegraph Company for compensation on ac- 
count of ex ses incurred in repairing 1 1 and 
Manila-Capiz cables which were cut by the United States forces during 
the war with Spain. 

I renew the recommendation made by President McKinley, that as an 
act of equity and comity provision be made by the Congress for reim- 
bursement to the company of the actual expenses incurred by it in the 
repair of the cables. 


Tur Warre House, December 10, 1906. 

LIEUT. COL. L. K. SCOTT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States; which, with 
the accompanying documents, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a repot from the Secretary of State, with ac- 
compauying papers, concern the claim of Lieut. Col. L. K. Scott, a 
British subject, on account of the adoption by the Ordnance Depart- 
ment of the United States Army of a system of sighting of which he 


is the inventor. 
In view of the recognition by the Chief of Ordnance of the Army of 
the equitable right of Lieutenant-Colonel Scott to Pg t for the use of 
recommend that provision be mai by Congress for the 


his invention, 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


payment of this claim. 


Tun Warre House, December 10, 1906. 
ADJOURNMENT. 


Then, on motion of Mr. BINxdaHAu (at 3 o'clock and 5 minutes 
P. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of State, asking au- 
thority from Congress for Capt. Dorr F. Tozier, United States 
Revenue-Cutter Service, to accept a sword tendered him by the 
Lords Commissioners of the British Admiralty—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting draft 
of proposed legislation authorizing the Secretary to rent build- 
ings on sites purchased by the Government for public build- 
ings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and sur- 
vey of Astoria Harbor, Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, submitting a detailed 
statement of claims of postmasters acted on during the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1906—to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Post-Office Department, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, submitting his annual 

, report—to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter froni the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, trans- 
mitting the report of Edwin W. Sims on the Alaskan fur-seal 
fisheries—to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting an 
estimate of increased appropriation for the post-office at Red 
Wing, Minn.—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the , transmit- 
ting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for survey, etc., of lands in 
Flathead Indian Reservation—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 

` ting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for the Truckee-Carson 
irrigation project as related to the Paiute allotments—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

_A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Big 
and Little Fork rivers, Minnesota—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and sur- 
yey of Broadkill Creek, Delaware—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Ordnance, a statement of cost of manu- 
facture of guns by the Government during the fiscal year ended 


June 30, 1906—to the Committee on Expenditures in the War 
Department, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Susan Shatswell, executrix of estate of Nathaniel Shatswell, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William L. Ross against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Ernest C. North against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
John H. Arey against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans: 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Benjamin S. Ford against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Joseph D. Wyatt against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William W. Wenner, executor of estate of Joseph Waltman, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of John W. Harvey, jr, administrator of estate of Z. H. Ger- 
man, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of P. L. Williams, administrator de bonis non cum testamento 
annexo of estate of John S. Pendleton, against the United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Minor Saunders against The United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Charles A. Rolfe, administrator of estate of Oscar A. Rolfe, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. ' 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims. 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of T. M. Davidson, administrator of estate of Margaret David- 
son, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Clarissa H. Tipton, administratrix of estate of Isaac ‘Ttpton, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
W. C. Gill, administrator de bonis non of estate of Edward O. 
Watkins, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William H. Boswell against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from thé assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
A. P. Young, administrator of estate of John R. Pearson, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Henry Millingar against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the actions filed by the court in the cases of 
W. Delap and Hallam Eldredge against The United States—to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Ciauns, trans- 
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mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Margaret A. Hickman against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
John B. Eads against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Delaware Indians against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the action filed by the court in the cases of 
Thomas Bowler and sundry others against The United States 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the action filed by the court in the cases of 
W. J. MeGowan and Samuel G. Holland’s executor against The 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a list of certain cases dismissed by the court for want of 
prosecution—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the action filed by the court in the cases of 
Joseph C. Hodges and sundry others against The United States 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Nora Walsh against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the action filed by the court in the cases of 
Nelson O. Underwood and sundry others against The United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the action of the court in the cases of Thomas 
Watkins and others against The United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the action filed by the court in the cases of 
Ann Worthington and sundry others against The United States, 
because of findings that claimants were not loyal—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. i 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Julia Zepp, administratrix of estate of Henry Zepp, against The 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Septimus Brown against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Joseph H. Harrison and others, heirs of estate of Henry Harri- 
son, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the decisions filed by the court in the cases of 
A. Jackson Jones and William Rutherford against The United 
States, dismissed for want of prosecution—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Solomon Foulk against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting papers 
relating to the claim of Arthur G. Fiske, postmaster at San 
Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed, with illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and sur- 
yey of Long Cove, Maine—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 


sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3297) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas Lonergan, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5329) ; which saſd bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1673) granting 
an increase of pension to Jennie E. Edson, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5330); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. > 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20623) granting 
an increase of pension to James B. O. Horbach, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5331) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
20829) granting an increase of pension to David M. Watkins, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5332); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. y 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2761) granting 
an increase of pension to Michael Mahoney, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5333) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20844) granting 
an increase of pension to Milton Russell, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5334); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20899) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to C. W. Carpenter, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5335); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20965) granting 
an inerease of pension to Harvey Sine, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5336); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21054) granting 
an increase of pension to William G. Wilson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5337); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21228) granting 
an increase of pension to Pleasant Crissip, reported the same 
without amendment, ‘accompanied by a report (No. 5338); 
wien said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12557) granting an increase of pension 
to John C. Berry, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5339); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21304) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jacob Kohl, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5340); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18089) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Daniel J. Harte, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5341); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
18454) granting an increase of pension to Barlow Davis, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5342); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19044) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel C. McCormick, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5343); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19990) granting 
an increase of pension to Susan F. Christie, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5344); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


230 


‘CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 10, 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19963) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Alford Carter, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5345); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19541) granting 
an increase of pension to Job F. Martin, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5346) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
. Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
20350) granting an increase of pension to Theodore F. Reighter, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5347) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. ! 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20384) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary Wilson, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5348); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14298) granting 
an increase of pension to John Remick, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5349); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14548) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Barnell, alias Richard North, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5350) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15471) granting an increase of pension 
to Eli Stover, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5351) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16002) granting 
a pension to Theodore T. Bruce, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5352) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
12554) granting an increase of pension to William Larraby, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5353); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16101) grant- 
ing a pension to Alice Pugh, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5354) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18295) 
granting a pension to Joshua B. Casey, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5355); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
10751) granting an increase of pension to George W. Harris, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5356); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10760) 
granting a pension to Libbie Merrill, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5357); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10916) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles H. Shreeves, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 5358) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11701) grant- 
ing a pension to Marion Waldorph, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5359); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12370) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mary E. Randolph, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5360) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 


13455) granting an increase of pension to Josiah P. Higgins, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5361) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4834) granting 
an increase of pension to Silas V. White, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5362); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6705) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Zachary, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5363); which 
suid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8312) granting 
an increase of pension to Abram Sours, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5364); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8915) 
granting an increase of pension to Susan Woolley, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5365); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8668) granting 
an increase of pension to Stephen H. Rogers, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5366); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21302) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Nicolaus Kirsch, reported the sume 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (o. 5367) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: : 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 21669) to provide for the 
incorporation of banks within the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21670) to regulate the production and sale 
of milk and cream in and for the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 21671) to provide for the rapid 
defense of the Pacific coast ports—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 21672) to increase the 
weight of packages of fourth-class matter that may be conveyed 
by mail over local rural free-delivery routes and fixing the rate 
of postage thereon—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas (by request): A bill (H. R. 21673) 
to enlarge the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the United 
States over the court of appeals of the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 21674) to prohibit 
Senators and Representatives in Congress and Senators and 
Representatives elect from serving or receiving pay from public 
service corporations and other persons as officer, agent, repre- 
sentative, or attorney, and providing penalties therefor—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 21675) to regulate the 
salaries of letter carriers in free-delivery oflices—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. : 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 21676) authorizing 
readjustment of compensation to be paid for transportation of 
mails on railroad routes—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A-bill (H. R. 21677) to amend an act 
granting to the Davenport Water Power Company rights to con- 
struct and maintain a canal, power station, and appurtenant 
works in the Mississippi River in Scott County, Iowa—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 21678) to provide 
for the extension of time within which homestead settlers may 
establish their residence upon certain lands which were here- 
tofore a part of the Crow Indian Reservation, within the coun- 
ties of Yellowstone and Rosebud, in the State of Montana—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21679) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building in the city of Billings, Mont.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 21680) making an appro- 

priation for the improvement of the Arkansas River between the 
mouth of the Poteau River and the mouth of the Grand River, 
near the city of Muscogee—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 
- By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 21681) to appropriate 
$50,000, in addition to the sum now being expended, for demon- 
stration farm work in the cotton-growing States afflicted with 
the Mexican cotton boll weevil—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 21682) to provide for an allow- 
ance for subsistence of rural free-delivery carriers—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21683) to increase salaries of rural free- 
delivery carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 21684) to amend sec- 
tion 2 of an act entitled “An act regulating the retent on con- 
tracts with the District of Columbia,” approved March 31, 1906— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21685) for the extension of Nineteenth 
street NW. from Woodley road to Biltmore street, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 21686) to extend the 
privileges of the transportation of dutiable merchandise without 
appraisement to the city of Fort Worth, in the State of Texas— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 21687) to further pro- 
mote the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 21688) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Cleburne, Tex.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 21689) to increase the limit of 
cost of five light-house tenders heretofore authorized to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 21690) for the erection of a 
public building at Abbeville, S. C.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21691) to increase the compensation of 
earriers on rural free-delivery mail routes—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr, PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 21692) to amend the internal- 
revenue laws so as to provide for furnishing certified copies of 
certain records—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 21693) to provide for 
the purchase of a suitable site and the erection of a public build- 
ing for the United States post-office at Hillsboro, Tex.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 21694) for the erection of a 
public building at Newberry, S. C.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
196) relating to the construction of a bridge at Fort Snelling, 
Minn.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LOWDEN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 197) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution fixing the, term of the 
President and Vice-President at six years—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

-By Mr. TOWNSEND: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 198) 
requiring the Interstate Commerce Commission to investigate 
and report.on car shortage of interstate carriers—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 45) 
concerning the adjournment of.Congress for the holiday recess— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. MANN: A resolution (H. Res. 651) directing the 
Postmaster-General to report to the House certain information 
concerning clerks and carriers in the Chicago post-office—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MILLER: A resolution (H. Res. 652) requesting the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor to investigate the causes of 
the high prices of lumber in the various stages of manufacture— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A resolution (H. Res. 653) for the 
appointment of a stenographer to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 21695) granting an increase 
of pension to James A. Maxwell—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 21696) granting a pension to Oliver C. C. 
Pollock, alias John E. Douglass—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21697) granting an increase of pension to 
Clark Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21698) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Sherman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21699) granting an- increase of pension to 
Marshall Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21700) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli Hoyis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21701) for the relief of Joseph V. Cunning- 
ham and other officers of the Philippine Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Claims. $ 

By Mr. BANNON. A bill (H. R. 21702) granting an increase 
of pension to John Cyrus Rinehart—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 21703) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Carl F. Reickert—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21704) granting an increase of pension to 
George Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21705) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Hammer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21706) granting a pension to W. M. At- 
kins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21707) granting an honorable discharge to 
Robert D. Keffer—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21708) granting an honorable discharge to 
Haden Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21709) granting a pension to Susan Hens- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 21710) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Truman Covert—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21711) granting an increase of pension to 
Thor Nelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21712) granting an increase of pension to 
George C. Howland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21713) granting an increase of pension to 
William Orr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21714) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21715) granting an increase of pension to 
Wesley McCarty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21716) granting an increase of pension to 
John Sine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21717) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21718) granting an increase of pension to 
Franz Z. F. W. Jensen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 21719) granting a pension to 
Winnie Turner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 21720) granting a pension to 
Clark R. Pareel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21721) granting a pension to John R. 
Kissinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 21722) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 2 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21723) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel B. Leach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21724) granting an increase of pension to 
Jobn D. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21725) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. McNair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21726) granting an increase of pension to 
Victory T. Trail—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21727) granting an increase of pension to 
Cynthia A. Benson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 21728) granting a 
pension to James W. Beville—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21729) to authorize the President of the 
United States, with the consent of the Senate, to place James M. 
Alden on the retired list of the Navy with the rank and retired 
pay of a lieutenant—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COLE: A bill (H. R. 21730) granting an increase of 
pension to Levi S. Raff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21731) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna R. Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21732) granting an increase of pension to- 
John Gumpert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 21733) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Josiah Matley—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 21734) granting an increase 
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of pension to Stephen B. H. Shanks—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21735) granting an increase of pension to 
Walter W. Brunn—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21736) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip H. Albright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21787) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. George—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21738) granting an increase of pension to 
Harrison P. Hunt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21739) granting an increase of pension to 
John Rittenhouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 21740) granting in increase 
of pension to Maria R. Klindt—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND;: A bill (H. R. 21741) for the relief of 
William J. Briggs—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 21742) granting a pension to 
Mary J. Kerens—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 21743) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 21744) for the 
relief of the estate of John Hoey, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 21745) for the relief of Maj. 
George A. Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DENBY: A bill (H. R. 21746) granting an increase 
of pension to William N. Carlisle—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21747) granting an increase of pension to 
Bell R. Finleyson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21748) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21749) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie Reaney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21750) granting a pension to the minor 
children of William Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 21751) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William D. Wolford—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21752) granting an increase of pension to 
James Dees—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21753) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Black—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21754) granting an increase of pension to 
William Perry—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21755) granting an increase of pension to 
Monroe Godby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21756) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Belk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21757) granting a pension to Newton Gam- 
brel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21758) granting an honorable discharge to 

Amasa Hodge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 21759) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob D. Perkins, alias Jacob Perkey—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 21760) granting a pension to 
Morgan Van Gorder—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 21761) granting an increase of 
pension to John Tims—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 21762) granting 
an increase of pension to Darwin A. Brink—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21768) granting an increase of pension to 
S. J. Sargent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: A bill (H. R. 21764) granting an increase 
of pension to Ment Stannah—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. > 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 21765) granting an increase 
of pension to Ida E. Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21766) granting a pension to Louisa M. 
Berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAFF; A bill (H. R. 21767) granting an increase of 
pension to George Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 21768) granting a pension 
to Eliza Bracelin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21769) granting a pension to Emma Aiken— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21770) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Alliger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 21771) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Amick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21772) removing the charge of desertion 
from the record of Benjamin F. Hurley—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 21773) for the relief of R. K. 
Forrest, administrator of J. W. Forrest, deceased-—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 21774) granting a pension to 
Faune] Meade Lawrence—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 21775) for the relief of 
F. M. Wadley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21776) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel W. Tobey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 21777) granting a pension 
to Mary D. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21778) granting a pension to Lucy F. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 21779) granting 
an increase of pension to James Burke—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 21780) granting an increase 
of pension to Luman Van Hoosen—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21781) granting an increase of pension to 
J. P. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 21782) granting an increase of 
pension to Anderson Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 21783) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Oscar Ricklefsen—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 21784) granting 
an increase of pénsion to William Hall—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21785) granting a pension to Sarah A. 
Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 21786) granting a pension to 
Thomas Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21787) granting a pension to Alexander 
Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21788) granting a pension to Satina A. 
Waymer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 21789) granting an increase of 
pension to Marion W. Brosier—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 21790) for the relief of 
Hyter Myers—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 21791) grant- 
ing a pension to Icybinda Spalding—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 3 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska; A bill (H. R. 21792) grant- 
ing a pension to Frank H. Loud—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 21793) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles H. Pratt—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLEPPER: A bill (H. R. 21794) granting an increase 
of pension to Centennial W. Shreckengaust—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21795) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson Church—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 21796) granting a pension to 
Richard Hudson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 21797) granting an increase of 
pension to Edgar F. Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21798) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 21799) granting an increase 
ef pension to Andrew Rickrode—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21800) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis N. Brady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21801) granting an increase of pension to 
John Roth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21802) granting a pension to Charles P. 
Kibler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21803) granting a pension to Anna R. 
Slothower—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21804) granting a pension to Ella K. Wolf— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. f 

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R: 21805) grant- 
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ing an increase of pension to Ira Shafer—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21806) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael L. Oliver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21807) granting an increase of pension to 
James T. Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 21808) granting an increase of 
pension to Levi Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 21809) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Robert W. McStraw—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21810) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel H. Dornsife—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21811) granting an increase of pension to 
Melvin W. Diver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21812) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen F. Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21813) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Kelmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 21814) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Phoebe P. Soper—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21815) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 5 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 21816) granting an increase 
of pension to Louisa E. Holt—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 21817) granting a pension to 
Jennie E. Keown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 21818) granting an increase of pension to 


William Hardesty—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 21819) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph Peach—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 21820) for the relief of Mar- 
tin H. Avey—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21821) for the relief of William Vincent 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21822) granting a pension to John B. 
Laillet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21823) granting a pension to Myron T. 
Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21824) granting a pension to Martha E. 
Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21825) granting a pension to Elizabeth H. 
Nicholls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21826) granting an increase of pension to 
John Mehaffey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21827) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21828) granting an increase of pension to 
Noah Perrin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21829) to amend the military record of 
Joseph H. Gibler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21830) to amend the military record of 
Joseph S. Hurst—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 21831) granting an increase 
of pension to Anson B. Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21832) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Wilkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21833) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Heath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21834) granting a pension to Nancy J. Good- 
win—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. 
granting an increase of pension to Allen L. Beyan—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 21836) granting 
a pension to Mary C. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 21837) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James W. Kasson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 21838) granting an increase of 
pension to Fannie J. Terry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 21839) granting an increase 
of pension to Marian A. Mulligan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 21840) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles Tribolin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 21841) for the relief of H. C. 
Linn and Samuel Powell—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 21842) granting 


McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 21835) 


an increase of pension to Danford Redding—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21848) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert H. Delaney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21844) for the relief of Hansell Hatfield, 
a McMinn County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 21845) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Rebecca Hemphill—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 21846) granting a pension to 
Mayer Frankel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21847) granting a pension to John Bar- 
inger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 21848) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles W. Arthur—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 21849) granting an increase of 
pension to John P, Dix—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21850) granting an increase of pension to 
James Orlando Cummings—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21851) granting a pension to Joseph W. 
Little—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POLLARD: A bill (H. R. 21852) granting an increase 
of pension to. James M. Eaman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21853) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Whitaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21854) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh Irwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21855) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph A. McCormick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 21856) granting an increase 
oH pension to John G. Viall—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 21857) to correct the military 
record of Jacob Rockwell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21858) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of William H. Reynolds—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 21859) granting an increase 
of pension to Simon Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 21860) granting an increase 
of pension to William F. Porter—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21861) granting an increase of pension to 
William Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21862) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21863) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Stowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21864) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles S. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 21865) 
for the relief of John B. Page, first lieutenant Company K, 
Fifth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. A 

By Mr. RIXBY: A bill (H. R. 21866) granting an increase 
of pension to Richard H. Atkinson—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 21867) for the relief of 
Charles L. Blanton—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SCROGGY: A bill (H. R. 21868) granting an increase 
of pension to Theodore Tiebe—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21869) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary G. Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21870) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Mafes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21871) granting an increase of pension to 
H. B. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21872) granting a pension to Samuel J. 
Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21873) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of John Huffman—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 21874) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph Chisam—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 21875) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary J. Thompson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 


CONGRESSIONAL .R ECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 10, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 21876) granting a pension to Jane Knight— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 21877) granting a pen- 
ota to Cinderella Walton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21878) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 21879) granting an increase of pension to 
Even Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21880) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel F. Noel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 21881) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mahala Jones—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21882) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Breazeale—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21883) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Saunders—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 21884) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John H. Bush—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21885) granting a pension to Sylvania S. 
Clark—to the Committee on Invalid ‘Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 21886) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Bryant—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21887) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Hayman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21888) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Canova—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 21889) granting a 
pension to Albert V. Sieren—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21890) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis D. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21891) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Sinclair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21892) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Westenberger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21893) granting an increase of pension to 
George Albright—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 21894) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob W. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21895) granting an increase of pension to 
John Satory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 21896) granting an increase 
of pension to George H. Field—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 21897) granting a pension to 
C. F. Schantz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21898) granting a pension to Joseph Cor- 
nelius—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21899) granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine Koch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21900) granting an increase of pension to 
Hellen O. Johnston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21901) granting am increase of pension to 
Mary Hickey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 21902) granting an increase of pension to 
Sybbil Stephens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21903) granting an increase of pension to 
Celia Congdon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. d 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21904) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaretha Esswein—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21905) granting an increase of pension to 
J. W. Everly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21906) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Bruder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21907) granting an increase of pension to 
William Lange—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21908) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Dullea—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21909) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. W. Tanner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21910) granting a pension to Emil S. 
Weisse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21911) granting an increase of pension to 
George Newton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21912) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Chapin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21913) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Pieper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21914) granting an increase of pension to 
Ferdinand Pahl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 21915) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 21916) granting an increase of pension to 
Johu W. Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 21917) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Hambright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 21918) granting an increase of pension to 
Anthony Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 21919) granting an increase of pension to 
Oran 8 1 on Invalid Pensions. 
so, a sR granting an increase of pension to 
Isabella Jillson—to the Committee on Invalid Pandioni 5 
Also, a bill (H. R. 21921) granting an increase of pension to 
a ead tare 3 on Invalid Pensions. 
So, a ae oe ) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugo Arndt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 21923) granting an increase of pension to 
Sebastian Fuchs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 21924) granting an increase of pension to 
Donau ry RS 2 5 8 on Invalid Pensions. 
„ a à granting a pension to Catherine 
Brill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3224) granting a pension to Catherine Eberlein 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 21450) granting a pension to Will. P. Han 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 21528) granting a pension to Martha A. 
Wright—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
fered to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 21529) granting a pension to Charlotte Game— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. : 

A bill (II. R. 21530) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Bon- 
ner—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. : 

A bill (H. R. 21531) granting an increase of pension to Ann 
E. Macy—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. a 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Edward W. Ferry and 1.575 
other veteran soldiers in the Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 
diers, against removal of the canteen from the Homes—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of a mass meeting of the colored citizens of 
Danville, III., under directions of the Constitional League, rela- 
tive to the discharge of colored soldiers of Companies B, C, and 
D of the Twenty-fifth United States Infantry—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Continental Legion, of Danville, III., re- 
garding the discharged colored soldiers of the Twenty-fifth 
United States Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the National Rivers and Harbors Congress, 
for an appropriation of not less than $50,000,000 annually for 
improvement of rivers and harbors and waterways—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. i 

Also, petition of Division No. 78 of the Order of Railway Con- 
ductors and other labor organizations, for the Merchant Marine 
Commission shipping bill—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the American Newspaper Publishers’ Associa- 
tion, for legislation relative to the law of libel (H. R. 11027, by 
Mr. Gorset)—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ste- 

phen C. Allbright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: Petition of 283 citizens of Ports- 
mouth and Newcastle, N. H., and Kittery, Me., for an appropria- 
tion to dredge Peppereles Cove, in Portsmouth Harbor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. : 

By Mr. ANDREWS: Petition of Hansen J. Schwartz and 282 
other residents of Roswell, N. Mex., against religious legislation 
in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. ANDRUS: Petition of the Yonkers Federation of La- 
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bor, praying enactment of an eight-hour law so framed as to be 
applicable to work on battle ships, ete—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Calvin E. Morley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BANNON: Petition of McDermott Council, No. 266, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of the New York State Phar- 
maceutical Association, favoring an increase in the efficiency of 
the Medical Department of the Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Patriotic Council, No. 47, Daughters of Lib- 
erty ; Smoky City Council, No. 119; Lescallette Council, No. 442, 
and Purity Council, No. 554, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Alexander Hanner—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Petition of the New York 
State Pharmaceutical Association, to increase the efficiency of 
the Medical Department of the Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the New York State Pharmaceutical Associa- 
tion, favoring the Mann patent bill—to the Committee on Pat- 
ents, 

By Mr. BONXNGE: Petition of Ben Franklin Council, No. 10, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 8 

By Mr. BRADLEY: Petition of Olympia Council, of Middle- 
town, N. Y., and Delaware Council, of Port Jervis, N. Y., Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of the Society for the Protec- 
tion of New Hampshire Forests, for Appalachian and White 
mountains forest reservations—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of Abe Lincoln Council, No. 64, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of North Sedgwick, Me., favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill for 
relief of Nannie S. Berry, heir of Henry Smith—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Resolutions of Akron Council, No. 906, of 
Akron, Pa., and Empire Council, No. 120, of Lancaster, Pa., 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, in favor of the pas- 
sage of bill S. 4403, for the restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Petition of A. B. Lowry, against 
the feature of the copyright bill detrimental to mechanical mu- 
sical instruments—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of J. A. Turner, jr., of Tampa, Fla., against the 
feature of the copyright law detrimental to mechanical musical 
instruments—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of the City of Key West, 
Fla., for an increase of the artillery corps of the United States 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Federation of Women’s Clubs of Florida, 
for repeal of the duty on works of art—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the New York State Pharmaceutical Associa- 
tion, for increase of the-Medical Department of the Army—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the American Musical Copyright League, 
against the feature of the copyright bill detrimental to mechan- 
ical musical instruments—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, against re- 
peal of the bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, for bill S. 
6291, the Merchant Marine Commission bill—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CROMER: Petitions of Dunkirk Council, No. 14; 
Boundary Council, No. 59, and Delaware Council, No. 4, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


on. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of General McClellan Council, No. 
150; Eureka Council, No. 38, and Star of the West Council, No. 
465, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Nr. DAYEY of Louisiana: Paper to accompany bill for 


pace of the estate of John Hoey—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Armory Lodge, No. 429, Inter- 
national Association of Machinists, of Rock Island, Ill., for the 
shipping bill (subsidy)—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Will 
P. Hall (previously referred to Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions)—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Amasa Hodge and Newton Gambrel—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James Dies—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition for the repeal of bankruptcy 
law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLOYD: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 21385, rela- 
tive to improvements on the White River, in States of Missouri 
and Arkansas—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 5 à 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of S. H. Britts and 
A. H. Alfrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ment 
Stannah—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of New Era Council, No. 229; Winton Council, 
No. 283, and Price Hill Council, No. 210, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade, against repeal of the bankruptcy law—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of A. E. Yoell, for inquiry by Congress into the 
methods and motives of Panama Canal Commission relative to 
the employment of Chinese labor on the canal—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

Also, petitions of Vine Cliff Council, No. 83, Daughters of 
Liberty, and Decatur Council, No. 613, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Troy Hill Council, No. 319, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Fruit Growers’ Association, for legislation 
to further the admission of American fruit to German markets 
under minimum duties—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Hilldale Council, No. 235, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the-Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of J. H. Harrison and 1,150 business men of 
Pittsburg, Pa., for bill H. R. 9754, relative to improvement in 
the classification ef the clerical force in post-offices and for an 
increase of salaries, etc.—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the New York State Pharmaceutical Associa- 
tion, favoring an increase of the Medical Department of the 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, against re- 
peal of the bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of Washington Council, No. 2, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

Also, petitions of the librarian of Brown University and or 
Redwood Library, of Newport, R. I., against section 30 of the 
bill H. R. 19853 and of the bill S. 6330, against restriction of 
importation of English books—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. ? 

By Mr. HAY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of R. K. 
Forrest, administrator of estate of J. W. Forrest—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Samuel 
Meade Lawrence—to the Committee om Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of H. L. Reynolds and 75 others, 
of Connecticut, for an appropriation to remove obstructions in 
Eightmile River, Connecticut—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of James Burke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
A. H. Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
F. Yeargin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of Thomas Kay & 
Son, against that feature of the copyright law detrimental to 
mechanical musical instruments—to the Committee on Patents. 


Also, petitions of Goddess of Liberty Council, No. 155; Pride 
of Mechanics’ Home Council, No. 61, of Jamesburg, N. J., and 


Golden Rod Council, No. 20, Daughters of Liberty, favoring re- 


striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Elizabeth McCormick—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Andrew 
Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Paper of Major Jenkins Post, No. 99, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Hanover, Pa., to accompany 
bill for relief of Henry Hamme—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petitions of Peach Bottom Council, No. 715, and Cordo- 
rus Council, No. 115, Junior Order United American Mechanics ; 
Dallaston Council, No. 105, Daughters of Liberty ; Iowa Council, 
No. 26, Daughters of America; Aurora Council, No. 304, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics; Betsey Ross Council, No. 
119, Daughters of Liberty, and Moss Ross Council, No. 292, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. LAMB: Petition of William McKinley Council, No. 
182, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of George Upington, for bill S. 
6339, relative to a general revision of the copyright laws—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of citizens of New York, against the tariff on art 
works—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of Fisher Grange, No, 790, against 
the free distribution of seeds—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitions of Rescue Council, of 
Camden, N. J.; Diamond Council, and Thomas Jefferson Coun- 
cil, Junior Order United American Mechanics, and Pride of 
Bridgeport Council, Daughters of Liberty, for restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petitions of citizens of Somerville, Mass., 
and the Woman’s Education Association of Boston, against the 
tariff on art works (bill H. R. 15268)—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of G. N. Hawley, against that 
feature in the copyright law inimical to mechanical musical in- 
struments—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the Rock Island Business Men’s Association, 
for the improvement of the Mississippi River in the interest of 
transportation—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
James W. Kasson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petitions of Waynesboro Council, No. 760, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics; James A. Garfield 
Council, No. 129, Daughters of Liberty, and Lewisburg Council, 
No. 52, Daughters of America, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MANN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Charles 
Trlbolen-— to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief Of James Nipper—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Robert H. De- 
laney, Thomas R. Elliott, James P. Shaw, Danford Redding, 
Hansel Hatfield, J. H. Allison, and T. R. Harris—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
Short—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
George H. Layman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petitions of Pride of Alleghany Council, No. 28, and 
Golden Rule Council, No. 31, Daughters of Liberty; Resolute 
Council, No. 5, Junior Order United American Mechanics ; Jen- 
nings Rens Council, No. 15, Daughters of America ; Progressive 
Council, No. 83; Mountain City Council, No. 11; Valley Council, 
No. 26, and Myersville Council, No. 125, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Michael Isanogle 
and heirs of Upton Worthington—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. POLLARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
James M. Eaman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUJO: Paper to accompany bill for relief of J. Martin 
Compton, heir of John Compton, and the heirs of Harvey N. 
Parham—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. RYAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Charles 
G. Perrin—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Warren A. Wood- 
son—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr, SAMUEL: Petition of the Central Labor Union of 
Shamokin, Pa., favoring the shipping bill (Senate subsidy bill)— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petition of citizens of Missouri, 
praying for legislation for the protection of fruit growers against 
dishonest commission firms—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
R. T. Barber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of George W. Saun- 
ders—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Frank Breazeale— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of the librarian of the Toledo 
public library, against abridgement of the existing rights of 
libraries to import English books—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of S. B. May, against the feature of the copy- 
right law inimical to mechanical musical instruments—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of Future Great Council, No. 290, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of the Commercial 
Club of St. Paul, Minn., for the Steenerson drainage bill (H. R. 
10502; January 5, 1906)—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STERLING: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Mary J. Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Paperhangers, Decorators, and Painters’ Lo- 
cal Union No. 766, of Bloomington, Ill., for the subsidy shipping 
bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the One hundred and thirteenth Illinois Vet- 
eran Volunteer Infantry Association, favoring an increase of pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Emma S. Hunter, 
J. E. Waldon, and Andrew Sayles—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William A. Whitaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN WINKLE: Petition of Victory Council, No. 93, 
Daughters of Liberty, of Jersey City, N. J., favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: Petitions of Palestine Council, No. 30; 
Burning Springs Council, No. 17; Parkersburg (W. Va.) Coun- 
cil, No. 13, and Young America Council, No. 201, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petitions of Pride of Trenton Council, No. 4, 
and Capital City Council, No. 20, Daughters of Liberty, favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 


SENATE. 


Turspay, December II, 1906. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Cron, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approyed. 

SENATOR FROM UTAH. 


Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to state that on Thursday next, the 
13th instant, immediately after the morning business, I shall 
call up for consideration Report No. 4253 and the resolution 
“That Reep Smoor is not entitled to a seat in the Senate as a 
Senator from the State of Utab,” and submit some remarks 
thereon. 

STATE PUBLIC SCHOOL SYSTEMS. 

Mr. RAYNER. I wish to state that to-morrow, at the conclu- 
sion of the morning business, I shall briefly address the Senate 
on the resolution in connection with the publie schools of Cali- 
fornia and Japanese pupils. 

POPULAR EDITION OF RECORD. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Public Printer, transmitting a report of an exam- 
ination into the cost of labor and material required, ete., with re- 
spect to printing, at a reduced price, a special edition of the 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, etc.; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered 
to be printed.. 

STANDING ROCK INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, together with accom- 
panying papers, in relation to the allotting work on the Stand- 
ing Rock Indian Reservation, N. Dak.; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ROUND VALLEY INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, together with accom- 
panying papers, in favor of the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the payment to the Indians of the Round Valley Res- 
eryation in California of the purchase price of the lands which 
were taken in cash entry, etc., under the act of October 1, 1890; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ALLOTMENT OF INDIANS. 


Whe VICH-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in reference to the 
work of allotting the Indians of the Cheyenne River, Standing 
Rock, and Pine Ridge reservations, etc. ; which, with the accom- 
‘panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF. THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
the cause of Franklin Lodge, No. 4, Independent Order of Odd 
Fellows, of Franklin, Tenn., v. The United States; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. BURKETT presented a memorial of the librarian of the 
State library, of Lincoln, Nebr., remonstrating against the en- 
actnient of legislation to amend and consolidate the acts respect- 
ing copyrights; which was referred to the Committee on Pat- 
ents. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Hebron, 
Nebr., praying for the passage of the so-called Littlefield origi- 
inal-package bill,” and for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government build- 
ings and grounds; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
877) granting an increase of pension to Robert P. Farris; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BENSON presented memorials of sundry citizens of Em- 
poria, Clyde, Pomona, Bronson, and Kincaid, all in the State of 
Kansas, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation re- 
quiring certain places of business in the District of Columbia to 
be closed on Sunday; which were referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WHYTE presented the memorial of Elizabeth Britton «and 
sundry other citizens of Maryland, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation requiring certain places of business in 
the District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FRAZIER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Bristol, Tenn., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called “parcels-post bill,“ and praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing 1-cent letter postage; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Oflices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No, 149, Order 
of Railway Conductors, of Jackson, Tenn., and a petition of 
Holston Division, No. 239, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engi- 
neers, of Knoxville, Tenn., praying for the passage of the so- 
called “ employers’ liability bill;“ which were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Holston Division, No. 239, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Knoxville, Tenn., 
praying for the passage of the so-called “anti-injunction bill;” 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Westmoreland, Morning Star, 
Keystone, Fork Creek, Ivory Circle, Oneida, Grant, Moodyvyille, 
Columbia, Greeneville, Glover Hill,.Biceville, Christiana, Piney 
Grove, Oliver Springs, Coal Creek, Cave Creek, Springfield, 
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Jacksboro, Friendship, Nathan Hale, Flint Hill, Clinch, Green- 
brier, Powell and Clinch River, Prosperity, Banner, Big Spring, 
Caney Creek, Unity, Holston, and Garfield councils, all of the 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, in the State of 
Tennessee, praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict 
immigration; which were referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

Mr. GEARIN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Portland, Oreg., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation requiring certain places of business in the District of 
Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. STONE presented a petition of the Gould Directory Com- 
pany, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to amend and consolidate the acts respecting copyright; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of the Wednesday Club, of St. 
Louis, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to repeal 
the duty on works of art; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Missouri Library Asso- 
ciation, of Joplin, Mo., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation to amend and consolidate the acts respecting 
copyright; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the East Washing- 
ton Citizens’ Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing for extensions of street 
railways to the lines of the Capital Traction Company; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the East Washington Citizens’ 
Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the use of electric motors instead of 
steam locomotives within the limits of the District of Columbia; 


which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- = 


lumbia. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cliff- 
wood, N. J., praying for the passage of the so-called “ Little- 
field original-package bill;" which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Reading Club, 
of Rutherford, N. J., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented a petition of sundry students of the Prince- 

ton Theological Seminary, of Princeton, N. J., praying for an in- 
vestigation into the existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
. He also presented the memorial of Charles L. Stryker, of 
Washington, N. J., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation to withdraw second-class postal rates fram newspapers ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the New Jersey Baptist As- 
sociation, of Trenton, N. J., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation to repeal the present anticanteen law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cape May 
City, N. J., praying for an investigation into the discharge of 
Companies B, ©, and D of the Twenty-fifth United States In- 
fantry ; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Du- 
rango, Colo., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 


requiring certain places of business in the District of Columbia 


to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 
Mr. McCREARY presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 


‘Kentucky, remonstrating against the enactment, of legislation 


requiring certain places of business in the District of Columbia 
to, be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. $ 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Portland, Me., praying for the enactment of legislation to reor- 
ganize and increase the artillery force of the United States 
Army; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. PATTERSON presented a memorial of sundry colored 
citizens of Pueblo, Colo., praying for an investigation of the dis- 
charge of colored companies of the United States Army by order 
of the President; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Silverton, 
Colo., praying for the adoption of the Klinger tandem torpedo 
for use in the United States Navy; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of the congregation of the 
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Congregational Church of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for an in- 
vestigation into the existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented memorials of Fred S. Bailey and 20 other 
citizens of Sheridan, of Manley R. E. Amister and 11 other citi- 
zens of Allegany County, of Mrs. C. M. Sauerwin and 7 other 
citizens of Silver Creek, of W. H. Lewis and 18 other citizens 
of Vienna, of F. W. Gotts and 38 other citizens of Celoron, and 
of G. F. Butts and 17 other citizens of Jamestown, all in the 
State of New York, remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation requiring certain places of business in the District of Co- 
lumbia to be closed on Sunday; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented a memorial of sundry citizens. of 
Martinsville, Ill., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation requiring certain places of business in the District of 
Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented memorials of the librarians of the public 
libraries of Peoria, Evanston, and of the Northwestern Uni- 
versity, of Evanston, all in the State of Illinois, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation abridging the existing rights 
of librarians to import books in the English language; which 
were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of the Rock Island Business 
Men's Association, of Rock Island, III., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for the improvement of the water- 
ways of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. FORAKER presented a petition of the Constitution 
League of the United States, praying that Congress institute an 
inquiry relative to the discharge “without honor” of Com- 
panies B, C, and D, Third Battalion, Twenty-fifth United States 
Infantry ; which was ordered to be printed as a document, and 
. referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented memorials of Rutland Valley 
Grange, No. 314, Patrons of Husbandry, of Center Rutland, Vt. ; 
of Central Grange, No. 34, Patrons of Husbandry, of Apponaug, 
and of Narragansett Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Wake- 
field, all in the State of. Rhode Island; of the Commercial Club 
of Bismarck, N. Dak.; of Capital Grange, No. 18, of Dover, and 
of Sunnyside Grange, No. 7, of Bridgeville, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, in the State of Delaware; of Morning Light Grange, No. 
19, of Monroe; of Willow Brook Grange, No. 352, of New- 
field; of Acorn Grange, No. 418, of East Wilton; of Canton 
Grange, No. 110, of Canton, Patrons of Husbandry, and of 32 
citizens of Waldoboro, all in the State of Maine; of Brooklyn 
Grange, No. 351, Patrons of Husbandry, of La Cygne, Kans. ; 
of Sunapee Lake Grange, No. 112, Patrons of Husbandry; 
of New Hampshire; of Berlin Grange, No. 629, of Delaware; 
of Butler Grange, No. 993, of Salem, Patrons of Husbandry, 
and of the Horticultural Society of Portage County, all in the 
State of Ohio; of Fairview Grange, 817, of Farmington; of 
Elk Lake Grange, No. 806, of Susquehanna County; of Central 
Grange, No. 194, of Towanda; of Spring Brook Grange, No. 
637, of Spring Brook; of Corydon Grange, No. 1205, of Cory- 
don, Patrons of Husbandry, and of W. A. H. Schwartz’s Sons, 
of York, all in the State of Pennsylvania; of White Clover 
Grange, No. 279, of Mehalem; of Harding Grange, No. 122, 
of Oregon City, and of Cretown Grange, of Cretown, Patrons 
of Husbandry, in the State of Oregon; of Gouverneur Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of New York; of Knoxboro Grange, 
No. 758, of Knoxboro; of Ethan Allen Grange, of Crown Point; 
of Ellington Grange, No. 528, of Ellington; of Barnes Corners 
Grange, No. 84, of Barnes Corners; of Corinth Grange, No. 
823, of Palmer; of Fort Covington Grange, of Fort Covington; 
of Oswego Falls Grange, No. 719, of Fulton; of Pine Bush 
Grange, No. 1014, of Pine Bush; of Huguenot Grange, No. 
1028, of New Paltz, Patrons of Husbandry, and of the Tarry- 
town Horticultural Society, of Tarrytown, all in the State of 
New York; of Wheatland Grange, No. 273; of Pittsford Grange, 
No. 273, of Pittsford; of Belleville Grange, No. 331, of Belle- 
ville; of Union Grange, No. 820, of Oakley; of Ashbaugh 
Grange, No. 1202, of Lake City; of Quincy Grange, No. 152, 
of Branch County; of Fisher Grange, No. 190, of Harrisville, 
Patrons of Husbandry, and of the Horticultural Society of Lena- 
wee County, all in the State of Michigan; of H. W. Brown, of 
New Albany, Ind.; of East Lyme Grange, No. 157, of East 
Lyme, and of Rippowan Grange, No. 145, of Long Ridge, 
Patrons of Husbandry, in the State of Connecticut; of the 
Santa Barbara County Horticultural Society, of California; 
of the Committee on Governmental Seed Distribution of Louis- 
ville, Ky., and of Tewksbury Grange, No. 270, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Tewksbury, Mass., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for the free distribution of seeds 


and plants; which were referred to the ‘Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. - 


SPANISH TREATY CLAIMS COMMISSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. Sundry papers relating to the progress and 
condition of business before the Spanish Treaty Claims Commis- 
sion, being a letter of the Commission to the President of August 
1, 1906, two extensions of the Commission’s report to March 2, 
1907, and two reports of the Assistant Attorney-General of Sep- 
tember 29 and November 1, 1906, etc., have been sent to me, and 
I think they ought to be printed. I moye that the papers be 
printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LA BOCA TERMINAL. 


Mr. MORGAN. As a member of the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals, I wrote to Mr. Edward A. Drake, who styles 
himself assistant to the president, secretary, and treasurer of 
the Panama Railroad Company, for information which completes 
a statement that he left with the committee when it was en- 
gaged in an investigation relating to the La Boca pier, etc., in 
connection with the canal. It is an important paper, and I ask 
that it be printed as a document and referred to the Committee 
on Interoceanic Canals. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6776) to enlarge the 
jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, asked to be discharged from 
ite further consideration and that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5963) granting an increase of pension to James 


teed ; 

A bill (S. 5892) granting an increase of pension to Daniel W. 
Redfield ; 

A bill (S. 6005) granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Bridaham ; 

A bill (S. 2563) granting a pension to Isaac Carter; 

A bill (S. 3767) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Turner; and 

A bill (S. 2249) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Smith. * 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 6537) granting an increase of pension to 
William Eppinger, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 11273) to incorporate The National 
German-American Alliance, asked to be discharged from its 
farther consideration and that it be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary; which was agreed to. 


CRIMINAL, PAUPER, AND DEFECTIVE CLASSES. 


Mr. CLAPP. Lask that the Committee on the Judiciary be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 3250) to 
establish a laboratory for the study of the criminal, pauper, and 
defective classes, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. This change of reference has the ap- 
proval of the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Committec 
on the Judiciary will be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill, and it will be referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FRYE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7038) granting an increase of pension to William 
Curran; and 

A bill (S. 7039) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Hamilton. : 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 7040) to provide for 
the erection of a District of Columbia building and an appropri- 
ate exhibit therein at the Jamestown Tercentennial Exposition, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To what committee shall the bill 
be referred? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think probably it had better go to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, unless the Select Com- 
mittee on Industrial Expositions desires it. There are certain 
matters the Committee on the District of Columbia desire to 
inquire into concerning it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill, with 
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the accompanying paper, will be referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred. to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia: . 

A bill (S. 7041) to provide for reports and registration of all 
eases of tuberculosis in the District of Columbia, for free ex- 
amination of sputum in suspected and for preventing the 
-spread of tuberculosis in said District (with an accompanying 

paper); and 

A bill (S. 7042) to transfer jurisdiction of the Washington 
Aqueduct, the filtration plant, and appurtenances to the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia (with an accompanying 
paper). 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 7043) for the purchase 
of a site for a Fedéral building for the United States post-office 
at Somersworth, N. H.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7044) granting an increase of pension to Sylvester 
O. Pevear; and 

A bill (S. 7045) granting an increase of pension to Charles S. 
French. 

Mr. ALLEE introduced a bill (S. 7046) for the relief of Frank 
P, Murphy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CARTER introduced the following ‘bills; which were sev- 
` erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs: 

A bill (S. 7047) to provide for the submission to the Court of 
Claims of the claims against the Mississippi Choctaws of Joseph 
W. Gillett, J. M. MeMurty, W. N. Vernon, T. A. Bounds, Wil- 
liam C. Thompson, sr., and the Tuskarora Land and Investment 
Company, assignee of James E. Arnold, for services rendered 
and expenses incurred in the matter of the claims of the Missis- 
sippi Choctaws to citizenship in the Choctaw Nation; 

A bill (S. 7048) to provide for the final disposition of the en- 
rollment of members of the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes; 
and 

A bill (S. 7049) to provide for the final disposition of the af- 
fairs of the Mississippi Choctaws, and making appropriation for 
expenses of their removal from Mississippi to Indian Territory 
and for their enrollment and settlement in Indian Territory. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds: 

A bill (S. 7050) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Plattsmouth, State of Nebraska; and 

A bill (S. 7051) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Columbus, State of Nebraska. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced the following bills; which were 
tzeverally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7052) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
W. abie and 

A bill (S. 7053) granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
Draper. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 7054) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles H. Clapp; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 7055) granting a pension to 
Cora C. O'Neill; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7056) granting an increase of 
pension to Frederick Carel; which was read twice by its title. 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 7057) referring to the 
Court of Claims the claim of Arthur W. Kelley, of Jamestown, 
N. Dak., for damages for personal injuries sustained; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 7058) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Gilbert Bailie; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7059) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel Hale; which was read twice by its uue and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 


A bill (S. 7060) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hager (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 7061) granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
McNaughton; and 

A bill (S. 7062) granting a pension to John Monroe. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 7063) granting an increase 
of pension to William F. Hastings; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CRANE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


Pensions: 


A bill (S. 7064) granting a pension to Edward T. Blodgett; 

A bill (S. 7065) granting an increase of pension to Lovisa 
Donaldson ; 

A bill (S. 7066) granting an increase of pension Timothy 
Drew; 

A bill (S. 7067) granting an increase of pension to Hdmund 
Fillio ; 

A bill (S. 7068) granting an increase of pension to Richard B. 
Hall; 

A bill (S. 7069) granting an increase of pension to Marshall 
Johnson; and 

A bill (S. 7070) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
McAdams. 

Mr. CRANE introduced a bill (S. 7071) to correct the military 
record of Stephen Johns; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 7072) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert Hatfield; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FLINT introduced a bill (S. 7073) granting an increase 
of pension to D. Rodney Browne; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STONE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7074) granting an increase of pension to William 
Jenkins (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 7075) granting an increase of pension to J. S. Lewis 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 7076) granting an increase of pension to William C. 
Best; 

A bill (S. 7077) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Hattan; and 

A bill (S. 7078) granting a pension to Daniel Schaffner. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 7079) to enable the people 
of New Mexico to form a constitution and State government and 
be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7080) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Miletus F. Blodgett; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. FRAZIER introduced a bill (S. 7081) for the relief of the 
trustees of Harpeth Academy, of Franklin, Williamson County, 
Tenn.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. RAYNER introduced a bill (S. 7082) granting a pension 
to Susan A. Evans; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 7083) to authorize 
the President to appoint James M. Alden to the rank of lieu- 
tenant in the United States Navy and to place him on the re- 
tired list; which was read twice by its title and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. KNOX introduced a bill (S. 7084) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas J. Postlewait; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7085) for the relief of the trustees of the Tonoloway 
Baptist Church, of Fulton County, Pa.; 

A bill (S. 7086) for the relief of the consistory of the Trinity 
German Reformed Church, of Gettysburg, Pa.; and 

A bill (S. 7087) for the relief of the consistory ‘of St. Mark's 
German Reformed Church, of Gettysburg, Pa. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7088) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Scheetz (with accompanying papers) ; 
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A bill (S. 7089) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Dougan; and 

A bill (S. 7090) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Kinsel. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 7091) to correct the military record of Michael K. 
Herman ; 

A bill (S. 7092) to correct the military record of William W. 
Shivers (with accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 7093) to amend section 1754 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 7094) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George B. Drake; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7095) for the relief of Frank 
M. Wyant; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND introduced a bill (S. 7096) granting an 
increase of pension to Margaret McCullough; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 7097) to pay the Cana- 
dian Electric Light Company, of Levis, Quebec, its claim on ac- 
count of damages caused by the U. S. gunboat Esser; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 7098) granting an increase 
of pension to Henrietta Teague; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. Foraker, it was 


Ordered, That there may be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, 
after retaining a copy of the same, the discharge of John Hill, for 
whose relief the bill 8. 309 was introduced in the first session of the 
Fifty-second Congress, said bill haying been reported upon adversely. 


GERTRUDE A. DAVISON. 


Mr. KEAN. On behalf of the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. ELKINS], the chairman of the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, I submit a resolution for reference. 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as 
follows: : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay from the contingent fund of the Senate 
to Gertrude A. Davison, mother of F. L. Davison, late clerk of the 
Senate Committee on Interstate Commerce, a sum equal to six months’ 
salary at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his demise, 
said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and alf other 
allowances, 

ARTHUR W. KELLEY. 


Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following resolution, which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims: 


Resolved, That the bill (S. 7057) referring to the Court of Claims 
the claim of Arthur W. Kenen of Jamestown, N. Dak., for damages 
for personal injuries sustained, now pending in the Senate, together 
with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred 
to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act en- 
titled “An act to provide for the 8 of suits against the Govern- 
ment of the United States,“ approved March 3, 1887; and the said 
court shall proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions 
of such act and report to the Senate their findings of fact and law. 


AFFAIRS IN PORTO RICO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, on motion of Mr. Foraker, was, with the accompany- 
ing papers and illustrations, referred to the Committee on Pa- 
cific Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


On November twenty-first I visited the island of Porto Rico, landin 
at Ponce, crossing by the old Spanish road by Cayey to San Juan, an 
returning next morning over the new American road from Arecibo to 
Ponce; the scenery was wonderfully beautiful, especially among the 
mountains of the interior, which constitute a veritable tropic Switzer- 
land. I could not embark at San Juan because the harbor has not been 
dredged out and can not receive an American battle ship. I do not 
think this fact creditable to us as a nation, and I earnestly hope that 
immediate provision wili be made for dredging San Juan Harbor. 

I doubt whether our people as a whole realize the beauty and fertility 
of Porto Rico and the progress that has been made under its admirable 
government. We have just cause for pride in the character of our rep- 
resentatives who have administered the tropic islands which came under 
our flag as a result of the war with Spain; and of no one of them is 
this more true than of Porto Rico. It would be impossible to wish a 
more faithful, a more efficient, and a more disinterested public service 
than that now being rendered in the island of Porto Rico by those in 
control of the insular government. 

I stopped at a dozen towns all told, and one of the notable features in 
every town was the gathering of the school children. The work that 
has m done in Porto Rico for education has been noteworthy. The 
main emphasis, as is eminently wise and proper, has been put upon pri- 
mary education; but in addition to this there is a normal school, an 
agricultural school, three industrial and three high schools. Every ef- 


fort is being made to secure not only the benefits of elementary educa- 
tion to all the Porto Ricans of the next generation, but also as far as 
means will permit to train them so that the industrial, agricultural, and 
commercial opportunities of the Island can be utilized to the best pos- 
sible adyantage. It was evident, at a glance, that the teachers, both 
Americans and native Porto Ricans, were devoted to their work. took 
the hep he prida in it, and were endeavoring to train their pupils not 
only in mind, but in what counts for far more than mind in citizen- 
bg ete is, in character. 

was very much struck by the excellent character both of the insu- 
lar police and of the Porto Rican regiment. They are both of them 
bodies that reflect credit upon the American administration of the 
island. The insular pones are under the local Porto Rican government. 
The Porto Rican regiment of troops. must be . for by the 
Congress. I earnestly hope that this body w be kept permanent. 
There should certainly be troops in the island, and it is wise that these 
troops should be themselves native Porto Ricans. It would be from 
every standpoint a mistake not to perpetuate this regiment. 

In traversing the island even the most cursory survey leaves the be- 
holder struck with the evident rapid growth in the culture both of the 
sugar cane and tobacco. The fruit industry is also growing. Last year 
was the most prosperous year that the island has ever known before or 
since the American occupation. The total of exports and imports of 
the island was forty-five millions of dollars, as against eighteen millions 
in 1901. This is the largest in the island's history. Prior to the Ameri- 
can occupation the greatest trade for any one year was that of 1896, 
when it reached nearly 23 millions of dollars. Last year, therefore, 
there was double the trade that there was in the most prosperous year 
under the Spanish régime. There were 210,273 tons of sugar exported 
last year, of the value of $14,186,319.00, $3,555,163.00 of tobacco, and 
28,200,322 pounds of coffee, of the value of $3,481,102.00. Unfortu- 
nately what used to be Porto Rico's prime crop, coffee, has not shared 
this prosperity. It has never recovered from the disaster of the hurri- 
cane, and, moreover, the benefit-of throwing open our market to it has 
not e tiny poser for the loss inflicted by the closing of the markets to 
it abroad. I call your attention to the accompanying memorial on this 
subject of the Board of Trade of San Juan, and I 1 1 l Rope that 
some, measure will be taken for the benefit of the excellent and high- 
grade Porto Rican coffee. 

In addition to delegations from the Board of Trade and Chamber of 
Commerce of San Juan, I also received delegations from the Porto 
Rican Federation of Labor and from the Cofee Growers’ Association. 

There is a matter to which I wish to call your special attention, and 
that is the desirability of conferring full American citizenship upon the 
people of Porto Rico. I most earnestly hope that this will be done. I 
can not see how any harm can possibly result from it, and it seems to 
me a matter of right and justice to the people of Porto Rico. They are 
loyal, they are glad to be under our flag, they are making rapid progress 
along the path of orderly liberty. Surely we should show our apprecia- 
tion of them, our pride in what they have done, and our pleasure in 
extending recognition for what has thus been done by granting them 
full American SS bai a 

Under the wise administration of the present governor and council 
marked progress has been made in the difficult matter of granting to 
the people of the island the largest measure of self-government that 
can with safety be given at the present time. It would have been a 
very serious mistake to have gone any faster than we have already 
gone in this direction. The Porto Ricans have complete and absolute 
autonomy in all their municipal governments, the only power over them 

ossessed by the insular goyernment being that of removing corrupt or 
ncompetent municipal officials. This power has never been exercjsed 
save on the clearest proof of corruption or of incompetence such as to 
jeopardize the interests of the people of the island; and under such cir- 
cumstances it has been fearlessly used to the immense benefit of the 
people. It is not a power with which it would be safe, for the sake of 
the island itself, to dispense at present. The lower house is absolutely 
elective, while the upper house is appointive. This scheme is working 
well; no injustice of any kind results from it, and great benefit to the 
island, and it should certainly not be changed at this time. The ma- 
chinery of the elections is administered entirely by the Porto Rican 
people themselves, the governor and council keeping only such super- 
vision as is necessary in order to insure an orderly election. Any pro- 
test as to electoral frauds is settled in the courts. Here again it would 
not be safe to make any change in the present system. he elections 
this year were absolutely orderly, unaccompanied by any disturbance, 
and no protest has been made against the management of the elections, 
although three contests are threatened where the majorities were very 
small and error was claimed; the contests, of course, to be settled in 
the courts. In short, the governor and council are cooperating with all 
of the most enlightened and most patriotic of the people of Porto Rico 
in educating the citizens of the island in 1 of orderly 
liberty. They are providing a government bas upon each citizen's 
self-respect and the mutual respect of all citizens; that Is, based upon 
a rigid observance of the principles of justice and honesty. It has not 
been easy to instill into the minds of people unaccustomed to the exer- 
cise of freedom the two basic principles of our American system, the 
rinciple that the majority must rule and the principle that the minor- 
ty has rights which must not be disregarded or trampled upon. Yet 
real progress has been made in having these principles accepted as ele- 
mentary, as the foundations of successful self-government. 

I transmit herewith the report of the governor of Porto Rico, sent 
to the President through the Secretary of State. 

All the insular governments should be placed in one bureau, either 
in the Department of War or the Department of State. .It is a mis- 
take not so to arrange our E these islands at Washington as 
to be able to take advantage of the experience gained in one when 
dealing with the problems that from time to time arise in another. 

In conclusion, let me express my admiration for the work done by the 
Congress when it enacted the law under which the island is now being 
aatuiniatered. After seeing the island personally, and after five years 
experience in connection with its administration, it is but fair to those 
who devised this law to say that it would be well-nigh im ible to 
have devised any other which in the actual working would have ac- 
complished better results. ‘ 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Tun WHITE HOUSE, December II, 1906. 


PURCHASE OF DEPARTMENT SUPPLIES. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 


message from the Piesident of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
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mittee on Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures of the Ex- 
ecutive Departments, and ordered to be printed: 
T'o the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of the Congress the report 
to the President by the Committee on Department Methods relative to 
the purchase of Department supplies. I heartily approve the recom- 
mendations of the committee. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Tas Warre House, December 11, 1906. x 


MESA VERDE NATIONAL PARK, 


Mr. PATTERSON. At the last session the Senate passed the 
bill (S. 3245) creating the Mesa Verde National Park. The 
House passed a bill by the same title and for the same purpose, 
and that House bill was passed by the Senate. A motion was 
made and carried recalling the Senate bill from the House, and 
it has been returned, and there is a motion pending to recon- 
sider the vote by which the Senate bill was passed. I ask that 
the motion to reconsider be now put. 

Mr. ALDRICH. When did the bill pass? 

Mr. PATTERSON. The bill was passed at the last session of 
Congress. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And the motion is to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed at the last session of Congress? 

Mr. PATTERSON. The bill passed the Senate and went to 
the House, but in the meantime a House bill, with the same title 
and for the same purpose, was passed, and that House bill was 
passed by the Senate. At the last session I made a motion to 
recall the Senate bill. It was adopted, and a motion was en- 
tered to reconsider the yote by which the Senate had passed the 
Senate bill, and the question on the motion to reconsider has 
never been taken. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the votes by 
which the bill was ordered to a third reading and passed will be 
reconsidered. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move that the bill be indefinitely post- 
poned. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SENATOR FROM UTAH. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, I ask that Senate resolution 
142 be now laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution indicated by the Senator from Michigan, which 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution reported by Mr. Burrows 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, June 11, 1906, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That Reep SMOOT is not entitled to a seat as a Senator of 
the United States from the State of Utah. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, no duty devolving upon the 
Senate can be more important than that imposed by the fifth 
section of the first article of the Constitution of the United 
States, wherein it is provided (touching the Congress) that 
“Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and 
qualifications of its own members.” 

The proper exercise of this power, coupled with that other 
provision of the Constitution which declares that “ Bach House 
may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its members 
for disorderly behavior, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, 
expei a member,” is the only method by which the legitimacy 
and integrity of this body can be secured and maintained. 
Whenever, therefore, the right of a Senator to a seat in this 
Chamber is challenged for any cause, it is incumbent upon the 
Senate to make investigation and pass judgment upon the issue 
so raised. No other tribunal is clothed with jurisdiction to try 
and determine such a controversy. 

When the credentials of the Hon. REED Smoor were laid be- 
fore the Senate, certifying to his election as a Senator from the 
State of Utah for the term of six years from the 4th of March, 
1903, there was at the same time presented to the Senate a pro- 
test against his being, in the language of the remonstrance, 
“permitted to qualify by taking the oath of office or to sit as a 
member of the United States Senate.” 

THE PROTEST. 

Subsequently, and on the 5th of March, 1903, conforming to 
the established practice of the Senate to accord to the holder 
of a duly authenticated certificate of election the prima facie 
right to admission, the oath of office was administered to Mr. 
Ssoor and he was admitted to the membership of this body as 
a Senator from the State of Utah. On the same day the protest 
against his admission was, by order of the Senate, referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. The grounds of 
such protest are summarized in its preamble as follows: 


We protest that Apostle Reep Smoor ought not to be permitted to 
1 or take the oath of office or to sit as a member of the United 


tates Senate for reasons affecting the honor and dignity of the United 
XLI 
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n the grounds and for 


States and their Senators in Congress, and u 
the reason that he is one of a pa Ms fee ng body of fifteen men, 
who, constituting the ruling authorities of the Church of Jesus Christ 
of Latter-Day Saints, or Mormon Church, claim, and by their followers 
are accorded the right to claim, supreme ‘authority, divinely sanctioned 
to shape the belief and control the conduct of those under them in ali 
matters whatsoever, civil and religious, temporal and spiritual, and who, 
thus uniting in themselves authority in church and state, do so exer- 
cise the same as to inculcate and encourage a belief in lyeamy and 
polygamous cohabitation; who countenance and connive at violations of 
the laws of the state prohibiting the same, regardless of pledges made 
for the purpose of obtaining statehood, and of covenants made with the 
poopie of the United States, and who, by àll means in their power, — 
ect and honor those who in themselves violate the laws of the land 
and are guilty of practices destructive of the family and the home. 


In a further protest, presented to the Senate and referred to 
the committee, it is charged that— 


The oath of office required of and taken by the said Reep Smoor as 
an apostle of the said church is of such a nature and character as that 
he is thereby disqualified from taking the oath of office required of a 
United States Senator. 


Later, and on the 27th of January, 1904, the Senate, by reso- 
lution, authorized and directed the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections— 

To investigate the right and title of Reep Smoor to a seat in the 
Senate as a Senator from the State of Utah. 

In the execution of this order the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections proceeded to make inquiry into the various alle- 
gations contained in the protests, and generally to comply with 
the mandate of the Senate— f 

To investigate the right and title of Remp Smoor to a seat in the 
Senate as a Senator from the State of Utah. 

In the performance of this duty protracted hearings were 
had, at which more than a hundred witnesses were examined, 
and the testimony, covering over 3,000 pages of printed matter, 
has been submitted to the Senate. 

Of course it is impossible in the discussion to review in de- 
tail before the Senate this great mass of evidence, but the report 
of the committee sets forth the substance thereof bearing upon 
the vital issues involved. I shall attempt no more, therefore, 
than to touch upon the salient points in the case and the eyi- 
dence relating thereto. 

Let me say at the outset, touching the charge that the Sen- 
ator from Utah is a polygamist, and for that reason disquali- 
fied from holding a seat in this body, no evidence was sub- 
mitted to the committee in support of such allegation, and, so far 
as the investigation discloses, the Senator stands acquitted 
of that charge. This relieves the inquiry of its personal charac- 
ter, always distressing, and the Senator stands before the Sen- 
ate in personal character and bearing above criticism and be- 
yond reproach, and if found disqualified for membership in this 
body it must be upon other grounds and from other considera- 
tions. I propose, therefore, to state as briefly as possible the 
reasons which impel the majority of the committee to the con- 
clusion reached in their report. 

HISTORY OF THE MORMON CHURCH, 

In passing upon the issue involved it is important, indeed 
absolutely essential, to an intelligent application of the evidence 
elicited and the law applicable thereto to recall and hold in 
mind the accredited facts of history in connection with the 
organization and development of the Mormon Church, espe- 
cially that community known as the “Utah Mormons” or 
“ Brighamites,” with headquarters at Salt Lake City, presided 
over by one Joseph F. Smith, recognized and acknowledged by 
his devotees as “ president, prophet, seer, and revelator,” and 
with which organization Senator Smoor is publicly identified as 
one of the so-called “ apostles,” and who, by virtue of his ec- 
clesiastical office therein, occupies a conspicuous place in this 
Mormon hierarchy. 

The regular and legitimate Mormon Church had its origin in 
and grew out of an alleged discovery of some metallic plates, 
said to have been found near Palmyra, N. Y., by one Joseph 
Smith, bearing certain inscriptions which were said to have 
been translated by him and embodied in what is known and ac- 
cepted as the “ Book of Mormon,” belief in which formed, in 
1830, the basis of an organization styling itself The Church 
of Latter-Day Saints,” ‘which for fifteen years increased in mem- 
bership and extended its influence, until in 1844 it numbered 
about 50,000 adherents. On the 27th day of June, 1844, Joseph 
Smith, the founder of this cult, while confined in jail at 
Carthage, III., was set upon by a mob and killed. 

With the details of the early history of this people, from 
1830 to 1844, and their tenets we have nothing to do. It is suffi- 
cient for the purpose of this discussion to state that previous to 
the death of the prophet there were no dissensions in the organ- 
ization so far as known, all subscribing to a common creed and 
holding a common faith. Judge Phillips, in the circuit court of 
the United States for the western district of Missouri, in deliv- 
ering the opinion of that court in 1894 in what is known as the 
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“Temple Lot Cases,” involving the title to certain real estate, 
said: 
Beyond all cavil, if human testimony is to place any matter at 


this church was one in doctrine, government, and pur from 1830 to 
June, 1844, when Joseph Smith, its founder, was killed. It had the 
same federal head, governing bodies, and faith. During this period 
there was no schism, no dissensions, no parting of the ways in any mat- 
ter fundamental o> affecting its oneness. 


THE REORGANIZED CHURCH. 

The death of Joseph Smith in 1844, however, carried dismay and 
demoralization throughout the entire membership of the Mormon 
Church, scattering its adherents in divers directions and for the 
time being seemed to presage the complete overthrow and disso- 
lution of the organization. Recovering, however, from the shock, 
the scattered bands soon reappeared in various parts of the 
country and promulgated their doctrines with increased zeal, 
and set to work to reassemble and reorganize their scattered 
forces, resulting finally in the formation of what is now known 
and recognized as the “ Reorganized Church of Jesus Christ of 
Latter-Day Saints,“ with headquarters at Lamoni, Iowa, and 
presided over by Joseph Smith, a son of the prophet. The 
courts have repeatedly declared this organization to be the 
legitimate successor of the original Mormon Church, and its ad- 
herents, numbering some 50,000 peaceable, patriotic, and law- 
abiding citizens scattered throughout the United States in small 
church societies, conforming to the laws of their country wherever 
they may be and adhering to the faith of the founder of their 
creed, repudiating and denouncing the doctrine of polygamy and 
its attendant crimes, without temple, endowment house, or se- 
cret order, worship in the open like other church organizations, 
unquestioned and unmolested. 

BRIGHAM YOUNG’S USURPATION. 

During this period of disintegration one Brigham Young, who 
had identified himself with the Mormon organization as early as 
1832, a man of indomitable will and undaunted courage, bold 
and unscrupulous, seized upon the oceasion of the demoraliza- 
tion incident to the death of the prophet to place himself at the 
head of some 5,000 Mormons, and marching over desert and 
mountain, established himself with his adherents in the valley 
of Salt Lake, July 24, 1847, then Mexican territory, where he 
undoubtedly indulged the hope that the new doctrine of polyg- 
amy about to be publicly proclaimed by him might be promul- 
gated with impunity and practiced and maintained without in- 
terference by the United States. These hopes, however, were 
destined to be blasted, for by the treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo 
of February 2, 1848, this territory passed from the jurisdiction 
of Mexico to the sovereignty of the United States, and its inhab- 
itants thereupon became amenable to its laws. 

Upon this transfer of sovereignty, and in 1849, Brigham Young 
and His followers, without authority from any source whatever, 
proceeded to set up a government of their own, embracing a 
territory of imperial dimensions, christening it the State of 
Deseret,” electing Brigham Young, the head of the church, 
governor; Heber C. Kimball, an apostle, lieutenant-governor, 
and filling all other official positions in the proposed State with 
their trusted adherents. At the same time a general assembly 
was chosen, which in 1849 petitioned Congress to admit the 
“State of Deseret” into the Union, and commissioned a Dele- 
gate to the Lower House of Congress, who subsequently pre- 
sented his credentials and the memorial praying for statehood. 

EARLY ATTEMPT TO OBTAIN STATEHOOD. 

Shortly previous to this time it began to be bruited that the 
leaders of this organization and founders of the new State were 
fugitives from justice and apostates from the true Mormon 
faith and were living in polygamy; and it is an historic fact 
that when Brigham Young arrived in Salt Lake, in 1847, he had 
seventeen wives, and all the so-called apostles, twelve in number, 
except possibly one, from two to twenty wives each. This 
rumor gained credence and confirmation by a protest against 
the admission of the State of Deseret sent to the Congress of 
the United States December 31, 1849, and now on file in its 
archives, from which I make the following extracts: 

Your petitioners Ym raglan represent that whereas efforts are now 
being made by the Salt Lake Mormons to obtain, by false representa- 
tions and fallacious presentations, from the Government of the United 
States a State organization to be called the State of Deseret; and 
whereas we believe that it would be highly detrimental to the best 
interests of our country to comply with their request, we do therefore 
respectfully petition your honorable bedy to provide some other way 
for the government of the Salt Lake settlement. Your titioners 
know most assuredly that Salt Lake Mormomism is diametrically in 
opposition to the pure principles of virtue, liberty, and equality, and 

at the rulers of the Salt Lake church are bitter ey inveterate 
enemies of our Government. They entertain treasonable designs against 
the liberties of American freeborn sons and daughters. 
They have elected Brigham Young, who is the president of their 
chureh, to be the governor of the proposed State of Deseret. Their 
intention is to unite church and state. * * We have authentic 


information that more than 1,500 Salt Lake Mormons took the follow- 
ing oath in the Temple of God at Nauvoo: 


“You do solemnly swear, in the presence of Almi ht God, His hol 
angels, and these witnesses, that you will avenge the blood of Josep 
Smith on this nation, and teach your children, and that you will from 
this time henceforth and forever begin and carry out hostilities against 
this nation, and to keep the same intent a profound secret now and 
forever. So help me God.” 

The rulers of the Salt Lake church hypocritically pretend to ven- 
erate the name and character of the prophet Joseph Smith, that they 
may retein their popularity among tha ople who believe that he was 
a true prophet. These rulers are apostates from the true Church of 
Jesus rist of Latter-Day Saints, which church Joseph Smith was 
president of. They teach and 1 ygan: ure 
your honorable body will not lend your aid to legalize adultery and a 
manner of wickedness. These men have left their country for their 
country’s good. They have left it that they might escape the punish- 
ment which their crimes have invoked. * * + ‘They have been 
guilty of murders, treason, robbery, counterfeiting, swindling, blas- 
pes and usurpation of power, both political and ecclesiastical. 

his is the character of the man who is the political and ecclesiastical 
governor of the Salt Lake colony: The Salt Lake settlement is like 
Sodom and Gomorrah. Save the rising generation of that land from 
being trained up in such a sink of corruption, blasphemy, and treason. 

The practice of polygamy by this band of apostate Mormons 
received further confirmation in the official report of the Indian 
agent for the Territory of Utah, dated March 29, 1852, in which 
it was stated: 

Among these men (speaking of the Mormons) was Willard Richards, 
who kept a harem of some dozen or fifteen women, to all of whom he 
is wedded. He is acting secretary of state and postmaster of the city. 

Upon the presentation of the remonstrance referred to, the 
National House of Representatives declined to consider the 
petition for the admission of the“ State of Deseret” into the 
Union, or receive its representative, but in lieu thereof and 
on the 7th day of September, 1850, Congress passed an act pro- 
viding for the organization and government of the Territory of 
Utah. In 1850 President Fillmore appointed Brigham Young 
governor of the Territory for the term of four years, who en- 
tered upon the duties of the office in February, 1851, and thus 
the chief polygamous saint and head of the church became the 
chief executive of the Territory. These public and official decla- 
rations confirmatory of the rumors of the practice of polygamy 
by Brigham Young and his apostles made further concealment 
of their crime impossible, and it became necessary in some way 
to excuse or justify so flagrant an assault upon public decency 
and the civilization of the age. 

THE POLYGAMIC REVELATION. — 

To that end a special conference of the sect was called to con- 
vene at Salt Lake City on the 28th day of August, 1852, over 
which Brigham Young presided, attended by the so-called 
apostles and high officials of the church to the number of over 
2,000, at which conference, for the first time, the doctrine of 
polygamy was publicly proclaimed and declared to be an ac- 
cepted tenet of the Utah Mormon faith. Preliminary to its 
formal promulgation, and to promote its reception by the follow- 
ers of Brigham Young, it was deemed expedient that some of 
the high dignitaries. who were associated with him should bear 
testimony to the saintly character of their master and the 
divine origin of the nefarious doctrine. To this end Heber C. 
Kimball, one of the first presidency and a polygamist, in calling 
the meeting to order, took occasion to say: 

Brother Brigham Young is the successor of Joseph Smith and a bet- 
ter man never lived apani the earth, nor ever sought the interest of 
this people more fervently. 

Elder Benson, another polygamist, joined in the laudation by 
saying: - 

I know tbat the principles that have been taught by the Prophet 
Joseph and Brothers Brigham, Heber, and Willard— 

Composing the first presidency— 
and by every other good man in this church are correct principios 
and that these men have been borne on triumphantly over every ial 
and difficulty they have been called to pass through. The elders, there- 
fore, can go to the nations with their consciences as clean as drifting 
snow, and with the satisfaction that all is right in Zion and we are 
led by the best men upon the face of the earth. I 8 in my heart, 
and I say, God bless Brigham, Heber, and Willard. They are the 
counsel of heaven to this people, and I mean to honor them In the 
earth wherever I go, and I would preach down in the bowels of hell the 
same as I do here and not be ashamed of it. 

Pandemonium would be a fit place for its promulgation. 

My story all the time is, Hurrah for Mormonism. * * è I only 
throw out these few hints that you may be prepared to act when you 
receive the proper instructions from your president. 

Then came Orson Pratt, one of the oldest and most famous of 
the apostles and the husband of three wives, who public de- 
clared: 

It is quite unexpected to me to be called upon to address you on the 
subject of the plurality of wives. It is rather new ground to the in- 
habitants of the United States, and not only to them, but a portion of 
the inhabitants of Europe. A portion of them have not been in the 
habit of preaching a doctrine of this description; consequently we will 
have to break up new ground. It is well known, however, to the con- 
gregation before me that the Latter-Day Saints have embraced the 
doctrine of the plurality of wives as a part of their religious faith. 

In order to induce his followers more readily to accept this 
infamous doctrine, Brigham Young himself invoked the name of 
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Joseph Smith, the martyr, whom many sincerely believed to 
be a true prophet, and ascribed to him the reception of a 
revelation from the Almighty in 1843, commanding the saints 
to take unto themselves a multiplicity of wives, limited in 
number only by the measures of their desires. Why and how 
this revelation had been kept a secret for nine years Brigham 
Young explained as follows: 

You heard Brother Pratt state this morning that a revelation would 
be read this afternoon which was given previous to Joseph's death. 
It contains a doctrine which a small portion of the world is opposed 
to. Though that doctrine has not been preached by the elders, this 
people have believed in it for many years. 

he original copy of this revelation was burnt up; William Clayton 
Was the man who wrote it from the mouth of the prophet. In the 
meantime it was in Bishop Whitney's possession. He wished the privi- 
lege td it, which Brother Joseph granted. Sister Emma burnt 

e or nal. 

The revelation will be read to vou. The peer we belleve in. 
And I tell you—for I know it—it will sail over and ride trium- 

hantly above all the prejudice and priestcraft of the day; it will be 
‘ostered and believed in by the more intelligent portions of the world 
as one of the best doctrines ever proclaimed to any people. I am now 
ready to proclaim it. 

This revelation has been in my possession many years; and who has 
known it? None but those who should know it. eop a patent lock 
on my desk, and there does not anything leak out that should not. 

Such the mythical story palmed off on a deluded people. Let 
me now quote the material part of the pretended revelation of 
polygamy as given out by authority of Brigham Young in 1852: 

Verily, thus saith the Lord unto his servant Joseph: * * è þe- 
hold and lo, I am the Lord thy God * * therefore prepare thy 
heart to receive and obey the instructions which I am about to give unto 
you, for all those who have this law revealed unto them must obey the 
same, for behold, I reveal unto you a new and everlasting covenant, and 
if ye abide not that covenant, then are ye damned; for no one can re- 
ject this covenant and be permitted to enter Into my glory; * * * 
and as pertaining to the new and everlasting covenant, it was insti- 
tuted for the fullness of my glory, and he that recelveth a fullness there- 
of must and shall abide the law or he shall be damned, saith the Lord 
God. And again, as pertaining to the law of the priesthood, if any 
man espouse a virgin and desire to espouse another, and the first give 
her consent, and if he espouse the second, and they are virgins and have 
vowed to no other man, then is he justified. He can not commit adul- 
tery, for they are given unto him, for he can not commit adultery with 
that that belongeth to him and to none else; and if he have ten virgins 
given unto him by this law he can not commit pagal for they belong 
unto him and are giyen unto him; therefore is he justified. 

Thus did Brigham Young and his associates attempt to ex- 
plain and justify a practice revolting to every sense of public 
decency, subversive of the home, and destructive of the very 
foundations of society. Thus were laid with unholy hands what 
Brigham Young was pleased to call the foundations of “ Zion,” 
upon which it was proposed to erect “the kingdom of God on 
earth.” But a doctrine so monstrous needed something more 
than the unsupported testimony of Brigham Young to insure its 
reception and give it credence, in view of the fact that it had 
no warrant in the Book of Mormon and was specially con- 
demned in the book of “Doctrines and Covenants,” wherein 
it is declared “One man should have one wife, and one woman 
but one husband.” To give this creed the semblance of au- 
thority and insure its permanency as an article of this Utah 
Mormon faith the doctrine of monogamy was torn from the 
book of “ Doctrines and Covenants,” and the doctrine of polyg- 
amy inserted in its stead, where it is still retained as a cardinal 
principle of the Utah Mormon faith. In this way was the 
practice of polygamy inaugurated in the Territory of Utah and 
fostered and encouraged by the leaders of this sect. 

DOMINATION BY HIERARCHY. 

The subsequent history of this community is too familiar to 
justify extended review. From the hour they took possession 
of the territory in 1847 the domination of this Mormon hier- 
archy in civil as well as so-called “ religious” affairs has been 
absolute and supreme, and there was then inaugurated and car- 
ried on for over forty years a carnival of crime in this Terri- 
tory unexampled in the history of a civilized state. The armies 
of the United States were forbidden to come within its borders; 
Federal judges and other Government officials were driven from 
the Territory; the statutes of the United States spurned and 
trampled on; the ministers of the law insulted and defied; 
lawlessness ran riot and there was no authority in the Terri- 
tory respected or enforced but that of the Mormon hierarchy. 
The conditions at this time can not be more accurately or 
graphically described than in the report of the chief justice and 
the associate justice of the supreme court of the Territory, 
who, unable to discharge their functions, were compelled to fly 
from the Territory, stating in their report to the President of 
the United States, December 19, 1851: : 

It becomes our duty as officers of the United States for the Terri- 
tory of Utah to inform the President that we have been compelled to 
withdraw from the Territory and our official duties in consequence of 
an ostragrstaaty: state of affairs existing there which rendered the 
performance of those duties not only dangerous, but impracticable, and 
a longer residence in the Territory, in our pedement, incompatible with 


a proper sense of self-respect and the high regard due to the United 
States. We have been driven to this course by the lawless acts and 


the hostile and seditious feelings and sentiments of Brigham Young, 
the executive of the Territory, and the . body of the residents there, 
officers 


manifested toward the Government an of the United States in 
aspersions and denunciations so violent and offensive as to set at 
defiance not only a just administration of the laws, but the rights and 
feelings of citizens and officers of the United States residing there. ‘To 
enable the Government to understand more fully the unfortunate con- 
dition of affairs in that Territory, it will be necessary to explain the 
extraordinary religious organization existing there, its unlimited pre- 
tensions, influence, and power, and to enter into a disagreeable detail 
of facts, and the language and sentiments of the governor and others 
aan „ toward the Government, people, and officers of the 
nite ates. 

We found upon our arrival that almost the entire population consisted 
of a ga called “ Mormons,” and the Mormon Church overshadowing 
and controlling the opinions, the actions, the property, and even the 
lives of its members; usurping and exercising the functions of legis- 
lation and the judicial business of the Territory; organizing and com- 
manding the military; disposing of the public lands upon its own 
terms; coining money and forcing its circulation; openly sanctioning 
and defending the practice of polygamy or plurality of wives; exact 
the tenth ert of everything from its members under the name o: 
tithing, and enormous taxes from citizens not members; penetratin 
and supervising the social and business circles and inculcating an 
requiring as an article of religious faith implicit obedience to the coun- 
sels of the church as paramount to all the obligations of morality, so- 
ciety, allegiance, and of law. At the head of this formidable organiza- 
tion sto Brigham Young, the 8 claiming and represented to 
be the prophet of God, and his sayings as direct revelation from 
heaven, commanding thereby unlimited sway over the ignorant and 
credulous. 


The report then recites a long catalogue of declarations of 
hostility to the General Government by Brigham Young, from 
which I take the following: 


Zachary Taylor is dead and in bell, and I am glad of it. And I 
rophesy by the pore of the priesthood that is upon me that any 
resident of the United States who lifts his finger against this ple 
shall die an untimely death and go to hell. * + The United 
States officers may remain in the Territory so long as they behave 
themselves and pay their board, but if they do not they would kick 
them to hell, where they belong * That he had ruled that 
people for years and could rule them again, and he would kick any 
ee out of the Territory who would dictate to or advise him of his 
uty. 


A professor of the University of Deseret declared: 


The Government of the United States is a stink in the nostrils of 
Jehovah. * * * We can save it by theocracy, but rather than 
save it by any other way, we will see it damned first. 


The report concludes: 


The governor has been accustomed to enter the legislative hall under 
the provisional State government and dictate what laws should and 
should not be passed, and enter the court and jury rooms and dictate 
what verdict should be rendered, and he has given us ample evidence 
that he was equally omnipotent and influential with the Mormon people 
under the Territorial government, $ 

It is impossible for er officer to perform his duty or execute any 
law not in sympathy with their views as the Territory is at present 
organized. * * No man dare open his mouth in te fon to 
their lawless exactions without feeling its effects upon his liberty, his 
business, or his life. And thus, upon the soil of the United States, 
and under the broad folds of its Stars and Stripes, which protect him 
in his rights in every part of the ciyilized world, there is à spot 
where the citizen Is browbeaten and despoiled of his liberties as a 
free man by a religious despotism, 

We deem it our duty to state, in this official communication, that 
polygamy, or plurality of wives, is openly avowed and practiced in the 
Territory, under the sanction and in obedience to the direct commands 
of the church. So universal is this practice that very few, if any, lead- 
ing men in that community can be found who have not more than onë 
wife ench. The prominent men in the church, whose example in all 
things it is the ambition of the more humble to imitate, have each many 
wives—some of them, we were credibly informed and believe, as many as 
twenty or thirty, and Brigham Young, the governor, even a greater 
number. It is not uncommon to find two or more sisters married to the 
same man, and in one instance, at least, a mother and her two 
daughters are oong the wives of a leading member of the church, 
This practice, regarded and punished as a high and revolting crime in 
all civilized countries, would, of course, never be made a statutory of- 
fense by a Mormon legislature; and if a crime at common law, the 
courts would be powerless to correct the evil with Mormon juries. 


Such was the deplorable condition of affairs in the Territory 
of Utah in 1851. 

HOSTILITY TO THE UNITED STATES. 

When, in 1857, the President of the United States determined 
upon the removal of Brigham Young from the office of governor 
of the Territory, the newly appointed executive deemed it pru- 
dent to proceed to his post of duty with a military escort, where- 
upon Brigham Young declared that the newly appointed gov- 
ernor should not administer the office, and it became necessary 
to increase the military foree and place it under the command of 
Col. Albert Sidney Johnston. The then Secretary of War, Mr. 
Floyd, in his annual report dated December 5, 1857, set forth the 
condition of affairs in this Territory as follows: 

From the first hour they fixed themselves in that remote and almost 
inaccessible region of our territory, from which they are now sending 
defiance to the sovereign power, their whole plan has been to prepare 


for a successful secession from the authority of the United States and 
a permanent establishment of their own. 


President Buchanan, in his message to Congress of Decem- 
ber 8, 1857, explanatory of his official acts in connection with 
the government of Utah, said: 


As Chief Magistrate I was bound to restore the suprema of the 
Constitution and laws within its limits. In order to effect this pur- 
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I appointed a new or and other Federal officers for Uta 
sent with them a military force for their protection and to 

as a posse comitatus in case of need in the execution of the laws. 
* * è Whilst Governor Young has been both governor and super- 
intendent of Indian affairs * * he has been at the same time 
head of the church called the “ Latter-Day Saints,” and professes to 
govern its mem by direct iration 


‘ore ab- 
e church and state. * 
dian ha found it necessary for their mal safe 
— 2 ‘oun n y r perso 
ernment in Utah 
Thus did it come to pass that after ten years of the domina- 
tion of the Mormon hierarchy in Utah the President of the 


solute over 


United States was constrained to make the startling announce-. 


ment in his annual message to Congress that there no longer 
remained any government in the Territory of Utah but the 
“despotism of ‘Brigham Young.” He ruled supreme. Pretend- 
ing to be the vicegerent of the Almighty, he defied the Govern- 
ment of the United States and played upon the passions, 
prejudices, and fears of the people until he held complete 
mastery over the lives and fortunes of his deluded followers. 


LEGISLATION AGAINST POLYGAMY. 


This declaration of President Buchanan in 1857 aroused the 
Congress and the country to the necessity of taking some steps 
to suppress this crime and relieve the people of Utah from 
the domination of so despotic a power. To this end numerous 
measures were promptly introduced in both Houses of Congress 
looking to the accomplishment of such purpose, but not until 
1862 was an act passed defining the crime of bigamy and pun- 
ishing persons adjudged guilty of such offense in any of the 
Territories of the United States by a fine not exceeding $500 
or by imprisonment for a term not exceeding five years, and 
at the same time annulling all acts and laws of the legislative 
assembly of the Territory of Utah “which establish, support, 
maintain, shield, or countenance the practice of polygamy, 
evasively called ‘spiritual marriage, however disguised by 
legal or ecclesiastical solemnities, sacraments, ceremonies, or 
other contrivances; and, further, annulling the ordinance 
incorporating the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, 
and making it unlawful for any corporation or association 
for religious or charitable purposes to acquire or hold real 
estate in any Territory of the United States of a greater value 
than $50,000, forfeiting and escheating to the United States 
all holdings by such corporation in excess of such value. This 
comprehensive measure remained, however, for many years a 
dead letter. The great issues of the civil war and the prob- 
lems growing out of that conflict overshadowed and obscured 
for the time being all other questions of domestic concern, and 
for twenty years the act of 1862 was disregarded and defied, 
while the hierarchy continued its unrestrained debauchment 
and despotic sway. No sooner, however, had the storm of war 
passed and the calm of peace returned than the attention of 
Congress and the country was again directed by several Presi- 
dents of the United States to the continued existence of the 
criminal practices in the Territory of Utah. 

President Grant, in his third annual message, submitted to 
Congress December 4, 1871, said: 

In Utah there still remains a remnant of barbarism, repugnant to 
civilization, to decency, and to the laws of the United States, Neither 
pol my nor any other violation of existing statutes will be permitted 
ra iin the territory of the United States. It is not with the religion of 
the self-styled saints that we are now dealing, but with their practices. 
The: will be protected in their worship of God according to the dictates 
of ir consciences, but they will not be permitted to violate the laws 
under the cloak of religion. 

In his fourth annual message, of December 2, 1872, in refer- 
ring to the Territories, he said: 


In but one of them (Utah) is the condition of affairs unsatisfactory. 
2 2 B It has seemed to the policy of the legislature of Utah to 
evade all responsibility to the Government of the United States, and 
even to hold a position in hostility to it. I recommend a careful re- 
vision of the present laws of the Territory by Congress and the enact- 
ment of such a law as will secure peace, the equality of all citizens 
before the law, and the ultimate extinguishment of polygamy. 


And again, in his seyenth annual message, December 8, 1875, 
President Grant said: 


In nearly every annual message that I have had the honor of trans- 
mitting to Congress I have called attention to the anomalous, not to 
say scandalous, condition of affairs existing in the Territory of Utah, 
and have asked for definite legislation to correct it. That polygamy 
should exist in a free, enlightened, and Christian country without the 
power to punish so flagrant a crime against decency and morality 
seems preposterous. True, there is no law to sustain this unnatural 
vice, but what is needed is a law to punish it as a crime.. 
But as an institution polygamy should be banished from the land. 


President Hayes, in his fourth annual message, December 6, 
1880, said: 
It is the recognized duty and purpose of the people of the United 
States to suppress polygamy whexe It now exists in our Territories and 
ent its 


to extension. he longer action is delayed the more dif- 
ficult it will be to accomplish what is desired. Prompt and decided 


measures are necessary. The Mormon sectarian organization, which 
upholds Nen has the whole power of making and executing the 
local | lation of 


the Territory. By its control of the grand and 
veut juries it large uence over the administration of jus- 
ce. reising, as the heads sect do, the local political power 


be suppressed by taking 

which encourages and sustains i 
of Co: to enact suitable laws to protect the ‘Terri- 
ample. It not a case for halfway measures. The polit- 
ical power of the Mormon sect is Increasing. It controls now one of 
our wealthiest and most populous Territories. It is extending steadily 
into other Territories. erever it goes it establishes polygamy and 
sectarian power. The sanctity of marriage and the family relation 
are the corner stone of our American society and civilization. Re- 
ligious liberty and separation of church and state are among the ele- 
menta ideas of free institutions. To reestablish tbe interests and 
principles which polygamy and Mormonism have imperiled and to full, 

reopen to intelligent and virtuous immi ts of all creeds that par 

of our domain which has been in a area degree closed to general im- 
migration by intolerant and immoral institutions, it is recommended 
tbat the Territory of Utah be reorganized. 


8 Garfield, in his inaugural address, March 4, 1881, 
said: 

The Mormon Church not only offends the moral sense of mankind 
by sanctioning polygamy, but prevents the administration of justice 

rough ordinary instrumentalities of law. 

He expressed the opinion that Congress should prohibit 
polygamy, and not allow— 
any ecclesiastical o ization to usurp in the smallest degree the func- 
tions and power of the National Government. 

In 1881, President Arthur, in his annual message to Congress, 
called attention to the continued practice of polygamy in the 
Territory of Utah in the following language: 

For many years the Executive, in his annual message to Sonen 
has urged the. necessity of stringent 1 lation for the suppression 
polygamy in the Territories, and especially in the Territory of Utah. 

he existing statute for the punishment of this odious crime, so revolt- 
ing to Christendom, has rsistently and contemptuously violated . 
ever since its enactment. I „ in spite of the commendable efforts 
on the part of the authorities who represent the United States in that 
Territory, the law has in very rare instances been enforced and, for a 
cause to which reference will presently be made, is practically a dead 
letter. The fact that adherents of the Mormon Church, which rests 
upon polygamy as its corner stone, have EETA Seeds settling in lar; 
numbers in Idaho, Arizona, and other of the Western Territories, 
well calculated to excite the greatest interest and apprehension. It 
a agree upon Congress and the Executive the duty of arraying against 
this barbarous system all the power which under the Constitution and 
the laws they can wield for its destruction. 

Following this suggestion of President Arthur, Senator Ed- 
munds introduced a bill to amend the act of July 1, 1862, 
which was passed by Congress and approyed March 22, 1882. 
This act, known as the “ Edmunds law,” was the most drastic 
yet proposed, and struck a deadly blow at the yery root of the 
evil. It made bigamy, polygamy, and polygamous cohabitation 
crimes punishable by fine and imprisonment; it excluded from 
the jury box on the trial of any person charged with the viola- 
lation of such act every person who had been, or was then, 
living in violation of this statute, or who believed in the right- 
fulness of the acts prohibited; it disfranchised all persons who 
were guilty of violating the provisions of such enactment, and 
rendered them ineligible for election or appointment to any 
office and disqualified them from holding any place of public 
trust, honor, or emolument in such Territory or under the 
United States; it yacated all the registration offices in the Terri- 
tory of Utah, and imposed upon a commission of five persons 
appointed by the President of the United States and confirmed 
by the Senate all the duties relating to the registration of vot- 
ers, the conduct of elections, and the canvass and declaration of 
the result. In other words, it practically took into its own 
hands, through its own official instrumentalities, the entire ad- 
ministration of the affairs of that Territory. Upon the passage 
of this act, instead of conforming to its provisions and yielding 
obedience to its mandates, the Utah hierarchy made open war 
against it, and under date of October 6, 1885, issued the follow- 
ing pronunciamento: 

An epistle from the first presidency to the officers and members of the 
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints. 

The war is openly and undisguisedly made upon our religion. * * œ 
We did not reveal celestial marriage. We can not withdraw or renounce 
it. God revealed it, and he has promised to maintain it and to bless those 
who obey it. Whatever fate then may threaten us there is but one course 
for men of God to take—that is, to keep inviolate the holy covenants 
they have made in the presence of God and angels. For the remainder, 
whether it be life or death, freedom or imprisonment, prosperity or ad- 
versity, we must trust in God. We may say, however, if any man or 
woman expects to enter into the celestial kingdom of our God without 
making sacrifices and without being tested to the 8 uttermost, they 
have not understood the gospel. „ „„ * Upward of forty years ago 
the Lord revealed to his church the principle of celestial marriage. 
* è * “For, behold, I reveal unto you a new and everlasting cove- 
nant; and if ye abide not that covenant, then are ye damned; for no 
one can reject this covenant and be 8 to enter into my glory.“ 
Who would suppose that any man in this land of religious liberty would 
presume to say to his fellow-man that he had no right to take such 
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steps as he thought necessary to escape damnation? Or that Congress -This series of enactments by the National Government was 
would enact a law which would present the alternative to religious be- so sweeping and drastic as to carry conviction to the minds of 


Nevers of being consigned to a Itentiary if they should attempt to 
uber n on ef Ged wiles would deliver them from damnation? = the leeders of this Mormon community that the National Gov- 


We find in this epistle, denunciatory of the Edmunds law, a | ernment had fmally determined to enforce obedience to its 
reassertion of the 8 of polygamy that it was of divine authority and uproot and utterly destroy the last vestige of this 
origin and believed in and practiced as a part of the Utah twin relic of barbarism.” Doomsday had come for this abomi- 
Mormon creed. The act of 1882, designed to suppress these nation and the hierarchy saw no possible avenue of escape ex- 
crimes, continued to be openly or secretly violated and the prac- cept through the intervention of the courts of the United States, 
tice of polygamy and polygamous cohabitation among this sect which, it was hoped, would pronounce these enactments an in- 
continued unabated, and every device which the ingenuity of fringement of that provision of the Constitution which declares 
man could discover was employed to prevent the enforcement of | that “ Congress shall make no law respecting the establishment 
the law and shield its violators from punishment. After another | Of religion or prohibit the free exercise thereof.” It was con- 
five years of forbearance and national humiliation it became | tended then, as it is by some to-day, that polygamy and polyg- 
manifest that some more drastic measure must be enacted to | amous cohabitation are religious rites with which the Na- 
insure the suppression of these crimes, to which end, in 1887, tional Government has no power to interfere. But this conten- 
-Congress passed what was known as the Edmunds-Tucker law, tion was summarily disposed of by the Supreme Court of the 
strengthening and enlarging the acts of 1862 and 1882 by pro- | United States in several cases, particularly the case of the 
viding, among other things, that in any prosecution for bigamy, Mormon Church v. The United States, 136 U. S. Supreme Court 
polygamy, or unlawful cohabitation, under any statutes of the Reports, page 1, which tore the mask from this hypocritical 
United States, the lawful husband or wife of the person accused | Pretense and exposed it to public scorn and contempt. I beg 
shall be a competent witness; that in any such prosecution an te quote the opinion of the court, delivered by Justice Bradley: 
attachment for witnesses may be issued in the first instance It is unnecessary here to refer to the past history of the sect, to 


without a previous subpwna; it punished persons convicted of rat Ngoc of the Government authorities, to their attempt to es- 

8 an independent community, to their efforts to drive from the 

adultery by imprisonment in the penitentiary; it defined the | Territory all who were not . with them 8 and 

crime of incest and provided adequate punishment therefor; it 5 2 — tale is on 5 ——— pa the at So — American 

annulled all laws of the legislative assembly of the Territory | pOvernment an 2 and of con or of autho and resistance 

r= to law on the of the Mormons. hatever persecutions they ma 

of Utah which provided that prosecutions for adultery could | have suffered tn the early part of their history. in Missouri and Ii- 

only be commenced on complaint of the husband or wife; it 2 they — . persistent defiance of law under 
empowered the marshal of the Territory and his deputy to cause e Government of the Un ates. 

all offenders ngainst the law, in his view, to enter into recog- practice of polygamy, or FE 233 

. nizance to keep the peace and appear at the next term of the euen and fhererore under mei otection of 2 é co tational guar: 

. court having jurisdiction of the case; it required every cere- | ti Of religious reedom. , s ts altogether a sophistical plen. 

No doubt the thugs of India imagined that their belief the right of 

mony of marriage of any kind to be authenticated by a certifi- | assassination was a religious bellef; but their thinking so did not 

cate stating the fact and nature of the ceremony, the full names | make It so. The practice of suttee by the Hindoo widows may have 


of the parties and. of every officer, priest, or person taking part | sprung from a supposed religious conviction. The offering of human 
sacrifices by our own ancestors in Britain was, no doubt, sanctioned by an 
in the performance of such ceremony, and signed by the parties | equally — — impulse. But no one on that account would 


to such ceremony and by every person taking part in the same, | hesitate to brand these 9 now as crimes a st soeiety, and 
such certificate to be filed in the office of the probate court and | Qb2oxious to condemnation and punishment by the civit authority. 
immediately recorded, and a failure to comply with the require- Then, looking at the case as the finding of facts presents It, we have 
ments of this act to be punished by fine and imprisonment. petoro ne Connrens had pecore it—a contumactona organisat 5 . 
It made it the duty of the Attorney-General of the United | dnfpleping those resourtes and chat Power in constantiy at ae 
ing those resources and that wer in constantly attempting to 
States to institute and prosecute proceedings to forfeit and 8 thwart, and subvert the legislation of Congress and the III 
escheat to the United States the property of corporations ob- of the Government of the United States. * 7 7 


a “hic Notwithstanding the stringent laws which have been passed Con- 
tained or held in violation of the act of 1862 (which act, it will greek: notwithstanding Sit: the: eorts:imstie-to: sapprees Anis e 


be remembered, made the holding in excess of $50,000 of real | practice, the sect or community composing the Church of Jesus Christ 
estate unlawful), such property so forfeited and escheated to 55 o 5 of law, in preaching, up- 
be disposed of and the proceeds applied to the use and for the It is a matter of public notoriety that its emissaries are engaged in 
benefit of the common schools in the Territory; it disapproved | many countries in propagating this nefarious doctrine and urging its 
and annulled al! laws of the legislative assembly of the State of Sneha — * oe 3 eee Bh ener 2 5 * 
“ > S x ” 2 z 

Deseret, creating the “ Perpetual Emigration Fund Company — A for the spread and practice of polygam tak VIA 
and prohibited the legislative assembly of the State of Utah from | return to barbarism. It is contrary to the Spirit Christianity and 
reviving such corporation, or passing any law to accomplish the | to the civilization which Christianity has produced in the western 
bringi f into the Territ f ` hat world. The question therefore is whether the promotion of such n 
ringing of persons into erritory for any purpose what- | nefarious system and practice, so repugnant to our laws and to the 
- ever, and directed the Attorney-General of the United States to | principles of our civilization, is to be allowed to continue by the sanc- 

institute proceedings in the supreme court of the Territory to | tion of the Government itself. 


earry the act into 3 and pay the debts and dispose of the THE MANIFESTO AGAINST POLYGAMY AND POLYGAMOUS COHABITATION. 
assets of such corporation according to law, the surplus, if any, rred 
to be escheated to the United States and expended for the benefit tas e ae ze o 115 8 
of the common schools of the Territory; it authorized and di- ceding, and all adjudged constitutional by the Supreme Court of 
rected the Attorney-General of the United States to take the | the United States, brought the hierarchy to a realizing sense of 
necessary proceedings to wind up the affairs of the corporation, | its impoteney to longer contend against the authority of the 
known as the “Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints” | United States, and it therefore made haste to find some way to 
according to law; it conferred upon the President the power to | save its members from imprisonment and their property from 
appoint all probate judges within the Territory of Utah and confiscation. To this end the head of the church bowed at last 
annulled all legislative acts providing for their election by the | in submission to the National Government and in 1890 promul- 
legislature; it took from the women of the Territory the right | cated what is known as the “ manifesto,” advising his followers 
of suffrage, and annulled all acts of the Territorial assembly | fọ submit to the Iaws and refrain from further violation, the 
authorizing the registration and voting of females; it imposed | material portion of which is as follows: 
upon every lawful vae as < 8 precedent to his right to = 5 P00 bir dies. Kava. Dene teat 
register or vote or hold office in the Territory of Utah, the taking 3 as y 
of an oath, not only to support the Constitution of the United | Contitational vy the court of last resort, I hereoy declare my intention 
State and 8 2 ieee ue acs of ee relating to 8 6 ee 1 8 3 ot 
bigamy, and this act in relation to the crimes defined and for- 3 
bidden, and provided further that no person who shall have been F = 1 forbidden by che law of the 
convicted of any crime under this act, or previous acts of | land. $ 
Congress, or who shall be a polygamist or cohabit polygamously This manifesto was signed by “ Wilford Woodruff, president 
with another, shall be entitled to vote at any election in the | of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints.” 
.Territory, or serye on a jury, or hold any office of trust or profit; This proclamation, emanating from so commanding a source 
it annulled all laws looking to the organization or maintenance | and communicated to a people taught to believe that their 
of the Nauvoo Legion and declared that the militia of the Ter- | prophet was the inspired mouthpiece of God.“ was expected to 
ritory should be subject to the laws of the United States; and | command prompt and implicit obedience by the entire Mormon 
in a word, this community of polygamists and lawbreakers were | community, and the hope was indulged and belief engendered 
practically denied all participation in the government of the in the public mind that at last the Utah hierarchy and its 
Territory of Utah and the entire administration of affairs taken | adherents would abandon the infamous practice of polygamy 
charge of by the Government of the United States, and polygamous cohabitation and conform to the mandates of 
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the law and the spirit of the manifesto and that this foul blot 
upon our civilization was about to be forever removed. 
PRAYER FOR AMNESTY. $ 

This gratifying expectation was greatly strengthened by the 
prompt action of the first presidency and the twelve apostles 
in presenting tọ the President of the United States in 1891, the 
year following the manifesto, a petition humbly imploring am- 
nesty for themselyes and their followers and restoration to all 
their rights and privileges as citizens. This petition, asking im- 
munity for the past and plighting their honor and faith for 
the future, was couched in such humble terms as to inspire 
confidence in their sincerity and a measure of sympathy for 
their misguided followers. The material part of the petition 
is as follows: 


We, the first presidency and apostles of the Church of Jesus 
Christ of Latter-Day Saints, beg, respectfully, to present to your Excel- 
lency the following facts: We formerly tau ht our people that polyga- 
my, or celestial marriage, was right; that it was a necessity to man’s 
highest exaltation in the life to come; that doctrine was publicly 
promulgated by our 3 the late Brigham Tomp forty years 
ago, and was steadily taught and impressed upon the Latter-Day 
Saints up to a short time before September, 1890. They accepted the 
doctrine, and many personally embraced and 3 polygamy, When 
the Government sought to stamp the practice out our people, almost 
without exception, remained firm, for they * * * still felt that 
their lives and their honor as men were pledged to a vindication of 
their faith * * Following this conyiction, hundreds endured 
arrest, trial, fine, and imprisonment. More, the Government added 
disfranchisement to other punishments of those who clung to their 
faith and fulfilled its covenants. This being the true situation, and 
believing that the object of the Government was simply the vindi- 
cation of its own authority and to compel obedience to its laws. 
bd > we 88 ray that full amnesty may be extended 
to all who are under disabilities because of the operation of the so- 
called Edmunds and Edmunds-Tucker law. Our people are scattered, 
homes are made desolate, wany are still imprisoned, others are ban- 
ished or in hiding * * 8 e of a patient and suffering 

le, we ask amnesty for them an pledge our faith and honor for 
helr future. And your petitioners will ever pray. 

This petition was signed by the first presidency, composed of 
Wilford Woodruff as president, and his two counselors, George 
Q. Cannon and Joseph F. Smith, the present head of the church, 
and ten of the twelve apostles. 

This cry for amnesty appealed to the generous impulses of 
President Harrison, who, on the 4th of January, 1893, issued 
the following proclamation : : 

Whereas Congress by a statute approved March 22, 1882, and by 
statutes in furtherance and amendment thereof defined the crimes of 
bigamy, polygamy, and unlawful cohabitation in the Territories and 
other places within the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States 
and prescribed a penalty for such crimes; and 

Whereas on or about the Gth day of October, 1890, the Church of 
the Latter-Day Saints, commonly known as the Mormon coe 
through its president issued a manifesto proclaiming the purpose o 
said church no longer to sanction the practice of polygamous mar- 
riages, and calling upon all members and adherents of said church 
to obey the laws of the United States in reference to said subject- 
matter; and 

Whereas it is represented that since the date of said declaration 
the members and adherents of said church have generally obeyed sald 
laws and have abstained from plural marriages and polygamous co- 


naires 8 tit! dated December 19, 1891, the officials of 
7 a on da e „ : 
8 iiz the membership thereof to a faithful obedience 


h, pled, 
Ane inca seit and unlawful cohabitation, have 


to the laws against plural marria 
applied to me to grant amnesty for past offenses against said laws 
* * $. 

President of the United 


Now, "therefore, I, Benjamin Harrison, 
States, by virtue of the powers in me vested, do hereby declare and 
grant a fall amnesty and pardon to all persons liable to the penalties 
of said act by reason of unlawful cohabitation under the color of 
polygamous or plural marriage who have since November 1, 1890, ab- 
stained from such unlawful cohabitation, but upon the express condi- 
tion that they shall in the future faithfully obey the laws of the 
United States hereinbefore named, and not otherwise. Those who shall 
fail to avail themselves of the clemency hereby offered will be vigor- 
ously prosecuted. 

Subsequently, and on the 25th of September, 1894, President 
Cleveland issued a similar proclamation, excepting, however, 
from its benefits— 

All persons who bave not complied with the conditions contained in 
the Executive proclamation of January 4, 1893 

These pleas for amnesty were granted, prison doors opened, 
church property restored, all disabilities resulting from viola- 
tion of law removed, and it was confidently hoped that the peo- 
ple of Utah, under this later dispensation, by conforming to the 
mandates of the law and the civilization of the age, would enter 
upon a new era of peace, order, and prosperity. But the plans 
of the hierarchy were not yet fully realized, and would not be 
until the territory had escaped from Federal domination by 
securing the freedom of statehood, and the time seemed oppor- 
tune for such a consummation. 

ADMISSION OF UTAH AS A STATE. 

Previous to this and during all the years of Utah’s Terri- 
torial existence efforts were repeatedly made to escape the 
direct domination of the National Government by securing ad- 
mission into the Federal Union. If my recollection seryes me 
‘correctly, at least half a dozen attempts were made to secure 


statehood preyious to 1890, all of which proved abortive, for 
the reason that the people of the Territory. under the domina- 
tion of the Mormon hierarchy were not obedient to the laws of 
the United States—were not law-abiding citizens—and there- 
fore not regarded fit to be intrusted with self-government. 
After the manifesto of 1890 and the general amnesty follow- 
ing, and the liberal spirit which seemed to have taken pos- 
session of the public mind, the effort for statehood was re- 
newed, and as early as 1892, only two years after the mani- 
festo, a movement was inaugurated to that end and followed 
with such persistency that two years later an enabling act was 
passed, and in 1896 Utah was admitted into the Union as a 
sovereign State. 

And thus was the prophecy of Brigham Young fulfilled: 

Do not be discouraged Si your repeated failures to get into the 
Union as a State. We shall succeed, we shall pull the wool over the 
one 2 ee people and make them swallow Mormonism, 

an 5 

We shall drop the old issue between the Mormons and the Liberals 
in Utah, ally ourselves with the two great national parties, dividing 
ourselves about equally, so as to fall in with the one in wer. We 
don't know and we don't care about the issue. We must at peace 
with them in order to get into the Union. After that we can sna 
our fingers in their faces, restore the good old times when we dwelt 
undisturbed in these yalleys of the mountains, and cast out devils as 
we used to do. “ 

Thus was consummated in the brief period of six years what 
nearly half a century had failed to secure. No stronger proof 
of public confidence in the sincerity of these people could possi- 
bly have been given. However, to make assurance doubly sure 
that the hierarchy would keep faith with the nation, it was 
provided, among other things, in the enabling act of July 16, 


1894, that 


The constitution shall be Pepou ERN in form, and shall provide by 


ordinance irreyocable without the consent of the United States and the 
people of said State; 


That perfect toleration of religious sentiment shall be secured, and 
that no inhabitant of said State shall ever be molested in person or 
property on account of his or her mode of religious worship, provided 
that polygamous or plural marriages are forever prohibited. 

Subsequently, and when the constitution was framed, these 
requirements of the enabling act were embodied in the con- 
stitution of the State, coupled with the further provision that— 

There shall be no union of church and state, nor shall any church 
dominate the State nor interfere with its functions— 
under which constitution, thus framed and ratified by the peo- 
ple, Utah was admitted to the freedom of statehood. Following 
her admission, the usual steps were taken to set the machinery 
of the State government in motion and to adjust it to its new 
relations as a member of the Federal Union. To this end, 
State and Federal officials were elected from time to time, 
when, on the 26th of January, 1903, the governor of the State 
certified that on the 21st day of January, 1903— 

REED SMooT was 5 chosen by the legislature of Utah to repre- 
sent said State in the Senate of the United States for a term of six 
years from March 4, 1903. 

It is concerning this election that protest was made, and the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections ordered to “ investigate 
the right and title of Reep Suoor to a seat in the Senate us a 
Senator from the State of Utah.” Such investigation, your 
committee, after patient and protracted hearings, has con- 
cluded, and submits the result of its deliberations to the judg- 
ment of the Senate. 

The issues involved in the controversy are fully set forth in 
the protest submitted to the Senate and referred to your commit- 
tee, constituting the basis of the committee’s inquiries. The 
gravamen of the charge in the protest against the senior Senator 
from Utah is not that he is an adherent of the Mormon Church 
(for church affiliation is a matter of free individual choice), 
but— 
that he Is one of a self-perpetuating body of fifteen men, who, consti- 
wg the ruling authorities of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter- 
Day Saints, or * Mormon Church,” claim, and by their followers are 
accorded the right to claim, supreme authority, divinel sanctioned, to 
shape the belief and control the conduct of those under Than in all mat- 
ters whatsoever—civil and religious, temporal and spiritual—and who 
thus, uniting in themselyes authority in church and state, do so exer- 
cise the same as to inculcate and encourage a belief in pol my and 
polygamous cohabitation, who countenance and connive at violations of 
the laws of the State prohibiting the same, regardless of pledges made 
for the purpose of obtaining statehood, and of covenants made with the 

ople of the United States, and who by all means in their power pro- 
tect and honor those who with themselyes violate the laws of the 
land and are guilty of practices destructive of the family and the 


home. 
SUBSTANCE OF THE CHARGES. 


These charges may be epitomized as follows: That Senator 
Smoot is disqualified from holding a seat in the Senate of the 
United States for the reason— 

First. That at the time of his election the State of Utah and 
the legislature thereof were under the complete domination of 
the Mormon hierarchy, of which he is a member, and that such 
hierarchy so far “interfered with the functions of the State” 
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us to secure the election of one of its own members and an 
apostle, and that his certificate of election by the legislature 
was only the recorded edict of the hierarchy in defiance of the 
constitutional inhibition that “no church shall dominate the 
State nor interfere with its functions.” 

Second. That this Mormon hierarchy, of which the Senator is 
a conspicuous member, inculcates and encourages belief in and 
the practice of polygamy and polygamous cohabitation in vio- 
lation of the laws of the State prohibiting the same and in 
disregard of pledges made for its suppression; and 

Third. That the Senator, in connection with and as a mem- 
ber of such organization, has taken an oath of hostility to the 
Government of the United States incompatible with his obliga- 
tion as a Senator. 

These are the main grounds upon which his exclusion is 
sought, each of which I propose to discuss in the order named. 

Touching the question of the domination of this organi- 
zation through its governing body in political affairs and its 
“interference with the functions of the State,” in spite of the 
constitutional inhibition, the evidence is most convincing. Be- 
fore proceeding, however, to its consideration, and in order 
to measure its full force, it is important to bear in mind the 
dominating power of*the president and the twelve apostles 
and the influence they exert over their followers. The power 
exercised by this governing body, which, for brevity, is desig- 
nated The hierarchy,” is far-reaching and commanding, hold- 
ing in its grasp practically the entire membership of the or- 
ganization and through it the domination of the State, by ar- 
rogating to itself and inculcating the belief in its followers 
that they are endowed with supernatural powers as “ prophets, 
seers, and revelators,” and specially commissioned by the Al- 
mighty to dominate the affairs of this world, and that resist- 
ance to the will of this theocracy is rebellion against God. 


-AUTHORITY OF THE PRIESTHOOD. 


The testimony taken by your committee fully sustains the al- 
legation in the protest, “That the Mormon priesthood, accord- 
ing to the doctrines of that church, is vested with supreme 
authority in all things temporal and spiritual; and that the 
first presidency and the twelve apostles are supreme in the 
exercise and transmission of the mandates of this authority.” 
The following citations will serve to substantiate the truth of 
this allegation: 

Brigham H. Roberts, author of The New Witness for God, 
declares : ‘ 


Men who hold the priesthood possess divine authority to act for God, 
and by possessing part of God's power they are in reality part of God. 
Men who honor the priesthood in them honor God, and those who re- 
ject it reject God. 

The very day and hour the church was organized the Lord consti- 
tuted the president of the church its prophet, seer, and lawgiver, 
strictly commanding the church to give heed to all his words and com- 
mandments which he shall give unto you, for his words, saith the 
zord; ye shall receive as if from mine own mouth, in all patience and 


By the term “oracle” is meant the leaders of the church, the presi- 
dent and the 8 The word of the living oracles is revelation, is 
the same as God had spoken himself. 


The priesthood organization, as viewed by the first presidency, 
is the divinely authorized and exclusive channel of communica- 
tion between God and mankind. 

The obligations imposed upon those who hold the high order 
of the priesthood require absolute obedience to the first presi- 
dency, not only as to religious and spiritual things, but also 
those that are civil and political. 

0 papi Woodruff, at one time president of the church, de- 
clared : } 


Now, whatever I might have obtained in the shape of learning by 
searching and study respecting the arts and sciences of men, whatever 
principles I may have imbibed during my scientific research, yet if the 
gee of God should tell me that a certain principle or theory which 

might have learned was not true, I do not care what my ideas have 
been, I should consider it my duty, at the re, gsi of my file leader, 
to abandon my principle or theory. Suppose he were to say the prin- 
ciples by which BF 55 are verned are not right, that they were incor- 
rect, what would be my duty? I answer that it would be my duty to 
lay those principles aside and to take up those that might be laid down 
by the servant of God. 

The church of Christ Is governed by the laws of God, which laws He 
reveals to the church through him who is the president thereof, and 
if the church should reject that law, they reject the law of God, and 
would be ander condemnation, and under God's displeasure. There can 
never exist two supreme lawmaking powers in any organization at 
one and the same time. God has 5 but one supreme law- 
making power in his church, and that the presidency of the church; 
the word of the president of the church which the saints are com- 
manded to receive as the very word of God. 


ge F. Smith, the president of the church, declared in 
1 : 


The question with me is, when I get the word of the Lord as to 
who is the right man, will I obey it, no matter whether it dc2s come 
contrary to my convictions, 


Priesthood is power with God confe upon men, by which he 


rred 
becomes an agent for God, authorized to act in His name. Men who 


ossess the priesthood possess divine authority thus to act for God, 
Poa by 55 part of God's power they are in reality part of God. 


In a magazine called The Juvenile Instructor,” expressly 
designed for the young and edited by Joseph F. Smith, appears 
the following: 


The priesthood is a sacred thing. The Lord has not given to mem- 
bers of the church the right to find fault with or condemn those who 
hold the priesthood, neither is it the right of an elder or other official 
to judge or censure or speak disrespectfully or condemnatory of his 
file leader or of men who preside over him. 


Parley P. Pratt, an apostle and author of acknowledged 
authority, says: 


This priesthood holds the keys of revelation of the oracles of God to 
man upon the earth; the power and right to give laws and command- 
ments to individuals, churches, rulers, nations, and the world; to ap- 
point, to ordain, and establish constitutions and kingdoms; to appoint 

in presidents, governors, or judges. ` 

he priesthood upon the earth is the legitimate government of God, 
whether in the héavens or on the earth, and it is the only legitimate 
power that has a right to rule upon the earth. 


James E. Talmage, professor of geology in the State Univer- 
sity of Utah, and a high authority in the church, in his work 
called “Articles of Faith,” says: 


Twelve men holding the apostleship properly organized constitute 
the quorum of the apostles. These the Lord has designed as the 
twelve traveling councils. They form the traveling 9 high 
council to act under the direction of the first presidency in all parts 
of the world. They constitute a quorum, whose unanimous decisions 
are equally binding in power and authority with those of the first 
presidency of the church. 


Matthias F. Cowley, one of the twelve apostles, says: 


It is an undeniable fact in the history of the saints that obedience 
to whatever has come either by written document or verbally from the 
presidency of the church has been attended with d results. On the 
other hand, whosoever has opposed such counsel without repentance 
has been followed with evidence of condemnation. 

If Brother Brigham tells me to do anything, it is the same as though 
ae prota me to do it. This is the course for you and every other 
saint to take. 


Governor Thomas, in a report of affairs in Utah, declares: 


While the Mormon masses are too sincere to voluntarily make false 
paren: they can be induced to accept and adopt a form of words 

owever contradictory, if advised to do so by their authorities, for 
obedience to the priesthood and to obey counsel is diligently incul- 
cated as a first duty. The orthodox Mormon, in every political and 
lusiness act, puts the church first, the country afterwards. It can not 
be otherwise, for the priesthood claim all government but its own to 
be illegal, and to exercise all political power and temporal dominion by 
divine right. 

Brigham Young declared: 


No man need judge me. You know nothing about it, whether I am 
sent or not. Furthermore, it is none of your business, only you listen 
with o ears to what is taught you. 

Wilford Woodruff is a prophet, and I know that he has a great many 
prophets around him, and he can make scriptures as good as those in 

e e. 

The living oracles are worth more to the Latter-Day Saints than all 
Ag Bibles. Compared with the living oracles, these books are nothing 
o me. 

The Utah Commission, in its report of 1887, declared: 

Standing face to face with the law, the leaders and their obedient 
followers haye made no concession to its supremacy, and the issue is 
2 maintained between assumed revelations and the laws of the 
and, 

The right of the hierarchy to dominate in secular as well as 
spiritual matters is openly proclaimed by those who assume to 
speak for the church. As late as 1904 one of the twelve 
apostles, in a public address, declared: 

That from the view point of the G there could be no separation 
of temporal and spiritual things, and those who object to the church 
people advising. and taking part in the temporal affairs have no con- 
ception of the gospel of Christ. T 

The hierarchy secures obedience to its domination by claim- 
ing that its members are inspired and that they are the “ mouth- 
piece of God,” and their adherents are enjoined always to take 
counsel of their superiors, which means to “receive counsel” 
and obey it, and they are taught to believe that if they fail to do 
so they are not only excommunicated from the church, but they 
forfeit all hope of future happiness. The absolute submission 
of the great mass of the Mormon people to the mandate of their 
leaders is illustrated in the declaration of a prominent official 
when he declared that “if your file leader says white is black, 
it is your duty to say white is black.“ 

Justice Zane, of Utah, in 1887, speaking of the power of this 
hierarchy, said: 

At the head of this corporate body, according to the faith professed, 
is a seer and revelator, who receives in revelation the will of the 
infinite God concerning the duty that man owes to himself, to his 
fellow-beings, to society and human government, and to God. In sub- 
ordination to this head is a vast number of officials of various kinds 
and descriptions, comprising a most minute and complete organization. 
The people composing this or; tion claim to direct and lead by 
inspiration, which is above all human wisdom, subject to a power above 
all municipal government, above all man-ma laws. 

These excerpts, taken from the testimony, official documents, 
and public writings of the leading authorities of the church, 
justify the allegation in the protest that the hierarchy, of which 
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the Senator is a member, “is vested with supreme power in all 
things temporal and spiritual” and will serve to illuminate the 
testimony bearing upon the question of church domination. 

One of the most serious charges urged against the right of 
the Senator to a seat in this body is that he is a member of the 
governing body of the Mormon Church, which assumes the right 
to exercise, and does exercise, a controlling influence over the 
membership of that organization in secular as well as spir- 
itnal matters, and so dominates in civil and political affairs as 
to effectuate, in fact, a complete union of church and state, with 
the church in the ascendant, in violation of the constitution of 
the State of Utah, and that the Senator's election was the result 
of such union and such domination. 


DOMINATION OF THE HIERARCHY IN SECULAR AFFAIRS. 

As to the domination of the hierarchy in secular affairs, a few 
extracts from the testimony will suffice. The Deseret News, 
owned by and the official organ of the Mormon Church, whose 
utterances are regarded as expressing the views of the first presi- 
dency and the twelve apostles, in a report of the proceedings of 
a Mormon conference held in 1897, only a year after the ad- 
mission of the State, declared: 

Apostle M. W. Merrill elaborated upon the danger of criticising the 
action of the members of the priesthood. He said that the apostles 
and presidents of stakes were placed in their positions over the 
church by the Lord and that they did not secure these positions them- 
selves, and that the people should take counsel of the bishop of their 
mare or the president of the stake before entering upon any new enter- 
prise. 


Public officers, sworn to enforce the law, persistently refuse to 
prosecute offenders against the law prohibiting polygamous 
cohabitation. 

Certain members of the church, failing to obey the orders of 
the church officials in a purely business matter, are repri- 
manded because “they did not abide by the counsel that was 
given them.” 

The members of the Mormon Church are directed by the Mor- 
mon priesthood as to what business institutions they shall 
patronize. 

The high council of the Mormon Church and the city council 
of Brigham City met in joint session at the behest of the Mor- 
mon authorities to determine whether an electric-light plant 
shall be owned by the municipality or by private individuals. 

A bishop is deposed from his office in the church because he 
promised to obey the laws against polygamy. e 

Another official is excommunicated for being a member of an 
organization for the enforcement of the law and because he was 
opposed to the influence of the church in political affairs. 

Another is degraded in the church for refusing to obey his 
“ file leader.” . 

In another case a member of a firm doing business in Salt 
Lake City is expelled from the Mormon Church because he per- 
sisted in engaging in mining operations contrary to the prohibi- 
tions of the church. 

As recently as the year 1903 two members of the Mormon 
Church, haying built a dancing pavilion in opposition to “ coun- 
sel,” were summoned for trial before the church authorities and 
only saved themselves from excommunication by turning over 
to the church officials the management of the pavilion and 25 per 
cent of the net earnings. 

A railroad station is located by direction of the church au- 
thorities. Four members of the church are excommunicated 
for apostasy “in desiring to open up mines against the teach- 
ings of the holy priesthood.” 

As late as 1897 a Mormon official was deposed from his official 
position in the church for distributing at a school election a 
ticket different from that prescribed by the church authorities. 

In 1905 a teacher in the Mormon Church was cut off from the 
church ostensibly for criticising the head of the hierarchy for 
his polygamous practices, but in reality for engaging in the 
manufacture of salt against the interests of the president of 
the church and his associates. 

A high official in the Mormon Church, assuming jurisdiction 
in a controversy concerning the title to real estate, entered judg- 
ment against the party, and not only directed a conveyance of 
the title, but enforced the decree by spiritual penalties, and the 
victim of this outrage, a feeble woman, was excommunicated 
from the church and driven to insanity for refusing to obey the 
dictates of the church leaders and relinquish the title to one 
who had no shadow of legal right whatever. 

The controlling influence of this hierarchy in secular affairs 
is most ‘forcefully exemplified in its invasion of the public 
schools of the State and by its edicts suspending their functions, 
and opening religion classes, where the youth are instructed in 
the doctrines of the Mormon Church by teachers in the common 
schools supported by State taxation, in violation of the express 
provision of the Constitution that “ No public money or property 


shall be appropriated for or applied to any religious worship, 
exercises, or instruction,” and wherein the course of study pre- 
scribed by the ruling authorities of the church for these religion 
classes consists of the lives of the most noted polygamists in the 
history of the Mormon Church. That the hierarchy dominates 
in these matters is conclusively established by the fact that 
when this practice was disclosed before the committee these 
religion classes were, by order of the hierarchy, discontinued. 

It will therefore be seen that while in spiritual matters its 
domination is practically supreme, yet in temporal affairs it 
seems to be equally potential. This is not surprising when it is 
remembered that the head of the organization is connected in an 
official capacity with a large number of the leading industries in 
the city of Salt Lake and throughout the State of Utah. 

Mr. Smith, in reply to the question “ What is your business?” 
said: 


My principal business is that of president of the church. I am 
engaged in numerous other businesses. I am president of Zion's 
Cooperative Mercantile Institution; president of the State Bank of 
Utah ;. president of Zion's Savings Bank and Trust Company; presi- 
dent of the Utah Sugar. Company ; president of the Consolidated Wagon 
and Machine Company; president and director of the Utah Light and 
Power Company ; president and director of the Salt Lake and Los 
Angeles Railroad Company; president of the Salt Air Beach Company ; 
resident and director of the Idaho Sugar Company; president of the 
sland Crystal Salt Company; president and director of the Salt Lake 
Dramatic Association ; president and director of the Salt Lake Knitting 
8 director in the Union Pacific Railroad; vice-president of the 
Bullion, Beck & Champion Mining Company, and I am editor of the 
Young Men's Improvement Association, a periodical, the Improvement 
Era, and also the Juvenile Instructor. 

Apostles Grant, Winder, John Henry Smith, Lyman, Lund, and REED 
Smoor are associated with me in the directorate of the Zion's Cooper- 
ative Mercantile Institution. 

This Mormon organization seems, therefore, to be a stu- 
pendous business concern, with ramifications in every part of 
the State, thus enhancing its ecclesiastical control by the 


potency of its industrial alliances. 


DOMINATION IN POLITICAL AFFAIRS. 

But it is further charged in the protest that this governing 
body, of which the Senator is a conspicuous and influential 
member, claims the right to dictate and control, and does dic- 
tate and control, the civil and political affairs of the State of 
Utah, resulting in the practical establishment of a union of 
church and state, contrary to the express inhibition of the Con- 
stitution. The evidence upon this point is voluminous and 
convincing. $ 

Since the admission of Utah into the Union, January 6, 1896, 
the people of the State of Utah have been, if possible, more com- 
pletely under tlie domination of the Mormon hierarchy tban 
during the long years of their Territorial existence. Imme- 
diately, and at the very first election thereafter, the hierarchy 
resumed its domination in State affairs, taking possession prac- 
tically of every official position in the State government, and has 
held them ever since with unyielding tenacity. As a Territory 
its officials were appointed by the Federal Government, selected 
from outside the Territory, and, as a rule, were independent of 
and in no way connected with the Mormon organization, while 
as a State substantially every State official has been chosen 
from the membership of this organization. Every governor, 
every secretary of State, every State treasurer, every State 
auditor, and every State superintendent of education has been 
an adherent of this organization. ‘The only office held by a non- 
Mormon under the State government during the ten years of 
its existence, as an elective officer, has been the attorney-gen- 
eral. In the first legislature, elected in 1896, the senate, com- 
posed of 18 senators, was equally divided between Mormons 
and Gentiles, and in the house of representatives of 45 members, 
34 were Mormons and 11 Gentiles, giving to the joint conven- 
tion of the two houses 43 Mormons and 20 Gentiles. It might 
be noted in this connection that in the first legislature there 
were 9 polygamists and 17 officials of the church holding the 
grade of bishop or higher. 

The senate of 1897 had 15 Mormons and 3 Gentiles, and among 
the Mormons 1 polygamist and 1 plural wife and 3 church offi- 
cials, while in the house there were 38 Mormons, of whom 5 
were polygamists and 13 held high church positions, and 7 Gen- 
tiles, giving in the joint assembly of 63, 53 Mormons and only 
10 Gentiles. 

The fourth legislature, of 1901, with 18 senators, 14 were 
Mormons, of whom 2 were polygamists and 3 held high church 
offices, and 4 Gentiles, while of the 45 members of the bouse 
32 were Mormons, 13 Gentiles, and of the Mormons, 1 was a 
polygamist and 9 held high ecclesiastical positions, giving in 
joint assembly 46 Mormons and 17 Gentiles. 

In the fifth legislature, 1903, of the 18 senators 12 were 
Mormons, 6 of whom were high church officials, and 6 Gentiles, 
and in the house of 45 members 34 were Mormons, 3 of whom 
were polygamists and 6 high church officials, and 11 Gentiles, 
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giving on joint ballot 46 Mormons and 17 Gentiles. This was the 
legislature from which the Senator secured his election. 
In the sixth legislature, 1905, 11 of the 18 senators were 


Mormons, 4 holding high ecclesiastical positions, and 7 Gentiles,” 


and in the house 33 of the 45 members were Mormons, with 1 
polygamist and 9 bishops, and 12 Gentiles, and making in joint 
assembly 44 Mormons and 19 Gentiles. 

It will be observed, therefore, that there has never been a 
legislature elected in the State of Utah since her admission into 
the Union that did not have a membership of more than two- 
thirds adherents of the Mormon Church, and therefore under 
its complete domination. 

Thus possessed of the instrumentalities of official control, it 
has dominated the State with an iron hand, and in its political 
dictation it has not only controlled the affairs of the State of 
Utah, but has reached beyond the confines of the State and ex- 
erts a potential influence in shaping and directing the policies 
of States adjacent thereto. 

At the meeting of the first legislature of Utah committees 
were appointed by the officials of the Mormon Church to wait 
upon the legislature with a view of dictating and supervising 
legislation. Early in the history of the State the officials of 
the church directed that the rank and file should divide on 
political lines, about equally, one-half going to one of the great 
political parties of the nation, the other half to the other, so 
that the entire strength of the organization could be cast to one 
‘party or the other as the interests of the organization might 
demand. One of the witnesses declared: 

Whenever the church indorses a man he will be elected; whenever 
per aput upon him the seal of their disapprobation, he will not be 
elec . 

It appeared in evidence before your committee that candi- 
dates for office in the State of Idaho desiring success usually 
visit Salt Lake City and arrange for their campaign with the 
leaders of the Mormon Church, and in this way the will of the 
church is carried out. ‘ 

In 1904 a leading Mormon in a State conyention in the State 
of Idaho made the statement that in case a certain resolution 
should be withdrawn he would go to Utah and ask the presi- 
dent of the Mormon Church to cease interfering in Idaho pol- 
itics. 

One of the most flagrant instances of political domination 
was the case of Moses Thatcher. The constitution of the State 
of Utah, it will be remembered, provides: 

There shall be no union of church and state, nor shall any church 
dominate the State or Interfere with its functions. 

Preliminary to the admission of Utah as a State, and in antici- 
pation of it, in 1895, an election was held for members of the 
legislature and State officers and for Representative in Con- 
gress. Moses Thatcher, an apostle, was a candidate for United 
States Senator and Brigham H. Roberts for Representative in 
Congress. Thatcher was at that time “out of harmony” with 
the hierarchy because of his previous conduct in reference to 
the political affairs of the Territory. In 1891 it had been agreed 
among the ruling authorities of the Mormon Church that men 
who were high in authority in that church, and who believed 
in Republican principles, should go out among the Mormon peo- 
ple and endeayor to persuade the voters to vote the Republican 
ticket, while those who could not indorse the principles of the 
Republican party should remain silent. Moses Thatcher, a 
Democrat, did not conform to this resolution, but made several 
speeches for the Democratic ticket. It was afterwards asserted 
by Joseph F. Smith that the“ counsel” of the leaders of the Mor- 
mon Church “ was obeyed by all the apostles and high authori- 
ties except Moses Thatcher, who talked to the people contrary 
to the wishes of his brethren.” 

When Moses Thatcher therefore consented to the use of his 
name as a candidate for the Senate, in 1895, he was taken to 
task by the high priesthood for disobeying counsel, and at the 
October conference of the Mormon Church in 1895, at a secret 
meeting of the high priesthood, it was agreed to put in opera- 
tion all the machinery of the church to defeat Moses Thatcher 
and Brigham H. Roberts. The result of the election was that 
Brigham H. Roberts was defeated for the office of Representa- 
tive and a Republican legislature elected, thus insuring the 
defeat of Moses Thatcher to the Senate. 

During the political campaign of 1895 and on the 13th of 
October of that year, at Logan, a bishop of the Mormon Church 
said to an assembly of teachers of the church that two men, 
one of the twelve and one a president of the seventies (meaning 
Thatcher and Roberts), had, contrary to the wishes of the first 
presidency and contrary to counsel, accepted nominations for 
high offices. He said: 


It is unnecessary for me to name the men. You know who they are. 
I speak this for your own good. You know how to vote. 


On the same day at Brigham City the president of a stake 
at a religious meeting of Mormons declared to those who were 
assembled that it was the desire of the first presidency that 
Thatcher and Roberts should be defeated. At the meeting of 
the first presidency and twelve apostles of the Mormon Church 
held in the month of October, 1896, to take action in the case of 
Moses Thatcher for his refusal to obey the political mandates of 
the first presidency, George Q. Cannon, in justifying the action of 
the quorum of twelve apostles in deposing Moses Thatcher as 
an apostle, used this language: 

When I respect and honor Wilford Woodruff, I bow to God, who has 
chosen him. + * If I listen to Wilford Woodruff, if I look 
to him to see how the spirit of God moves upon him, if I ask his 
counsel and take it, it is because God has commanded me. God has 
given him the keys of authority. * * * When Joseph F. Smith 
obeys Wilford Woodruff he does it upon the same principle. We rever- 
ence him as the prophet of God and as our leader. We listen to him 
and are guided by his slightest wish. It is because we know that he 
is the servant of God, chosen by the Almighty to fill that place, and 
that he holds the keys of the priesthood of this generation on the 
earth at the present time. : 

There was another cause of offense to the hierarchy. In 1896 
the first presidency and ten of the apostles formulated what 
has since been known as the “ political manifesto,” which re- 
quired all prominent officials of the church to obtain the con- 
sent of the first presidency and twelve apostles before becom- 
ing candidates for public office. This manifesto both Moses 
Thatcher and Brigham H. Roberts at first refused to sign. 
Brigham H. Roberts was afterwards compelled by the first 
presidency and twelve apostles to sign the manifesto, but Moses 
Thatcher persistently refused. 

At the April conference of 1896 Moses Thatcher was dropped 
from the quorum of twelve apostles because of his refusal to 
sign the political manifesto. Subsequently he declared him- 
self a candidate for the United States Senate. The legislature 
elected was Democratic, and the indications were that he would 
be elected. Thereupon the whole power of the church was 
brought to bear upon members of the legislature to compass 
his defeat, and in this the church was successful, Mr. Rawlins 
being elected over Thatcher. This result was accomplished 
by the leaders of the Mormon Church directing Mormons who 
had been voting for Judge Henderson to vote for Rawlins. 
One Mormon member refused, saying: 

I will not do it, and I k 
ee one Fhe Mae s Kaotuse exactly what it means, and I know 

Moses Thatcher was afterwards put upon trial and escaped 
being excommunicated from the Mormon Church only by a 
Panorering recantation and acceptance of the political mani- 

esto. 

In 1898 Brigham H. Roberts, restored to church fayor, was 

elected to Congress by over 5,000 majority. 
3 The legislature of 1899 was largely Democratic, but party 
dissension preyented the election of a Senator. In this legis- 
lature, however, the Mormon Church made a determined effort 
to elect one McCune, a Gentile, and would have succeeded had 
not charges been made against McCune for attempted bribery. 
In connection with McCune’s candidacy, Judge Powers testifies 
as follows: 

The legislature was largely Democratic, thirteen Republicans and 
fifty Democrats. In that legislature I was a candidate for Senator, 
Judge William H. King, and Alfred W. McCune. Undoubtedly McCune 
was the church candidate. Heber J. Grant, the apostle, took a very 
active part in the campaign before the legislature for Mr. McCune. 
Mr. Grant is a very pleasing letter writer, and in one of his letters, 
which is dated December 9, 1898, to J. Golden Kimball, one of the first 
presidents of the seventies, speaking of the Senatorial campaign, he 
recites the amounts of money that Mr. McCune had contributed to the 
Mormon Church for temples and meetinghouses and missionary funds, 
and things of that kind, and the moneys that his wife had given to the 
church, and then his letter has this 1 ragraph: I wish to 


say to you that before entering the race to assist Mr. McCune to be- 
come a United States Senator I obtained the full, free, and frank con- 


sent of President Snow to work for Mr. McCune. Two years ago, at the 


time of the Moses Thatcher fight, President Woodruff told me that of 
22 men mentioned as prospective Senators he would prefer Mr. 

Among other reasons that he states why Mr. McCune should 
be elected is the fact that he is not a Mormon, but in sympathy 
with them, and could therefore do more in the Senate for them 
than a Mormon could. 

In 1892 Bishop Warburton, a Democrat, called upon a number 
of his Democratic brethren in the first municipal ward of Salt 
Lake City and told them that most of them had been through 
the temple and understood their obligations, and that he had re- 
ceived a message from the first presidency to the effect that it 
was the desire that Frank J. Cannon should be elected to 
Congress. 

In 1889 a Mormon named Robbins offered himself as an indc- 


pendent candidate for a political office as against the candidate 


fayored by the Mormon Church. Shortly prior to the election 
Apostle John Henry Smith visited Mr. Robbins’s district, had 


— — 
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the people called together, and in a public speech stated that he 
was an apostle of the Mormon Church; that they had chosen 
and sustained him in that position and had covenanted to sus- 


tain him as their counsel and advisor, and he now wished them 


to thoroughly know and understand that he was there to see 
and to counsel and advise and persuade them to yote the Peo- 
ple’s (Mormon) ticket. 

In another county in Utah at the same election there was a 
contest between two Mormons for a public office. One was an 
independent candidate, the other the regular Mormon candidate. 
At a Mormon conference George Q. Cannon, a prominent Mor- 
mon official, addressed the people, dwelling wholly upon politics, 
and among other things said: 
` Now, brethren, you will shortly have an election here, and how will 
you act—after the order of the world, to stir up strife and 98 


or will you do it after the order of God and elect the men whom 
wants? 


A Mr. Stephens, called as a witness for the Senator, said: 


There is a ogee feeling in the State of Utah that the election of 
an apostle to the Senate means the church in politics, and a like feeling 
that Reep Smoor was elected to the Senate because of the fact that he 
was a Mormon apostle. 


LEGISLATION FAVORING POLYGAMY. 
In the year 1901 the Mormon legislature of Utah passed what 
was known as the Evans bill, which was aimed to prevent prose- 


cutions for polygamous cohabitation. This action, if not in-“ 


spired by the president of the Mormon Church, was openly fa- 
vored by him. It was vetoed, however, by a Mormon governor 
upon the ground that the bill, if passed, would bring about an 
amendment of the Constitution of the United States under 
which those guilty of the crime of polygamous cohabitation 
would be prosecuted and punished in the Federal court. 

But the interference by the leaders of the Mormon Church in 
political affairs has not been confined to Utah. In Idaho the 
Mormons have for a number of years held the balance of 
political power, and have exercised the authority of the church 
whenever the interests of that church seemed to require it. In 
the year 1902 the legislature of that State passed a resolution 
providing for a constitutional convention to amend the consti- 
tution so as to eliminate the clause by which members of the 
Mormon Church might be disfranchised. This action was taken 
shortly after a visit to the State capitol by Apostle John Henry 
Smith, who seemed to be the political sponsor of the church, and 
it was the general impression that the passage of the resolution 
was brought about through his influence. 

In 1904 it was so generally understood that Mr. Gooding was 
nominated through the influence of the Mormon Church over 
Governor Morrison that the leading Republican paper of Boise 
published at the head of its editorial column these words: 
“ Zion has spoken.” 

In 1902 Matthias Cowley, an apostle of the Mormon Church, 
went through the counties of Idaho telling the Mormons of that 
State that it was the will of the church that they should vote a 
certain ticket. 

In 1900 Joseph F. Smith, in an address delivered at the gen- 
eral conference of the church in the tabernacle, declared that it 
was the duty of the members of the church to take counsel in 
political affairs. 

In 1904 a county committee issued a circular urging the de- 
feat of a candidate for Congress because of his testimony in this 
case before the Committee on Privileges and Elections. An- 
other witness declared that if Senator Kearns had not re- 
ceived the support of President Snow he could not haye been 
elected. 

The presidents of the several stakes in Utah are selected by 
the president of the church. 

The Hon. Caleb W. West, governor of the Territory of Utah, 
in one of his reports to the Secretary of the Interior, forcefully 
said: 

In the Mormon polity, established and governing the people of this 
Territory since its settlement, the unity of the church and state is 
perfect and indissoluble. It is upon the complete and absolute 
control of a priesthood—wielding a supreme power, exercised and 
yielded to, as emanating from God—in all things secular as well as 
spiritual. The word of this priesthood is to the Mormon ple the 
command of God, not only in matters of faith and morals, but in all 


civil, political, and commercial affairs. This priesthood not only rules 
the church but governs the state. 

Senator Edmunds well said in a recent publication referring 
to this case: 

The investigation has developed evidence showing that the hierarchy 
continues to control the government of the State, and that the choice 
of officers and their official actions in some degree at least are subject 
125 ra Freee It can quite correctly say with the French king, I am 

8 : THE POLITICAL MANIFESTO. 

But nothing « completely shows the domination of this church 
in civil affairs » the adoption of what is commonly known as 
the political manifesto. A rule of the church promulgated by 
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the hierarchy in 1896 requires every leading official of the 
church, before accepting any political position or nomination 
therefor, to take counsel of the church officials and obtain the 
consent of the presiding officers in the priesthood. Such a rule 
precludes any member of that church from serving the State or 
the nation either by appointment or popular election unless he 
has been first designated by the hierarchy. Under this rule it 
is for the first presidency to say whether a high official can be a 
candidate or not, according to his will and that of the twelve 
apostles, and it is in evidence that the Senator himself was com- 
pelled to obtain permission of the church before he presumed to 
announce himself as a candidate for the Senate. He was nomi- 
nated by the hierarchy and the selection ratified by the legis- 
lature. No more cunningly devised scheme could possibly be 
concocted to put the church in politics and make it potential 
therein than this. For, the moment it is known that a candi- 
date has the indorsement of the church and permission of the 
hierarchy to be a candidate, that moment he has back of him 
the whole power of the Mormon Church and his election is 
assured. 

There has been no case in which a candidate for a high office 
in Utah has obtained the consent of the church to run and has 
been defeated, and there is no case in which one did not re- 
ceive such consent and has been elected. The consent of the 
hierarchy is a command of the church. 

THE MORMON HIERARCHY ENCOURAGES POLYGAMY. . 

The right of Senator Smoor to retain his seat in the Senate 
as a Senator from the State of Utah is still further challenged 
upon the ground and for the reason that— 

He is a member of the governing body of the Mormon Church, com- 
monly called “the hierarchy,” and that such governing body, with 
Tuen Be iat Akya —— and ont E r eT 
countenances and 18 > § the viol —.— of laws prohibiting these 
offenses in spite of poe made for the purpose of obtaining state- 
hood. who, by all means in their power, protect and honor those 


who violate the laws of the land and are guilty of practices destructive 
of the family and the home. 


That the Senator is a member of such organization, holding 
therein the high office of an apostle, a position second only in 
dignity and power to the presidency itself, is conceded. 

It only remains, therefore, to inquire, under this head, 
whether this governing body does, as a matter of fact, so exer- 
cise its authority as to inculcate and encourage belief in the 
practice of polygamy and polygamous cohabitation, and whether 
it countenances and connives at the violation of laws prohibit- 
ing such crimes, and if so, whether by being a member affiliat- 
ing with and constituting a part of such governing body and 
participating in its counsels the Senator has disqualified him- 
self by reason thereof for membership in this body. These are 
the vital questions under this branch of the inquiry. 

So far as the continued belief in the rightfulness of polygamy 
is concerned by members of this cult there is no conflict of 
opinion. Such belief has never been discarded. Of all the wit- 
nesses testifying before your committee not one of high or low 
degree in regular standing in the organization declares an 
abandonment of his belief in the doctrine, and in so far as they 
make known their convictions they all affirm their continued 
adherence to it. In no single instance is it in evidenee that any 
member of the organization, from the head of the church to its 
humblest disciple, has renounced belief in the doctrine of polyg- 
amy. Joseph F. Smith, the dominating spirit of this church, 
testified as follows: 

Mr. TAYLER. The revelation which Wilford Woodruff received in con- 

uence of which the command to take plural wives was suspended 
did not, as you understand it, change the divine view of plural mar- 
riage, did it? 

Mr. Sirs. It did not change our belief at all. 

Mr. TAYLER. It did not change your belief at all? 

Mr. Sutru. Not at all, sir. 

— 5 TAYLER. You continued to believe that plural marriages were 
z r. Surra. We did. I do, at least. I do not answer for anybody 
else. I continued to believe as I did before. 

One of the last witnesses sworn in behalf of the Senator, Pro- 
fessor Linford, president of Brigham Young College, the head of 
the chief educational institution of the State, a Mormon, but not 
a polygamist, testified : 

Mr. CARLISLE. Do you or do you not believe in the principle of plural 
marriage—that is to say, I do not now ask you to state whether you 
believe in it as lawful under present circumstances; but do you or do 
ver — x My beller ia ag inciple 5 to the carrying of 

Wer. 
the principle into practice cater recent conditions. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is not an answer to my question. My question 
is, Do you believe that principle is right in of itself, without re- 
gard to any law or any question it would involve? 


Answer. Yes, sir; I believe it is a correct principle. I believe the 
prinsipe of plural marriage is as correct a principle to-day as it was 
n. 


So from the head of the church and the head of the university 
comes the common affirmation that belief in polygamy as a 


1906. | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


251 


principle of human conduct is still adhered to and maintained 
as a true tenet of the Utah Mormon faith. The fact of such 
existing and continued belief in polygamy is material- only as 
giving color to the probability of its continued practice. 

Let us inquire, then, whether this hierarchy not only believes 
in polygamy as an abstract principle, but continues the practice 
of polygamy and polygamous cohabitation and countenances the 
violation of I-ws prohibiting such crimes. 

The evidence upon this point is so complete and overwhelming 
as to leave no doubt as to the truth of the allegation. It has 
passed beyond the region of controversy. The proof is indubi- 
table that in spite of the manifesto of 1890, issued by the head of 
the church, counseling the suspension of polygamy; in spite of 
the most solemn pledges made by the convicted and imprisoned 
leaders in order to secure amnesty for past offenses; in spite of 
the expressed inhibition of the constitution of the State under 
which they live and upon the faith of which Utah was admitted 
into the Union; in spite of the statutory prohibition of the Com- 
monwealth, it appears that a majority of the members of this 
hierarchy have continually and persistently lived in polygamy, 
and are to-day openly and confessedly defying the laws of the 
land prohibiting such crimes. The record is so shocking as to 
challenge credulity. 

The first witness called in behalf of the protestants was 
Joseph F. Smith himself, the head of the church, who, from his 
position, would be more apt to be cognizant of the fact if it 
existed than anyone else, and could therefore speak with 
greater accuracy in relation to the continuance of these crimes. 
He testified as follows: 

Mr. TAYLER. Is the cohabitation with one who is claimed to be a 

5 a violation of the law of the church as well as the law of 

Mr. Smirxn. That was the case, and is the case even to-day. It is 
contrary to the rule of the church, and contrary, as well, to the law 
of the land for a man to cohabit with his wives. > I have 
cohabited with my wives; not openly—that is, not in a manner that I 
thought would be offensive to my neighbors; but I acknowledge them; 
I have visited them. They have borne me children since 1890, and I 
have done it, knowing the responsibility and knowing that I was 
amenable to the law. * * * 

Mr. TAYLER. In 1892, Mr. Smith, how many wives did you have? 

Mr. Suiram. I had five. * * * 

Mr. TAYLER. How many children have been born to you by these 
wives since 1890? 

Mr. SMITH. I had eleyen children born since 1890. 

Mr. TAYLER. Those are all the children that have been born to you 
since 1890 

Mr. Smrru. Yes, sir; those are all. 

Mr. TAYLER. Were those children by all of your wives—that is, did 


all of your wives bear children? 
Mr. SMITH. All of my wives bore children. 


Mr. TAYLER. Since 18 
I said that I have had born to me 


Mr. Smiru. That is correct. 
eleven children since 1890, each of my, wives being the mother of from 


one to two of those children.. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Smith, I will not press it, if you have any ob- 
jection to stating how many children you have in all. 

Mr. SMITH. Altogether? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Surrn. I have had born to me, sir, forty-two children—twenty- 
gne boys and twenty-one girls—and I am proud of every one of them. 


ou obey the law in having five wives at this 


The CHAIRMAN. Do 
r to you eleyen children since the manifesto 


8 having them 
S Mr. Smıra. Mr. Chairman, I have not claimed that in that case I 
have obeyed the law of the land. 

I do not claim so, and, as I said before, that I prefer to stand m 
chances against the law. I should like to repeat in connection wit 
this question that it is a well-known fact throughout all Utah, and I 
have never sought to bat. he that fact in the least or to disclaim it 
that I have 5 wives in Utah. My friends all know that—Gentiles and 
Jews and Mormons. They all know that I have 5 wives. 

The committee was astounded to hear from this head of the 
church itself, not only that he believed in the rightfulness of 
polygamy as an abstract principle, but that he himself was 
daily exemplifying his belief by living in open and notorious 
polygamy in the capital city of the great State of Utah, and had 
been ever since the manifesto, and, more than that, that he pro- 
posed to continue the practice so long as he pleased, defiantly 
asserting that “ The Congress of the United States has no busi- 
ness with my private conduct.” We were amazed to learn from 
this head saint and seer, this prophet and revelator, this mouth- 
piece of God, this shepherd of a patient and suffering flock, this 
convicted and amnestied offender against law and decency, 
whose faith and honor had been hypothecated for himself and 
his followers for the observance of the law, confess that he 
was now living with 5 women as his wives, and had been ever 
since 1890 in open defiance of divine and human statutes, and 
had had 42 children, 11 of whom had been born to him since the 
manifesto. F 

But that is not the whole truth as it is to-day. The account 
of prophet and saint is entitled to further credit. If the public 
press is to be credited, this number has been augmented dur- 
ing the past year to 43, and while we are discussing the right 
of the representative of the hierarchy to a seat in this body we 


can imagine its saintly head sitting in the home of his fifth 
plural wife, rocking the cradle of the latest illegitimate off- 
spring of his debauchery and crime, and with sanctimonious 
air singing the familiar hymn of his church; 


Now the Gentile reign is o'er, 
Darkness coyers earth no more. 
s > >. * 


Gentile tyrants sink to hell; 
Now’s the day of Israel. 

Startling as was this disclosure, your committee was as- 
tounded when it appeared in the investigation that not only 
was the head of this church living in polygamy, but that a large 
number of his apostolic associates—at least eight of the twelve, 
including some of the very men who had petitioned for and 
received Executive clemency for their crimes from two Presi- 
dents—had been ever since the manifesto, and were at this very 
time, living in polygamous cohabitation with a multiplicity of 
wives in defiance of law and in violation of their plighted faith 
and honor. 

This continued and open practice by the members of the goy- 
erning body of this church is sufficient of itself, I submit, to 
establish the truth of the allegation in the protest that “it so 
exercises its authority as to inculcate and encourage a belief in 
polygamy and polygamous cohabitation.” For what, I submit, 
could be more persuasive in inculcating and encouraging belief 
in polygamy and the practice of polygamous cohabitation than 
the force of example by those who are looked upon by their 
devotees not only as saints and prophets of God, but vicegerents 
of the Almighty. 

Precept is instruction written in the sand; the tide flows over it and 


the record is gone. Example is graven on the rock, and the lesson is 
not soon forgot. 

Ex-Senator George F. Edmunds, in speaking of the force of 
example, pertinently said: 

The evidence so far obtained by the Senate committee investigatin, 
the case of Senator Smoor loses that some, at least, of the chie 
rulers of the Mormon Church have deliberately and continually carried 
on the practice of polygamy without prosecution or annoyance in the 
face of their pledges made to two Presidents of the United States, and 
have set an example naturally and almost necessarily to be followed 
by their church members and adherents without any danger of inter- 
ference by the legislative or any other department of the government of 
the State of Utah. They know that Congress has no power, and that 
the State has no disposition to interfere. 

But this is not all. The members of this hierarchy not only 
teach by example, but justify their conduct openly and declare 
their purpose to continue the practice, the law of God and man 
to the contrary notwithstanding. Joseph F. Smith, the head 
of the church, testified in response to an inquiry by the junior 
Senator from Texas, Mr. Bartey, that 

Plural marriage has stopped, but I choose rather than abandon my 
children and their mothers to run my risk before the law. I want to 
say to you that it is the law of my State. It is not the law of Congress 
under which I am living, and by which I am punishable. The law of 
my State and the courts of wr State bave competent jurisdiction to 
deal with me in my offense to the law, and the Congress of the United 
States has no business with my private conduct any more than it has 
with the private conduct of any citizen of Utah or any other State. 
It is the law of the State to which I am amenable. 


It will be observed that Mr. Smith denies the right of the 
United States to interfere with his private conduct as a citizen 
of the State of Utah touching the violation of her laws, affirming 
that he is amenable only to the laws of the State and subject 
only to the jurisdiction of her courts. He evidently understands 
the strength of his position, that he can have fiye wives or fifty 
within the limits of the State of Utah, and that the United 
States has no power to interfere to suppress the crime or punish 
the criminal. He knows that Congress has no power, and that 
the State has no disposition to interfere. With the National 
Government impotent and the State government under the mas- 
terful domination of the hierarchy, no wonder he is emboldened 
to declare that it is his purpose to persist in his career of crime 
and take his chances of punishment in the courts of a State 
which are made and unmade at his supreme will. 


THE MANIFESTO PROHIBITS POLYGAMOUS COHABITATION. 


For years he has lived in the capital city of Utah, going in 
and out before her people in open defiance of the law, unques- 
tioned and unmolested. So long, therefore, as this hierarchy 
ean continue its domination, just so long may it be expected 
that these crimes against society and the State will continue 
and the offenders go unwhipped of justice. While it is undoubt- 
edly true, as Mr. Smith declares, “that the Congress has no 
business with his private conduct,” yet when he seeks to thrust 
a representative of a criminal organization into either House 
of Congress it then becomes the “business,” as well as the 
duty of the body to which he is accredited, to invoke for its 
protection that provision of the Constitution which imposes 
upon it the right to judge of the “ elections, returns, and qualifi- 
cations of its own members.” ` 
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But what excuse is proffered for this continued criminal life? 
It is declared that the manifesto of 1890 only interdicted future 
plural marriages, and that those who had entered into polyga- 
mous relations prior to the manifesto were at liberty to continue 
cohabitation with their several wives. But this contention is 
futile in face of the declaration of Wilford Woodruff himself, 
through whom it was promulgated, who declared that “It was 
intended to stop polygamous cohabitation, as well as future 
plural marriages,” in which interpretation the succeeding po- 
lygamous heads of the church, including Joseph F. Smith him- 
self, have reluctantly concurred. In reply to a question by the 
junior Senator from Texas [Mr. Bantry] Mr. Smith said: 

The manifesto declared positively the prohibition of plural mar- 
riages, and in examination before the master in chancery the presi- 
dent of the church and other leading members of the church agreed 
that the spirit and 5 of —— revelation applied to unlawful 
cohabitation as well as to plura 

Senator BAILEY. I 8 vou. 8 pines marriage and unlaw- 
ful cohabitation are forbidden by the statu of Utah and the revela- 


tion of God. Is that true? 
Mr. Sur. That is the spirit of it, sir. 


Any other construction of the manifesto is not in harmony with 
the understanding of the two Presidents from whom amnesty 
was obtained. The amnesty granted both by President Har- 
rison and President Cleveland proceeded upon the supposition 
that not only the practice of plural marriages, but polyg- 
amous cohabitation had been prohibited and was abandoned. 
Joseph F. Smith, in reply to a question put by the lamented 
Senator from Massachusetts, Mr. Hoar, then a member of the 
committee, admitted that by continuing to cohabit with his 
plural wives, though taken before the manifesto, he was not 
only violating the law of the land, but the mandate of the 
Almighty. 

CONDITIONS ON WHICH AMNESTY WAS GRANTED. 


President Harrison, in his proclamation, declared: 


Whereas Congress defined the crime p: 7 N “oes and 
“unlawful cohabitation" * and A i age that the 


adherents of such church oe abstained ‘from 93 marriages and 
“polygamous cohabitation” * cers of said church 
have applied for amnesty, pledgi their faithful observance of the 
laws against plural 1 and “unlawful cohabitation” * 

and whereas amnesty has been ted to individual applicants, con- 
ditioned | upon their observance of the law against “unlawful cohabita- 
tion ” therfore I, Benjamin Harrison, grant full amnesty 
to all persons liable to penalties by reason of “unlawful cobabita- 
tion,” and who have since Noyember 1, 1890, abstained from “ unlaw- 
ful cohabitation.” 

President Cleveland’s proclamation of amnesty was equally 
explicit upon the question of polygamous cohabitation. More 
than this, when the manifesto was issued it was given out in 
the public press and in interviews with the heads of the Mor- 
mon Church that “polygamous cohabitation,” as well as the 
taking of new wives, was included in the manifesto. 

And yet this head of the hierarchy declares his purpose to 
continue to defy the law of the land and public decency, sub- 
mitting only to the laws of the State government under his 
complete thraldom, backed by public sentiment, which he de- 
clares is content to permit him to revel in the debaucheries of 
his harem unquestioned and unmolested. 

But this is not the head and front of the offending. Not only 
is it established that a majority of the hierarchy is living in 
polygamous cohabitation, but the evidence points with unerring 
certainty to the fact that at least five of these apostles, George 
Teasdale, Abram H. Cannon, John W. Taylor, M. F. Cowley, 
and M. W. Merrill, have taken additional wives since the mani- 
festo in open defiance of its express prohibition. Aside from 
this it is shown by the testimony beyond all controversy not 
only that the majority of the apostles are living in polygamous 
cohabitation, including the president of the twelve, but that 
this practice prevails to an alarming extent throughout Utah 
and in adjacent States and Territories. As to the extent of 
this practice nothing definite can be known. Plural marriages 

are performed in secret in darkened rooms, on the highways re- 
Miota from habitation, and frequently in Mexico and other 
places without the jurisdiction of the United States. The 
guilty parties then returning to Utah and there, following the 
example of their president and a majority of the apostles, live 
in polygamous cohabitation, unquestioned and unmolested, in 
full membership and communion with the Utah Mormon Church. 
With the head of the church and a majority of the apostles 
living in open polygamy, is it any wonder that the practice 
continues, and, for myself, I expect to see it continue and in- 
erease until by an amendment to the Federal Constitution 
the practice is inhibited everywhere throughout the United 
States. 
As ex-Senator Edmunds, speaking of this condition well said: 


All this is consistent with 3 than half a century of its history, 
and should surprise nobody except those whose generous and confiding 
- faith in promises led them to believe that the settled | polity of a pat 
and powerful church organization would be or remain reyersed when 


that aay me should become independent of the only power it had 
any reason to fear. 


POLYGAMY COMMENDED AND APPROVED BY THE HIERARCHY. 

But not only are polygamy and polygamous cohabitation in- 
culeated by the daily lives of the governing body of the church, 
but in innumerable ways is their practice commended and ap- 
proved. The doctrine of monogamy that “one man should have 
one wife, and one woman but one husband,” contained in the 
Book of Mormon and transcribed into the Book of Doctrines 
and Covenants, has been torn therefrom by this Utah sect, and 
the doctrine of polygamy substituted therefor, where it is re- 
tained to-day and published in the Book of Doctrines and Cove- 
nants and placed in the hands of Mormon teachers and scat- 
tered broadcast, while the manifesto, the antidote for this 
poison, is carefully excluded and withheld from the publication. 
Thus is the doctrine of polygamy promulgated and kept alive 
as an existing tenet of this Utah Mormon faith. Not only by 
the written word is this infamous doctrine sanctioned, but the 
living oracles of the church do not hesitate to justify the crime. 

When President Snow, in 1900, stated that the Mormon 
Church had abandoned the practice of polygamy and the solem- 
nization of plural marriages, and that the church did not advise 
or encourage unlawful cohabitation on the part of any of its 
members, Apostle Cannon, after denouncing the law against 
8 cohabitation as unconstitutional, expressed the fear 

PP gos a whelps might use this declaration of President Snow 

a pretext f 8 e of their wives. If they did, they are 
the fellows that ought 5 1 be d disciplined. 

Apostle Penrose, referring to the effect of convictions for 
polygamy; declared in the Deseret News, the official organ of the 
chure 

No church member would suffer, so far as his standing in the church 


is concerned, because he has been convicted. No one has ever lost 
religious prestige because he had been convicted in a criminal court. 


George M. Cannon, a leading member of the church, declared: 


I do not believe that any man who entered Into lygamous rela- 
tions prior to the manifesto should be disturbed in —.— relations by 
the church or any member of the same. I do not believe any man 
who continues such relations to be guilty of moral turpitude. 

Joseph F. Smith, the sainted head of the church, pardoned 
for his crimes upon the pledge of his honor to obey the law, 
after his testimony before the committee, wherein his polyga- 
mous relations were disclosed, and as recently as 1904, declared 
in a public address in the tabernacle at Salt Lake City that if 
he were to discontinue the polygamous relations with his plural 
wives he should be forever damned and forever deprived of the 
companionship of God and those most dear to him throughout 
all eternity. 

When complaint was made against Heber J. Grant, one of the 
twelve apostles, for living in polygamous cohabitation, he was 
at once promoted by the first presidency and the twelve apos- 
tles to a foreign mission, declared by Smith to be both im- 
portant and honorable. A book entitled “Ready References,” 
published under the auspices of the Mormon Church for the use 
and guidance of missionaries and students, is deyoted chiefly to 
an advocacy of polygamy. 

In 1898, at a conference of young people's societies, a Mrs. 
Freeze, a Mormon, defended the practice of polygamy, not only 
as being right, but a divine command. 

Apostle Woodruff stated that belief in polygamy was as much 
a part of the faith of the Mormon Church to-day as it ever was, 
and that while in deference to the laws of the United States 
plural marriages were not practiced at the present time, it was 
neyertheless believed to be right, and the Government was con- 
demned for suppressing it, and the young people present were , 
admonished that they could not deny this part of the Mormon 
belief without at the same time denying the prophet. 

In a report of the Utah Commission, made after the manifesto, 
it is stated that polygamous marriages are being conducted in 
Utah by the church, and asserted that some forty polygamous 
marriages could be accounted for, and the total percentage in 
the Mormon Church was 12,000 out of 51,000, but that records 
of plural marriages are kept secret in the Mormon temples. 

Angus M. Cannon, the possessor of three wives, as late as 1904 
is exalted to be a patriarch of the Mormon Church. 

It is a significant fact that no one who has taken a plural wife 
since 1890 has been punished by the church authorities. 

Plural marriage performed in Mexico by a lawful priest of the 
Mormon Church is considered by the church as ecclesiastical, 
legal, and valid. 

In Idaho resolutions against polygamy and polygamous co- 
habitation were opposed by members of the Mormon Church as 
being hostile to the church. 

When the records of marriages in the Mormon Church were 
called for by the committee, the head of the church refused to 
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permit the book containing the records of plural marriages to be 
brought before the committee. 

J. M. Tanner, a polygamist and reputed to have taken a plu- 
rai wife since the manifesto, is appointed superintendent of the 
Sunday schools of the Mormon Church throughout the world, 
the Senator concurring in the selection. y 

In 1903 Heber J. Grant stated before the students in the 
State University of Salt Lake City that he gave $50 for him- 
self— 
$50 for each of my wives. I have got two wives, and I would have 
a third if it were not for the law. 

I submit, therefore, in the light of all the testimony in the 
case, it can not be successfully contended that the hierarchy, of 
which the Senator is a member, does not use its authority to 
inculeate and encourage a belief in polygamy and polygamous 
cohabitation and protect and honor those who violate the laws 
prohibiting such crime. 


REED SMOOT RESPONSIBLE FOR ACTS OF THE ORGANIZATION OF WHICH 
HE IS A MEMBER. 


It remains to inquire whether the Senator, by being a member 
of this polygamous hierarchy, affiliating with and constituting 
a part of such organization and participating in its councils, 
has disqualified himself by reason thereof for membership in 
this body. The contention is made that, conceding all the alle- 
gations against this governing body to be true, yet it in no way 
affects the right and title of the Senator to a seat in this Cham- 
ber. This is the crucial question. 

It was conceded by counsel for the Senator at the outset of 
the investigation that if he was a polygamist in fact, that, upon 
principle and precedent, would be sufficient ground for his ex- 
clusion, but the contention is made that to be connected with 
and a member of a band of polygamists in no way exposes him 
to such condemnation. The consideration of this question nec- 
essarily involves not only the character of the hierarchy as a 
whole, its teaching and practice, but the conduct of the Senator 
as a member of that body in connection therewith. As to the 
character of the hierarchy itself, I think I am justified in say- 
ing, in the light of history and the testimony, that from the time 
Brigham Young and his followers entered the Territory of 
Utah in 1847 until this hour the organization has been a crim- 
inal one. And what was the character of this hierarchy as a 
whole when the Senator became identified with it? 

At the time of the manifesto in 1890, every member of the 
first presidency, the president and his two counselors, together 
with the twelve apostles, with but a single exception, was a 
notorious polygamist and living in polygamous cohabitation 
with a multiplicity of wives—from two to nine each. In 1896, 
the year of Utah’s admission into the Union, the first presi- 
dency and the twelve apostles were unchanged, either in per- 
sonnel or practices, all but one continuing in polygamy. In 1900, 
four years after Utah’s admission into the Union, there was no 
change in the practice of the individual members of this govern- 
ing body, except one of the apostles had ceased his polygamous 
relations as the result of a divorce obtained from him by his 
legal wife. The only change in its personnel was the elevation 
of the senior Senator from Utah, in April, 1900, to fill a vacancy 
in the apostolate caused by the death of one of its members. It 
is important to note in passing that when the senior Senator 
from Utah became a member of this hierarchy, in 1900, the 
three persons of the first presidency were all polygamists, ten 
of the twelve of his apostolic associates were living in polyga- 
mous cohabitation, and-that the Senator owes his elevation to 
the apostleship to the formal action of this body of polygamists. 
The very year and hour the senior Senator voluntarily identified 
himself with this governing body of fifteen men, fourteen of its 
number were living in polygamy, and the members of this hier- 
archy were then able jointly to muster a harem of sixty women, 
whom they claimed, recognized, and cohabited with as their 
wives. 

To contend that the Senator, born and reared in Utah, and 
identified with the Mormon organization from childhood, in- 
structed and nurtured in its doctrines, was ignorant of the 
character of this hierarchy and the criminal practices of its 
individual members, challenges belief and would impeach his 
intelligence. He must haye understood perfectly well the char- 
acter of the organization and the criminality of the members 
with whom he was to cooperate and commune. 

The vital question, therefore, is, Can one become a member 
of and identify himself with a band of lawbreakers, knowing 
them to be such, participate in their counsels and sustain them 
in their conferences, and yet escape all responsibility for their 
unlawful acts? Such a contention will not stand the test of 
either law or reason. An eminent legal authority says: 

Every person entering into a conspiracy or common design already 


formed is deemed in law a party to all acts done by any of the other 
parties, before or afterwards, in furtherance of the common design. 


The principle on which the acts and declarations of other 3 
and acts done at different times, are admitted in evidence against the 
persons prosecuted is that by the act of conspiring together the con- 
e have jointly assumed to themselves, as a 

of individuality so far as regards the prosecution of common de- 
sign, thus rendering whatever is done or said by anyone in further- 
9 that design a part of the res gestæ and, therefore, the act 
of all. 

This doctrine is sustained by an unbroken line of authority, 
elementary and judicial, and I am sure can not be successfully 
controverted. The case of Spies and others v. The People is 
directly in point in support of this contention. It will be re- 
membered in this case that Spies was arrested and tried upon 
a charge of the murder of one Degan by throwing a bomb which 
caused Degan’s death. There was no evidence in the case that 
Spies threw the bomb, but it was proven that he belonged to 
an organization known as the International Association of Chi- 
cago, haying for its object the overthrow of law and the de- 
struction of government, and that members of this organization 
had advised the use of any force necessary to resist the law and 
its officers. 

In denying the motion for a new trial in the anarchist case 
the judge who presided at the trial used the following language: 

Now, on the question of the instructions, whether these defendants, 
or any of them, anticipated or expected the throwing of the bomb on 
the night of the 4th of May is not a question which I need to consider, 

use the conviction can not be sus if that is necessary to a 
conviction, however much evidence of it there may be, because the 
instructions do not go upon that und. The jury were not instructed 
to find the defendants guilty if they believed they participated in the 
throwing of that bomb, or advised or encou the throwing of that 
bomb, or anything of that sort. Conviction has not me upon the 

ound that they did have any personal 9 n the particu- 
ar act which caused the death of Degan, but the conviction pr. 
upon the ground, under the instructions, that they had generally by 
8 ani — advised large classes of the people, not particular 
individuals, but large classes, to commit murder, and have left the 
commission, time, and place to the individual will and whim, or 


caprice, or whatever it may be, of each individual man who listened 


to their advices, and influenced by that advice somebody not known did 
throw the bomb which caused Degan's death. 


It will be observed in this case that the conviction was not 
had upon the ground that Spies had committed the murder or 
participated in it, but he was convicted because he belonged to 
an organization which advised the commission of such acts. 

The same doctrine is held in the case of Davis v. Beeson, de- 
cided by the Supreme Court in 1889. The Revised Statutes of 
the State of Idaho provided that— 

No person who is a member of any order, organization, or asso- 
ciation which teaches, advises, counsels, or encourages its members, 
devotees, or any other person to commit the crime of bigamy, polyg- 
amy, or any other crime defined by law, either as a rite or ceremony of 
such order, organization, association, or othe: is permitted to vote 
at any election, or to hold any position or office of honor, trust, or 
profit within this Territory. 

The Supreme Court upheld this provision as constitutional. 
It will be observed that this act disfranchises persons, not for 
the commission of the crime of polygamy, but upon the ground 
that they belong to an organization which “teaches, counsels, 
and encourages others to commit the crime of polygamy.” 

In the case of Wooley v. Watkins, Second Idaho Reports, the 
court say: 

Orders, organizations, and associations, by whatever name they may 
be called, which teach, advise, counsel, or encourage the practice or 
commission of acts forbidden by law, are criminal or; izations. To 
become and continue to be members of such organizations or associa- 
tions are such overt acts of recognition and participation as make 
them archer criminis and as guil in contemplation of criminal 
law as though they actually engaged furthering their unlawful ob- 
jects and purposes. 

It is established beyond all controversy that a majority of the 
ruling authorities of the Mormon Church are living in open po- 
lygamy, and thereby encouraging the practice of polygamy and 
polygamous cohabitation, many of them having taken plural 
wives since the manifesto, and that the Senator, as a member of 
such organization, is cognizant of their crimes and indifferent 
to their perpetration. 

ACTS OF REED SMOOT ENCOURAGING POLYGAMY, 

The Senator’s complicity in encouraging polygamy and polyg- 
amous cohabitation does not consist wholly in the fact that he 
is one of the governing body of that church. By repeated acts 
he has, as a member of the quorum of the twelve apostles, 
given active aid and support to the hierarchy in its defiance of 
the statutes of this State and the laws of common decency and 
in its encouragement of polygamous practices by both precept 
and example. One of the first acts of the Senator after his 
elevation to the apostolate was to assist by vote and influence 
in the elevation of Joseph F. Smith to the presidency of the 
Mormon Church, with full knowledge that he was living in 
polygamy. He has since repeatedly voted to sustain him, and 
even after full knowledge that Joseph F. Smith was living in 
polygamous cohabitation and had asserted his intention to con- 
tinue in this course in defiance of the laws of God and 
man. He aided in the selection of Heber J. Grant as president 
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of a mission when it was a matter of common notoriety that 
Apostle Grant was a polygamist. He voted to fill a vacancy 
in the apostolate by the election of Charles W. Penrose, even 
after testimony had been given in the investigation showing 
him to be a polygamist. It is difficult to perceive how the Sen- 
ator could have given greater encouragement to polygamy and 
polygamous cohabitation than by thus assi ing in conferring 
one of the highest honors of the church on one who has been 
and was then guilty of these crimes. As trustee of an educa- 
tional institution he made no protest against the continuance 
in office of Benjamin Cluff, jr., a noted polygamist, as presi- 
dent of that institution, nor did he make any effort to dis- 
cover the truth that said Cluff had taken another plural wife 
long after the manifesto, nor did he protest as such trustee 
against the election of George H. Brimhall, another polyg- 
amist, in the place of Benjamin Cluff, jr. 

Since his election as an apostle of the Mormon Church the 
Senator has been intimately associated with the first president 
and with those who, with himself, constitute the council of the 
twelve apostles, and the fact that many of his apostolic asso- 
ciates were living in polygamous relations with a multiplicity 
of wives is a matter of such common knowledge in the commu- 
nity that it is incredible that the Senator should be wholly 
ignorant of the fact. Yet at no time has he uttered a syllable 
of protest against the conduct of his associates in the leader- 
ship of the Mormon Church, but on the contrary has sustained 
them in their encouragement of polygamy and polygamous co- 
habitation, both by his acts and by his silence. 

Some of his more conspicuous acts in that regard have been 
adverted to, and his silence has been scarcely less culpable than 
his acts, for, in view of what has been said, it will hardly be 
contended, I think, that in order to render the Senator unworthy 
of a place in this body, he must have been an active partici- 

ant in the crimes of his fellow-members in the hierarchy. 

nder the circumstances, his silence must be construed as giv- 
ing his consent to the designs, acts, and course of conduct of 
those with whom he has been and is associated in the govern- 
ment of the Utah Mormon Church. That silence alone may 
make one amenable to punishment for the commission of an un- 
lawful act in which he took no part is confirmed by no less an 
authority than the present Secretary of War, who was for 
some time one of the most eminent members of the judiciary of 
the United States, and who in his official utterances must be 
presumed to have in mind the rules of law, as well as the dic- 
tates of common sense. In his latest annual report the Secre- 
tary refers to the dismissal from the service of an entire 
battalion of United States soldiers because of the commission 
of a crime by a very few of their number. With the criminal 
act itself by far the greater number of the members of the 
battalion had absolutely nothing to do, their offense consisting 
in their keeping silence in regard to their knowledge of the 
perpetrators of the unlawful act. Concerning their guilt. in 
thus being silent, Secretary Taft says: - 

Instead of giving to their officers or to the military inspectors who 
were directed to make the examination the benefit of anything which 
they knew tending to lead to a conviction of the guilty persons, there 
was a conspiracy of silence on the rt of the many who must have 
known something of importance in this regard. 3 

Under these circumstances the question arises, Is the Government 
helpless? Must it continue in its service a battalion many of the 
members of which showed their willingness to condone a crime of a 
capital character, committed by from ten to twenty of its members, and 
put on a front of silence and ignorance which enables the criminals to 
escape just punishment? 

The Secretary answers this question with a vigorous negative. 
And the question may well be asked here, Is the Senate of the 
United States bound to admit to its membership one who shows 
his willingness to condone the crimes of the members of the 
hierarchy to which he belongs and puts on a front of silence 
and ignorance, which is designed by him to encourage his asso- 
ciates in their nefarious conduct? 

I will read what he is reported to have declared at the Octo- 
ber conference of 1905. On the 6th of October, 1905, he ad- 
dressed the seventy-sixth semiannual conference of the Mormon 
Church, and the Deseret News, the organ of the church, re- 
printed his remarks as follows: 

I believe that the Latter-Day Saints, who have the spirit of God in 
them, never had more confidence in a man or a set of men than they 


have in the presidency of the church to-day. 
I_am indeed thankful for my standing in the Church of Jesus Christ 


of Latter-D Saints [Mormon]. When I study the history of the 
church I find that it is at all times the same. am not ashamed of 
the power and position of the Mormon Church. I say to Joseph F 


Smith to-day, this people will never turn against thee on the testi- 
mony of a traitor. 


In view of the evidence and the law in this case applicable 
thereto, I do not see how the contention can be successfully 
maintained that the Senator is entitled to a seat in this Cham- 
ber. Suppose the Senator, instead of having his credentials pre- 


sented by a fellow-member, had offered the same in person and 
said to the Senate “I desire to be entirely frank with this body, 
and therefore I wish to state that, while I hold the certificate 
of election from the legislature of the State of Utah in due 
form, yet the Senate should know that I am a member of the 
Utah branch of the Mormon Church and one of its twelve apos- 
tles, so called, who, with the first presidency, constitute a 
self-perpetuating body of fifteen men and the ruling authorities 
of such church; that while I am not a practicing polygamist, yet 
a majority of my associates are, and are now and have been 
living in polygamous cohabitation ever since the manifesto; that 
the head of the church, Joseph F. Smith, is to-day living in 
polygamous cohabitation with five women, by whom he has had 
forty-three children; twelve born since the manifesto; that he 
openly avows his purpose to continue such practice in defiance 
of all law, human or divine; that no one high in authority in 
the church is permitted to be a candidate for or accept a public 
office without first obtaining permission from the church, and I 
received such permission from Joseph F. Smith, the head of the 
organization, before becoming a candidate for the Senate, with- 
out which permission I could not have been elected; that the 
legislature electing me was composed of a majority of the 
adherents of the Mormon Church; that I sustain President 
Smith at every conference of the church and have never ques- 
tioned or protested against his course of conduct, and, while not 
advocating polygamy, I have never preached against it; that 
we interfere with the functions of the State, and that I am 
obligated to avenge the death of the prophet, Joseph, and to 
enjoin its observance upon my children.” Had the Senator 
made such a statement to the Senate upon his first appearance, 
what Senator would have voted for his admission? 

With this state of facts disclosed by the testimony now before 
the Senate, and upon which the report of the committee is 
based, what Senator can conscientiously vote for his retention? 

THE ENDOWMENT OATH. 

Another and final reason assigned why the Senator should not 
retain his seat in the Senate is that, as a member of the Mor- 
mon organization, he has taken an obligation incompatible with 
his oath as a Senator of the United States, and is thereby in- 
eapacitated from faithfully performing the duties of a Senator. 
There is no question but that this organization at some time in 
the course of its history, and under the administration of some 
one of its presidents, probably Brigham Young, was converted 
into a secret organization with signs, symbols, and oaths. A 
ceremony is performed in secret, ¢alled “taking the endow- 
ments,” and there is no question but that the Senator took these 
endowments and oaths, and that they are continued until to- 
day and are a part of the regular ceremony of the church. 
Many witnesses testified in a general way with more or less 
particularity as to the nature of these obligations, but Professor 
Wolf, of Brigham Young College, having been present when the 
obligation was administered many times, the last occasion being 
as late as 1904, gives in exact words the obligation as follows: 

You and each of you do covenant and promise that you will pray, 
and never cease to pray, Almighty God to avenge the blood. of the propier 


upon this nation, and that you will teach the same to your e ren 
and to your children's children to the third and fourth generations. 

The fact that such an obligation is taken by those who go 
through the endowment house is unquestioned, and is of such a 
character as to force the courts to hold that it was a bar to 
citizenship. In the third judicial court of Utah, in 1889, on 
the application of John Moore and others to become citizens of 
the United States, the court in denying the application said: 

In these applications the usual evidence on behalf of the appli- 
cants as to residence, moral character, etc., was introduced at a former 
hearing, and was deemed sufficient. Objection was made, however, to 
the admission of John Moore and William J. Edgar, upon the ground 
that they were members of the Mormon Church, and also because 
they had gone through the endowment house of that church, and 
there had taken an oath or obligation incompatible with the oath of 
citizenship they would be required to take if admitted. 


Investigation was had, witnesses called, and the parties were 
excluded from citizenship upon the ground, as the court say: 

The evidence established beyond any reasonable doubt that the en- 
dowment ceremonies are inconsistent with the oath an applicant for 
citizenship is required to take, and that the oaths, obligations, or 
covenants there made or entered into, are incompatible with the obli- 
gations and duties of citizens of the United States. 

THE ALLEGATIONS IN THE PROTEST SUSTAINED. 

Every witness before the committee belonging to the Mormon 
faith now in harmony with the church, from the president 
down, including the Senator himself, refused to disclose the 
obligation. 

If the oath administered in the endowment house and as- 
sumed by the Senator is of such a character as to bar an alien 
from citizenship in the United States, by what process of rea- 
soning does the same oath become a passport to a seat in the 
Senate of the United States? 
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In the light of all the testimony in the case, it is submitted 
that the material portions of the allegation in the protest 
against the right of the Senator from Utah to a seat in this 
Chamber have been established, that the Senator is one of a 
self-perpetuating body of fifteen men, constituting the ruling 
authorities of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, 
holding the office of apostle therein; that such ruling authori- 
ties of said church claim and are believed by their followers to 
possess supreme authority, divinely sanctioned, to shape the 
belief and control the conduct of those under them in all mat- 
ters whatsoever, civil and religious, temporal and spiritual; 
that they assume to themselves authority in church and state, 
and so exercise that authority as to encourage a belief in and 
the practice of polygamy and polygamous cohabitation, in vio- 
lation of the laws of the State prohibiting such crimes and re- 
gardless of pledges made for the purpose of obtaining statehood, 
and of covenants made with the people of the United States. 
That they protect and honor those who, with themselves, violate 
the laws of the State of Utah; and that, as rulers of said 
church, they dominate the State and interfere with its func- 
tions. 

It is submitted, therefore, that the Senator, by becoming a 
member of and identifying himself with such organization and 
participating in its functions, has disqualified himself for mem- 
bership in this body. The law fixes his status and measures 
the magnitude of his offending. An organization that fosters 
and encourages crime, tramples upon all law, human and di- 
vine, practices polygamy and polygamous cohabitation, dese- 
erates the home, debases man, degrades womanhood, debauches 
public morals, strikes at the Christian civilization of the age, 
undermines and shakes the foundations of society and govern- 
ment, destroys the sanctity of the marriage relation, defies the 
authority of the State and National Government, registers an 
oath of hostility to the American nation, and brings the name 
and fame of the good people of Utah into disrepute, and shame 
and humiliation to the American people—I submit that such 
an organization is not entitled to have its representative in the 
Senate of the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM. I moye that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, just a moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly; I will withhold the motion for a 
moment. 

Mr. FORAKER. I merely desire to make an inquiry at this 
time of the Senator from Michigan as to what arrangement, if 
any, has been made as to the further discussion of the question 
on which he has been speaking? 

Mr. BURROWS. I will state to the Senator that I know of 
no arrangement, except that the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
Donots] has given notice that day after to-morrow he would 
address the Senate upon the pending resolution. 

Mr. 3 But no day has been asked on which to take 
a vote 

Mr. BURROWS. No. 

Mr. FORAKER. And will not be, I presume, until after the 
Senator from Idaho addresses the Senate? 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly not. 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY BILL. 


During the delivery of Mr. Bunnows's speech, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock haying ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated by the Secretary. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 5133) to promote the safety of 
employees and travelers upon railroads by limiting the hours 
of service of employees thereon. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask unanimous consent that the un- 
finished business be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The Senator from Michigan will proceed. 

Mr. BURROWS. I am obliged to the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin. 

After the conclusion of Mr. Burrows’s speech, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After forty-seven minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 
4 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Wednesday, December 12, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 11, 1906. 
COMMISSIONER OF CORPORATIONS. 


Herbert Knox Smith, of Connecticut, now Deputy Commis- - 


sioner of Corporations, to be Commissioner of Corporations in 

the Department of Commerce and Labor, vice James Rudolph 

Garfield, nominated to be Secretary of the Interior. 
ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

Charles R. Skinner, of New York, to be assistant appralasr 
of merchandise in the district of New York, in the State of 
New York, to succeed Grover H. Lufburrow, resigned. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Henry S. Chubb, of Florida, to be register of the land office 
at Gainesville, Fla., by transfer from receiver of public moneys 
at Gainesville, vice Walter G. Robinson, deceased. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Shields Warren, of Florida, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Gainesville, Fla., vice Henry S. Chubb, transferred to register 
of the land office at Gainesville. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Capt. Franklin J. Drake, on the active list of the Navy, to be 
a rear-admiral on the retired list of the Navy from the 10th day 
of December, 1906, in accordance with a provision contained in 
the naval appropriation act approved June 29, 1906. 

Lieut. Commander John A. Dougherty, to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 1ith day of December, 1906, vice Commander 
Rogers H. Galt, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander John B. Bernadou, an additional number 
in grade, to be a commander in the Navy from the 11th day of 
December, 1906, with Lieut. Commander John A. Dougherty, 
promoted. 

Lieut. Walter S. Crosley, an additional number in grade, to be 
a lieutenant-commander in the Navy from the 11th day of De- 
cember, 1906, with Lieut. Edward H. Campbell, promoted. 

Surg. George P. Lumsden to be a medical inspector in the 
Navy from the 6th day of September, 1906, vice Medical In- 
spector Ezra Z. Derr, promoted. 

POSTMASTERS. 
ALASKA. 

Robert R. Hubbard to be postmaster at Douglas, Alaska, in 
place of Robert R. Hubbard. Incumbent's commission expires 
December 15, 1906. 

ARKANSAS. 

Edward Hall to be postmaster at Stuttgart, in the county of 
Arkansas and State of Arkansas, in place of Edward Hall. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires December 15, 1906. 

CALIFORNIA. 

Wellington A. Griffin to be postmaster at Mountain View, in 
the county of Santa Clara and State of California, in place of 
Arthur M. Free, resigned. 

Helen C. Thompson to be postmaster at Stanford University, 
in the county of Santa Clara and State of California, in place 
of Helen C. Thompson. Incumbent’s commission expires Decem- 
ber 20, 1906. ` 

COLORADO. 

Wesley A. Martin to be postmaster at Mancos, in the county 
of Montezuma and State of Colorado. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1906. 

Daniel W. Stone to be postmaster at Trinidad, in the county 
of Las Animas and State of Colorado, in place of Daniel W. 
Stone. Incumbent's commission expires December 20, 1906. 

CONNECTICUT. 

James Graham to be postmaster at Taftville, in the county of 
New London and State of Connecticut. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1906. 

Bradley S. Keith to be postmaster at Norwalk, in the county 
of Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in place of Bradley S. 
Keith. Incumbent’s commission expired December 9, 1906. 

Charles W. Munsinger to be postmaster at Coscob, in the 
county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in place of Charles 
W. Munsinger. Incumbent’s commission expired December 9, 
1906. 


IDAHO, 


Julia Conners to be postmaster at Mullan, in the county of 
Shoshone and State of Idaho, in place of Harry W. Ingalls, re- 
signed. 

Fred Evans to be postmaster at Burke, in the county of Sho- 
shone and State of Idaho, in place of William E. Kittrell, re- 
signed. 

W. H. Greenhow to be postmaster at Twin Falls, in the 
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county of Cassia and State of Idaho, in place of William W. 
Dunn, resigned. 
ILLINOIS, 


James O. Burton to be postmaster at Dahlgren, in the county 
of Hamilton and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1906. 

James S. Courtright to be postmaster at Normal, in the county 
of McLean and State of Illinois, in place of Charles S. Neeld. 
Incumbent's commission expired June 24, 1906. 

James A. Lauder to be postmaster at Carterville, in the county 
of Williamson and State of Illinois, in place of James A. 
Lauder. Incumbent's commission expired December 10, 1906. 

Charles S. Randolph to be postmaster at Ipava, in the county 
of Fulton and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1906. 


INDIAN TERRITORY. 


W. H. Harrison to be postmaster at Poteau, District 14, In- 
dian Territory, in place of Lora L. Smith. Incumbent's com- 
mission expires December 15, 1906. 

A. E. Martin to be postmaster at Marietta, District 26, Indian 
Territory, in place of William L. Hagan. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expires December 15, 1906. 

INDIANA. 

John C. Fudge to be postmaster at Dunkirk, in the county of 
Jay and State of Indiana, in place of John C. Fudge. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired May 8, 1906. 

William H. Gostlin to be postmaster at Hammond, in the 
county of Lake and State of Indiana, in place of William H. 
Gostlin. Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1906. 

Omer Guyton to be postmaster at Cambridge City, in the 
county of Wayne and State of Indiana, in place of Omer Guy- 
ton. Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1906. 

Winfield S. Keith to be postmaster at Bicknell, in the county 
of Knox and State of Indiana. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1906. 

Andrew Morrissey to be postmaster at Notre Dame, in the 
county of St. Joseph and State of Indiana, in place of John A. 
Zahm, resigned. 

William E. Netherton to be postmaster at Winamac, in the 
county of Pulaski and State of Indiana, in place of Harry W. 
McDowell. Incumbent's commission expires December 20, 1906. 

IOWA. 

James C. Dinwiddie to be postmaster at Marengo, in the 
county of Iowa and State of Iowa, in place of David M. Row- 
land. Incumbent’s commission expires January 22, 1907. 

S. G. Goldthwaite to be postmaster at Boone, in the county of 
Boone and State of Iowa, in place of William R. Means. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 9, 1906. 

A. F. Morse to be postmaster at Newell, in the county of 
Buena Vista and State of Iowa, in place of Edwin M. Parker. 
Incumbent's commission expires January 7, 1907. 

Sherman F. Myers to be postmaster at Anita, in the county 
of Cass and State of Iowa, in place of Sherman F. Myers. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired February 28, 1906. 

William G. Ray to be postmaster at Grinnell, in the county of 
Poweshiek and State of Iowa, in place of Cornelius L. Robberts. 
Iucumbent's commission expired December 9, 1906. 

Adelbert J, Weeks to be postmaster at Correctionville, in the 
county of Woodbury and State of Iowa, in place of Adelbert J. 
Weeks. Incumbent's commission expired December 10, 1906. 

KANSAS. K 

Jacob B. Callen to be postmaster at Junction City, in the 
county of Geary and State of Kansas, in place of Jacob B. 
Callen. Incumbent’s commission expired December 10, 1906. 

Herbert Caveness to be postmaster at Chanute, in the county 
of Neosho and State of Kansas, in place of David E. McClelland. 
Incumbent's commission expired December 10, 1906. 

MAINE. 

Frank L. Field to be postmaster at Belfast, in the county of 
Waldo and State of Maine, in place of Frank L. Field. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired December 9, 1906. 

William M. Stuart to be postmaster at Newport, in the county 
of Penobscot and State of Maine, in place of William M. Stuart. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 15, 1906. 

Abraham L. Wallace to be postmaster at Millbridge, in the 
county of Washington and State of Maine. Office became Pres- 
idential October 1, 1906. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Althamer E. Chamberlain to be postmaster at Holliston, in 
the county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in place of 
Althamer E. Chamberlain. Incumbent’s commission expired 
Deceniber 9, 1906. 

David D. Streeter to be postmaster at Mount Hermon, in the 


county of Franklin and State of Massachusetts. Office became 
Presidential October 1, 1906. 
MICHIGAN. 

James W. Bedell to be postmaster at Wakefield, in the county 
of Gogebie and State of Michigan. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1906. 

Margaret Duncan to be postmaster at Au Sable, in the county 
of Iosco and State of Michigan, in place of Margaret Duncan. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 10, 1906. 

Josephus C. Mustard to be postmaster at Scottville, in the 
county of Mason and State of Michigan, in place of Josephus C. 
Mustard. Incumbent's commission expired December 10, 1906. 

C. Guy Perry to be postmaster at Lowell, in the county of 
Kent and State of Michigan, in place of Charles Quick, resigned. 

Leonard M. Sellers to be postmaster at Cedar Springs, in the 
county of Kent and State of Michigan, in place of Leonard M. 
Sellers. Incumbent's commission expired December 10, 1906. 

MINNESOTA, 2 

William D. Hale to be postmaster at Minneapolis, in the 
county of Hennepin and State of Minnesota, in place of William 
D. Hale. Incumbents commission expired December 10, 1906. 

A. O. Lea to be postmaster at New Richland, in the county of 
Waseca and State of Minnesota, in place of Olaus O. Sunde, re- 
signed. 

Frank H. Kratka to be postmaster at Thief River Falls, in 
the county of Red Lake and State of Minnesota, in place of 
Ira C. Richardson, resigned. 

MISSISSIPPI. 

Emma Harris to be postmaster at McHenry, in the county of 
Harrison and State of Mississippi, in place of Emma Pringle, 
who changed her name by marriage. 

MISSOURI. 

Andrew J. Seibert to be postmaster at Ste. Genevieve, in the 
county of Ste. Genevieve and State of Missouri, in place of An- 
7285 J. Seibert. Incumbent's commission expired December 10, 

NEBRASKA. 

Edward B. Richardson to be postmaster at Ulysses, in the 
county of Butler and State of Nebraska. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1906. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

George W. Cowen to be postmaster at Lincoln, in the county 
of Grafton and State of New Hampshire, in place of John H. 
Henry, resigned. 

: NEW JERSEY. 


Samuel Bartlett to be postmaster at Pleasantville, in the 
county of Atlantic and State of New Jersey, in place of Samuel 
Bartlett. Incumbent's commission expired December 9, 1906. 

John W. Dayis to be postmaster at Burlington, in the county 
of Burlington and State of New Jersey, in place of Nathan W. 
C. Hays, removed. 

James Freeman to be postmaster at Arlington, in the county 
of Hudson and State of New Jersey, in place of James Freeman, 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1906. 

Charles E. Stults to be postmaster at Hightstown, in the 
county of Mercer and State of New Jersey, in place of Fred B. 
Appleget, resigned. 

NEW YORK. 


Fred A. Edwards to be postmaster at Holley, in the county 
of Orleans and State of New York, in place of Fred A. Edwards, 
Incumbent's commission expires December 15, 1906. 

George D. Genung to be postmaster at Waverly, in the county 
of Tioga and State of New York, in place of George D. Genung. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 7, 1907. 

Arthur H. Goldsmith to be postmaster at Floral Park, in the 
county of Nassau and State of New York, in place of Arthur 
H. Goldsmith. Incumbent’s commission expires January 7, 
1907. 

Malcolm C. Judson to be postmaster at Norfolk, in the county 
of St. Lawrence and State of New York. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1906. 

John F. Kelley to be postmaster at Kings Park, in the county 
of Suffolk and State of New York, in place of George L. Thomp- 
son. Incumbent's commission expires December 15, 1906. 

James M. Pitkin to be postmaster at Newark, in the county 
of Wayne and State of New York, in place of Richard P. Groat, 
resigned. 

Minnie N. Slaight to be postmaster at Tottenville, in the 
county of Richmond and State of New Tork, in place of Minnie 
N. Slaight. Incumbent's commission expired December 9, 1906. 

William Smith to be postmaster at Livingston Manor, in the 
county of Sullivan and State of New York, in place of William 
Smith. Incumbent's commission expired December 9, 1900. 
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Eugene Vreeland to be postmaster at Dundee, in the county 
of Yates and State of New York, in place of Eugene Vreeland. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1906. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

William A. Mace to be postmaster at Beaufort, in the county 
of Carteret and State of North Carolina, in place of William A. 
Mace. Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1906. 

OHIO, 

Uriah J. Favorite to be postmaster at Tippecanoe City, in the 
county of Miami and State of Ohio, in place of Uriah J. Fa- 
yorite. Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1906. 

William W. Johns to be postmaster at Bellville, in the county 
of Richland and State of Ohio, in place of William W. Johns. 
Incumbent's commission expires December 20, 1906. 

OKLAHOMA. 

George Y. Walbright to be postmaster at Stroud, in the county 
of Lincoln and Territory of Oklahoma, in place of George Y. 
Walbright. Incumbent’s commission expired June 19, 1906. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

D. James Colgate to be postmaster at Hawley, in the county of 
Wayne and State of Pennsylvania, in place of James D. Ames. 
Incumbent's commission expired June 30, 1906. 

Claude H. Heath to be postmaster at Eldred, in the county of 
McKean and State of Pennsylvania, in place of William G. 
Robarts. Incumbent’s commission expired May 28, 1904. 

George W. McCauslin to be postmaster at Narberth, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
Elizabeth H. Ketcham, resigned. 

Sallie M. McNitt to be postmaster at Mifflin, in the county of 
Juniata and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1906. 

Nora L. Pickering to be postmaster at Peckville, in the county 
of Lackawanna and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1906. 

James M. Worrall to be postmaster at Kennett Square, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in place of James 
M. Worrall. Incumbent's commission expired June 30, 1906. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Guss E. Smith to be postmaster at Mullins, in the county of 

Marion and State of South Carolina. Office became Presidential 


October 1, 1906. 
; VIRGINIA. 


Annie G. Davenport to be postmaster at Gordonsville, in the 
county of Orange and State of Virginia, in place of Annie G. 
Davenport. Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1906. 

WEST VIRGINIA, 

George E. Work to be postmaster at Sistersville, in the 
county of Tyler and State of West Virginia, in place of George 
E. Work. Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 1906. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 11, 
1906. 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, DISTRICT COURT OF APPEALS. 

Charles H. Robb, of Vermont, to be associate justice of the 
court of appeals of the district of Columbia. 

CONSUL-GENERAL. 

William P. Kent, of Virginia, to be consul-general of the United 

States of class 6 at Guatemala, Guatemala. 
CONSULS. 

William H. Gale, of Virginia, to be consul of the United States 
of class 9 at Puerto Plata, Dominican Republic. 

Robert Brent Mosher, of the District of Columbia, lately consul 
of class § at Collingwood, to be consul of the United States of 
cias 6 at Port Elizabeth, Cape of Good Hope. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Henry McCall, of Louisiana, to be collector of customs for the 

district of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana. 
NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 

Elmer E. Wood, of Louisiana, to be naval officer of customs in 

the district of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Edward Darlington Jones, of Virginia, to be a third lieu- 
tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Russell Randolph Waesche, of Maryland, to be a third lieu- 
tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM VESSELS. 

Joseph J. Dunn, of Kentucky, who was appointed July 26, 

1906, during the recess of the Senate, to be supervising inspector 
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of steam vessels for the fourth district, in the Steamboat In- 
spection Service, Department of Commerce and Labor. 
4 CIRCUIT JUDGE. 


Joseph Buffington, of Pennsylvania, to be United States cir- . 
cuit judge for the third judicial circuit. 


DISTRICT JUDGES. 


Nathaniel Ewing, of Pennsylvania, to be United States dis- 
trict judge for the western district of Pennsylvania. 

James L. Martin, of Vermont, who was appointed during the 
last recess of the Senate, to be United States district judge for 
the district of Vermont. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


Alexander Dunnett, of Vermont, who was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, to be United States attorney for 
the district of Vermont. 

Patrick H. Rourke, of North Dakota, to be United States 
attorney for the district of North Dakota. 

William J. Youngs, of New York, to be United States attorney 
for the eastern district of New York. 

Lyman M. Bass, of New York, to be United States attorney for 
the western district of New York. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 


8 ms po amane paymasters in the Navy from the 10th day of 
uly, 4 
i nans B. Wainwright, jr., a citizen of the District of Co- 
ulnbia, 

William H. Wilterdink, a citizen of New York. 

George P. Shamer, a citizen of Maryland. 

Harry H. Palmer, a citizen of Virginia. 

Omar D. Conger, a citizen of Michigan. 

John F. O’Mara, a citizen of South Carolina. 

Patrick T. M. Lathrop, a citizen of Virginia. 

James P. Helm, a citizen of Tennessee. 

Byron D. Rogers, a citizen of Illinois. 

Edward C. Little, a citizen of Maryland. 

Frank H. Atkinson, a citizen of Illinois. 

Frank Baldwin, a citizen of New Jersey. 

Manning H. Philbrick, a citizen of New Hampshire. 

Henry L. Beach, a citizen of New York, to be an assistant 
paymaster in the Navy from the 3d day of August, 1906. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Capt. William H. Everett, on the active list of the Navy, to be 
a rear-admiral on the retired list of officers of the Navy from 
the 9th day of October, 1906, in accordance with a provision con- 
tained in the naval appropriation act approved June 29, 1906. 

Pay Director Eustace B. Rogers, to be Paymaster-General and 
Chief of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts in the Department 
of the Navy, with the rank of rear-admiral, for a term of four 
years. 

Paymasters Henry A. Dent, Walter L. Wilson, and William J. 
Littell, with the rank of lieutenant, to be paymasters in the 
Navy, with the rank of lieutenant-commander, from the 6th day 
of June, 1906. 

Paymasters Martin McM. Ramsay, Joseph J. Cheatham, and 
Richard Hatton, with the rank of lieutenant, to be paymasters 
in tbe Navy, with the rank of lieutenant-commander, from the 
10th day of October, 1906. 

P. A. Paymasters Noel W. Grant, Philip. J. Willett, and 
Ben D. McGee, with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade), 
to be passed assistant paymasters in the Navy, with the rank of 
lieutenant, from the 30th day of July, 1906. 

The following-named assistant paymasters, with the rank of 
ensign, to be assistant paymasters, with the rank of lieutenant 
(junior grade), from the 30th day of July, 1906: 

William L. F. Simonpietri, 

Neal B. Farwell, 

Reginald Spear, 

Elijah H. Cope, 

Brainerd M. Dobson, 

Wiliam W. Lamar, 

Robert B. Lupton, 

Fred W. Holt, 

Walter D. Sharp, 

Henry I. McCrea, 

Wiliam T. Sypher, 

Edwin M. Hacker, 

Horace B. Worden, and 

Raymond B. Westlake. 

Naval Constructor John D. Beuret, with the rank of lieu- 
tenant, to be a naval constructor in the Navy, with the rank of 
lieutenant-commander, from the 6th day of June, 1906. 

Naval Constructors Daniel C. Nutting, jr, and Holden A. 
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Evans, with the rank of lieutenant, to be naval constructors in 
the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant-commander, from the 6th 
day of October, 1906. 

To be lieutenant-commanders in the Navy from the date set 
opposite their names, to correct the dates of their promotion to 
that grade as confirmed on December 12, 1905, which is caused 
by the retirement of Lieut. Claude Bailey, United States Navy, 
who was due for promotion, but was transferred to the retired 
list before qualifying therefor : 

John R. Edie, from July 1, 1905. 

Reginald R. Belknap, from July 8, 1905. 

De Witt Blamer, from July 18, 1905. 

John K. Robison, from September 8, 1905. 75 

Arthur L. Willard from September 9, 1905. 

Edwin T. Pollock, from September 30, 1905, and who was pre- 
viously confirmed on January 18, 1906. 

Lieut. William W. Bush to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 21st day of March, 1905, with Lieut. Kenneth Me- 
Alpine, an additional number in grade. 

Lieut. William H. McGrann to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 12th day of February, 1906. 

Lieut. William D. Brotherton to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 26th day of May, 1906. 

Lieut. George W. Laws to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 6th day of June, 1906. 

Lieut. George C. Day to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 6th day of June, 1906. ; A 

Lieut. Frederick L. Sawyer to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 16th day of June, 1906. 

Capt. Robert M. Berry to be a rear-admiral in the Navy from 
the 29th day of June, 1906. 

Commander Charles W. Bartlett to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 29th day of June, 1906. 

Lieut. Commander Jobn H. Shipley to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 29th day of June, 1906. 

Lieut. Charles L. Hussey to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 29th day of June, 1906. 

Lieut. John R. X. Blakely to be a lieuntenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 30th day of June, 1906. 

Commander James H. Oliver, on the retired list of the Navy, 
to be a commander on the active list of the Navy from the 30th 
day of June, 1906, in accordance with the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved that date. 

Kenneth G. Castleman, a cftizen of Kentucky, to be a lieu- 
tenant in the Navy from the 30th day of June, 1906, in accord- 
e with the provisions of an act of Congress approved that 

te. : 

Commander Chauncey Thomas to be a captain in the Navy 
from the ist day of July, 1906. 

Commander William A. Marshall to be a captain in the Navy 
from the Ist day of July, 1906. 

Commander Henry McCrea to be a captain in the Navy from 
the ist day of July, 1906. 

Commander Edward F. Qualtrough to be a captain in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1906. 

Commander Lucien Young, an additional number in grade, to 
be a captain in the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1906. 

Lieut. Commander John E. Craven to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 1st day of July, 1906. 

Lieut. Commander John J. Knapp to be a commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1906. 

Lieut. Commander John Hood to be a commander in the Navy 
from the Ist day of July, 1906. 

Lieut. Commander Edward E. Hayden, an additional number 
in grade, to be a commander in the Navy from the Ist day of 
July, 1906, with Lieut. Commander John Hood, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Benjamin C. Bryan to be a commander in 
the Nayy from the ist day of July, 1906. 

Lieut. Commander Charles C. Marsh to be a commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1906. 

Lieut. Commander Charles H. Harlow, an additional number 
in grade, to be a commander in the Navy from the ist day of 
July, 1906, with Lieut. Commander Charles C. Marsh, promoted. 

Lieut. Charles T. Jewell to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 1st day of July, 1906. 

Lieut. Gregory C. Davison to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1906. 

Lieut. Leon S. Thompson to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1906. 

Lieut. Frederick A. Traut to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1906. 

Lieut. Fred R. Payne to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1906. 

Lieut. Robert K. Crank to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1906. 
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Lieut. Stanford E. Moses to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 1st day of July, 1906. 

Lieut. Powers Symington to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1906. 

Lieut. Yates Stirling, jr., to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of July, 1906. 

Lieut. Raymond D. Hasbrouck to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1906. 

Lieut. George Mallison to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1906. 

Lieut. Walter Ball to be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy 
from the Ist day of July, 1906. 

Lieut. Joel R. P. Pringle to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of July, 1906. 

Capt. Samuel W. Very to be a rear-admiral in the Navy from 
the 22d day of July, 1906. 

Capt. William T. Swinburne, an additional number in grade, 
to be a rear-admiral in the Navy from the 22d day of July, 1906, 
with Capt. Samuel W. Very, promoted. 

Commander William H. H. Southerland to be a captain in the 
Navy from the 22d day of July, 1906. 

Lieut. Commander Clarence A. Carr to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 22d day of July, 1906. 

Lieut. Benjamin B. McCormick to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy from the 22d day of July, 1906. 

Ensign Myles Joyce to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in the 
Navy from the 30th day of July, 1906. 

Ensign Levin J. Wallace to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy from the 30th day of July, 1906. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Myles Joyce to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the 30th day of July, 1906. 

Capt. Joseph N. Hemphill to be a rear-admiral in the Navy 
from the 5th day of August, 1906. ; 
Commander Charles E. Fox to be a captain in the Navy from 

the 5th day of August, 1906. 

Lieut. Commander William A. Gill to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 5th day of August, 1906. 2 
Lieut. Edward S. Kellogg to be a lieutenant- commander in the 

Navy from the 5th day of August, 1906. 

Commander John C, Fremont to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 10th day of October, 1906. f 

Capt. Wiliam H. Emory to be a rear-admiral in the Navy 
from the 2d day of Nóvember, 1906. 

Lieut. Frank H. Clark, jr., to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 2d day of November, 1906. 

Asst. Surg. Jesse W. Backus to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Navy from the 18th day of May, 1905. 

Asst. Surg. George M. Mayers to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 1st day of June, 1905. 

P. A. Surg. Edward G. Parker to be a surgeon in the Navy 
from the 24th day of March, 1906. 

P. A. Surg. Barton L. Wright to be a surgeon in the Navy 
from the 10th day of May, 1906. 

Medical Inspector Ezra Z. Derr to be a medical director in the 
Navy from the 6th day of September, 1906. 4 

Surg. James C. Byrnes to be a medical inspector in the Navy 
from the 7th day of October, 1906. 

John O. Downey, a citizen of West Virginia, and James M. 
Minter, a citizen of Georgia, to be assistant surgeons in the 
Navy from the ist day of August, 1906. 

Spencer L. Higgins, a citizen of New York, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 12th day of November, 1906. 
Medical directors with the rank of captain to be medical di- 

rectors with the rank of rear-admiral on the retired list. 

Francis M. Gunnel, - 

Edward Shippen, 

Samuel F. Coues, 

John Y. Taylor, 

Richard C. Dean, 

David Kindleberger, 

Edward S. Bogert, 

Adolph A. Hoehling, 

Benjamin H. Kidder, and 

George H. Cooke. 


Medical inspectors with the rank of commander to be medical 
directors with the rank of captain on the retired list. 

John ©. Spear, 
Archibald ©. Rhoades, 
Aaron S. Oberly, and 
Theoron Woolverton. 

Surgeons with the rank of lieutenant-commander to be medical 
inspectors with the rank of commander on the retired list, 
Thomas Hiland, 
Edward D. Payne, 
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Henry C. Eckstein, and 

William Martin. 

Asst. Surg., with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade), Al- 
mond O. Leavitt, United States Navy, to be a passed assistant 
surgeon with the rank of lieutenant on the retired list. 


Captains to be rear-admirals on the retired list. 


Allen V. Reed, 
Alfred T. Mahan, and 
Theodore F. Kane. 


Commanders to be captains on the retired list. 


Thomas L. Swann, s 
Smith W. Nichols, 
George T. Davis, 
Thomas Nelson, 
Charles A. Schetky, 
George R. Durand, 
Francis M. Barber, 
Timothy A. Lyons, 
John J. Brice, 

John K. Winn, 
William B. Newman, 
Zera L, Tanner, 
Samuel Belden, 

John C. Morong, and 
Benjamin S. Richards. 


, Lieutenant-commanders to be commanders on the retired list. 


Antoine R. McNair, 
Charles E. McKay, 
Frederick I. Naile, . 
Gouverneur K. Haswell, 
Edward M. Stedman, 

+ Socrates Hubbard, 
Edward L. Amory, 
Holman Vail, 

Isaac Hazlet, 
Frederick A. Miller, 
, William H. Webb, and 
Arthur P. Osborn. 


Lieutenants to be lieutenant-commanders on the retired list. 


,° William Watts, 

Charles H. Judd, 

Douglas Roben, 

Richard M. Lisle, 

Charles P. Shaw, 

John W. Hagenman, 

James M. Grimes, 
Andrew C. McMechan, and 
(Downs L. Wilson. 


Pa directors with the rank of captain to be pay directors with 
the rank of rear-admiral on the retired list. 

James H. Watmough, 

Thomas H. Looker, 

Charles W. Abbot, 

James D. Murray, 

Alexander W. Russell, 

Luther G. Billings, and 

Arthur J. Pritchard, 


Pay inspectors with the rank of commander to be pay directors 
with the rank of captain on the retired list. 
James Hoy, 
Francis H. Swan, 
Worthington Goldsborough, and 
William W. Woodhull. 
Paymasters with the rank of lieutenant-commander to be pay 
inspectors with the rank of commander on the retired list. 
John Furey, : 
John R. Carmody, and 
George H. Read. 


Chief engineers with the rank of captain to be chief engineers 
with the rank of rear-admiral on the retired list. 
Benjamin F. Isherwood, 
Montgomery Fletcher, 
David B. Macomb, 
Edward D. Robie, 
John W. Moore, 
Thom Williamson, 
Jackson MeElmell, 
Edwin Fithian, 
Charles H. Loring, 
William B. Brooks, 
George F. Kutz, 


Andrew J. Kiersted, 
James W. Thomson, 
Samuel L. P. Ayers, 
Elijah Laws, 
Edward Farmer, 
Fletcher A. Wilson, 
Robert Potts, 
Alfred Adamson, and 
Charles J. MacConnell. 
Chief engineers with the rank of commander to be chief engi- 
neers with the rank of captain on the retired list. 


Henry W. Fitch, 
Frederick G. McKean, 
Isaac R. McNary, 
John A. Scot, 
George W. Stivers, 
Absalom Kirby, 
George E. Tower, 
James H. Chasmar, and 
Albert C. Engard. 
Chief engineers with the rank of lieutenant commander to be 
chief engineers with the rank of commander on the retired 
list. 
Henry Mason, 
Edward E. Latch, 
George W. Senser, 
George W. Magee, 
Benjamin F. Wood, 
Burdett C. Gowing, 
Edward A. Magee, 
George W. Roche, and 
Jefferson Brown. 


Passed assistant engineers with the rank of lieutenant to be 
— engineers with the rank of lieutenant on the retired 
st. 
Caleb E. Lee, 
Rezeau D. Plotts, 
Alexander V. Fraser, 
Charles H. Greenleaf, 
Rudolph T. Bennett, 
John J. Bissett, 
Henry C. Blye, 
James W. Holihan, 
Jonathan M. Emanuel, 
Charles H. Manning, 
Wiliam A. H. Allen, 
David M. Fulmer, 
William L. Bailie, 
Charles F. Nagle, 
Robert D. Taylor, and 
Robert Crawford. 


Chaplains with the rank of captain to be chaplains with the rank 
of rear-admiral on the retired list. 


William H. Stewart, 
Donald McLaren, 

James J. Kane, and 
George A. Crawford. 


Professors of mathematics with the rank of captain to be pro- 
fessors of mathematics with the rank of rear-admiral on the 
retired list. 

Simon Newcomb, 

Asaph Hall, and 

John R. Eastman. 

Naval Constructor, with the rank of captain, Thomas E. Webb, 

United States Navy, to be a nayal constructor with the rank of 

rear-admiral on the retired list. 


Boatswains to be chief boatswains, to rank with but after en- 
signs on the retired list. 


Robert Anderson, 
James Nash, 
Thomas Savage, 
Edwin Crissey, 

John H. Brown, and 
Woodward Carter. 


Gunners to be chief gunners, to rank with but after ensigns, on 
the retired list. j 
John C. Ritter, 
Thomas P. Venable, 
Elisha J. Beacham, 
Thomas B. Watkins, 
Joseph Smith, 
John G. Foster, 
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George P. Cushman, 


William T. Deylan, and 
Samuel Cross. 


Carpenters to be chief carpenters, to rank with but after en- 
signs, on the retired list. 


Ebenezer Thompson, 

William D. Toy, 
` Robert A. Williams, 

Herbert M. Griffiths, 

Henry Williams, and 

Benjamin E. Fernald. 

Sailmaker George C. Boerum, United States Navy, to be a 
r cuer sailmaker, to rank with but after ensign, on the retired 

ist. 

To be chaplains in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant-com- 
mander from the Ist day of July, 1906, to fill vacancies created 
by an act of Congress approved June 29, 1906: 

Curtis H. Dickins, 

Louis R. Rennolds, 

Charles M. Charlton, 

Edward J. Brennan, and 

Bower R. Patrick. 

Lieut. Harry E. Smith, United States Navy, to be a professor 
of mathematics in the Navy from the 8th day of August, 1906. 

Lieut. Daniel M. Garrison, United States Navy, to be pro- 
fessor of mathematics in the Navy from the 27th day of October, 
1906. 


Naval Constructor Washington L. Capps to be a naval con- 


structor in the Navy with the rank of captain from the Tth day 
of July, 1906. 

Naval Constructor George H. Rock to be a naval constructor 
in the Navy with the rank of commander from the Tth day of 
July, 1906. 

The following-named civil engineers to be civil engineers in 
the Navy with the rank of lieutenant from the 7th day of June, 
1906: 


Joseph S. Shultz, and 

Car! A. Carlson. 

Albert A. Baker, a citizen of New Hampshire, to be an assist- 
ant civil engineer in the Navy from the 9th day of October, 1906. 

Warrant Machinist Clarence E. Wood, Gunner Max M. Frucht, 
and Warrant Machinist Charles S. Joyce, United States Navy, 
to be ensigns in the Navy from the 30th day of July, 1906. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


First Lieut. John C. Beaumont to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps from the 17th day of July, 1906. 
First Lieut. Sidney W. Brewster to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps from the 15th day of August, 1906. 
. POSTMASTERS, 
GEORGIA, 
Charles W. Parker to be postmaster at Elberton, in the county 
of Elbert and State of Georgia. 
IOWA. 
Rufus Lyman to be postmaster at Carson, in the county of 
Pottawattamie and State of Iowa. 
Charles H. Read to be postmaster at Avoca, in the county of 
Pottawattamie and State of Iowa. 
LOUISIANA. 
Loulsa F. Gause to be postmaster at Slidell, in the parish of 
St. Tammany and State of Louisiana. 
Lena E. Henderson to be postmaster at St. Joseph, in the par- 
ish of Tensas and State of Louisiana. 
NEBRASKA. 
Charles H. Simmons to be postmaster at Scottsbluff, in the 
county of Scotts Bluff and State of Nebraska. 
Samuel H. Weston to be postmaster at Dorchester, in the 
county of Saline and State of Nebraska. 
NEW YORK. 
Floyd S. Brooks to be postmaster at Ilion, in the county of 
Herkimer and State of New York. 
Edwin A. Clark to be postmaster at Center Moriches, in the 
county of Suffolk and State of New York. 
Edward A. Hildreth to be postmaster at Bridgehampton, in 
the county of Suffolk and State of New York. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
Moses L. Buchanan to be postmaster at Concord, in the county 
of Cabarrus and State of North Carolina. 
Charles E. Orr to be postmaster at Brevard, in the county of 
Transylyania and State of North Carolina. 
` NORTH DAKOTA. 
Thomas S. Johnstone to be postmaster at Ashley, in the 
. county of McIntosh and State of North Dakota. 


William H. Stevens to be postmaster at Wimbledon, in the 
county of Barnes and State of North Dakota. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Lucian T. Claybaugh to be postmaster at Donora, in the 
county of Washington and State of Pennsylvania. 
James Lloyd Galbraith to be postmaster at Canonsburg, in 
the county of Washington and State of Pennsylvania. 
James Koller to be postmaster at Myerstown, in the county 
of-Lebanon and State of Pennsylvania. 
Harry M. Zimmerman to be postmaster at Derry Church, in 
the county of Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania. 
SOUTH CAROLINA, 
John R. Cochran, jr., to be postmaster at Andrews, in the 
county of Anderson and State of South Carolina. 
Samuel J. Leaphart to be postmaster at Lexington, in the 
County of Lexington and State of South Carolina. 
Jefferson F. Richardson to be postmaster at Greenville, in the 
county of Greenville and State of South Carolina. 
George D. Shore to be postmaster at Sumter, in the county of 
Sumter and State of South Carolina. 
SOUTH DAKOTA, à 
Robert Z. Bennett to be postmaster at Beresford, in the 
county of Union and State of South Dakota. 
Cyrus B. Williamson to be postmaster at Watertown, in the 
county of Codington and State of South Dakota. 
TEXAS. 
William P. Fleming to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the 
county of Williamson and State of Texas. 
Americus C. Nafus to be postmaster at Mesquite, in the 
county of Dallas and State of Texas. 
Charley E. Smith to be postmaster at Kerens, in the county 
of Navarro and State of Texas, 
Gustave A. Pannewitz to be postmaster at Shiner, in the 
county of Lavaca and State of Texas. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, December 11, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

An act (S. 5531) for the relief of Francisco Krebs; 

An act (S. 5246) to provide for the extension of Geneseo 
place and Summit place, District of Columbia ; 

An act (S. 4323) for the relief of Henry O. Bassett, heir of 
Henry Opeman Bassett, deceased ; 

An act (S. 5201) to acquire certain land in the District of 
Columbia as an addition to Rock Creek Park and in Hall & 
Elvan’s subdivision of Meridian Hill for a public park; and 

An act (S. 823) to rectify the boundary line of Rock Creek 
Park. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

An act (S. 5531) for the relief of Francisco Krebs—to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

An act (S. 5246) to provide for the extension of Geneseo 
place and Summit place, District of Columbia. 

An act (S. 4323) for the relief of Henry O. Bassett, heir of 
Henry Opeman Bassett, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

An act (S. 5201) to acquire certain land in the District of 
Columbia, as an addition to Rock Creek Park, and in Hall & 
Elvan’s subdivision of Meridian Hill for a public park—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

An act (S. 823) to rectify the boundary line of Rock Creek 
Park—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. Lrrraver, the House resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 21574) the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, Mr. Hepsugn 


in the chair. 


Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I yield such time to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Krtrer] as he may desire. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I have just been notified that I 
might submit some remarks on this bill. I shall violate to-day 


1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


261 


the general rule which obtains here in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union in considering an appropriation 
bill, and that rule is, as I understand it, and it has been pretty 
general, not to speak of the bill before the committee at all, but 
on some other subject than that to which the bill relates. I 
will on this occasion speak strictly to provisions of the bill. I 
understood the distinguished chairman of the subcommittee on 
appropriations yesterday to say in his opening remarks that so 
faithful was the work of the subcommittee in preparing this bill 
that when it came to the whole Committee on Appropriations 
it was accepted without alteration of any kind. I think that 
the bill was accepted by the whole of that committee after a 
very few minutes’ consideration, the time being taken up princi- 
pally by those who favored the bill in all respects. I do not 
rise, Mr. Chairman, to-day to attack it in any general way, but 
there is a provision in the bill that I regard of great importance 
and that I am very sure got into the bill without any testimony 
before the whole committee or the subcommittee, so far as I 
know, from any source to justify it 
PENSION APPEAL BOARD, 

That provision will be found, I believe, on page 106 of.the 
bill. It is proposed there to emasculate the Board of Pension 
Appeals, in the Interior Department, practically to disable it in 
every respect and to cut it almost in two in point of numbers 
and working force on the Board. Now, I am sure I can make 
good my statement that there is not one syllable of testimony 
taken before the committee that warrants this, nor do the facts 
warrant any interference with that Board as it now exists. This 
has been a very important board in the administration of the 
pension laws of this country. I may not be as familiar as to 
dates as some Members of the House or the committee, but a 
few years ago, perhaps three or four years ago, this Board was 
made up of twelve permanent members of the Board, and it was 
then found to be from two to five years behind time in its work, 
so that the old soldier who appealed from the decision of the 
Pension Office had as much hope of getting his appeal decided, 
and no more, than he had of going to the grave before it was 
decided. 

The Congress of the United States listened to the appeal of 
these old tottering soldiers and decided to increase that Pension 
Appeal Board in the Interior Department twenty members, so 
as to make it up to thirty-two in all, and then, Mr. Chairman, 
E do not want to forget that the Assistant Secretary of the In- 
terior, who has charge especially of this Pension Board, had 
loaned to him, for a time at least, two assistant attorneys from 
the Attorney-General’s office, and he had another from the 
Land Office, so that in effect he had thirty-five members of this 
Board working industriously in the matter of passing upon ap- 
peals taken from the Pension Bureau. The work was progress- 
ing rapidly toward coming up even with the appeals, so that a 
year ago and for this fiscal year the Congress concluded that it 
would be wise to reduce the Pension Board in the Interior De- 
partment, leaving it at the original twelve permanent members 
and reducing the additional or temporary members of the Board 
to sixteen, leaving the total number twenty-eight, and the As- 
sistant Secretary of the Interior returned at the end of the last 
fiscal year the two attorneys from the Attorney-Geferal’s office, 
and the use of the clerk from the Land Office was discontinued, 
so that we had but twenty-eight last year. Those twenty-eight 
proved to be very efficient, and they disposed of a very large 
number of appealed cases. Subsequently they passed on ap- 
peals at the rate of about 800 a month, and before that the Board 
averaged a thousand a month; but with sixteen in addition to 
the. twelve, they continued during this fiscal year to dispose of 
about 800 a month; and so at a recent time they had disposed 
of current appeals, including old delayed returns, until they 
were within about seventeen hundred of being up to date, with- 
out any appeal cases in arrears. 

The committee that reports this bill now says that by the pro- 
visions found on page 106 of the bill that the number of our 
permanent appeal board shall be nine, with three detailed from 
the present sixteen additional, and then ask three additional, 
to be taken by the Secretary of the Interior from the Pension 
Office, persons who have already been engaged in the work of 
dealing with the pensions that have been appealed from per- 
haps. It will be seen that this reduction will bring down the 
number of our pension board to almost one-half the number 
now on it. s 

In the report of this committee there is this stated and this 
only: 

A reduction is made of thirteen members of the board of pension ap- 
peals, at $2,000 each. 

Not one word of explanation follows to give any reason or 
excuse for the reduction. Now, Mr. the number 


of appeals filed per month is about 800. If the board is prac- 


tically cut in two the number that will be disposed of, we will 
see, will be about 450 in the proportion that the board will re- 
main efficient. So that we are certain that the appeals will 
again continue, as in the past, to run behind, and if the appeal 
board dealt alone with the current appeals at the rate of 
abaut 350 per month it would leave about 1,700 undisposed of 
cases to go on accumulating. Whichever way they did it, that 
would be adding to the undisposed of cases each month, and 
at the end of the next fiscal year we would have in the neigh- 
borhood of 6,000 undisposed of pension appeal cases. 

Is this Board important? It has proved to be a very efficient 
one. About 9 per cent of the appeals as perfected—I mean 
perfected in the sense that they got fully and fairly before the 
Appeal Board—were reversals of the Pension Bureau. But the 
result has been greater than that in favor of the applicants for 
pensions. They have established through these appeals prece- 
dents and rulings which govern the Pension Commissioner or 
Pension Bureau in the determination of other like cases. But 
in the process of appeal from the Pension Bureau of the Interior 
Department the first step taken is for the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, through his force, to reexamine and review the cases upon 
which appeals have been filed, and in about 6 per cent of the 
eases the Bureau has reversed itself, so that the effect of this 
Pension Appeal Board has been to dispose, favorably to the pen- 
sioners, of about 15 per cent of the appeals filed. 

Now, I have said this much for the purpose of having it un- 
derstood that the question here is one of importance to the ap- 
plicants for pensions. If there be those here who are opposed 
to these soldiers in their old days having a review at all, then 
let them say so and then vote to abolish the Board because they 
are opposed to their being pensioned under the laws of the United 
States. Let us not by any means of this kind fail to give them 
a full and fair hearing. If we err at all, why not err on the 
side of the old and broken soldier? But there is no danger of 
this Appeal Board being idle any part of the next fiscal year, 
and the Secretary of the Interior can be relied on to protect 
the Government. 

Now, I am not going to give you the result alone of my own in- 
vestigation of this question, but I am going to give you the testi- 
mony taken before the subcommittee of the Appropriation Com- 
mittee when and before they reported this legislation. I call 
attention first to a letter written by the Assistant Secretary, 
Jesse E. Wilson, dated September 15, 1906, and addressed to the 
Hon. Thomas Ryan, Acting Secretary of the Interior, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, September 15, 1906. 


Sır: Relative to the estimates for the next fiscal year, commencing 
July 1, 1907, for the members of the board of pension appeals, I have 
the honor to submit the following statement and s ms > 

You will recall that in the appropriation for the current year, com- 
mencing July 1, 1906, Congress provided for the continuance of 16 
additional temporary members at 32000 each instead of 20, as previ- 
ously provided for. It was also provided that such employment shall 
cease at the end of the current fiscal year, and that vacancies occurring 
in this additional force duri the year shall not be filled. 

In my report to the honorable Secretary February 14, 1906, relative 
to the prospective work of the board, it was shown that about 600 ap- 
pent and motions had been filed each month, and attention was also 
nvited to the fact that it was quite Impossible to anticipate the volume 
of work connected with the board, or rather.to definitely state what 
force will be necessary to dispose of the pending appeals and keep up 
with the current work. 

During the last seven months, commencing February, 1906, there 
have been filed 5,689 new appeals and motions, an average of over 800 
each month, showing an increase of 200 in the monthly average. 

During that p 6,069 cases have been disposed of—an average of 
867 each month. It thus appears that during the last seven months 
the number of pies appeals has been reduced from 2,074 to 1,694, a 
reduction of 380. 

It is quite probable the number of new appeals will increase as we 
approach the current work. Every effort is being made to dispose of 
pending ap s as rapidly as possible consistent with efficient service, 

ut with the prospective increase of the number of appeals, and the 
number now pending, it does not now seem wise to reduce the force at 
the end of the current year. 

It is therefore respectfully suggested that Congress be recommended 
to continue the appropriation for the 16 additional members for the 
next fiscal year, 1 1. 1907. 

Attention is also respectfully invited to the appropriation for the 
permanent members of the board for the current year. 

It provides for 9 members at $2,000 each; also for 3 additional mem- 
bers to be selected from the Pension Office, etc. The latter were ap- 

inted seven years ago and have continued since as permanent mem- 
— of the board. So that the appropriation should be for 12 perma- 
nent members of the board instead of 9, and avoid the confusion arising 
from designating each year three new members appointed from the 
Pension Office. z 

Very respectfully, Jesse E. WILSON, 


Hon. THOMAS Ryan, Acting Secretary. „ 

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. s 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman who makes that statement 
give any reason for the prospective increase of appeals? My. off- 
hand judgment would be that they have decreased instead of in- 
creased. As he states the matter, they will be increased, with- 
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out giving any reasons for it, as far as the gentleman read. I 
want to know if he gave any reason for it? 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not think there has been any reason 
stated. The fact is stated that the increase has taken place 
and 

Mr. PAYNE. He says that he expects them to increase. 

Mr. BONYNGE. There had been an actual increase. af 


Mr. KEIFER. There has been an actual increase. 
76 of the Book of Estimates 

Mr. PAYNE. That would explain it. 

Mr. KEIFER. Now, while I am on this letter question, I 
think there is another one somewhere of a later date. I do not 
remember that this one I refer to now—— 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. NORRIS. I want to read again, for the benefit of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Payne], a statement in this letter, 
as follows: 7 

During the last seven months, commencing February, 1906, there 


have been filed 5,689 new appeals and motions, an average of over 800 
each month, showing an increase of 200 in the monthly average. 

Mr. KEIFER. I thought I had another letter, but maybe I 
have mislaid it. I will see. ` 

There was another letter written, Mr. Chairman, on this 
subject, of a much later date, addressed to Hon. L. N. Lrr- 
TAUER, House of Representatives, dated December 6, 1906. I 
do not remember that this letter was shown to the committee 
by the person to whom it was addressed. I do not know that 
it was ever disclosed to the subcommittee, but I only wish now 
to put it into the RECORD, for it brings up' some later figures. I 
will read it: 

Hon. L. N. LITTAUER, 
House of Representatives. 

Sim: In making my statement before 
relative to the appropriation for the ard of Pension Appeals, I 
think I informed you that the figures as to the number of appeals 
filed and the number of cases disposed of were given largely from 
memory, and might not be strictly accurate. Your attention is in- 
vited to the letter of the Assistant Secretary to the Acting Secretary, 
dated September 15, 1906, copied in the Book of Estimates, page 76, 
which ll give you some idea of the increasing number of appeals 
for seven months commencing with the month of February, 1906. 

I desire also to call your attention to the following comparative 
statement showing the number of appeals filed and disposed of for 


five months commencing July, 1905, and the number filed and disposed 
of for the same period in 1906: 


On page 


—.5 committee the other dax, 


Appeals Disposed 
Date. | filed. | of. 

July, 1905 .... 488 476 
A 1905. . 600 464 
September, 1905 517 976 
c E E ee nvenshanee ta 523 981 
November, 1905 530 937 
FNMA co ane 00 2, 658 3, 834 


You see how efficient this Board was, as it was organized in 
1905. The total appeals filed for that year for the five months 
were 2,658, and there were disposed of by the Board as then 
constituted 3,834. 

Now I come to 1906, when the Board consisted of only twenty- 
eight members. I will read that: b 


Disposed 
of. 


88882 


3,984 


This table shows the number disposed of by the Board as 
constituted when the twenty-eight gentlemen occupied it. I do 
not say that they dealt only with the current appeals, but if 
they dealt with those alone, they would not have kept pace with 
them, 

You will observe that during the five months the average number of 
appeals filed per month in 1905 were 531, while during the five months 


in 1906 they have increased to an average per month of 824. 

I will also state that at the close of the month of November, 1906, 
there were 1,776 appeals pending. 

It is clear to my mind that if the increase of sppania filed continues, 
which is quite probable, the proposed reduction of the force by drop- 
ping the sixteen temporary members of the Board will result in in- 
creasing very largely the arrearages. 

Very respectfully, Jesse E. WILSON, 

Assistant Secretary. 


Now, turning to the testimony of this Assistant Secretary 
taken before the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions having this bill in charge, I find that Mr. Wilson was put 


under cross-examination by the distinguished members of the 
subcommittee for the purpose of trying to get him to admit 
that there was some excuse for reducing this Board below its 
present number, but in every case this effort failed, and the 
question at last being put, “ Do you suggest the continuance of 
this entire Board with sixteen men as it was?” Mr. Wilson an- 
swered “I do.” Again, Mr. Burleson asked him this ques- 
tion: “ You think this ought to be continued one more year?” 
Mr. Wilson answered: Les, and that the vacancies be not 
filled.” What he refers to was that if vacancies occurred in 
the sixteen during the year they shall not be filled, and that 
is the present provision of the law. 

All the testimony, from every source, without any varia- 
tion whatever, shows, and in fact demonstrates, that unless 
you intend to cut the Board down so that it will no longer be 
efficient, unless you intend to increase the arrears of pension 
appeals in the Interior Department, you must continue the Board 
at its present number. It has been extremely efficient as now 
continued. Think of these men going over and disposing of 
an average of 824 appeal cases in the working days of a single 
month, and doing it satisfactorily and carefully. Of course, in 
a large majority of the cases they affirm the Commissioner of 
Pensions. They have ‘accomplished and expert medical officers 
detailed to act with the Board. They have passed upon substan- 
tively in their own Board about 9 per cent favorable to the 
appellants, I do not need to again remind the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union of the fact that 
these old soldiers of the civil war must have their cases dis- 
posed of early or they will be in their coffins, and their appeals 
will avail them nothing. 

So that unless it is the policy now at this late period in the 
carrying out and execution of our pension laws that we shall 
adopt dilatory measures and prevent their cases getting through, 
it becomes our duty to maintain this Board with efficiency; 
and we can certainly not do it, in the light of facts which are 
known to those familiar with the matter, by cutting down this 
Board and almost cutting it in two. I have yet to hear from 
any member of the committee or from any source any testimony 
or any facts warranting the proposed reduction. I will wait 
to be interrupted, if anybody can point out anything that has 
developed in recent times before the committee or anywhere 
that warrants this effort to destroy in large part the efficacy 
‘of the Pension Appeal Board in the Interior Department. 

Much more might be said in that direction, but I content 
myself now by leaving it. ; 

SIMPLE SPELLING. 

I have a word or two that I want to add, not so much in the 
way of an attack on this bill as to bear my testimony with 
reference to a matter discussed with great ability on yesterday. 
That is the matter relating to simplified spelling. 

We are living in a great epoch-making age. For the first time 
in the history of our country, including American colonial days, 
it is proposed to legislate on the proper use of the English lan- 
guage in the public prints. 

Should this bill become a law we will be required to write 
and spell according to layy—according to Webster's or some 
other standard dictiona In our observance of this bill, 
should it become a law, I hope we shall be given wisdom suffi- 
cient to enable us to spell correctly all the words we may use 
in our vocabulary; otherwise we shall violate the law of the 
land. It would be too much to expect us to be able to spell ac- 
cording to a standard dictionary all the English words—about 
one hundred and forty thousand (according to Webster's latest 
International Dictionary )—now in use and found in the latest 
accepted dictionaries of the English language. r 
L The author of Shakespeare's plays and sonnets (about 1600) 
was not much of a speller, and he used only a vocabulary of 
about fifteen thousand words; and the blind poet, Milton, when 
he wrote Paradise Lost, only a little later (1640 or thereabout), 
was also a poor speller, and his vocabulary was confined to only 
8,000 words. The great philosopher, Francis Bacon, was little 
better, and his vocabulary was less than that of the Shake- 
spearean author. But the progress of the intervening three 
hundred years has given us more English words than these im- 
mortal authors ever dreamed of, and we have discovered that 
they did not know how to spell the few words they used, and 
now, fearing that our modern way of spelling may be interfered 
with, or that there is danger that we progressive Americans may 
retrograde to the degenerate days of Chaucer and others who, 
notwithstanding they did so much to create and build up the 
English language, were often silly enough to spell the words 
they used, including such as they coined, in the simplest and 
most natural way. ; 

To avoid such a misfortune it is now proposed to call a halt, 
and, by law, say we have reached perfection in the accomplish- 
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ment of correct spelling, and henceforth this nation’s public 


literature—and there will be much 
cording to a standard fixed by law. 

This Congress, ever. to be memorable in consequence of its 
interstate freight rate and other laws supposed to relate to 
. interstate commerce, and for its meat-inspection and pure- 
food laws, etc., is about to become especially distinguished in 
consequence of its being the first and only Congress of the 
United States, or other parliamentary body in the history of 
civilized nations, to legislate on the subject of how to use the 
alphabet in the spelling of words. In short, we are henceforth 
to be required by law to spell all English words correctly ac- 
cording to a fixed standard. 

The warrant for this may be found in existing conditions. 
So the Appropriations Committee of this House has decided. 
A majority of its members have agreed to “stand pat” on the 
English language, although only 300 of the 140,000 words com- 
posing it have been threatened with revision. Even some of 
that 300 have so far undergone revision or their spelling has 
been so far simplified as to have, possibly unwittingly, been 
adopted, so spelled, into Webster’s Unabridged Dictionary and 
other standard dictionaries by modern lexicographers. 

Understand me, Mr. Chairman, I did not rise to oppose this 
proposed legislation, but only to emphasize its importance, and 
to call the attention of the members of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, if possible, the 
whole country and the whole world to the significant and tran- 
scendent character of the legislation we are about to write upon 
the statute books of our beloved country. 

We have in this legislation the happy concurrence of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, as we are advised that that 
body has so far adjudicated upon the wisdom and constitu- 
tionality of the proposed law as to order, in advance of its en- 
actment, its records to be made up according to its provisions, 
even requiring the attorneys and counselors at law who appear 
in that court to write and cause their briefs to be printed in 
words spelled according to standard dictionaries, or rather ac- 
cording to usual methods. 

And, lastly, we may felicitate ourselves over the fact that this 
law is to be underwritten, notwithstanding his previously an- 
nounced conviction that the time has come for revision and re- 
form in spelling American-English, with the word “ approved,” 
signed by the President of the United States; this unless he 
shall veto the bill containing the extraordinary provision. This 
he will hardly do, as the bill contains an appropriation of about 
$31,000,000 to maintain the legislative, executive, and judicial 
departments of the Government for the next fiseal year, includ- 
ing an item for the payment of his own salary. 

But, Mr. Chairman, significant in character as this proposed 
spelling legislation may be, I did not arise here to-day to pay 
more than a passing tribute to it. I arose to oppose a clause in 
this legislative appropriation bill and to point out a defect in it 
which I regard of vital importance, and which, if not corrected, 
will result in irremediable injustice to some of my old comrades 
of the civil war. [Applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, all free governments are 
delegated certain powers that are intended to be exercised for 
the benefit of the governed. When these powers are justly and 
properly exercised we have good government, but when the gov- 
ernmental powers are used not for the benefit of the people, or 
not exercised at all, then the object for which the government 
was created has miscarried, and the end and aim for which the 
grant of power was given is not attained. 

The Constitution of the United States gives to the Federal 
Government the power to levy taxes, expend its revenues, pro- 
vide for the Army and Navy, maintain a system of courts, all 
of which haye been exercised for the benefit of the people; but 
there were some grants of power that were given to the Federal 
Government that have not been exercised by it for many years, 
and the neglect to do so has caused great loss to the people. 

The Constitution provides “that Congress shall have the 
power to establish post-offices and post-roads.” Millions of dol- 
lars have been appropriated from the Treasury for the estab- 
lishment and maintenance of post-offices, but within the last six 
decades comparatively nothing has been expended toward the 
establishment of post-roads. In other words, a great govern- 
mental power, vested in Congress, has been neglected and not 
exercised for the benefit of the people, as it was intended it 
should be. Should the present Congress fail or refuse to make 
appropriations to carry on the present post-office system, would 
not everyone feel that a great wrong was done to the citizenship 
of the country; and when Congress refused to exercise its cor- 
ae power to build post-roads, is not an equal injury being 
done 

There is not an inhabitant of Alabama who is not entitled 


it—shall be spelled ac- 


to have his mail delivered at his door by the Government to 
whom he has granted this power, whether he lives in the city 
or the country; and it is no answer to the demand for a fair 
delivery of mail matter to all that the county roads are so bad 
that the mail carrier can not travel them, when this very Gov- 
ernment that is delivering the mail has been granted the power 
and directed by the Constitution to build suitable post-roads 
for mail deliveries to all. 

Some contend that the State and county governments should 
provide the roads over which the United States mail is car- 
ried. It is true this has been done in the past, but it does not 
seem to me that the argument is a tenable one. Why should 
the grant have been given to the Federal Government to build 
post-roads if it had not been intended that it should exercise 
that grant of power? To establish post-roads must mean some- 
thing more than merely using roads for postal service after 
somebody else built them. 

The Congress has appropriated great sums of money and 
has granted vast tracts of public land for railroad building 
under the plea that they were public highways for carrying 
the mail. If that was a good argument then, why is it not an 
equally good argument now to insist that good roads should 
be built by the Government from the railroad towns to the 
rural districts to deliver the mail with reasonable speed an 
certainty ? i 

Taxes are levied and collected that they may be expended for 
the benefit of the people. The last session of this Congress 
appropriated for this fiscal year: 
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being the total of ordinary expenditures, to which must -be 
added appropriations for deficiencies for last year, miscella- 
neous and permanent annual appropriations, which bring the 
grand total up to 8880, 133.301. and out of it all not one dollar 
for post-roads to better the mail facilities of the country peo- 
ple; that of the grand total $258,968,790 was expended for the 
military establishment and only $9,932,940 to advance the cau 

of agriculture. i 

The revenue collected by the Government to meet the vast 
expenditures I haye enumerated amounts to about $6.93 for 
each man, woman, and child in the United States. Of the total 
population of the United States only one-third live in cities of 
over 8,000 people; the balance live in the small towns and the 
country. Of the 80,000,000 people in the United States, it is 
readily seen how great a percentage of the revenues to support 
the Government are paid by the country people, and it is equally 
evident how small a proportion of the annual expenditures ac- 
crue directly for their benefit. In fact, the people living in the 
country districts saw no direct return to them of any of the 
money they paid in taxes to the Federal Government until the 
rural mail-delivery service was inaugurated, and now more than 
half.of the rural population is deprived of daily mail service 
because the Government agents say the roads are too bad for 
the mail riders to travel—the very roads the Constitution con- 
templated the General Government should put in good condi- 
tion to carry the mail. ‘ 

In the last decade we have expended millions for good roads 
in the Philippines and in Porto Rico, but not one dollar in the 
United States to aid the people who paid the taxes and de- 
fended the country. 

The Congress has expended millions of dollars on river and 
harbor improvements, has thrown open the doors of the Treas- 
ury when the railroad corporations asked for money and land to 
lay their lines across the continent, has given fabulous millions 
to connect the waters of the Atlantic with the Pacific Ocean, 
has listened to the cry of distress and has responded nobly, 
and the American people pay the taxes and approve your course; 
but to the aid of the toiling masses at home you give nothing. 

Do not forget that these same country people who are ask- 
ing Congress to keep the pledges of the Constitution are the 
class of our people who in the one hundred and twenty-five years 
of our nation’s existence have never been appealed to by our 
country in vain. They are the men who, when war's ugly 
aspect overshadowed our land, have always responded to their 
country’s call, from Bunker Hill to Santiago; from 1776 to 1898 
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they have given their lives at their country’s call, and their suf- 
ferings and blood have vindicated their right to the citizenship 
ag is entitled to be heard to-day on this great economic prob- 
em. 

It is the duty of every government to expend the revenues in- 
trusted to it where the people who have paid the taxes will 
derive the most benefit from the money expended. Viewing this 
great economic problem of good roads from that standpoint, I 
know of no expenditure of money by the Government that will 
make a greater direct return to the people. 

The cost of transportation is the vital question in all modern 
commerce. With the world’s markets in which to dispose of 
our products, our suecess and prosperity is largely dependent 
on costs of carrying our products to these markets. 

The country has realized this fact so far as railroad freight 
charges are concerned, and the Congress has enacted wise legis- 
lation to regulate all freight rates, though our rates, on an 
average, are much less than in European countries. The cost 
of carrying a ton 100 miles in England is $2.35; in Germany, 
$2.25; in France, $2; in the United States, 72 cents, the cheapest 
freight rates in the civilized world, and we have very properly 
regulated them. On the other hand, the cost of moving our 
products from the farms to the railroad stations is from two to 
four times as much as it is in France or Germany. This part 
of the cost of transportation to the markets of the world is just 
as vital to our success and the development of our foreign trade 
as is the railroad freight, and it is not only neglected, but the 
direct authority of the Constitution, authorizing Congress to 
build post-roads, is disregarded. 

I have seen it stated that it costs as much to deliver a bushel 
of grain over dirt roads 5 miles to a railroad in Illinois 
as it costs to carry it 1,100 miles by railroad to Buffalo, 
N. X. In West Virginia it costs five times as much to carry 
tobacco 8 miles over muddy roads to the station as it costs 
afterwards to carry it 400 miles by rail to the manufacturers in 
Richmond, Va. 

A circular of the Agricultural Department states that on an 
average it costs 25 cents per ton per mile for hauling farm 
products over common earth roads and shows the average dis- 
tance hauled and average load for a 2-horse wagon to be: 


Average 
Average 
Section. wagon haul. pen. two 
Miles. Pounds. . 

r asc dwns wovewospsecaceccecesaseses 5.9 2,216 
rer 8 „ 
Middle States x 8 
Cotton States. . 12.6 1,397 
Prairie States. 8.8 2,407 
Pacific States 23.3 2,197 
Average in United % ͤ EPIRA E T T E 12.1 2,002 


Another circular of the Agricultural Department shows the 
average load carried and distance hauled in European countries, 
where they have good macadam roads, to be— 


Average net | Ave dis- 
Country. load hauled by| tance hauled 
two horses. to market. 
Pounds. Miles. 
4,400 2 
4,500 5 
8, 000 4.4 
6, 000 6.8 
8, 800 10 
5,510 13 


Over these macadam roads it is stated that the cost of carry- 
ing farm products does not exceed 8 or 10 cents per ton per 
mile. 

Consider this immense saving the European farmer has to 
his credit as compared with his American competitor, when you 
consider the difference between 25 cents per ton per mile and 10 
cents per ton per mile—a saving of 15 cents per ton on an ayer- 
age haul of 12 miles, or $1.80 on every ton of farm produce 
carried to market by the American farmer. 

Ten million bales would be an average cotton crop in the 
South. The weight of that crop would be about 2,193,000 tons, 
and a saving of $1.80 in hauling that crop to the railroad station 
would be a saving to the farmers of the South on their cotton 
crop alone of $3,947,000 each year. The same is true of the 
other great crops of the country. The saving to the farmers of 
the country in moving their crops alone would amount to many 
millions of dollars each year, and were the Government to ex- 
pend twenty millions a year in building good roads, it would be 
more than returned to the people who pay the taxes each year, 


and we would have the permanent macadam roads for the 
future at a small cost of maintenance. 

In view of these facts I have little patience with those who 
contend that dirt roads are good enough for the American 
farmer. All of the governments of Europe are giving national 
aid to road building. Not less than $7,000,000 each year are 
expended by the French Government in making new roads. 
This work employs 35,000 persons, and they now have 350,000 
miles of well-paved roads. England is expending $15,000,000 
a year for turnpikes. 

One of the greatest advantages the European farmer has by 
reason of his good roads is that he can work in good weather 
and carry his crop to market in bad weather, and our farmers, 
on account of our bad roads in many parts of this country, can 
only do their hauling in good weather, when they could other- 
wise be at work. 

In conclusion let me say that national aid to great under- 
takings has been repeatedly given in the past. The Congress 
has exercised its constitutional right by making appropriations 
for improvements of rivers and harbors, built railroads, canals, 
and highways, and constructed irrigation ditches. No country 
in the world that has good roads has accomplished the result 
without national aid. 

The time has come for the Congress to act. Surplus revenues 
are accumulating in the Treasury and can be used for no bet- 
ter purposes. But little is done by the Government to aid ag- 
riculture, and yet the prosperity of the whole country is de- 
pendent on the success of our farming classes. To build good 
post roads along our mail routes would be a great economic 
undertaking, which should be started at once and pushed to a 
completion as rapidly as a wise and economic management of 
the problem will allow. [Applause.] 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I now yield twenty minutes 
to the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. MURDOCK]. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I want to avail myself of 
the latitude in this debate to talk about the subject of railway- 
mail pay. There is no more intricate complex subject in the 
financial affairs of the Government. 

Beginning next February, before this Congress will adjourn, 
the mails will be weighed in that section of the country compris- 
ing Indiana, Illinois, Ohio, Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, 
Iowa, and Missouri, and that weight will call perhaps for an ex- 
penditure of $20,000,000 annually for four years. Twenty mil- 
lion dollars is more than this service cost over the entire coun- 
try in 1888. There are practices and methods which should be 
changed before February 1 of 1907. 

In the report of the Post-Office Department for 1905 the av- 
erage daily weight of the mails on route No. 107011, being the 
New York Central from New York to Buffalo, is given at 
411,838 pounds for a period of seventy-eight days from Feb- 
ruary 14, 1905. If I am correctly informed, it was not 411,838 
pounds, but the average daily weight was 356,000 pounds; that is 
55,000 pounds less per day. 

The annual rate of compensation is given at $1,985,000. If 
I am correctly informed it should not have been that, but should 
have been $1,728,000, or $257,000 less. 

The average daily weight of the mail on route 109004, the 
Pennsylvania, from New York to Philadelphia, is given for the 
same period at 498,874 pounds. Apparently it was not that; it 
was, in all probability, 482,000 pounds. That is 66,000 pounds 
less. The annual rate of compensation is given at $491,000, and 
it should have been $427,000, or $64,000 less. 

The average daily weight of the mail on route 110001, on the 
Pennsylvania, from Philadelphia to Pittsburg, is given at 362,000 
pounds. It was probably, in fact, 313,000 pounds, and the an- 
nual rate of compensation is given as $1,410,000. That should 
have been $1,228,000, or $182,000 less. 

If this is an overpayment on these three routes, the figures 
would reach $503,000. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman inform the House before he 
closes that portion of his remarks how he arrives at these 
figures? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I intend to. That is the next thing in my 
remarks. 

The basis of most of our enormous outlay for the railway car- 
riage of mail—$45,000,000 this year—is the average daily weight. 
Antiquated and faulty as the system of pay is, still if we are to 
retain it, then the basis of that pay, the average daily weight, 
ought to be a true and not a false averuge. 

That the average is mathematically false I believe, and an 
accountant would show, I believe, that through this false aver- 
age this Government in the last ten years has paid some- 
where in the region of $40,000,000 for the carriage of the mails 
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more than it would have paid on a true average. If the aver- 
age is corrected, the system of pay is still antiquated and in- 
equitable and should be changed. f 

I have three features I desire to present to the House: First, 
the false average of daily weight; second, the justice of a lower 
rate on dense routes; third, a modification of the railway post- 
office pay. I desire to present first the false average. To-day 
the mails are to be weighed for one hundred and five days, Sun- 
days and all, and this is al] totaled. Then to secure the average 
daily weight, I am informed, the total is not divided by one 
hundred and five days, but by ninety days; that is, the Sundays 
are excluded. Reducing the system to the basis of a week, 
seven days’ weighings are aggregated and the result is divided 
by six. This increases the average, of course. As nearly all 
the heavy averages come from routes which have Sunday mails, 
the loss to the Government is enormous. 

This system has continued, apparently, for years. The De- 
partment has its warrant for it in an opinion given by an At- 
‘torney-General in 1884. ‘The practice under these rulings is cost- 
ing the Government dearly and immediate action should be 
taken to stop it. 

The original authority for the average daily weight of mails 
is found in section 4002 of the Revised Statutes and is as fol- 
lows: 

The Postmaster-General is authorized and directed to readjust the 
compensation hereafter to be paid for the transportation of mails on 
3 routes upon the conditions and at the rates hereinafter men- 

oned. 

First. That the mails shall be conveyed with due frequency and 
speed, and that sufficient and suitable room, fixtures, and furniture in 
a car or apartment properly lighted and warmed shall be provided 
for route agents to nccompany and distribute the mails. 

Second. That the pay per mile per annum shall not exceed the fol- 
lowing rates, paray < On routes TE their whole length an aver- 
age weight of mails per day of å pounds, $50, * * the 
average weight to be ascertained in every case by the actual weighing 
of the mails for such a number of successive working days, not less 
than thirty, at such times after June 30, 1873, and not less frequently 


than once in every four years, and the result to be stated and verified in 
such form and manner as the Postmaster-General may direct. 


The law now reads “not less than ninety.” The law is 
thirty-three years old. Only comparatively few trains in 1873 
carried Sunday mails. But, as I interpret the law, it was 
worded not to give an advantage to those routes having Sunday 
mails. The pay is for three hundred and sixty-five days of serv- 
ice, and if the mails were weighed for every day in the year it 
was carried, then any business man or corporation would insist 
that-the average be obtained by a division of the total weight of 
mails by 365, and not by 365 less 52 Sundays—that is, 313. 

Mr. MANN. Now, the gentleman’s statement is interesting 
and valuable. I know nothing about it myself as to the facts. 
Is the gentleman sure that in ascertaining the weight the Post- 
Office Department weighs the mail, say, for seven days, every 
day in the week, and then in order to ascertain the average 
daily weight thereafter divides the total by 6 and then proceeds 
to allow for the full seven days? 2 : 

Mr. MURDOCK. That is my understanding, else I certainly 
would not be making these remarks. 

Mr. MANN. Well, if the gentleman is correct, he ought to 
know. It is an important matter, if that is the fact. It cer- 
tainly is something that not only ought to be corrected by Con- 
gress, but the men who follow such a plan ought to be put out 
of office. 

Mr. MURDOCK. 
continue with this. 
before I finish. 

The words “the average weight to be ascertained in every 

case by the actual weighing of the mails for such a number of 
successive working days, * * * as the Postmaster-General 
may direct,” was written to secure full weighings on days when 
mail was carried. It was not so construed. The construing of 
it now is, I understand, that the pay is not per annum, but is per 
a 313-day period; that where the mail is carried seven days a 
week it is actually carried but six working days. For one I re- 
fuse to subscribe to that construction of the law. 
Nor can I see how anyone claiming that there are but six 
working days on a route where work is performed seyen days 
can then find an average a day by a division of the number of 
days in the week by the number of “working days” in the 
week. 

On that one New York Central route we are paying $1,985,910— 

almost $2,000,000 annually—not counting full railway post-office 
ear pay. It is too much to pay on a just basis. It is far too 
much both in the absence of a just basis and by a computation 
on an antiquated method or ruling. 
So long as the Government pays the New York Central on an 
average daily weight secured by including all Sunday weights 
and then dividing by the number of days weighed, less Sundays, 
the practice calls for a distinct legislative prohibition, 


I wish the gentleman would allow me to 
I am going into the matter of computation 


Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Yes. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. If I understand the gentleman 
correctly, the theory is that the Government will not pay, that 
Congress did not arrange for the payment for carrying the mails 
on Sunday, and that therefore in computing the daily average, 
in computing the compensation for the averages, the carrying 
of the mails on Sundays is excluded. Am I right about that? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I do not know that I catch the gentleman’s 
question. If he will permit me to go on, I will get to the man- 
ner of computation. 

Mr. FOSTER or Vermont. Very well. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I have not found it easy to arrive at all 
the stages of computation. The weights are sent to the office 
of division superintendents, and the including of the Sunday 
weights, as nearly as I can find, is done there. : 

The basis of compensation—totaled daily weight—and the 


distance from station to station are sent on to Washington and 


the compensation adjusted here carefully. But the basis of 
compensation, the item of average daily weight is, under the 
Attorney-General’s ruling, wrong before it reaches here if my 
information is correct. 

Now to get to your proposition. ‘The country is divided into 
four weighing districts, and the weighing takes place in each 
district once in four years. At the last weighing in which 
the New York-Buffalo route appeared, the weighing was 
“for seventy-eight successive working days,“ the seventy-eight 
day period beginning February 14, 1905, and ending May 15, 
1905, ninety days thereafter. The mail was weighed, not sev- 
enty-eight days, in fact, but ninety days. The mail was weighed 
not only on successive working days, but on successive days, 
twelve Sundays included, and the Sunday weights, as far as I 
can find, were included in the total. But when the average 
was to be found the Sundays were subtracted from the ninety 
days, leaving seventy-eight days. Does that answer the gentle- 
man’s question? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Partially. 

Mr. MURDOCK. If it does answer it partially, then I hope 
to answer it wholly. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Let me ask this. I was trying 
to ascertain just the working of the man’s mind who gave this 
interpretation to the law. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I can not answer that question. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I was wondering whether you 
could give any information on that subject. 

Mr. MURDOCK. But when the average was to be found 
the Sundays were subtracted from ninety days, leaving seyenty- 
eight days. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. That must be on the theory the 
Government will not pay for services rendered on the Sabbath. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I do not know what the theory was. The 
total weights, including Sunday weights, were divided by 78 
and the false average was found. The true average would have 
been 356,929 pounds; that is, it would have been a true average 
if the total weights had been divided by the total days of weigh- 
ing. As I believe it was done, and as it is done, it is false. The 
true average on the route, had it been employed, would have 
given the New York Central as an annual rate of pay $1,728,- 
140.60 instead of $1,985,910.27. In short, the Government is 
paying on this one route per year the sum of $257,769.67 more 
than a true average would give. 

Mr. STERLING. Under that showing it is clear they do pay 
for carrying the mail on Sunday. They add the Sunday weights 
to the weights of the other days. : 

Mr. MURDOCK. I think they pay for that Sunday weight 
too. When the mails were weighed on the New York Central 
route from New York to Buffalo from February 14, 1905, until 
May 15, 1905, the aggregate of all the mails put on at each 
station and of all the mails put off at each station on the trips 
out-of New York and into New York were sent into Washington. 
Here the adjustment of pay was made. Under the subheading of 
“ trip out ” the actual weight of mail carried from station to sta- 
tion is multiplied by the distance from station to station in round 
miles, the fractional mile under one-half mile being discarded, the 
fractional mile over one-half mile being added to. The total 
number of pounds multiplied by distance from station to station 
is then divided by the total number of miles and the quotient 
resulting is then divided by the number of days weighed for the 
average daily weight. This process is then repeated for the 
trip in. The computation is exact, save for the use of the frac- 
tional mile, which in the case of the New York Central route 
shows the route to be 434 miles in length for the purpose of 
finding the average daily weight and 439.49 miles when com- 
pensation is adjusted. 
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Now, in arriving at the compensation on the New York-Buf- 
falo route allowance is made first for 5,000 pounds, at $200. As 
the New York-Buffalo route, No. 107011, is given an average 
daily weight of 411,838 pounds, after the first 5,000 pounds are 
deducted 406,838 pounds remain. Allowance is now made for 
this at the rate of $1 for every 80 pounds, giving $5,085. This 
and the $200 are added, giving $5,285. From this 10 per cent 


is taken, giving $4,756.50, and from this 5 per cent is taken, 


giving $4,518.67, which is the pay per mile per annum for 
transportation. This is then multiplied by the length of the 
route, this time fractional miles included. In this case 
$4,518.67 is multiplied by 439.49 miles, and the annual rate of 
pay for transportation found—in this instance $1,985,910.27. 

In the section weighed in 1905, of the 880 routes weighed but 
280 of them averaged twelve or less trips per week. The average 
of trips per week the country over is seventeen. 

If the construction of the law is right, and the ruling of past 
Attorneys-General is to stand, and the presence of the word 
“ working” forces a false and costly average daily weight, then 
it should be stricken from the law at once. 

The second proposition I have to submit follows the first in 
that it emphasizes the antiquity of the law under which we pay 
for the carriage of the mail by railroads. The law of 1873 fol- 
lowed the law of 1845 and was a development from it. The law 
of 1873 provided equitable compensation when it was adopted. 
It provided for a decreasing rate of compensation with an in- 
creasing volume of mail handled upon the theory that as the 
density of traffic increases the rate should decrease. 

The rates of pay under the law of 1873 and the 10 per cent 
horizontal reduction of 1876 and the 5 per cent horizontal reduc- 
tion of 1878 are as follows: 


Original Pay, less de- 


Average weight of mail, whole distance, per day. duction of 
Rey: 14} per cent. 
200 pounds or less, daily $50 $42.75 
200 pounds to 500 pounds, dalle 75 64.13 
500 pounds to 1,000 pounds, . 10⁰ 85.50 
1,000 to 1,500 pounds, dail 125 106. 88 
1,500 to 2,000 pounds, daily. 150 128.25 
2,000 to 3,500 pounds, daily. 175 149. 63 
3.500 to 5,000 200 171 
Each addi 25 21.375 


This law has as a supplement a provision for pay for fuil 
postal cars as follows: 


Le of car: Per daily line. 
40 ——:: —. ee ͤ eee j $25 
OE A ge ES S 3 

USS 9 or, Sa VEE eri Sm re gl ee ͤ v PR TR ES aa 40 

jah TOS GRE ũ els ee, a 50 


I desire to handle the two provisions separately, prefacing 
what I have to say with the statement that all minds are con- 
fused on the subject, and there has never been an assertion vig- 
orously made in regard to it that has not been as vigorously dis- 
puted. 

I desire to pass over several points of ancient controversy at 
the start and go directly to my contention for a change in the 
law. First of these points to be passed over is the comparison 
between freight and mail. As mail is carried on a basis of 
weight multiplied by distance and freight is not, those who 
contend that there is analogy between freight and mail and 
those who contend that there is not are no nearer agreement 
than they were twenty years ago. Comparison of express and 
mail has been equally barren of agreement. There are those 
who have found an analogy between passenger traffic and the 
mail carriage, but they have not convinced those who find no 
analogy there. Others have brought to the solution of the 
difficulty a ton-mileage unit, and while this goes to a portion 
of the problem it can be of no service in considering all routes, 
for one-third of all the routes in the country carry only a few 
pounds per day. All hands are agreed on one proposition, find 
one common ground of compromise, that as the density of traffic 
increases the rate should decrease within certain limitations. 

The law of 1873 had in it a principle of equity. The horizon- 
tal reductions of 1876 and 1878 were arbitrary. 

The principle of equity in the iaw of 1873 was adequate in its 
application to its day. It provided a sliding decrease in rate of 
pay as the volume of mail increased, up to 5,000 pounds. Few 
routes carried in that day over 5,000 pounds daily. The New 
York-Buffalo route, which to-day carries 411,838 pounds 
daily, then carried 30,000 pounds. It was perhaps natural to 
stop the scale at 5,000 pounds and to provide a flat per-ton-per- 
mile rate for mail carriage above it. : 

If, however, in 1873 any railroad mail route had carried 
411,000 pounds, the pay scale would not have stopped at 5,000 
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pounds, and it is indefensible not to revise it now. To deny 
that an extension of the 5,000-pound limit is just is flatly to 
deny that the graduated scale below 5,000 pounds is just. If the 
New York Central can carry the first 5,000 pounds on a decreas- 
ing scale with reasonable compensation, it can carry the 406,- 
000 pounds in addition with reasonable compensation on a de- 
creasing scale. 

The scale ought to be extended beyond the 5,000-pound limit, 
and following a per cent of decrease on the present pay from 1 
per cent to 12 per cent up to 100,000 pounds. I have framed 
and introduced a bill to accomplish that result. 

4 ae rate of pay provided in the bill I have introduced is as 
‘ollows : 


Average weight of mail whole distance per day. 


—— 
SSB 


SSS 

— 
8888888888888882882 
3888888888888 8885 
a8 88 88 88888882888 


888888885 


H 
g 


For each 1,000 pounds above 100,000 pounds $9.80. 


It will be asserted that this plan is unjust because of the 
manner in which mail cars are loaded; that inasmuch as only a 
few thousand pounds of mail are carried ordinarily in a single 
car, the proportion of live weight to dead weight defeats and 
nullifies the law ef decreasing rate with increasing density of 
traffic. In other words, that the law of decreasing rate would 
have uninterrupted force if every car could be loaded to its 
storage capacity; that its force and application are interrupted 
2 only a small part of the postal-car space is occupied by 
ma ; 

But on the dense routes the Government pays, in addition 
to the payment for weight, also for space and haulage.. For 
instance, in addition to the $1,985,910.27 we pay to the New 
York Central on route No. 107011, New Lork-Buffalo, annually 
$265,891.45 for space and haulage. We do not pay for space 
on those lines where the average daily weight is small and 
where apartment cars are used. 7 

And, moreover, the law of decreasing rate with increasing 
density is not interrupted at 5,000 pounds by the average load, 
as has been claimed. For years it was asserted that the 
average load of mail in full railway post-office cars was 2 tons. 
The Second Assistant Postmaster-General, in a letter to the 
gentleman from Minnesota last April, gave the average load 
from 24 to 4 tons. On many routes it exceeds 4 tons. An 
illuminating item in respect to the average load is found 
in the storage cars—cars in which mail is packed away and 
removed from time to time to the distributing ear. Surely on 
a storage car, with the mail loaded compactly and with 40,000 
pounds in a car at a time, the law of decreasing rate with in- 
creasing density is uninterrupted. Now we pay for space and 
haulage by a law which fixes a ratio as follows: 


Per daily line. 
$25 


If postal-car pay, over and above pay for weight, is to remain 
part of the system of pay, then this table should have immedi- 
ate revision. Like other features of the law of 1873, it may 
have been, doubtless was, fair in its day; but it has become anti- 
quated and moss covered until to-day the table is ridiculous. In 
1873 a 40-foot postal car was quite an achievement in car build- 
ing, and a compensation for its space and haulage at the rate of 
624 cents per linear foot was considered reasonable; but the 
world of car building and car hauling has moved on and left 
this old table of pay standing absurdly out of date, for in those 
days a 45-foot car was so unusual, apparently, that in providing 
pay for it the rate was raised from 623 cents per linear foot 
for a 40-foot car to 663 cents per linear foot for a 45-foot car, 
and the 50-foot car was so unusual and its weight so extraor- 
dinary in the average train in those days that the pay provided 
was 80 cents per linear foot, and a 55-foot car, a monster In 
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1873, was paid for at the rate of 90 cents per linear foot, and a 
G60-foot car was put into the law presumably as a concession to 
the possibilities of the future. 

To-day nearly all full railway postal cars are built 60 feet in 
length. Usually the Department, when it authorizes a 40-foot 
ĉar on a line, has drawn for it and the use of the space of a 
60-foot car. The Department pays, in this instance, for a 40- 
feot car only, but the railroad hauls daily and provides a 60-foot 
ear. Now, the absurdity of the situation is here, that with 
some railroads hauling voluntarily 20 feet of extra space gra- 
tuitously, other railroads who are paid for hauling all 55 feet 
of space are paid not a proportionally increasing rate, but at 
an increasing rate of pay out of all proportion. The increase of 
15 feet in space above 40 feet is provided for by an increase of 
pay of $25, or at the rate of $1.66 per linear foot. To put it 
in another way, the length increases from 40 to 55 feet, an in- 
crease of 374 per cent, while the pay covering the increase jumps 
from $25 to $50, an increase of 100 per cent. I have endeavored 
to correct this discrepancy, which has followed from the fact 
that the law, which does not change, can not automatically keep 
step with the world, which does change. 

My schedule for car pay is as follows: 


Length of car: Per daily line. 
40 feet . 
50 feet 8 a, 
Ldn |: -i ree MS TE Fak, ES IY ek Sle SE ee ay BSS EES 30 


I have in the bill I have introduced provided for the elimina- 
tion of the word “ working“ in the provision for weighing. 

The Government is paying too much for the carriage of rail- 
way mail, In principle its system may be sound, but the system 
should be extended to meet the magnitude of the service. The law 
on full railway post-office cars should be adjusted to modern 
conditions in car construction and train equipment, and, if the 
basis of pay is to continue weight, then the weight should be 
computed not in conformity to some ancient reading of the law, 
but in accordance with the facts. We had in 1873 to deal with 
the proposition of the carriage of the mails over 63,000 miles of 
railroad. To-day it is carried over 200,000 miles of railroad. 
In 1873 our expenditure for this service was seven million; to- 
day it is forty-five million. [Loud applause.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. WaNGerR having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, sundry messages in writing 
from the President of the United States were communicated to 
the House of Representatives by Mr. LATTA, one of his secre- 
taries. 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield as much time to 
the gentleman from Alabama IMr. RICHARDSON] as he may 
desire. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, in the early 
part of the first session of the Fifty-ninth Congress I had the 
pleasure of introducing a bill that met with the approval of 
a large number of the manufacturing interests of our country. 
The bill is H. R. 295 and entitled “A bill to enlarge the trade 
and promote the sale of cotton products in foreign markets.” 
The substance of that bill was to authorize the President of the 
United States— 
to appoint five men as commissioners, who are familiar with and well 
informed as to the manufacture and sale of cotton products, whose 
duty it shall be to carefully investigate the conditions of trade in 
cotton products in Asiatic, African, and South American territories 
and find out to what uses cotton products, both fiber and seed, are put, 
giving technical descriptions of their construction and preparation, 
the prices at which they are sold in countries of origin, methods and 
rules of credits and discounts, details of finishing and packing, cus- 
tom laws, and methods and cost of transportation from ports to inte- 
rior points, the relative cost of transportation from this country and 
Europe to the principal foreign markets for cotton products, the bias 
in.favor of or against American products and the causes of such 
bias, and all matters relating to methods and suggestions for improy- 
ing and encouraging the cotton-products trade with the countries 
mentioned in this section as, In the judgment of said commissioners, 
— 55 be most advantageous in promoting the cotton products trade 
with sald foreign countries. : 

I did not, Mr. Chairman, press the consideration of that bill, 
for the reason that I was advised that it infringed somewhat 
upon the authority and the duties of the Secretary of the De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor, for whom I have the very 
greatest respect and admiration; and that my purpose could 
be better accomplished by an appropriation under the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor made along that line and for the 
purpose of sending cotton-cloth experts to visit the foreign 
countries mentioned in the bill. In the appropriation bill, 
“Making appropriation for the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 


30, 1907, and for other purposes,” approved June 22, 1906, this 
paragraph appeared: 


For compensation at not more than 810 per day and actual neces- 
or. travelin; f 77 of special agents to investigate trade con- 
ditions abroad, with the object of promoting the forei commerce 


of the United States, $50,000, not more than $20,000 of which shall be 
used in the investigation of markets for cotton products; and ‘the 
results of such investigation shall be reported to Congress. 


I admit, Mr. Chairman, that I was greatly disappointed at 
that twenty-thousand limitation in a matter of such magnitude 
as this. But to my very great surprise the present appropria- 
tion bill, now before the House for consideration, leaves that 
paragraph entirely out, and at the proper time I am advised, 
and believe, that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON], 
who is in charge of the bill on this side of the House, will offer 
to have that paragraph reinstated and put in the bill. I say, 
Mr. Chairman, that I was greatly surprised at the limitation— 
the small amount of $20,000—and when it comes to the point of 
striking it out entirely, I confess that I am amazed. 

Certainly no man that is informed, on the floor of this House 
or elsewhere, will pretend to deny that the manufacturing in- 
dustry of cotton, coupled with the production of cotton, is to- 
day in all respects the greatest industry in the world. Were 
you to strike down that industry, Mr. Chairman, to-day, Great 
Britain in her business life would be absolutely prostrated. 
Germany, France, Switzerland, Japan, and other countries 
would receive a seyere shock, and the New England States of 
our own country would also be greatly disturbed in their 
business interests. 

Why, when we stop to think about $20,000 being appro- 
priated to investigate certain foreign countries where our 
markets for the sale of cotton products can be advanced and 
promoted. we certainly ought to remember that to-day Great 
Britain, upon that one product of cotton, is paying to us a 
million dollars a day, including holidays and Sundays, and that 
this industry supplies a capital of more than two billions of 
money, and employs millions and millions of operators. It 
clothes the civilized world, and constitutes more than one-fourth 
of the exports of our country.. And yet we hesitate to give 
$20,000 to push our market into the promising fields of these 
foreign countries. But, Mr. Chairman, I do not criticise the 
Committee on Appropriations. That has never been my habit, 
touching the work of any committee, since I have had the 
honor of being a Member of this House. I have believed, Mr. 
Chairman, since I have realized what the future holds for the 
South, and I have taken oceasion at other times to express that 
belief, that the very foundation, sir, of the South’s hope of 
wealth and prosperity is based upon cotton and cotton manufac- 
ture. There is no antagonism, and there ought not to be, be- 
tween the spinner and the producer, and I take occasion to say 
here that the great Southern Cotton Association has done more 
to break down that seeming antagonism and difference between 
those two great. interests, the producer and the manufacturer, 
than anything that has occurred in years past. They are no longer 
strangers to each other. Stability of price is what the pro- 
ducer and the manufacturer require. This acquired, then the 
success of each is secured in fair profits. The fact is, Mr. 
Chairman, when we talk about cotton manufacturing the whole 
thing practically hinges on the cotton-producing States of the 
South. 

I shall not refer to statistics and figures to show how the 
South has developed, grown, and prospered in the last few 
years. It is enough for us to know that from 1900 to 1905 the 
taxable property of the South increased nine hundred and thirty 
millions, or two hundred and thirty millions a year, being 40 
per cent of the whole increase in the South for the previous 
twenty years. We know that no other section of the world 
ean compare with that. We know also that out of about 7,500 
miles of railroad now under contract and being built that the 
South is building about 4,476 miles of the same. The fact is 
the South at this time is just entering a new era. We have 
passed the state of doubt and uncertainty that for years hung 
around our material matters. The necessity for proving our 
advantages has passed, for they are known to the world. 
Twenty years ago a man who would have predicted that the 
South, so busily engaged at that time in building up its waste 
places, would to-day be a formidable competitor for the com- 
mercial supremacy of the world would have been denounced 
as a wild hysterical infatuist. But yet it is true. The people 
of the South are beginning to realize what the potentialities 
of the South are.. Our people are giving thought, attention, 
and energy to money making, and unprecedented wealth is 
coming our way. 

We are learning that a bale of cotton costing $40 sent to Ger- 
many and manufactured into cotton handkerchiefs brings not 
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less than $2,000. We know we have absolutely a monopoly of 
the production of raw cotton, and we are beginning to think 
that sooner or later, if Germany can do that with our raw cotton, 
we can do the same thing. We know that our cotton crop an- 
nually is worth to the world about $600,000,000, and when manu- 
factured into the finished fabric will sell for $2,000,000,000. 
Southern farmers have learned to work in conjunction with 
Southern bankers, and the money to move the total cotton crop 
of the South no longer comes from Wall street but comes from 
our own home. bankers. I merely, Mr. Chairman, mention 
these incidents of our recent past in order to emphasize the 
necessity of looking to an enlargement of our trade in foreign 
countries. We see China, with 450,000,000 of people struggling 
to rise in civilization and take her place with the nations of the 
world, waiting to be clothed with our cotton products. There 
is Japan with 45,000,000 of people that awaits the introduction of 
our cotton cloth made to suit their tastes and customs. 

While I believe that cotton is the strong arm of commerce that 
the South leans on, yet I am fully aware and appreciate the 
unsurpassed mineral resources of the South. The appropria- 
tion asked is for the benefit of the cotton manufactures of the 
United States. It is just as important to the manufacturers of 
the Eastern as to the Southern States. 

Why do I say that the South, more than any other section of 
the world, looks to this great industry as the hope for its wealth 
and the restoration of its ancestral wealth and power, and giving 
back to it the political power to which it is entitled in the coun- 
cils of the nation? Why, Mr. Chairman, this is a question which 
is exceedingly practical. You might to-day take dynamite and 
blow up every steel factory and coal mine in the United 
States—blow them into atoms, where they could not be used or 
be of any benefit to mankind. If you did so, you could find a sub- 
stitute for their uses. Time was not long since when we built 
our ships out of wood. We did not use coal in our fireplaces. 
We used wood. Coal and steel is found and produced in nearly 
all sections of the world. Strike down cotton, and where is 
your substitute for it? There is not enough wool made to take 
its place. 

We have 812 counties in the South upon the production of 
which this great cotton industry almost entirely rests. Not 
over one-tenth of the available cotton lands in these 812 coun- 
ties is to-day in cultivation. It stands there as an invitation 
for the experiment of making cotton in the South about to be 
made by Great Britain. How often has Great Britain, in the 
last three-quarters of the century, experimented, at the expendi- 
ture of millions of dollars, trying to find soil and some climate 
which would allow it to compete with these eight Southern 
States in the production of cotton? Why is it to-day that a 
commission is investigating the matter? In order to encourage 
the growth of cotton in Spain exemption from taxation was 
granted on lands for years and valuable prizes offered. I take 
occasion to read what one of our own consuls says upon that 
subject—Special Agent W. A. Clark: 

As a result of the observations made in the American cotton fields 
in the spring by a ‘commission of spinners sent out by a number of 
the leading cotton firms of Lancashire, a second commission, invested 
with larger powers, has sailed from Live: l to visit the southern 
cotton fields. The first party thered valuable statistics as to the 
methods and cost of growing, baling, and transport of cotton, and the 
second commission will gain further information and experience of the 
actual process of cotton picking. Beyond this, the commission of 
three—Messrs. H. W. MacAlister. W. 7. Orr, and A. Niven Whyte— 
are authorized to purchase suitable areas of land on behalf of certain 
5 1 5 0 firms to make a practical experiment in growing their own 
co - 

Italy, Belgium, Portugal, Germany, France, and other coun- 
tries have experimented in the making of cotton. It is true a 
certain inferior classification of cotton has been produced in 
certain foreign countries, but it has to be mixed with American 
cotton to get best results. And even such as is produced could 
not be brought to our country and sold for less than 14 cents 
per pound. 

We are not objecting to that commission of spinners. Let 
them come and buy our unoccupied and uncultivated lands. 
Further than that, we will welcome them to the South because 
they can aid us to settle our labor question. What is the condi- 
tion of the Lancashire district to-day, the great center of all 
the manufacturing industries of Great Britain, with Manchester 
the radiating central figure. They have, Mr. Chairman, in the 
last two or three years put in nearly 8,000,000 spindles and 
46 additional mills, to do what? Why, to manufacture 
American cotton. It is for that reason that we should, in my 
opinion, give every encouragement that we can fairly and prop- 
erly to. having the markets of foreign countries investigated, 
just as this bill provided for and just as was provided for by’ 
this paragraph that was stricken from the appropriation bill. 
I read again, Mr. Chairman, from the report of Special Agent 


Charles M. Pepper, writing from Amritsar, in northern Indla, 
telling what should be done to sell more American cotton goods 
in that part of India. He says: 

My attention has been called by commission firms in Amritsar to the 
growl trade in colored prints as a most promising field for the in- 
troduction of American goods, and therefore samples are forwarded to 
the Bureau of Manufactures with the name of the native firm ugh 
whose agency they were procured. Until the mills in the United 
States oose to familiarize themselves more fully than they have 
heretofore shown a disposition to do with the requirements of the 
Indian trade in piece goods these samples, bought in the Amritsar 
bazaars, may serve to indicate the nature of the existing demand. The 
samples, while a small selection and not to be understood as complete. 
reflect the prevaili pular taste and fairly represent the class o 
lored prints for which the average demand is greatest in October, 


They are meant t 
by he Glen = 0 naa ees 8 only, designs being furnished 

With such a statement, Mr. Chairman, coming from a special 
agent on the subject of cotton and cotton manufacture, I admit 
that it is a matter that is very strange to me, a matter of pro- 
found astonishment that the able and distinguished members of 
the Committee on Appropriations, consisting of many of the 
very best and ablest men in this House, should have stricken 
that appropriation out. It is impossible to say that the matter 
is not of sufficient importance. Commensurate to the importance 
of the trade we seek to develop, the appropriation ought to have 
been $100,000. 

Let us look now and see about Japan, Mr. Chairman. Since 
the close of the great Russian and Japanese war Japan has not 
had the opportunity to indulge: its taste in using the finer 
fabrics of cotton; but they use the coarser materials, and it is 
that trade that is especially inviting to the Southern States. 
Special Agent W. A. Graham makes the following significant 
comment on the Japanese market, 

MARKET NEGLECTED BY AMERICANS. 

The Japanese market for cotton piece goods has not been cultivated 
by our cotton mill manufacturers nor Ls our commission merchants, 
On most lines no effort has been made. A representative of one of the 
largest American importing houses told me he had not seen an American 
cloth salesman for three yea but he could hardly attend to his busi- 
ness because of the swarm of English salesmen continually wanting to 
show him new samples and quote him latest prices. The indifference of 
the American manufaeturer along this line, which is in marked contrast 
to his keen competition on most other lines in Japan, is undoubtedly due 
to the nip conen that this is a small market for cotton piece goods, and 
what field there is for cloth is being rapidly taken possession of by the 
native mills. To a certain extent this is a cheap market, but on cer- 
tain lines there is a good demand for goods on which American mills 
can 8 and on which, also, it will be a good many years at least 
before the native mills can get a monoply. 

Now, I am not one of those men who believe that a man 
is indulging in extreme fancy when he says that the South will 
soon consume in its own mills all the cotton that it produces. 
That is true, in my judgment, but we are to go one step fur- 
ther. I believe that the South in the next ten years—with its 
unparalleled prosperity; to which there is no comparison in 
any other part of the world; no such development as the 
South has realized in the past seven years bas ever occurred 
before in the history of the world—I say and believe that in 
the ‘next ten years the South will consume in its own mills, in 
all probability, the 10,000,000 or 12,000,000 bales of cotton that 
it made last year or may make this; but when we reach that 
time and period when the South will consume its own cotton, 
then the demand for cotton in the world will amount to 
30,000,000 bales, and the South will respond to the demand 
and produce every bale of it. Our lands are growing daily in 
value. Land comparatively poor and unproductive, and that a 
few years ago sold for $1.50 per acre, sells now at from $10 to 
$12 per acre. Such, cultivated by intelligent labor, with a 
free use of a fertilizer, can be made, with careful cultivation, 
to produce quite a bale of cotton to the acre. 

There is no conflict between the manufacturing interests of 
New England and the South. There can not be any, because 
when the demand of the world comes for twenty, thirty, forty 
million bales of cotton we can produce them, and the New Eng- 
land mills will naturally secure what they demand for manu- 
facturing purposes. The president of the Southern Cotton As- 
sociation, Mr. Jordan, says that if the time ever comes when 
there is need for it, the South can produce 300,000,000 bales o 
cotton. Cotton is the primary hope of our section. 

But I read again from the report of the special agent, William 
Whittam, jr. He was sent over there, an expert manufacturer, 
not a man who is sent on a jaunting trip; not a man to go over 
there merely for pleasure at the expense of the Government, but 
he says the cotton-cloth exports of the United States for the 
nine months of 1906 ending September 30 fell off nearly $10,000,- 
000 as compared with the same period of 1905, but were still 
$11,000,000 in excess of the 1904 period. : 

The following shows the total shipments of cotton cloth: 

The cotton-cloth exports of the United States for the nine months 
of 1906 ending September 30 fell off by nearly $10,000,000, as com- 
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pared with the same period of 1905, but were still $11,000,000 in ex- 
cess of the 1904 period. The following shows the total shipments of 
cotton manufactures for the first nine months of the years named. The 
figures are from the summary of imports and exports furnished by the 
Bureau of Statistics. 


Cotton cloths. 1905. 1906. 
R ac saetsunanenste TI $15, 853, 881 

Unbleached 4, 288, 
Bleached .............. 671,619 

Dyed, colored, or print 005 5,551, 
apparel, cotton 2,191, 352 3, 665, 265 
Ec TTT 1,121, 729 1,478,714 

PAIN, GONG OSAI A AS E N ONS 175,612 299, 6 

All other cotton manufactures ............... é 2, 556, 744 
TORRE: cccascrets-cbuse~teAusueesautegwen 42, 675,106 | 34,361,262 


Certainly these figures should admonish us as to our danger. 
I am an earnest advocate of the expansion of our commercial 
trade. It is manifest that we will soon demand an outlet for 
our cotton trade. Why not take steps to encourage this de- 
velopment in foreign countries? The very small appropriation 
asked for is surely a forerunner of our efforts to expand our 
trade and not leave it to Great Britain, Germany, and other 
countries to take the cotton we raise, convert it into paying 
fabrics, and drive us or keep the United States out of all the 
markets of the world in the sale of our cotton cloths. That is 
our situation now. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is a remarkable thing that after sell- 
ing to Europe $400,000,000 worth of cotton, leaving $200,000,000 
for our own consumption here at home, Great Britain should 
export in cotton cloth over $300,000,000 and. that Germany 
should export more than $100,000,000, and even Switzerland ex- 
ports to foreign countries more cotton cloth than the United 
States. We are bound to progress and improve and develop on 
that line if we expect to do anything. It is no sectional ques- 
tion. It is a question of material development and growth of 
the United States. 
` Why, Mr. Chairman, I said that we have a monopoly—that 
those eight States, 812 counties, cultivating only one-tenth of 
the arable cotton land in those States, have a greater monopoly 
than the Standard Oil Company or the beef trust, the steel 
trust, or any of those great combnations; but it is a monopoly, 
if you please, not given to us by the Dingley tariff, but given 
by the beneficent goodness of God, and it can not be taken from 
us by law. 

Why is it that this cotton monopoly exists? I have re- 
cently read for the second or third time cne of the most valu- 
able books that have ever given an explanation of why the South 
alone is capable of producing cotton. Take it here in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia ; the experiment has been tried, and it has been 
found that here the stalk will grow most beautifully and vigor- 
ously. The white and red blooms will come, and the boll will 
form apparently healthy and vigorous, and there it stops. 
The boll dries up and dies. There is something wanting in 
the climatic conditions. In that great work, Service Afloat, 
written by Admiral Semmes, the great Confederate admiral, 
whose book is daily growing in value and importance and will 
continue to do so as the world lives, is the only satisfactory ex- 
planation I have ever seen of why it is. Of course it is at- 
tributable to the Gulf Stream. He says that the trade winds, 
as they pass over the Gulf Stream, by suction draw up the heat 
of that stream, and it is gently dispensed on the earth as a warm 
bath, beginning at the State of Virginia and ending at the 
western borders of Oklahoma. At a certain season that tepid 
bath is drawn back into the trade winds and produces the dry 
season that is necessary for the maturity of the boll and the 
production of catton. 

Mr. Chairman, when this provision is brought up, and the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livinaston] makes his motion 
to reinstate that paragraph, as I said just now, for $50,000, 
twenty thousand of which is to be used by the Department of 
Commerce and Labor in sending these expert men to these 
foreign countries to find out what kind of cloth our mills must 
manufacture, adapted to the markets of those foreign countries, 
I hope attention will be given to it and that it will be rein- 
stated in the bill. 

Mr. IATTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to my col- 
league [Mr. PERKINS]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PER- 
EINS] is recognized for one hour. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, a few days ago I introduced 
a bill into this House on the subject of a progressive inheritance 
tax. I know full well, Mr. Chairman, that question will not be 
a practical question in the immediate future, certainly not at 
this session. I also know full well that a tax of that nature 


is as certain to be a part of the legislation of this Government 
in the future as the sun is to rise, and for that reason I do not 
think it will be a waste of the time of the House to discuss the 
principle that underlies an inheritance tax, and the reason why, 
as it seems to me, it is a form of legislation peculiarly adapted 
to the uses of the state. 

I wish to say first a word on the question of the legality of 
such a tax. Resolutions have been introduced into this House 
suggesting an amendment of the Constitution in order that an 
income and inheritance tax may be imposed. How far that is 
required for an income tax it is not for me to say, but certainly 
a progressive inheritance tax this Congress, if it sees fit, has a 
right to impose. 

The history of this legislation, even in this country, is not 
without interest. It may not be known to many of the Mem- 
bers that an inheritance tax was passed by this Government so 
far back as 1797, when the framers of the Constitution were 
still alive. When Hamilton and Madison and Jefferson formed 
a part of our Government an inheritance tax was passed and 
was regarded by them as within the plain powers given Con- 
gress by the Constitution. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I would like to ask the gentleman if 
he thinks that the levying of an inheritance tax would interfere 
with an inheritance tax levied by the State? 

Mr. PERKINS. Not necessarily. How far it might be neces- 
sary to adjust that between the State and the Government is, 
of course, a question. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. The reason I ask is that we have an 
inheritance tax levied by our State. 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; there are inheritance taxes in many 
States, as I shall discuss further. Now, Mr. Chairman, this 
first inheritance-tax law bore the respectable signature of 
George Washington. It was collected without opposition, but 
at the expiration of a few years, it being no further needed, it 
was repealed. 

The next inheritance law was passed in the civil war, and 
then for the first time the question of the constitutionality of the 
law was raised, as was also the question of the constitution- 
ality of an income tax. The Supreme Court of the United 
States, in the case of Schooley against Reu (23 Wallace, 331), 
held that Congress had the power to impose a tax upon inher- 
Itances; that it was not a direct tax, but was an imposition upon 
the devolution of property, levied upon the inheritance, and was 
within the powers of the Federal Congress. The tax was en- 
forced for some years and was then repealed because it was no 
further required. 

‘Then we come to the third inheritance tax, imposed by this 
Government in the Spanish war. Then, as the House will re- 
member, although laws of this character had been enacted more 
than a hundred years before, and though the constitutionality 
of the law had been approved by the Supréme Court of the 
United States, the question was again raised. The Supreme 
Court of the United States saw fit to reverse the established 
law in reference to an income tax, and held that an income tax 
was unconstitutional. I suppose the hope was entertained that 
a similar ruling would be made as to an inheritance tax, and 
that question also was taken to the Supreme Court of the 
United States. But if the hope was entertained that the court 
would follow the tendencies of the income-tax decision, that 
hope was disappointed. 

In Knowlton v. Moore (178 U. S., 41) the court unanimously 
held that a progressive inheritance tax was constitutionally 
imposed. The court said this was not a duty imposed on prop- 
erty, real or personal; that it was not subject to the reasoning 
by which an income tax had been declared unconstitutional; 
that this imposition reached the transfer of property by will 
or descent and was legally imposed upon the transmission of 
property from one person to another. Those opposing the tax 
claimed when the court decided an income tax unconstitu- 
tional the same reasoning would affect the principles of an 
inheritance tax, but this position the court had expressly de- 
cided was erroneous. The judges who had voted that an in- 
come tax was unconstitutional were of the opinion that an 
inheritance tax was constitutional. Thus all agreed in sustain- 
ing the law, except Mr. Justice Brewer, while regarding an inher- 
itance tax as valid, was of the opinion that a progressive rate 
of tax could not be imposed. Mr. Justice White refers to 
the fact that many economic writers contend that a pro- 
gressive tax is more just and equal than a proportional one, 
and that in the absence of constitutional limitation the ques- 
tion whether it is or not is legislative and not judicial. 

A progressive inheritance tax imposed in the State of Illinois 
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was in like manner assailed in that State as violating the pro- 
visions of the Constitution which required uniform taxation. 
The validity of the law was sustained by the State court, and 
the United States Supreme Court, on appeal in Magoun v. Illi- 


nois Trust and Savings Bank (170 U. S., 283), upheld the 
validity of the law. Justice McKenna there says: 

The right to take property by deyise or descent is a creature of the 
law and not a natural right—a | eindan saa 5 the authority 
which confers it may impose conditions upon i 

So much, Mr. Chairman, as to the law. ees let us consider 
for a moment legislation of this character in other countries. 
We are the only great nation in the world that does not have 
upon its statute books an inheritance tax. 

It is found practically in every country in Europe, in 
Australia, in many of the South American states. It is an es- 
tablished and an approved form of revenue. Not only that, 
Mr. Chairman, but the principle of a progressive inheritance 
tax has steadily grown in use among the great powers. There 
are now progressive inheritance taxes in France, Switzerland, 
Italy, Sweden, and in Australia, and, most interesting of all, 
perhaps, is the progressive inheritance tax in England. It is 
certainly curious, Mr. Chairman, to see how much more con- 
servative is the legislation of this country, an absolute de- 
mocracy with universal suffrage, than has been the legislation 
of a country where the government is largely under the control 
of a wealthy aristocracy, such as England. In England there 
is imposed a tax upon all estates varying with their size, and 
running from 1 to 8 per cent, the highest tax being levied on 
estates that exceed in value $5,000,000. In addition to that 
there is a tax increasing for collateral relatives, so in certain 
cases there is collected in the conservative and wealthy country 
of England as much as 15 per cent of an inheritance. 

In almost every European country the duty is imposed not 
only upon collateral relatives or strangers, but also upon chil- 
dren. In Australia, for example, rates vary from 1 to 5 per 
cent, depending upon relationship; in Belgium, from 1 to 7; 
in Portugal, from 5 to 15. The tax is found in variable forms 
in almost all the European governments, So a tax that has 
been established and enforced in all the great countries of the 
world certainly does not come before us as an experiment, is 
not a tax to be branded as a socialistic endeavor, but is a tax 
the character of which is approved by the experience of man- 
kind and of the great nations. 

A word as to the amount that is produced by this tax: In 
France there is a progressive inheritance tax, moderate in its 
features, but which yields on an average no less than $40,000,000 
a year. It is collected with ease and paid with contentment. 
A tax established on the same lines as the French law in this 
country would manifestly produce a much larger revenue. 

There is another consideration which, it seems to me, pe- 
culiarly commends the inherent justice of such an imposition 
because it falls chiefly upon personal property. The endeayor 
to reach personal property in the hands of the living is always 
and always will be to a large extent unsuccessful. Personal 
property in the hands of the living is like quicksilver. It is 
elusive, it flows from one place to another place, and it always 
flows out of the line of taxation. The difficulty of reaching per- 
sonal property makes a tax upon it necessarily unfair. The 
time comes, the one time in the history of every individual, 
when a man’s property must necessarily pass through the 
courts, when the exact amount of it can be ascertained, when no 
dollar of it can escape the observation, and, if seen fit, the 
taxation of the state, because only by the assistance of the state 
can the property of a man who is dead be transferred at all. 

We are apt to say that the right of property is an inherent 
right upon which civilization rests. The right that a man has 
to use what he has himself earned in his own lifetime is un- 
doubtedly an inherent right. When one of our remote ancestors 
went out and killed a deer that deer was his. When he sent out 
his wife to till the scanty crop, the product of the crop was his. 
But you can not extend that right and say that the control—the 
natural right to control a man’s estate in his own lifetime—en- 
ables him, empowers him, to say what shall be done with his 
property when he himself is under the sod. The right to trans- 
mit property rests, and must rest, solely upon the state. If any- 
one thinks that is a radical doctrine, I will refer him to the 
opinion of Lord Chief Justice Coleridge, the chief justice of 
England, in which he lays down as an undoubted rule of law 
that the right of inheritance is a purely artificial right, resting 
solely upon the power and the consent of the state. So, when 
we consider the question of imposing a tax on inheritances we 
first meet the undoubted proposition that, except by the agency 
of the state, there can be no inheritances; that only by the ac- 
tion of the state is a man allowed to say what shall be done 
with his property after he himself shall have ceased to live. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
gentleman a question, for information. 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I agree with the gentleman, but I 
want to ask him whether in this country it is not a fact that 
the laws of descent are by the States, and the power of Con- 
gress over the laws of descent is but very limited, and. whether, 
in view of that fact, the rule he cites is not more especially ap- 
plicable to State inheritance taxes than to Federal inheritance 
taxes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, no; because the Supreme Court in these 
decisions to which I have referred has held that although the 
law of descent was a State law, yet just the same the General 
Government had jurisdiction over the property that passed from 
one to another, and could impose a tax upon the transmission. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. So I understand; but when the gen- 
tleman refers to these authorities, especially to the authorities 
in England, as I understand in almost all of continental Europe 
the governments that impose inheritance taxes are also the 
governments that have the power to pass laws regulating the 
descent of property. 

Mr. PERKINS. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. So that there is that distinction here, 

Mr, PERKINS. Yes; but it does not result in any legal dis- 
tinction, and I do not see that it results in any distinction in 
principle. I do not see how it affects the force of the argument, 
and certainly it does not affect the legal principle. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I may have missed a portion of your 
remarks, but, now, is it your idea that we ought to continue to 
have varying State inheritance taxes as well as a Federal 
inheritance tax? 

Mr. PERKINS. In my judgment an inheritance tax, which, 
I believe, is destined to be one of the most important taxes in 
the future, shouia be equal from the Atlantic to the Pacific; 
the burden imposed on inherited wealth, and especially on large 
inherited wealth, should be equal all over the land, and that is 
an essential element of this theory of taxation. If that is so, 
that result can only be accomplished by a Federal inheritance 
tax. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
subject? 

Mr. PERKINS. Of course Congress can not dictate to the 
States what they will do. That is beyond our jurisdiction. 
The States must take such action as they see just. The laws 
imposed by them—and there are inheritance laws in some thirty 
States—are for the most part exceedingly small. There is no 
State, except the State of New York, where the proceeds of 
the inheritance-tax law are of substantial importance. Of 
course, they might be increased, but under the present condition 
of legislation the inheritance-tax law is not important in the 
economy of any State except perhaps the State of New York.. 

Now, to pass on, Mr. Chairman, to a further branch of this 
subject. There is a question which attracts the attention of 
the public, and may well attract our attention—and that is 
the.problem of great fortunes. No man can shut his eyes or 
say that this does not have a large influence upon the thoughts 
of the community. . Whether we think they are right or wrong, 
no man can deny that this is an actual, living present ques- 
tion. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that the size of the for- 
tune that any man can accumulate honestly will ever be 
restricted or regulated in this land, and certainly I trust it 
never may. I do not think it is possible to have legislation to 
restrict the size of an individual fortune without necessarily 
restricting individual and corporate enterprise. 

And there is another thing we should consider. While there 
are many more industrial fortunes now, more than there ever 
were in the history of the world, yet the greatest fortunes 
to-day are not larger in their purchasing power, are not larger 
in reference to the aggregate wealth of the community, than 
have been great fortunes in the remote past. You may go back 
to Roman history and you will find men there who, in their 
ability to build great palaces, to give games in the circuses for 
the entertainment of the populace, to have princely residences 
all over the known world, were as rich as Mr. Rockefeller is 
to-day. 

When we come further down we can find in the middle ages 
plenty of men just as rich in purchasing power, just as rich in 


And a repeal of State laws on the 


proportion to the aggregate wealth of the community as our | 


richest men are now, and, Mr. Chairman, in that connection there 
is a thing worthy of consideration and agreeable to suggest. 
For the most part the great fortunes of the past were made by 


men who used their political power either for squeezing money 


from some district under their control or in obtaining from the 
central power immense gifts and gratuities. The enormously 


rich men of a few centuries ago were cardinals who were 
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great statesmen, British peers who enjoyed the favor of the 
sovereign and who as a result of that became the richest men 
in the community. It is to be regretted that a man should 
make millions out of the control of a trust if that trust is not 
honestly operated, but it is a great deal better that our million- 
aires should come from trusts, no matter how operated, than 
they should have built up their fortunes as were great fortunes 
in the past, by the use and abuse of political power. We may 
talk about graft, Mr. Chairman. It still exists, but the graft 
of the present as compared with graft from the misuse of po- 
litical power in the past is petty larceny compared with grand 
larceny. 

We reach the result, at least I reach the result, that it ís 
unlikely and that it is inexpedient that any attempt should be 
made to restrict the size of any individual fortune. I see no 
reason why we should regulate the size of an honestly made 
fortune. 

It is almost impossible that the accumulation of a large for- 
tune should not contribute to the business development of the 
country, to the employment of laborers, to the establishment of 
enterprises, in the prosperity of which others may share, though 
in less degree. Mr. Harriman and Mr. Hill have made great 
fortunes in the development of railroad systems, but they have 
built up great systems; they have made them more useful to the 
public. I doubt if the State will ever attempt to restrict the 
amount that any man can honestly make from the combination 
_of his own intelligence with the opportunities offered by the 
growth of wealth and business and population in modern times. 

We then come to the question of imposing a tax upon the 
property that a man leaves when he himself departs from this 
world. The saying of Mr. Hay is familiar, that the Amer- 
ican people ask in reference to a proposition, first, “Is it just?” 
And, second, “ Will it pay?” In like manner I intend to ask 
whether a progressive inheritance tax is just; can it be defended 
upon principles of broad justice as between. the State and the 
citizen; and, second, is it expedient? Is it for the interest of 
the State and the interest of the citizen also that such a tax 
should be imposed? First, is it just? There are persons who 
say, “A heavy inheritance tax, a tax of 20 or 30 per cent on a 
great fortune, is socialism, is robbing a man of the wealth he 
has acquired.” 

Let us see a little how wealth is acquired, and upon what 
rests the right of the state to impose a heavy burden upon the 
fortunes accumulated within it. How does a man make his 
money? Let us take Mr. Rockefeller. Let us assume that 
Mr. Rockefeller, with the same proportion of business ability 
and business genius that he possesses, was born, for instance, 
in Patagonia, and there spent his days. Would he have ac- 
cumulated $300,000,000? He could not have accumulated 
3,000,000 cents. No man can make money by himself alone. 
The wealth that is accumulated is accumulated by the op- 
portunities that the state affords. First, it creates a police to 
guard a man and his property; second, it passes laws by which 
his rights can be enforced; and third, and most important in a 
great nation like this, it furnishes a community of 80,000,000 
of people, having money from whom he can accumulate money. 
Let a man have the same ability, the same industry, the same 
capacity, and pass his life in a poor and hungry land, the 
problem of what will be done with his millions will never be 
a practical one, because his millions will not be accumulated. 
It requires the brains of the man to create a fortune, but it re- 
quires just as much the opportunities of the state. 

The great commercial fortunes in this country have been built 
up because the men had brains and because it was their good 
fortune to deal with 80,000,000 people who had money. Mr. 
Carnegie’s iron works would never haye earned one dollar if 
there had not been manufacturers and railroads to buy their 
products. The Standard Oil Company would never have been a 
wealthy corporation if there had not been a vast population of 
people who desired to buy its products and had the money to 
pay for them. The Hill and Harriman railroads would be in 
the hands of receivers to-day if there were not people—vast 
numbers of people—who wished to travel over them, to send 
freight upon them, and had the money to pay for it. 

So, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me perfectly apparent that the 
state has the right to say to any person who has accumulated 
a fortune, “ You shall have the enjoyment of it; you shall have 
the use of it, but when you come to pass it over to some one 
else the state has the inherent right to levy upon it such a tax 
as may fairly represent what the people of the state have con- 
tributed toward the fortune.” 

There can be no tax that rests more solidly upon the princi- 
ples of inherent justice than an inheritance tax. 

We next reach the question of the people who are affected 
by it. When a tax is levied upon a living man he gets rid of 


it if be can, and dissatisfaction and sometimes even interfer- 
ence with commercial activity are produced by it. But there 
is no tax collected so easily, there is no tax yielded to so grace- 
fully, as the tax that does not take from a man what he has 
himself earned, but takes from an heir some proportion of what 
he had hoped to receive. It is human nature. A man has 
earned a certain amount of money and 10 per cent of it is taken 
from him. It seems to him a heavy imposition. He inherits 
or receives a certain amount of money. His inheritance is not 
quite as large as he had hoped, but still he is content. To lose 
what you have is very different from not gaining quite as much 
as you had hoped. No form of taxation—and this is an impor- 
tant consideration—will impose so little irritation upon those 
from whom it comes as an inheritance tax. 

I have considered cursorily the rights of the man who has 
earned the money and the right of the State to ask, as between 
the State and the originator or earner of the fortune, for its 
fair proportion. 

We now come to the question of the rights of his children or 
his heirs. Mr. Chairman, I say without any hesitation that they 
certainly have no rights to-be considered. Mr. Rockefeller or 
any other man who has acquired a large fortune may say that 
he has the right to the enjoyment of it during his lifetime, and 
that how far he should have the right to dispose of it after his 
death is a question to be fairly considered. But a child that is 
bern into the world, and happens to be the child or the grand- 
child or the grandnephew of Mr. Rockefeller, that has given 
itself no trouble except the trouble of being born, has no right 
to demand that a great share of the national wealth shall be 
set apart for it. It has the same right as every other child 
born, to have the fair and equal protection of the State, the 
same opportunities as are given to others—that and nothing 
more. But to talk about the right to inherit $50,000,000 or 
n possessed by some child just come into the world, 
s absurd. 

Mr. LACEY. Before the gentleman leaves that point, would 
the gentleman draw a distinction between the children and the 
widow, who perhaps has helped to earn or save the estate? 

Mr. PERKINS. Why, certainly; I think the widow should 
have a fair share. But I do not think there is any inherent 
justice in saying that Mrs. Russell Sage shall have $70,000,000 
or $80,000,000. That she should have enough to keep her in com- 
fort and in luxury no one would question, but that she has the 
right to receive a fortune large beyond any possibility of spend- 
ing I do not concede. 

Mr. PARSONS. Do you deny that the children have the right 
to some share of the estate? 

Mr. PERKINS. It is not necessary to deny that, because a 
law forbidding it would be absurd. The children of rich men 
have the right to a sufficient amount to be able to live in com- 
fort, to be able to obtain an education, even, to a certain extent, 
to be placed beyond the necessities of life. No one questions 
that. No one would approve of legislation to deprive them of 
that, or would think for one moment of introducing it. But 
my: friend knows perfectly well that a child when it comes into 
possession of wealth sufficient for every form of luxury—that 
a child with $5,000,000 is just as well off as a child with 
$10,000,000 or $50,000,000. Yes, Mr. Chairman, better off. 

Mr. STANLEY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. STANLEY. In speaking of the inherent right of a child 
to inherit, the law does not contemplate any such right and 
never did, if I understand it. The fact that the father, the 
possessor of the property, has the absolute right in all States of 
this Union, and a right not denied by any Federal statute, to 
dispose of his property, recognizes the old common-law maxim, 
as old as the Jaw, that the heir has no inherent right to the 
property of the parent. 

Mr. PERKINS. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. PARSONS. Is it not true that in the continental coun- 
tries of the world, where this inheritance tax is in vogue, laws 
provide that a certain proportion of the inheritance shall go to 
the children? 

Mr. PERKINS. That is so in some of them—in France and 
some others—but not in all. $ 

But, Mr. Chairman, what I was suggesting was not the 
strict legal question, but the moral question. The child had the 
right to complain if instead of being the possessor of $20,000,000 
he finds himself the possessor of $15,000,000. What are the 
advantages of enormous wealth? It does not bring happiness, 
greater happiness than possessed by others, but it brings what 
is a dangerous element in the community and leads to civil 
discord. The envy—you may say the unfounded envy—the. 
ill will in large masses of the community toward persons of 
very great wealth is strong and unfortunate, even when that 
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wealth has been acquired by the man himself. It is very much 
stronger when the spectacle is presented of a man possessed 
of wealth far beyond the capacity of most to acquire, the re- 
sult of no labor of his own, and when- to that is added, as is 
often added, the spectacle of the misuse of great wealth, the 
indulgence In vice, and dissipation and dissoluteness, then we 
have not only a very unsavory social problem, but we have a 
dangerous political problem. 

Let us consider whether it is tor the benefit of the child that 
a vast fortune should be set aside for it. That parents should 
desire a reasonable competency for their children, property 
that will secure to them the adyantages of education and rea- 
sonable freedom of action in life, is natural and is commend- 
able. No one would seek to interfere with this. But the de- 
sire that a child should inherit $20,000,000 or $50,000,000 or 
$100,000,000, a sum vastly in excess of any possible or reason- 
able need for any profitable mode of life, presents a very dif- 
ferent question. Though the parent may entertain such a 
desire, the state is not bound to regard it. Such accumula- 
tions are usually neither for the benefit of the state nor the 
heir. 

We need not go as far as Mr. Carnegie, who thinks any in- 
heritance a curse to those who inherit, but we can surely 
agree with him when he says of a progressive inheritance tax: 

Every dollar of taxes required might be obtained in this manner 


without interfering in the least with the forces which tend to the 
development of the country. 


He adds further: 

By tario the estate heavily at death the state marks its condem- 
nation of the selfish millionaire’s unworthy life. 

It is not necessary to say this. We need not condemn the 
millionaire. If his selfishness in the administration of his 
estate does not excite our admiration, there is no reason that 
the state should leyy a penalty upon it. But, on the other 
hand, there is no reason that a man having $50,000,000 to dis- 
pose of, made out of the advantages which the state affords, 
should assert the right to give every dollar of it to his chil- 
dren. If the father harbors the desire that his descendants 
should be enormously rich people in the community, this is a 
vulgar desire, entitled to no consideration. Certainly it is 
no advantage to his daughters if they are allowed to inherit a 
sum so vast that it becomes a temptation to some worthless 
foreign nobleman to marry them. 

I do not say it would be absurd to say that many persons 
inheriting great wealth do not use their property judiciously, 
but it is true that in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred it is 
better that a large estate be divided among a number of people 
upon whom the stimulus of endeavor still remains than to have 
it held by one. Almost necessarily the possession by inherit- 
ance, not as the result of our own labor, of an enormous for- 
tune, tends first to indolence, and that is bad; and beyond that 
tends strongly to a feeling that a man so situated is to some 
extent raised above the laws that control the most of us; that 
feeling may merely result in idleness, it may result in dissolute- 
ness, it may result in vice, and all those things are most unfortu- 
nate in the case of those who, because of their great wealth, are 
specially prominent before the community. 

Mr. Chairman, shall it be said that it is unfair for us to so 
restrict the amount of property that may be left that a man 
may be prevented from ruining his own descendants? Is it an 
advantage to a man who inherits ensrmous wealth, and lacking 
the stimulus of endeavor, leads a worthless and sometimes a 
dissipated life? Is it an advantage for the daughters of families 
of great wealth that they should become the objects of tempta- 
tion to fortune hunters? Was it an advantage to Miss Vander- 
bilt or Miss Gould that her share should pass untouched by the 
state and attract the attention of some worthless foreign 
adventurer? I think not. 

Let me say, in passing, Mr. Chairman—and it is one of the 
many things to be said to the credit of this land—they talk 
about this being the land of dollars. It is about the only land 
in the world where any romance still remains. [Applause.] 
In this country the great majority of American men, thank 
the Lord, marry their wives because they want to and do not 
consider solely the patrimony of their brides. In foreign lands, 
among those of a certain social rank, the matter is as purely a 
financial problem as if one was making an investment in bank 
stocks. If the result of a progressive inheritance tax shall be 
so to diminish the share of the daughters of very rich families 
that they may stay at home and marry Americans instead of 
going broad and marrying worthless dukes and princes, then 
happiness will be increased and the welfare of the land would 
not be lessened. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 
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Mr. LONGWORTH. Does the gentleman believe that some 
good might be accomplished by limiting the period for which es- 
tates may now be entailed in this country? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; I think that is desirable. It has been 
done to some extent and ought to be done to a larger extent. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Is the gentleman familiar with the 
French law on that subject? 

Mr. PERKINS. Well, mildly so. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I believe there is no entailment what- 
ever allowed in France. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is my understanding. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Which, of course, would substantially 
diminish the amount to which an estate might increase before 
coming. into the hands of the heirs. 

Mr. PERKINS. Precisely. That, I understand, is the French 
law. Now, some say, in reference to possible evil from the ac- 
cumulation of great estates, that they will disintegrate by them- 
selves. Mr. Chairman, that is not entirely correct. The old 
saying, that it took only three generations from poverty to pov- 
erty, is not true in reference to the great fortunes of the present 
day. Right in our own country, take families like the Vander- 
bilts, the Astors, and I might name many others, among whom 
wealth has been found for several generations, Certainly there 
is no sign in any of those families of any rapid return to a con- 
dition of destitution. Estates are often dissipated as a result 
of the recklessness or the vice of the person having the property. 

That is, of course, a misfortune. It is a misfortune to the 
public that any man, worth more or worth less, should dissipate his 
estate by vice, by waste in any way. But taking out the case 
of those who are ruined by inheriting too much money and so 
go to the devil, the tendency of estates to increase will not be 
seriously checked as a general thing, considering the great size 
they often reach by the ordinary processes of division through 
will or inheritance. And so, unless the State levies its reason- 
able percentage upon the money that has been gained by its 
citizens, the tendency to the growth of estates will become a 
more serious problem as the future progresses. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, without any further discussion upon the 
general principles that are involved, I wish to say a word or two 
in reference to possible legislation on this subject. 

The rate of taxation upon these great estates that would be 
just to the public, that would utilize the proper proportion of 
them for the advancement of public weal, that would also ac- 
complish a useful purpose in preventing the rapid piling up 
of fortunes so unwieldly as to be injurious alike to the commu- 
nity and the possessor is a problem to be carefully considered. 
Mr. Carnegie declared himself in favor of an inheritance tax 
which would equal 50 per cent in the case of the largest fortunes. 
It could be strongly argued that eyen a tax as great as that is 
not inherently unjust. 

As I said in the beginning, I do not expect the bill I have 
introduced to be reported upon at this Congress. I do believe, 
however, that we are starting a live and important question, im- 
portant as a source of revenue to the Government and important 
for its direct and indirect social effect on the community, The 
question of how much this tax should be is one that is to be 
gravely considered. This objection will be made by some, that 
if you impose a heavy inheritance tax it will be evaded by the 
man in his lifetime disposing of his own property. In the first 
place, Mr. Chairman, in any proper bill, in the bill that I in- 
troduced, we impose the same tax on a gift that is made either 
to take effect at the death of the donor or with intent to evade 
the law. I do not mean a gift made by a man in the vigor of 
life, but under such circumstances that the court would say 
that it was made in anticipation of his death and to evade the 
law. So that can be reached. 

Further, if the indirect effect of this legislation was that men 
to a larger extent disposed of their estate In thelr own life- 
time, certainly that would be an unmixed advantage. If the 
man who intends to give his money to charity would give it 
when he is alive and would be his own executor, instead of 
leaving other people to execute his will, it would be infinitely 
better for the public. 

We can take a case so weli known as the Tilden will, where 
a great charity devised by a great lawyer failed of effect be- 
cause the great lawyer was unwilling to execute it in his life- 
time, and left it to the courts and others to carry into effect, 
in which they failed. 

Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, let no one be disturbed by the 
idea that there would be any large evasion of the inheritance- 
tax law. A man will go a great way to avoid a tax he has to 
pay himself, but the man that strips himself of his own estate 
in order to save other people paying a tax, I do not care it 
they be his own heirs, is exceedingly rare. 


Nature fights on our side in this matter. A man will resort to 
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many devices in order to avoid taxation which he himself must 
pay, but few are the men who are willing to strip themselves of 
the enjoyment of their own wealth in their own lifetime to les- 
sen the burden of taxation that will fall on others. The example 
of King Lear was not so fortunate that it is apt to excite fol- 
lowers among modern multi-millionaires. The desire of a man 
to hold during his own lifetime and under his own control and 
for his own enjoyment that which is his own is one of the 
strongest principles of human nature, and it will not lose its 
force no matter what inheritance law Congress may enact. 

Now, as to the amount. I think it is inherently right that in 
any tax imposed, if it is a progressive tax, that the rate should 
be based upon the share that the person receives. Indeed, I 
doubt if an inheritance-tax law which said that the rate of taxa- 
tion should be increased, not by the amount which the bene- 
ficiary receives but by the size of the estate, would be consti- 
tutional. In the last decision on this question Judge White 
suggested the question as to whether it would be constitutional 
to say that a man’s tax should be increased, not by what came 
into his possession but by the aggregate size of the estate, and 
this question it is certainly wise to avoid. 


Apart from that, anyone can see the injustice in many cases. 


A man, for instance, leaves a million dollars, all to one child. 
Then our tax is levied upon the million dollars the one child 
receives. But suppose, on the other hand, it was levied on the 
size of the estate and the man with a million dollars gave one- 
half of it to charity and $100,000 each to five different persons. 
Anyone can see the injustice of fixing the same rate of taxation. 
Everybody, Mr. Chairman, would see the unfairness of that, 
and, I think, also the illegality. In the bill I have suggested 
for consideration the tax increases with a good deal of rapidity 
as the amount of the share increases. 

What is the reasonable proportion of a great estate that 
should fall to the public, what is the just proportion that 
should be made subject to the direction of the deceased, is a 
problem to be considered. I have presented a bill which pro- 
vides that where the share of any beneficiary is less than a mil- 
lion dollars the rates shall vary, amounting in the case of a 
direct heir to about 2 per cent. This certainly is reasonable. 
Where the share shall exceed that amount there shall be levied 
on the excess duties varying from 12 per cent to something over 
25 per cent on all sums in excess of thirty ‘millions. These 
duties are fixed by the share received by the beneficiary and not 
by the size of the estate. This principle modifies considerably 
the severity of the tax and meets the suggestions thrown out 
by the courts. 

Will anyone say that such a rate of imposition is unfair as 
between the state and the beneficiary, or will be injurious to the 
person who receives his estate to that extent diminished? No; 
Mr. Chairman. It is often said that we shouid legislate for the 
greatest good of the greatest number. I believe that a reason- 
ably drawn progressive inheritance-tax law is for the greatest 
` good of all. It is for the good of the citizens who will receive 
their proportion of the benefit. It is for the good of the heir, 
who will receive an unwieldly fortune to some extent lessened. 
It will benefit the state, it will assist in the solution of social 
problems, it will not check the development of enterprise or the 
desire to acquire wealth on the part of the individual, it will 
lessen some of the evils of our present condition, it will harm 
none and help all. ; 

Though I recognize that this law is not to be practically con- 
sidered, yet I believe that within a very few years a progressive 
inheritance tax will be as much the established law of this land 
as it is of England, of France, of every great European nation, and 
that no tax will be more fair, the justice of no tax will be more 
thoroughly recognized by the community, and the results of no 
tax will be more satisfactory to the people of the land. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, listening to the remarks 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINS] upon the sub- 
ject of an inheritance tax, my attention is directed also to the 
matter of an income tax, and to some things that are involved 
in the consideration of the two questions. All know that as 
matters now stand, unless through change in the personnel of 
the Supreme Court, leading to a change in its views and de- 
cision upon this subject, an income tax can not be imposed and 
sustained. There are a great many people of the nation, and I 
am one of them, who believe that a graduated tax upon incomes 
is a most righteous and most desirable tax. I quite agree with 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINS], and with those 
taking a similar view, that an inheritance tax also is most de- 
sirable, and I hope the time is not far distant when we may 
have it established in this country. 

In view of the fact, however, that an income tax is a mere 
experiment—not as to the qualities of the tax or its beneficial 
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features, but as to the opinion of the court concerning its con- 
stitutionality—and inasmuch also as there are a good many 


other things that in the estimation of a good many people in 
this country would be wholesome as matters of legislation, 


which perhaps are not constitutional at this time, efforts are 
made from time to time to amend the Constitution, and such 
efforts will be continued almost indefinitely. When we reflect 
that no amendments to that great instrument have been made 
in more than a hundred years, excepting only the thrée which 
grew out of the civil war, and that excepting these civil war 
amendments and the one in relation to the electoral college, 
growing out of the contest between Jefferson and Burr for the 
Presidency more than a century ago, all the other amendments 
may be regarded as practically part of the original Constitution, 
we may safely conclude that the Constitution will not be 
amended in our day through the submission of amendments by 
tlie Congress. 

The Constitution itself, however, provides another way of se- 
curing amendments to that instrument—that is, by the action 
in the first instance of the several States themselves. Article 
V is as follows: 

The Congress, whenever two-thirds of both Houses shall deem it nec- 
essary, shall 8 amendments to this Constitution, or, on the ap- 
plication of the legislatures of two-thirds of the several States, shall 
call a convention for proposing amendments, which, in either case, shall 
be valid to all intents and pu „ as part of this Constitution, when 
ratified by the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States, or by 
conventions in three-fourths thereof, as the one or the other mode of 
ratification may be proposed by the Congress: Provided, That no amend- 
ment which may be made prior to the year 1808 shall in any manner 
affect the first and fourth clauses in the ninth section of the first 
article; and that no State, without its consent, shall be deprived of its 
equal suffrage in the Senate. 


There has been a great deal of agitation in the country from 
time to time, and there is perhaps a good deal now, over the 
proposed amendment of the Constitution in a good many im- 
portant particulars. With some of this agitation and some of 
these movements I am in sympathy; with others I am not. A 
great many very good people, entitled to their views and en- 
titled to a hearing upon them, are of the opinion that in a 
good many important particulars the Constitution ought to be 
amended. For instance, there are those who believe that it 
ought to be amended so as to provide for female suffrage. 
Others would have a marriage and divorce amendment. Some 
believe it should be amended with reference to the liquor traf- 
fic, or by way of prohibition of the liquor traffic. Many believe 
there ought to be a constitutional provision for the election of 
United States Senators by direct vote of the people. There are 
those who are of the opinion that the President and Vice- 
President should also be chosen by a direct vote. Some be- 
lieve the Presidential term ought to be six years instead of four 
years, and that the President ought to be ineligible for re- 
election as his own successor. Some people, particularly in the 
latitude of Washington, believe it is vastly important to have 
the Presidential term begin later in the season, so that inaugu- 
ration day may fall at a time when the weather is more agree- 
able and fit for a pageant than it is likely to be about the 4th 
day of March. A great many people believe that Congress ought 
to be convened shortly after the election, instead of thirteen 
months after the Members of the House of Representatives are 
chosen. There are some who believe that provision ought 
te be made in the Constitution whereby the Government, under 
suitable regulations of law, might insure the lives of citi- 
zens of this great Republic. I am one of those who enter- 
ain that opinion. Life insurance by the Government could 
be made both safe and profitable; and what a boon to the peo- 
ple to get insurance at what it is worth! There are people 
who believe that by an amendment to the Constitution greater 
power, better-defined power, power that may be more easily ex- 
ercised and more effectively employed, might be supplied for 
dealing with great trusts and other mighty corporate agencies 
of the land. I need not take the time of the House in enumer- 


ating the various matters concerning which amendments have 


been and are persistently urged and earnestly desired. I men- 
tion some of them merely as preliminary to the consideration of 
whether or not it might be advisable for the people of this coun- 
try, by action of their various State legislatures, to call upon Con- 
gress to make proyision for a constitutional convention, in which 
all the plans and schemes of amendment might be presented. 
Such a convention surely would be composed, in part at least, 
of the ablest men in the land. It would be a very great body 
of American statesmen and citizens. I believe the very fact of 
the assembling of such a conyention—lI believe, indeed, the pre- 
liminary discussions leading up to it or designed to bring it 
about—would be productive of much good in legislation in Con- 
gress and in the several State legislatures. The convention, I 
presume, would submit some amendments for. the ratification 
of the people, and State conventions might follow, for consider- 
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ing and determining the adoption or rejection of the amend- 


ments submitted. 


, 


Now, I am not one of those who believe that the old Constitu- 
tion is worn out, or that the ingenuity and statesmanship and 
patriotism of to-day would be likely to supply something which 
in its fundamental principles would be any improvement upon, 
or even as good as, that old instrument; but I am one of those 
who do believe that a constitution made more than a hundred 
years ago, when conditions were vastly different, when corpora- 
tions were in their infancy, when our population was sparse, 
when wealth was not concentrated, when great agencies in 
government were not employed as they are employed now, be- 
fore the day of the telegraph and telephone and the many tri- 
umphs of electricity, before many of the mighty inventions of to- 
day and yesterday were dreamed of; that a constitution made 
then may lack something now. I believe the makers did not 
embody in that instrument of matchless worth, our Constitu- 
tion, all that might be or is now sufficient or desirable for 
present needs or to equip the people to meet the rapidly growing 
needs of the future of a great.country. I believe a convention of 
American citizens, assembled for the purpose of considering 
various propositions to amend that Constitution, would be likely 
to submit some wholesome and timely amendments, perhaps a 
good many, but some, at least, which would meet the approval 
of the American people, and, by their sovereign will, be made 
part of the Constitution. 

I believe there is enough of wisdom and patriotism and justice 
in the American people, enough pride in their past, interest in 
the present, and hope of the future, to protect us against any 
possible danger that the Constitution might be impaired by the 
adoption of an unwise amendment. It requires three-fourths 
of thie States, either through conventions or through State leg- 
islatures, to ratify any amendment to the Constitution. I can 
not believe that any amendment not deserving ratification, any 
amendment which really would not be an improvement, an et- 
largement, a perfecting, of the Constitution would meet with 
the approval of legislatures or conventions in three-fourths of 
the States of this Union. Of course, our action here, if any 
action is to be taken along this line, would be action only after 
the State legislatures, to the number of two-thirds of those in 
the Union, shall have called upon us for action. A good deal 
of time has been taken in committee and some in the House and 
in the Senate on various propositions tọ amend the Constitu- 
ticn. Every session these propositions are up. There are hear- 
ings before committees and occasional reports, sometimes 
lengthy and sometimes learned, upon this or that proposition, 
but no amendments are made, and no opportunity is given the 
people to consider whether or not any amendment should be 
made. 

i am one of those who believe that there ought to be recur- 
rence as frequently as possible to the judgment of the mass of 
American citizens. I believe that under our system of govern- 
ment it is wise every now and then, and quite frequently, to 
get at the sense of our people, affording them full opportunity 
to make themselves heard. There is a growing feeling, I think. 
and I think it is one that has foundation in real fact and real 
need, that very often legislation is too far away from the 
masses of the people; that their will is expressed in legislation 
too slowly and too imperfectly; that combined powers thaf can 
make known their wishes quickly, that exert their potent influ- 
ence rapidly, that can concentrate at the very point where things 
are to be done, are more likely to prevail than the profound 
sentiments of the scattered citizenship of the country. 

There are a great many people who believe that in our Con- 
stitution there cught to be provision made for what is popularly 
known as the Initiative and Referendum, by means of which 
the people themselves might directly suggest and initiate and 
directly pass upon legislation. I believe our Constitution 
would be improved by providing in it for this exercise of power 


` by the people. 


The whole problem of modern government, where the people 
seek to govern themselves, is involved in the one proposition 
of enabling the great masses of people, the 999, scattered and 
dispersed in their various vocations oyer the country, to make 
their power felt, register their will, and have done that which 
they desire to haye done, in their own interest, for the welfare 
of the whole community and for the perpetuity of the Govern- 
ment. Itis vastly important for the people that they be provided 
with the means of opposing effectively, and surely and swiftly 
overcoming those who have usurped authority, and those who by 
the concentration of wealth and by the powerful modern agencies 
for its creation and utilization in all sorts of ways, good and bad, 
are constantly pushing on to further their own interests and are 
constantly growing more heedless of the rights and interests of 


early, often do not actually serve them at all. 


the plain Amercan citizen. Now, if the Constitution could be 
amended so that the people will have more power, so that there 
may be quicker response to popular demands, so that there 
may be a correct and more authoritative registering of the popu- 
lar will, very much will have been done toward insuring the 
perpetuity of our government and perserving and enforcing the 
rights of our citizens. 

An election was held Iast month for Members of the House of 
Representatives of the Sixtieth Congress. Unless there should 
be an extraordinary session called, the Members then elected will 
not assemble to discharge the duties of their office until Decem- 
ber of next year—1907—thirteen months after they were elected. 
There really ought to be in the Congress of the United States, 
as there is in all of the State legislatures, an assembling of the 
newly elected body quickly after the election, while the Mem- 
bers are fresh from the people, whence they come with the au- 
thorization of the people, the command of the people, to do cer- 
tain things and to refrain from the doing of certain other 
things; to make new laws; to amend or repeal old laws. A 
great many things happen in this country in the space of thir- 
teen months, and Representatives who do not serye the people 


It is true that a Congress could be assembled, under the Con- 
stitution as it is, very much earlier than we meet. Instead of 
meeting on the first Monday of December, we could fix our meet- 
ing day at any time after the commencement of the Congres- 
sional term. Any time after the 4th of next March the Six- 
tieth Congress, by operation of law, if we saw proper to change 
the law with reference to the time of meeting, might be assem- 
bled. Somehow or other, I know not why, there seems to be 
opposition to any change, and the result is, Congress after Con- 
gress, we meet first in December, thirteen months after our elec- 
tion. We choose Members of the House of Representatives for 
two years, and thirteen months of that period are suffered to 
pass before the Representatives enter upon the discharge of 
their duties. This would appear passing strange if it were not 
so familiar and common, if it were not the order of things. It is 
strange that we do not amend the law, do the best that we can. 
But there could very easily be an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion, if a convention were assembled to consider such things, by 
means of which Congress would be assembled soon after the 
election, speedily, in January or even in December following 
the election. 

Then there is no reason why a Congress, after its successor 
has been chosen, should sit at all, except in extraordinary ses- 
sion, before the new Congress comes in—when there is, in the 
judgment of the President, an emergency for Congressional ac- 
tion before the new Congress can act. 

There is no reason in the nature of things, there is no reason 
in the essence of good government, why this Congress instead 
of the new Sixtieth Congress should now be in session. Those 
who declined reelection or failed to secure it are supposed not 
to be so vigilant, so zealous, in the closing months of a term as 
those newly elected, who have the stimulus of a fresh baptism 
of popular favor, and something here for ambition to feed upon. 
I speak of this in generalties, because I know in many instances 
men whose terms are scon to expire have enough vigilance and 
are patriotic enough to be useful up to the very last hour of 
their service in a short session of Congress, when they know 
they will not be Members of the next Congress. 

There can be no good reason why a Congress should be elected 
in November, for a peried of two years, to assemble thirteen 
months later, and in a few months perhaps be involved in the 
throes of the on-coming campaign, a very large share of the 
membership being candidates for renomination and reelection. 
Now, it may be supposed, and if we were not acquainted with 
the history of things and did not know how things go here, it 
would be supposed, that a change in the meeting time of Con- 
gress could be easily effected; but it can not be easily effected. 
We know that for years and generations, even, there have been 
efforts made without effect for a change, and perhaps other 
years’ and other generations may pass without its being accom- 
plished. But I think it is very fair to assume that through a 
constitutional convention this change at least might be made; 
and if the Constitution were amended in no other particular, if 
no other change were made in it, there would be enough of con- 
sideration for all the expense and all the labors of the conven- 
tion if provision were made for assembling Congress speedily 
after election. To-day a constitutional amendment is necessary, 
hecause now the term begins on the 4th day of March, and, by 
shortening or lengthening one term, it should be made to begin 
in December or January next after the election. 

Now, I believe there would be wisdom in an amendmeat 
limiting the incumbency of the Presidential office to a single 
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term. In some of the States the governor is ineligible to reelec- 
tion as his own successor, as in Missouri, where the treasurer 
ikewise is ineligible. 

When you look to the new State constitutions, there will be 
found many minor provisions which might, with great propriety, 
be incorporated in the Federal Constitution. For instance, a 
number of these constitutions enable the governor to veto items 
in appropriation bills. A bill may contain thousands of items, 
and the governor has the right to veto any one or any number 
of them and approve the bill as to the others. 

I believe such a provision would be immensely beneficial. There 
ere a number of abuses it would cut off, and the saving would 
be great. Too often it is only necessary to get an item, no 
matter how objectionable, into a great appropriation bill, and as 
the bill must go through and does go through, that item stands 
with the very best and the most necessary ones in it. The re- 
sult is that combinations are invited, and sometimes, I fear, com- 
binations are made, by which A assists B and B assists A, and 
the unholy alliance extends through the alphabet, with the re- 
sult that probably two or three or a dozen or fifty or a hundred 
items are incorporated in the bill, not one of which, perhaps, 
has merit enough to stand alone or to win by itself upon its own 
merits. Now, if the President, when he comes to pass upon 
such a bill, could veto any item or items in it, there would be 
cut off the tendency to the abuse of combinations for the purpose 
of loading up bills, and in large part the possibility of success, 
because it might be assumed that most objectionable items would 
be vetoed. 3 

Then I think the veto power itself ought to be limited, for I 
do not believe that the President’s power in legislation ought 
to be equal to the voting power and the persuasive power of one- 
sixth of the membership of the House and one-sixth of the 
membership of the Senate. It is one thing for the President to 
veto a bill and it is another thing for that veto to be effective, 
unless one-sixth of the membership of this House and one-sixth 
of the membership of the Senate, added to a majority of each 
body, unite to override the veto. The real purpose of a veto, 
it seems to me, ought to be to invite the attention of the legis- 
lative body to supposed objections in the matter vetoed. It 
ought to be rather in the way of a holding up, a cautionary 
sort of proceeding. It ought not to require so large a vote to 
overcome a yeto. It ought to be rather a check upon legisla- 
tion, a challenging of the special attention of the lawmakers to 
the matter regarded as objectionable. “I do not believe this 
matter ought to pass. Please look into it more carefully; please 
give it reconsideration and see what your deliberate judgment 
about it is.” But of late years there has been no particular 
abuse of the veto power, and a change in it is perhaps a matter 
of comparatively small importance. 

But, as to the main proposition. Here we have a Constitu- 
tion, one of the greatest and best ever brought into being by 
human brains; we have a Constitution framed in the infancy of 
the Republic, framed in the primitive days, before the great 
railroad had an existence, before great electric motors and tele- 
graph and telephone were known; before the modern agencies 
called “trusts” had a being or were dreamed of; before the 
appearance of the millionaire as a common, every-day citizen; 
before the near approach of the billionaire; before the aggre- 
gation of hundreds and thousands of millions of dollars under 
single control; and it seems to me that in our progress, in the 
history of our nation and of the world, we certainly have 
reached a time when it might be wise to assemble a convention 
to consider whether or not amendments could with profit be 
. proposed to the great conservator of our liberties; and if they 
should be proposed, for the people deliberately, after their own 
manner, in their own fashion, to consider whether or not the 
Constitution should be amended. 

Now, out of the discussion that would necessarily arise in a 
convention and after a convention certainly would come an 
awakening that could not be anything else than beneficial to 
the people of this country. There would be attention centered 
upon matters that are now overlooked and neglected. The 
people would have opportunity to assert their power and re- 
sume their control over some of the things, control of which has 
largely slipped from their hands. For instance, there is going 
on all the time now a conflict in opinion, and sometimes a con- 
flict beyond opinion, between capital and labor, where serious 
questions as to the writ of injunction are involved. There 
has been a great deal of discussion and much uncertainty in a 
great many minds as to how the matter really stands. There 
is one school of thought that takes the view that the courts 
have the inherent power to determine what writs they ought 
to issue, and, if they decide they ought to issue particular ones, 
to issue them; that it is an inherent, necessary, preservative 
power and prerogative of the courts; that the court must say 


what is necessary to maintain its dignity and preserve its 
authority and execute its mandates, and that there is no power 
under the Constitution, no agency in the Government, to inter- 
fere with that exercise of authority. 

Then there is another school of thought claiming that the 
courts, excepting alone the Supreme Court of the United States, 
being creatures of the lawmaking power, are within the scope 
of such laws as are made and such laws as may be made; that 
the question whether or not particular writs should issue, the 
circumstances under which they shall issue, if issued at all, 
are legislative questions and not judicial questions; that the 
power to make courts is the power also to unmake courts; that 
the right to confer, through legislative action, power upon courts 
carries with it also the constitutional right to circumscribe that 
power, take away part of it, and direct how it shall be exercised. 

Now, that is an unsettled question in this country, with a 
tendency all the time in the courts to magnify themselves and 
to determine more and more and more that they have this 
power and that power, never given to them, as was foreseen by 
the wise men of the early day; a tendency ever toward magni- 
fying the power of the courts and lessening the power of the 
legislative and executive branches when brought into conflict 
with them, and what is of far more importance, lessening in a 
good many instances the inherent and vital privileges and im- 
munities of the people. 2 

I believe a great deal of good might be done by a constitu- 
tional convention considering that among other questions. Shall 
our courts be final and supreme arbiters? Shall the court deter- 
mine what its powers are? Shall the court, independently of 
the Congress, determine when it shall issue a particular writ, 
who violates an injunction or a writ of prohibition or any other 
extraordinary writ, and what the punishment shall be—all 
determined by a single lifetime appointee—or shall the people, 
through those whom they elect to Congress from time to time 
and who are responsible to them, determine what the power of 
the courts shall be? Shall the Congress determine within 
what bounds the powers given shall be exercised, what powers 
they will give to the courts, and what powers they will with- 
hold from them? I believe a question like this is worthy of 
the consideration of the ablest minds of the country, and I 
believe that a great constitutional convention would give to it, 
as to other great questions that would naturally arise and natu- 
rally be suggested, the consideration which they really merit. 

Now, I believe one of the troubles of this country at this time 
in the conflict between labor and capital grows out of the 
assumption on the part of the courts of the right to issue cer- 
tain writs when they have no right to issue them unless author- 
ized by the lawmaking power to issue them. A court created 
by law possesses no power except what the law gives it. [Ap- 
plause.] Those who can create can destroy, if they see proper 
to destroy; those who can grant power can withhold power. 
The question of whether or not a particular writ should issue 
in a particular instance—barring only the United States Su- 
preme Court, created by the Constitution itself—certainly ought 
to be, it seems to me, a question to be determined, as all other 
questions of lawmaking are determined, by the lawmaking 
body of the country—the Congress of the United States. And 
there ought to be some way of getting at undesirable judges, 
whether unfaithful or no longer efficient, and something more 
expeditious, something less cumbersome, something surer than 
the one remedy provided by the Constitution—impeachment— 
ought to be available. There ought to be something equivalent 
to removal by address. There ought to be some added sense of 
responsibility imposed upon every man who holds a judicial 
office in this country by life tenure. 

Mr. STANLEY. Is it not true that that was one of the first 
defects pointed out in the Constitution within a few years after 
it was adopted? If my memory serves me correctly, Thomas 
Jefferson pointed out the danger of putting that power into the 
hands of the court. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Well, of course, Mr. Chairman, Jeffer- 
son's writings I think are full of warnings and admonitions and 
expressions of fear as to what may result from an encroaching 
judiciary. 

Everybody in this country has respect for the courts, and 
in a body like this, where a large majority are members of 
the bar and a good many of them ex-judges, of course respect 
to the highest degree exists, but there is a tendency in the hu- 
man mind and in human conduct to gather power, and, uncon- 
sciously perhaps—sometimes unconsciously and sometimes con- 
sciously—to usurp authority. You appoint a man judge for 
life, removable only by impeachment, a slow, tedious process, 
which, as the history of the country shows, usually brings no 
results. All he has to do is to avoid an offending on account of 


which he can be removed by the process of impeachment. A 
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large number of his actions are not reviewable in higher courts. 
Either there is no provision for review or those affected inju- 
riously are too poor to go to a higher court. The result is that 
there is a tendency all the time for the judge—assuming he is 
trying to do What is right and proper—if he thinks the case is 
one calling for a strong remedy to bottom his decision and jus- 
tify his action npon the most extreme action, the most radical 
assertion of power, of any other court or judge whose ruling 
falls under his notice. He may go a little grain beyond any 
other one. Another case arises, and another judge goes further 
still, following and enlarging upon precedent; and só it goes, a 
constant, steady, gradual, and sure advance in the claim of 
power, in the assumption of power, in the exercise of power, 
with no unqaestioned agency to check or correct. Now, take the 
matter of injunctions, if you please. 

Mr. STANLEY. Will the gentleman yield for an interrup- 
tion at that point? I am very deeply interested, and I would 
like to ask the gentleman if he does not think it would be wise, 
in cases of constructive contempts, where heavy fines and long 
terms of imprisonment may probably be imposed, to have the 
punishment inflicted by the intervention of a jury? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I have heretofore ex- 
pressed myself in favor of that, but I am trying to talk now 
about the fundamental principles rather than about the details 
of legislation. 

The writ of injunction of course is an old writ. The courts 
assume to apply it to new facts, to new cases as they arise. 
The question comes up, and a most interesting question it is— 
it is one, in my judgment, that could be dealt with by legisla- 
tion, but more effectively dealt with by à constitutional conven- 
tion—when the new facts arise, when the new conditions are 
brought about, when there is supposed to be occasion for the 
application of an old principle to a new case—who is to say, 
who has the right to say, whether the old principle or the old 
writ shall be applied to the new state of facts, to the new con- 
dition of things? The judges assume that they have the right, 
and for a century in this country and more they have been 
steadily moving forward on that theory. My judgment is that 
the legislative body, and that alone, has the right to say 
whether when a new state of things arises, when new condi- 
tions develop, when new agencies are brought into play, this or 
that writ or this or that process shall be employed. 

Now, take, for instance, the great development in railroad 
building and railroad operation. In the olden days, when the 
writ of injunction came into being, there were no railroads. No 
question arose as to whether there ought to be an injunction 
issued in a dispute between the mighty employer and the humble 
employee, because none could arise. There were no such condi- 
tlons and no such situation at that time. In the process of 
time, by means of inventions, development of the country, growth 
of population, multiplication of corporations, vast increase in 
their power, functions, and ramifications, new questions arose, 
entirely different from the issues of the dead centuries. Yet 
the contention is that in order to determine what a court of its 
own power and right—its own inherent, necessary power, as 
they say, and its own constitutional and prerogative right— 
may do or shall do, the courts are justified in drifting away 
back to the pretended fountain of judicial power, the deci- 
sions of English judges and English courts, centuries ago, 
in cases having really no analogy, when you consider them 
properly, to the cases in which the principles thence de- 

` duced are now applied. Now, is it in the power of the courts to 
go oa eternally in that way? Is it the right of the courts to de- 
termine when new conditions arise, when new agencies come 
into play, what they shall do, and how they shall do it, or is 
the determination within the power of the lawmaking body? 
My judgment is that the lawmakers have the right to determine 
about it. Some people talk as if when you interfere with the 
courts in any particular, when you raise any question as to 
whether a court possesses power which different judges of the 
country assume to have and which they exercise, you are seek- 
ing to undermine the foundations of our Government and destroy 
property rights ; invading the province wherein the courts stand 
as the guardians and protectors of everything that the citizen 
enjoys under the law. 

Who make the laws? The representatives of the body of our 
citizenship itself, men selected for the very purpose of doing 
that very work, men responsible to their constituents for the 
way in which they do it or for neglect to do it. What reason is 
there to suppose that these men will not have as tender a regard 
for those upon whom they directly depend as will these lifetime 
judges who are not dependent at all upon the great body politic? 

I did not mean to drift off into a discussion of this matter, 
because it is really foreign to the subject to which I wished to 
address myself. What I wished was merely to throw out the 
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suggestion that I think the time has arrived when a constitu- 
tional convention might by action of Congress, stimulated and 
brought about under the Constitution by the State legislatures, 
be assembled to consider whether or not in some important par- 
ticulars this great Constitution of ours might not be made 
better. This little discussion with regard to injunctions, by 
way of illustration, although it went much further than illus- 
tration, is an afterthought, and just simply happened. 

Now, having disposed of that and being upon the floor I wish 
to address myself to the provision in the bill upon the subject 
of the new spelling. It is traveling a long way to go from the 
question of amendment of the Constitution to an amendment of 
our orthography, but not caring to take the floor simply for a 
discussion of the minor. amendment matter, I wish to make an 
observation or two upon it now. I was a little surprised to find 
that provision in the bill, and I am a little surprised to find 
how seriously some people seem to take it. It seems to me it is 
somewhat of a new thing to legislate upon the subject of spelling, 
to provide, by statute how people shall spell; and it is some- 
what new, it seems to me, to cut off, in so far as you could 
cut off by statute, the possibility of improvement in spelling. 
I suppose there is such a possibility. It certainly seems so to 
those who support what is called the “new spelling;” they 
seem to think there is not only possibility, but great promise of 
reform. This proposed legislation proceeds upon the theory 
that we had better nail down English where we have it, and let 
the reformers break through the statute, if they can, or repeal 
it, if they may, in order to make any changes or any improye- 
ment in spelling. 

There are all sorts of imaginary difficulties seen down at the 
Printing Office, and there seems to be danger, in the estimation 
of some gentlemen, of our surplus vanishing in the increased 
expenses to come if some people be indulged in their taste for 
the new spelling. I do not know much about that subject, but 
I do not exactly understand how changes in spelling are going 
to be so very costly. Take the word “though.” I do not see 
how it will cost much more to print that word “tho” than 
“though.” I do not see what great racking there is to be of 
the printing machines; I do not see what great mental disturb- 
ance is going to take place among those who set the type or 
those who correct the proofs. And I am rather of the opinion 
that an individual, whether he be in public office or out of 
public office, has some little inherent right to a choice in spell- 
ing. I think that a man has a right to depart from what is 
regarded as the most generally authorized spelling and try to 
introduce a new way of spelling a particular word or particu- 
lar words. It seems to me he has, and if he furnishes “ copy ” 
for the Printing Office in an official document, and has any 
pride of opinion or any desire to further his propaganda in 
reference to spelling, I do not see where there is any objection 
to allowing him to be indulged in that fancy or that ambition. 
Nor can I see how demoralization is to come into the Printing 
Office. I do not see why anybody is going to throw away the 
oid books and get new print; I do not see why all the school 
books are to be turned out and new books to be bought, merely 
because somebody chooses to spell some words in a way which 
he regards as better than the more common spelling. If in- 
stead of legislating as the committee proposes we should 
legislate just the other way and provide that this new spelling 
should be followed in the printing of public documents, I 
would not fear a destruction at once of the old dictionaries or 
old school books or anything else that has gone into print. I 
do not understand how difficulties will come about in the 
stereotyping process. Why, if a letter or two be lopped off,-or if 
one letter be substituted for two or three letters, there is going 
to be any difficulty in stereotyping, I do not know. I do not 
think there is to be any difficulty about it. I believe seriously 
that our good Committee on Appropriations has, in a spasm of 
needless care for the welfare of the Republic in an orthographic 
way, gone a little further than it is necessary for it to go, and, 
iet me say also, a little further than it is desirable for it to go. 
Will not the Appropriation Committee indulge us a little longer 
in the freedom and liberty which we have enjoyed heretofore, 
under the august authority of Webster, Worcester, and the rest 
of them, with reference to spelling? Let them give us a little 
more time, and see whether we can bring something out of it 
even without their aid. Will they not suspend for a year or 
two? Let us wait until the new Congress comes in. Let the 
Appropriations Committee deliberate upon this a little longer. 

How are you going to familiarize yourself with the new spell- 
ing unless there be some new spelling. Spelling is very much a 
matter of habit. It is very much a matter of what we are 
familiar with and what we are not familiar with. Take some 
of these words; for instance, the word “though,” which I in- 
stanced before. Suppose in a little while we should get used 
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to the spelling “ tho.” Would we not get along very well with 
it? Great changes have taken place in the orthography of the 
language, great changes have taken place in the language itself, 
and great changes will take place, but I do not recollect that any 
of them in this country have taken place by virtue of any stat- 
ute of the Congress of the United States or of any suggestion 
of the Committee on Appropriations, ripened and crystallized 
into law. 

There are some things we can get along with, it seems to me, 
without legislation, and spelling, I believe, is one of them. 
There is no need for uniformity in it. The truth is that there 
is no uniformity about it. If we were to make a test here, you 
could give out 100 or 500 words, perhaps a very much smaller 
number, and let each Member of the House write them down, 
and I will venture to say that there would be some variety in 
the spelling. You can do that anywhere. Some people have the 
faculty of spelling and some people have it not. 

Well, now, the spelling of words has changed greatly in the 
last half century; very greatly in a century. Why do these 
gentlemen not go back to the good old Elizabethan era, the 
palmy and glorious era of English literature, and adopt the 
spelling of those days? Why not swing us back over the turbu- 
lent period of latter-day change? And why not go back to the 
old forms of letters, as well as of words, or just let us alone a 
little while longer? 

The President, I understand, wishes to spell in a new way, 
and is doing it. Why not, if you wish, deny to the President 
the right to spell as he pleases in any document which he sends 


to the Public Printer? Why not make the issue a little more 


direct with him? Why bury it in the bowels of a great appro- 
priation bill? Let the matter come up in a simple way. Put 
your reasons forth in speech and in reports, and let the Presi- 
dent put his reasons forth in a veto message if he chooses to 
veto your bill. I wish to have a chance to look at some words as 
they spell them in the new way, and by and by, perhaps gradu- 
ally, I may drop into that way. I would not bave this new 
spelling eternally new. I think it ought to have such a chance 
as it may haye without legislation against it. I think it is one 
of the subjects that we can let alone. I think that this com- 
mittee can withdraw its attention from this subject and con- 
centrate on something else, something upon which its attention 
has already rested, or, n some other new and interesting 
subject. At all eventa think the committee need not go into 
the business of coercing everybody or anybody about the man- 
ner of spelling. When the Public Printer cries for relief, when 
the compositors fail to properly execute the work they have to 
perform, when the proof readers are weary and grow faint in 
the discharge of their duties, then it will be time for this 
mighty committee to intervene, then it will be time for these 
gentlemen to turn aside from the general subject of appro- 


/priating away our money and interpose legislative barriers 


against. appropriating away any of the letters in some of our 
words. I hope the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and his associates will see whether or not there can be 
found something else upon which for the time being they can 
exercise their surplus power and zea] 

Mr. TAWNEY. Do I understand The gentleman from Mis- 
souri to say that the committee has made the change? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. No. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Or that the proposed legislation makes the 
change? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. No; I do not suppose that it does, or at 
least there is no reason to suppose so. But what I was saying 
was that the committee proposes to provide by law that certain 
words shall be spelled in certain ways. Now, I think—of course 
I suggest this very modestly—I think the committee has gone 
a little beyond its province as limited under the rules. 

Mr. TAWNEY. What has the gentleman from Missouri to 
say with respect to the province of the Executive, who proposes 
that certain words shall be spelled and printed in public docu- 
ments only in a certain way? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Nothing in the world. G am just wish- 
ing that the gentleman at the head of that committee and his 
associates, when they desire to say anything about the Execu- 
tive in reference to this matter of spelling, would get into a 
direct discussion with the Executive upon the subject, and not 
resort to an expedient which is not as bold or open as the 
Executive order, by hiding a little bit of a provision in a large 
appropriation bill, which they think the Executive dare not veto 
on account of the necessity for the appropriations carried. 
[Laughter.] Just go and meet the President in the open. I 
hepe you gentlemen will go out and meet the Executive in the 
open—and you will find him there—and the probability is that 
by the time you are through with him you may desire some 


change in the spelling of some words 
using. [Great laughter and applause.] 

Mr. LITTAUER. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio such 
time as he may desire. . 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, if I understood the gen- 

tleman from Missouri correctly, he suggests that a change in 
the Constitution, or perhaps he said in the legislation, of the 
country would be beneficial, in his judgment, from the fact, 
among many other reasons, that it would enable Con: 
Members of the House of Representatives, to legislate the full 
extent of the two years of their term prior to the election that 
would select their successors. The argument, if I caught the 
purport of it, was that the incentive to correct action and wise 
and proper legislation would be far greater if a Member of 
Congress should finish his two years’ legislation prior to the 
election of a successor for his district. 

I want to enter my solemn protest against that proposition. 
Is there any man in the world now that can legislate with the 
same degree of intelligence, and the same degree of patriotism, 
and the same degree of independence as can the fellow who ts 
going out? [Laughter.] Rather than have the change made 
that the gentleman from Missouri suggests, I would suggest 
that the legislation of this House be turned over to the gen- 
tlemen who are going out at the end of this term. [Laughter 
and applause.] They will act with much greater disinterested- 
ness than can the gentleman from Missouri, in the very nature 
of things. 

Doubtless the gentleman from Missouri believes that in all 
his votes now, during this short session, and in all his votes 
during the long session of the Sixtieth Congress, he will be 
actuated by simple patriotic purpose to do right; but he will 
be wonderfully mistaken at the end of his career. Who is 
affected now that he is going out of Congress by the bluster of 
some walking demagogue in the form of a walking delegate? 
He who is going out is secure from the danger, and it could 
have no effect upon him. Mr. Chairman, no man can tell that 
until he has tried it. [Laughter.] What a wonderful thing it 
is at the end of a long career of devotion to public duty to be 
enabled to look in the face of the critic who denounces him 
for some act of his and invite that gentleman to go to any place, 
hot or cold. [Laughter.] There is something about it that is 
refreshing to any man. [Renewed langhter.] And you, Mr. 
Chairman, who know nothing about it, when you come to ex- 
periment upon it remember what I have said, and see if I 
have overestimated the ecstasy of the moment when you are 
able to deliver that sort of an answer to somebody who inter- 
feres with your judgment. Therefore, I think that this House 
should pay especial and great attention to the suggestions that 
I myself and a number of distinguished gentlemen will make 
to you during the next sixty or seventy days. [Laughter.] 

We shall get upon the highest plane of American patriotism, 


t you will feel like 


without any question of what some fellow in my district or your. 


district will say about our action, and if you will permit us to 
take the leadership and go forward to the end of this short ses- 
sion and will follow our action, you will find yourselves in a bet- 
ter condition than you will be if you think you are acting inde- 
pendently, in view of your next election. 

I was greatly delighted to hear a discussion yesterday on the 
subject of the misspelling of words, and I was particularly 
delighted at the reference made by the gentleman from Missouri 
[ Mr. CLARK] to the subject of mispronunciation of words. When 
I got home last night I told my wife what he said, and asked 
her whom she thought the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARK] had reference to. She said, “I have warned you on 
that subject many a time. There is no doubt to whom he re- 
ferred.” [Laughter.] 

“Well,” I said to her, “now, this thing of mispronouncing 
words comes from lapsing into ancient habits. Sometimes 
even the best educated men make slips in pronunciation of 
words and eyen in the construction of sentences.” My wife 
greatly regretted that I should haye been made an example in 
the House of Representatives, so I said, “A much greater man 
than I am once perpetrated a much worse thing than that in 
the House of Representatives,” and I told her what it was. I 
said I knew one of the best educated men in the House, a 
man of distinguished ability—it would be invidious to name 
him—who boasted that he had been the youngest president of 
a college in the United States up to that date, and he grew 
very warm and earnest and eloquent, as he always does in 
advocacy of something that he thinks is right. He is a man 
of fine education, I regret I had not the early opportunities 
that he had. He is a man with a finely furnished vocabulary, 
but he got a little bit excited on the question of the pay of the 
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school-teachers of the District of Columbia, and as he was 
going smoothly along and forming his fine sentences delight- 
fully he suddenly burst forth and said, “Mr. Chairman, I 
hain’t got no use for nobody that is in favor of cutting down 
the wages of school-teachers.” [Laughter.] 

Why, Mr. Chairman, this is too big a country for everybody 
to pronounce words exactly alike. You go to the average best 
educated man from the section of country where I was born 
and ask him if he will do a thing, and if he wants to give you a 
strong statement of it he will say “suttenly.” You go to the 
country where my friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] lives 
and the same honest expression of promise will be“ sartin,” and 
if you ask the gentleman from Illinois, Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, he will say “cert,” and there you have got the 
whole country covered. [Laughter.] But it will not do to 
undertake to say that the particular sound or pronounciation of 
a letter is a question of education. It is a question of use—a 
question of locality. So much for fhe improved spelling. I 
am very much interested in it, for I used to be a first-rate 
speller. I am sorry to see the innovation coming, but it is a 
great relief at last. When it gets to that period of development 
which I think will come, when eyery fellow can spell just as he 
has a mind to and nobody can criticise him, that will be 
delightful. s 

Now, Mr. Chairman, my object in taking the floor on this 
occasion was none of these things about which I have spoken. 
[Laughter.] I ask unanimous consent to extend in the RECORD 
my remarks upon the topic of the merchant-marine bill. 
{Laughter.] It is a proposition not quite so old as the question 
of orthography. It is about the same age as initiative and refer- 
endum, and getting worn a little bit threadbare, as that proposi- 
tion is; but it does not involve an amendment to the Constitution. 
And I warn my friend from Missouri [Mr. De Armonp] that 
while he may be exercising his great power in an academic 
discussion of these great questions, neither he nor his grand- 
children will live long enough, in my judgment, to see another 
amendment to the Constitution, unless it shall come in the 
stress and storm of war. [Applause.] 

I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the 
RECORD. ¥ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
` Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, under the leave granted, 
I desire to print in the Recorp the following: 

ADDRESS BY ELIHU ROOT BEFORE THE TRANS-MISSISSIPPI COMMERCIAL 
CONGRESS, KANSAS CITY, MO., TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 20,1906. 
Mr. President and gentlemen of the Congress: 


A little less than three centuries of colonial and national life have 
brought the people inhabiting the United States, 1 a process of evolu- 
tion, natural and with the existing forces inevitable, to a point of dis- 
tinct and radical change in their economic relations to the rest of man- 


kind. 

During the period now past the energy of our people, directed by the 
formative power created in our early population by heredity, by en- 
vironment, by the struggle for existence, by individual independence, 
and by free institutions, has been devoted to the internal development 
of our own country. The surplus wealth produced by our labors has 
been applied immediately to reproduction in our own land. We have 
been cutting down forests and breaking virgin soil and fencing prairies 
and opening mines of coal and iron and copper and silver and gold, 
and building roads and canals and railroads and telegraph lines and 
cars and locomotives and mills and furnaces and schoolhouses and 
colleges and libraries and hospitals and asylums and public buildings 
and storehouses and shops and homes. We have been drawing on the 
resources of the world in capital and in labor to aid us in our work 
We have gathered strength from every rich and powerful nation and ex- 
eager it upon these home undertakings; into them we have ured 

undreds of millions of money attracted from the investors of Europe. 
We have been always a debtor nation, borrowing from the rest of the 
world, drawing all possible energy toward us and concentrating it with 
our own energy upon our own enterprises. The engrossing pursuit of 
our own opportunities has excluded from our consideration and interest 
the enterprises and the possibilities of the outside world. Invention, 
discovery, the progress of science, capacity for organization, the enor- 
mous increase in the productive power of mankind, have accelerated 
our progress and have brought us to a result of development in every 
branch of internal Industrial activity marvelous and unprecedented in 
the history of the world. 

Since the first election of President McKinley the people of the 
United States have for the first time accumulated a surplus of capital 
beyond the requirements of internal development. That surplus is In- 
creasing with extraordinary rapidity. We have paid our debts to 
Europe and have become a creditor instead of a debtor nation; we 
have faced about; we have left the ranks of the borrowing nations and 
have entered the ranks of the investing nations. Our surplus energy 
is beginning to look beyond our own borders, throughout the world, to 
find Sige ies for the profitable use of our surplus capital, foreign 
markets for our manufactures, forei mines to be developed, foreign 
bridges and railroads and public works to be built, foreign rivers to be 
turned into electric power and light. As in their several ways Eng- 
land and France and Germany have stood, so we in our own way are 
beginning to stand and must continue to stand toward the industrial 
enterprise of the world. 

That we are not beginning our new role feebly is indicated by 
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$1,518,561,666 of exports in the year 1905, as against $1,117,513,071 
of im rts, and by $1,743,864,500 exports in the year 1906, as against 
$1,226,563,843 of imports. Our first steps in the new field indeed are 
somewhat clumsy and unskilled. In our own vast country, with oceans 
on either side, we have had too little contact with foreign peoples 
readily to understand their customs or learn their languages; yet no 
one can doubt that we shall learn and shall anderatand-aad shall do 
ogr es abroad, as we have done it at home, with force and 
efficiency. 

Coincident with this change in the United States, the progress of 
pousten development has been carrying the neighboring continent of 

uth America out of the stage of militarism into the stage of indus- 
trialism. Throughout the greater part of that vast continent revo- 
lutions have ceased to be looked upon with favor or submitted to 
with indifference; the revolutionary general and the dictator are no 
longer the objects of admiration and imitation; civic virtues command 
the highest respect; the people point with satisfaction and pride to 
the stability of their governments, to the safety of property and the 
certainty of justice; nearly everywhere the people are eager for for- 
eign capital to develop their natural resources and for foreign immi- 
gration to occupy their vacant land. Immediately before us, at 
exactly the right time, just as we are ready for it, great opportunities 
for peaceful commercial and industrial expansion to the south are 
8 Other investing nations are already in the fleld— England, 
France, Germany, Italy, Spain; but the field is so vast, the new de- 
mands are so great, the p ess so rapid, that what other nations 
have done up to this time is but a slight advance in the race for the 
grand total. The opportunities are so large that figures fail to con- 
vey them. The area of this newly awakened continent is 7,502,848 
square miles—more than two and one-haif times as la as the 
United States without Alaska and more than double the United States 
including Alaska. A large part of this area lies within the Tem- 
perate ne, with an equable and invigorating climate, free from 
extremes of either heat or cold. Farther north, in the Tropics, are 
enormous expanses of high table-lands, stretching from the Atlantic 
to the foothills of the Andes, and lifted far above the tropical heats; 
the fertile valleys of the western cordilleras are cooled by rpetual 
snows eyen under the equator; vast forests grow untouch from a 
soil of incredible richness. The plains of Argentina, the great up- 
lands of Brazil, the mountain valleys of Chile, Peru, Ecuador, Bolivia, 
and Colombia are suited to the habitation of any ra however far to 
the north its origin may have been; hundreds of millions of men can 
find healthful homes and abundant sustenance in this great territory. 

The population in 1900 was only 42,461,381, less than six to the 
Square mile. The density of population was less than one-eighth of 
that in the State of Missouri, less than one-sixtieth of that in the State 
of Massachusetts, less than one-seyentieth of that in England, less than 
1 per cent of that in Belgium. 

With this sparse population the production of wealth is already 
enormous. The latest trade statistics show exports from South Amer- 
ica to forei countries of $745,530,000, and imports of $499,858,600. 
Of the five hundred millions of goods that South America buys we sell 
them but $63,246,525, or 12.6 per cent. Of the seven hundred and 
forty-five millions that South America sells we buy $152,092,000, or 
20.4 per cent—nearly two and a half times as much as we sell. 

Their production is increasing by leaps and bounds. In eleven years 
the exports of Chile have increased 45 per cent, from $54,030, in 
1894 to $78,840,000 in 1905. In eight years the exports of Peru have 
increased 100 per cent, from $13,899,000 in 1897 to $28,758,000 In 1905. 
In ten years the exports of Brazil have increased 66 per cent, from 
$134.062,000 in 1894 to $223,101,000 in 1905. In ten years the ex- 
ports of Argentina have increased 168 per cent, from $115,868,000 in 
1895 to $311,544,000 in 1905. 

This is only the beginning; the coffee and rubber of Brazil, the 
wheat and beef and hides of Argentina and Uruguay, the copper and 
nitrates of Chile, the copper and tin of Bolivia, the silver and gold and 
cotton and sugar of Peru, are but samples of what the soil and mines 
of that wonderful continent are capable of yielding. Ninety-seven per 
cent of the territory of South America is occupied by ten independent 
Republics living under constitutions substantially copied or adapted 
from our own. Under the new conditions of tranquillity and security 
which prevail in most of them their eager invitation to immigrants 
from the Old World will not long pass unheeded. The pressure of 


pulation abroad will inevitably turn its streams of life and labor 
oward those fertile fields and valleys. The streams have already be- 
gun to flow; more than two hundred thousand immigrants entered the 


are coming this year at the rate of 

ny thousands of Germans have 
already settled in southern Brazil. They are most welcome in Brazil; 
they are good and useful citizens there, as they are here; I hope that 
many more will come to Brazil and eyery other South American coun- 
try. and add their vigorous industry and good citizenship to the up- 
building of their adopted home. 

With the increase of 1 in such a field, under free institu- 
tions, with the fruits of Iabor and the rewards of enterprise secure. 
the production of wealth and the increase of purchasing power will 
afford a market for the commerce of the world worthy to rank even 
with the markets of the Orient as the goal of business enterprise. 
The material resources of South America are In some important re- 
spects complementary to our own; that continent is weakest where 
North America is strongest as a field for manufactures; it has com- 
paratively little coal and iron. In many respects the people of the 
two continents are complementary to each other; the South American 
is polite, refined, cultivated, fond of literature and of expression and 
of the graces and charms of life, while the North American is strenu- 
ous, intense, utilitarian. Where we accumulate, they spend. While 
we have less of the cheerful philosophy which finds sources of happi- 
ness in the existing conditions of life, they have less of the inventive 
faculty which strives continually to increase the productive power of 
man and lower the cost of manufacture. The chief merits of the peo- 
ples of the two continents are different; their chief defects are differ- 
ent. Mutual intercourse and knowledge can not fail to greatly benefit 
both. Each can learn from the other; each can teach much to the 
other, and each can contribute greatly to the development and pros- 
perity of the other. A large part of their products find no domestic 
competition here; a large part of our products will find no domestic 
competition there. The typical conditions exist for that kind of trade 
which is profitable, honorable, and beneficial to both parties. 

The relations between the United States and South America haye been 
chiefly political rather than commercial or personal. In the early days 
of the Sonth American struggle for Independence the eloquence of Henry 
Clay awakened in the American people a generous sympathy for the 
patriots of the South as for brethren struggling in the common cause 


Argentine Republic last year; the 
over three hundred thousand. 
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of liberty. The clear-eyed, judicious diplomacy of Richard Rush, the 
American minister at the Court of St. James, effected a complete ynder- 
standing with Great Britain for concurrent action in opposition to the 
designs of the Holy Alliance, already contemplating the partition of 
the southern continent among the great powers of continental Euro 
The famous declaration of Monroe arrayed the organized and rapidly 
increasing power of the United States as an obstacle to European 
interference and made it forever plain that the cost of European aggres- 
sion would be greater than any advantage which could be won even 
by successful aggression. 

That great declaration was not the chance expression of the opinion 
or the feeling of the moment; it crystallized the sentiment for human 
liberty and human rights which has saved American idealism from the 
demoralization of narrow selfishness, and has given to American democ- 
racy its true world power in the virile potency of a great example. It 
responded to the instinct of self-preservation in an intensely practical 
3 It was the result of conference with Jefferson and Madison and 

ohn Quincy Adams and John C. Calhoun and William Wirj—a com- 
bination of itical wisdom, experience, and skill not easily sw 
The particular circumstances which led to the declaration no longer 
exist; no holy alliance now threatens tọ partition South America; no 
Euro colonization of the west coast threatens to exclude us from 
the cific. But these conditions were merely the occasion for the 
declaration of a principle of action. Other occasions for the applica- 
tion of the principle have arisen since; it needs no proppe vision tó 
see that other occasions for its application may ar ereafter. The 

rinciple declared by Monroe is as wise an expression of sound political 
udgment to-day, as truthful a representation of the sentiments and 
nstinets of the American 
effective rule of conduct whenever: occasion shall arise, as it was on 
the 2d of December, 1823. 

These great political services to South American independence, how- 
ever, did not and could not in the nature of things create any relation 
between the people of South America and the people of the United 
States except a relation SE ag PC 8 

Twenty-five years ago Blaine, sanguine, resourceful, and gifted 
with that nation which enlarges the historian’s understanding of 
the past into the statesman's comprehensicn of the future, undertook 
to inaugurate a new era of American relation8 which should supple- 
ment political sympathy by personal acquaintance, by the Intercourse 
of expanding trade, and by mutual helpfulness. As etary of State 
under President Arthur he invited the American nations to a confer- 


8 lar good fortune to execute his former desi and 
sessions of the First American Conference at Washington. In an ad- 
dress of wisdom and lofty spirit, which should ever give honor to 


memory, he described the assembly as “an honorable, peaceful con- 
ference of seventeen independent American powers, in which all shall 
meet together on terms of absolute equality; a conference In which 
there can be no attempt to coerce a single delegate against his own 
conception of the interests of his nation; a conference which will r- 
mit no secret understanding on any subject, but will frankly publish 
to the world all its conclusions; a conference which will tolerate no 
spirit of conquest, but will aim to cultivate an American sympathy as 
broad as bo continents; a conference which will form no selfish 
alliance against the older nations from which we are proud to claim 
inheritance—a conference, in fine, which will seek nothing, propose 
nothing, endure nothing that is not, in the general sense of all the 
delegates, timely, wise, and peaceful.” z 
The policy which Blaine inaugurated has been continued ; the Con- 
gress of the United States has approved it; subsequent Presidents have 
followed it. The first conference at Washington has succeeded 
by a second conference in Mexico, and now a third conference in 
Rio de Janeiro, and it is to be followed in years to come by further 
successive assemblies in which the representatives of all American 
States shall acquire better knowledge and more perfect understanding 
and be drawn together by the recognition of common interests and the 
kindly consideration and discussion of measures for mutual benefit. 
Nevertheless, Mr. Blaine was in advance of his time. In 1881 and 
1889 neither had the United States reached a point where it could 
turn its en es away from its own internal PA aera and direct 
them outward toward the development of foreign enterprises and -for- 
eign trade, nor had the South American countries reached the stage of 
3 in government. and security for property necessary to their 


al development. 
Now, however, the time has come. Both North and South America 


have wn up to Blaine's policy. The production, the trade, the cap- 
ital, the enterprise of the United States have before them the oppor- 
tunity to follow, and they are free to follow, the pathway marked out 


by the beg inden statesmanship of Blaine for the growth of America, 
North and uth, in the 3 prosperity of a mighty commerce. 

To utilize this o rtunity certain practical things must be done. 
For the most part these things must be done by a multitude of indi- 
vidual efforts; they can not be done by government. Government ma 
help to furnish facilities for the doing of them, but the facilities will 
be useless unless used by individuals. They can not be done by reso- 
lutions of this or any other commercial body; resolutions are useless 
unless they stir individual business men to action in their own busi- 
ness affairs. The things needed have been fully and specifically set 
forth in many reports of efficient consuls and of highly competent 
agents of the Department of Commerce and Labor, and they have 
been described in countless newspapers and magazine articles; but 
all these things are worthless unless they are followed by individual 
action. I will indicate some of the matters to which every producer 
and merchant who desires South American trade should pay attention: 

1. He should learn what the South Americans want and conform 
his product to their wants. If they think they need heavy castings, 
he should give them heavy castings and not expect them to buy light 
ones because he thinks they are better. If they want coarse cottons, 
he should give them coarse cottons and not expect them to buy fine 
cottons. It may not pay to-day, but it will pay to-morrow. The 
tendency to standardize articles of manufacture may reduce the cost 
and promote convenience, but if the consumers on the River Plata 
demand a different standard from the consumers on the Mississippi 
you must have two standards or lose one market. 

2. Both for the purpose of learning what the South American people 
want 3 of 5 3 to Tan goods 7 must . 
agents who speak or Portuguese language. or this re 
are two reasons: One that people can seldom really get at each 


ple to-day, as living in its force as an` 


other’s minds through an interpreter, and the other is that nine times 
out of ten it is only through knowing the Spanish or Portuguese lan- 
guage that a North American comes to appreciate the admirable and 
attractive personai qualities of the South American, and is thus able to 


establish that kindly and agreeable personal relation which is so potent 
in leading to business relations. 

3. The American producer should arrange to conform his credit sys- 
tem to that prevailing in the country where he wishes to sell goods. 
There is no more money lost upon commercial credits in South America 
than there is in North America; but business men there have their own 
ways of doing business; they have to adapt the credits they receive to 
the credits they give. It is often inconvenient and disagreeable—and 
it is sometimes im ible—for them to conform to our ways, and the 

ulrement that they should do so is a serious obstacle to trade. 

o. understand credits it is, of course, necessary to know something 
about the character, trustworthiness, and commercial standing of the 
purchaser, and the American producer or merchant who would sell 
goods in South America must have some means of knowledge upon this 
subject. This leads naturally to the next observation I have to make. 

4. The establishment of banks should be brought about. The Ameri- 
cans already engaged in South American trade could well afford to 
subscribe the capital and establish an American bank in each of the 
3 cities of South America. This is, first, because nothing but 
very bad management could prevent such a bank from making money; 
capital is much needed in those cities, and 6, 8, and 10 per cent can 
be obtained for money upon just as safe security as can be had in 
Kansas City, St. Louis, or New York. It is also because the American 
bank would furnish a source of information as to the standing of the 
South American purchasers to whom credit may be extended and be- 
cause American banks would relieve American business in South 
America from the disadvantage which now exists of making all its 
financial transactions through Europe instead of directly with the 
United States. It is unfortunately true that among hundreds of 
thousands of possible customers the United States now stands in a 
position of assumed financial and business inferiority to the countries 
through whose banking houses all its business has to be done. 

5. The American merchant should himself acquire, if he has not 
already done so, and should impress upon all his agents that 
for the South American to which he is justly entitled and which is 
the essential requisite to respect from the South American. We are 
different in many ways as to character and methods. In deal with 
all foreign people it important to avoid the narrow and unin 

rejudice which assumes that difference trom ourselves denotes in- 
eriority. There is nothing that we resent so quickly as an assump- 
tion of superiority or ence of condescension in foreigners; there 
is nothing that the South Americans resent so qui The South 
Americans are our superiors in some respects; we are their superiors 
in other respects. We should show to them what is best in us and see 
what is best in them. Ey agent of an American produer or mer- 


8 le investment 
trade. For smpe vestment purposes th 
able. Good business judgment and good business management will be 
necessary of course, as they are necessary here; but, given these, 
I believe that there is a vast number of enterprises awaiting capital in 
the more advanced countries of South America, capable of yielding great 
profits, and in which the property and the profits will be as safe as in 
the United States or Canada. good many such enterprises are al- 
ready begun. I have found a graduate of the Massachusetts Institute 
of Technology, a graduate of the Columbia School of Mines, and a grad- 
uate of Colonel Roosevelt's Rough Riders smelting copper close under 
the snow line of the Andes; I have ridden in an American car upon an 
American electric road, built by a New York engineer, in the heart of 
the coffee region of Brazil. and I have seen the waters of that river 
along which Pizarro established his line of communication in the con- 
uest of Peru harnessed to American machinery to make light and power 
ton the city of Lima. Every such int is the nuclens of American 
trade—the source of orders for American 

7. It is absolutely essential that the means of communication be- 
tween the two countries should be improved and increased. 

This underlies all other considerations, and it applies both to the 
mail, the nger, and the freight services. Between all the princi- 
al Sonth American ports and England, Germany, France. Spain, Italy, 
ines of swift and commodious steamers ply regularly. There are five 
subsidized first-class mail and passenger lines between Buenos Ayres and 
Europe; there is no such line between Buenos Ayres and the United 
States. Within the past two years the German, the English, and the 
Italian lines have been replacing their old steamers with new and 
3 steamers of modern construction, accommodation, and en- 

e 


a Mie year ending June 30, 1905, there entered the port of Rio de 
Janeiro steamers and sailing vessels flyipg the flag of Austria-Hungary 
120, of Norway 142, of Italy 165. of tina 264, of France 349, of 
Germany 657, of Great Britain 1,785, of the United States no steamers 
and 7 sailing vessels, 2 of which were in distress! ` 

An English firm runs a small steamer monthly between New York and 
Rio de Janeiro; the Panama Railroad Company runs steamers between 
New York and the Isthmus of Panama; the Brazilians are starting for 
themselves a line between Rio and New York; there are two or three 
foreign concerns running slow cargo boats, and there are some foreign 
tramp steamers. That is the sum total of American communications 
with South America beyond the Caribbean Sea. Not one American 
steamship runs to any South American port beyond the Caribbean. 
During the past summer I entered the ports of Para Pernambuco, Bahia, 
Rio de Janeiro, Santos, Montevideo, Buenos Ayres, Babia Blanca, Punta 
Arenas, Lota, Valparaiso, Coquimbo, Tocopilla, Callao, and Carta- 
gena—all of the great ports and a large proportion of the secondary 
ports of the southern continent. I y one ship, besides the 
cruiser that carried me, flying the American . ‘The mails between 
South America and Europe are swift, regular, and certain; between 
South America and the United States they are slow, irregular, and 
uncertain. Six weeks is not an uncommon time for a letter to take 
between Buenos Ayres or Valparaiso and New York. The merchant who 
wishes to order American goods can not know when his order will be 
received or when it will be filled. The freight charges between the 
South American cities and American cities are generally and substantially 
higher than -between the same cities and Forana at many points the 
deliveries of freight are uncertain and its condition upon arrival doubt- 
ful. The passenger accommodations are such as to make a journey to 
the Unit States a trial to be endured and a journey to Europe a 
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leasure to be enjoyed. The best way to travel between the United 
tates and both the southwest coast and the east coast of South 
America if to go by way of Europe, crossing the Atlantic twice. It 
is ee that trade should prosper or intercourse increase or mu- 
tual knowledge ow to any great degree under such circumstances. 
The communication is worse now than it was twenty-five years ago. 
So long as it is left in the hands of our foreign competitors in business 
we can not reasonably look for any improvement. It is only reasonable 
to expect that ges. a steamship lines shall be so managed as to pro- 
mote European trade in South America rather than to promote the 
trade of the United States in South America. 

This woeful deficiency in the means to carry on and enlarge our 
South American trade is but a part of the general decline and feeble- 
ness of the American merchant marine, which has reduced us from 
pent heed over 90 per cent of our export trade in our own ships to the 
earr age ot 9 per cent of that trade in our own ships and dependence 
upon foreign shipowners for the carria of 91 per cent. he true 
remedy and the only remedy is the establishment of American lines of 
steamships between the United States and the great ports of South 
America, adequate to render fully as good service as is now afforded by 
the European lines between those ports and Europe. The substantial 
underlying fact was well stated in the resolution of this Trans- 
Mississippi Congress three years ago: 

“That every ship is a missionary of trade; that steamship lines 
work for their own countries just as railroad lines work for their 
terminal points, and that it is as absurd for the United States to 
depend upon foreign ships to distribute its products as it would be 
for a department store to depend upon wagons of a competing house to 
deliver its goods.” 

How can this defect be remedied? The answer to this question must 
be found by ascertaining the cause of the decline of our merchant 
marine. Why is it that Americans have substantially retired from the 
foroen transport service? We are a nation of maritime traditions and 
facility; we are a nation of constructive capacity, competent to build 
ships; we nre eminent, if not 
chinery ; we have abundant ca 
age and enterprise shrinking 
we choose to enter. Why, then, have we retir 
which we were once conspicuously successful ? 

I think the answer is twofold. 

1. The higher wages and the greater cost of maintenance of American 
officers and crews make it impossible to compete on equal terms with 
foreign ships. The scale of living and the scale of pay of American 
sailors are fixed by the standard of wages and of living in the United 
States, and those are maintained at a — 7 level iy the protective tariff. 
The moment the American passes beyond the limits of his country and 
engages in ocean transportation he comes into competition with the 
lower foreign seale of wages and of living. Mr. Joseph L. Bristow, in 
his report upon trade conditions affecting the Panama Railroad, dated 
June 14, 1905, gives in detail the cost of operating an American steam- 
ship with a tonnage of approximately thirty-five hundred tons, as com- 
pared with the cost of operating a specified German steamship of the 
same tonnage, and the differences aggregate $15,315 per annum greater 
cost for the American steamship than for the German; that is, $4.37 
per ton. He gives also in detail the cost of maintaining another 
American steamship with a tonnage of approximately twenty-five hun- 
dred tons, as compared with the cost of opetatiny u specified British 
steamship of the same tonnage, and the differences. aggregate 

18,289.68 per annum greater cost for the American steamship than for 

e British; that is, $7.31 per ton. It is manifest that if the German 
steamship were content with a profit of less than $15,000 per annum, 
and the British with a profit of. less than $18, per annum, the 
American ships would have to go out of business. 

2. The principal maritime nations of the world, anxious to develo 
their trade, to promote their shipbuilding Industry, to have at han 
transports and auxiliary cruisers in case of war, are fostering their 
steamship lines by the payment of subsidies. England is paying to 
her steamship lines between six and seven million dollars a year; It 
is estimated that since 1840 she has paid to them between two hun- 
dred and fifty and three hundred millions. The enormous develop- 
ment of her commerce, her preponderant share of the carrying trade 
of the world, and her shipyards crowded with construction orders 
from every part of the earth indicate the success of her policy. France 
is ying about $8,000,000 a year: Italy and Japan between three 

our millions each; Germany, upon theʻinitiatiye of Bismarck, is 
building up her trade with wonderful rapidity by heavy subventions 
to her st ip lines and by giving special differential rates of car- 
riage over her railroads for merchandise ns by those lines. Spain, 
Norway, Austria-Hungary, Canada, all subsidize their own lines. It 
is estimated that about $28,000,000 a year are paid by our commer- 
cial competitors to their steamship lines. 

Against these advantages to his bap at naga the American shipowner 
has to contend, and it is manifest that the subsidized ship can afford 
to carry freight at cost for a long enough period to drive him out of 
business. N 

We are living in a world not of natural competition, but of subsi- 
dized competition. State aid to steamship lines is as much a part of 
the commercial system of our day as state employment of consuls to 
promote business. 

It will be observed that both of these disadvantages under which the 
American shipowner labors are artificial; they are created by govern- 
mental action—one by our own Government in raising the standard of 
wages and livi by the protective tariff; the other by foreign gov- 
ernments in paying subsidies to their ships for the promotion of their 
own trade. For the American shipowner it is not a contest of intelli- 
gence, skill, industry, and thrift against similar qualities in his com- 
petitor; it is a contest against his competitors and his competitors’ 
governments and his own Government also. 

Plainly, these advantages created by governmental action can be 
neutralized only by governmental action, and should be neutralized by 
such action. 

What action ought cur Government to take for the accomplishment 
of this just purpose? ‘Three kinds of action have been advocated. 

1. A law providing for free gs ae is, permitting Americans to 


pronomen in the construction of ma- 
tal seeking investment; we have cour- 
om no competition in any field which 
ed from this field in 


- buy ships in other countries and bring them under the American flag. 
Plain! this would not at all meet the difficulties which I have de- 
scribed. The only thing it would accomplish would be to overcome 


the 
difference in cost of construction is so slight as to be practicail a 


of American shipping. 
be merely to sacrifice our American shipbuilding industry, which ought 


to be revived and enlarged with American shipping, and to sacrifice 
it without receiving any substantial benefit. It B to be observed that 
Germany, France, and Italy all have attempted to build up their own 


shipping by adopting the eet of free ships, have fail in the ex- 
per mont ave abandoned it, and have adopted in its place the policy 
of su A 


2. It has been proposed to establish a discriminating tarif duty in 
favor of goods imported in American ships—that is to say, to impose 
higher duties-upon goods imported in foreign ships than are imposed 
on goods imported in American ships. We tried that once many years 
ago and have abandoned it. In its place we bave entered into treaties 
of commerce and navigation with the . countries of the world 
expressly agreeing that no such discrimination shall be made between 
their vessels and ours. To bat away all those treaties and enter 
upon a war of commercial retaliation and reprisal for the sake of 
accomplishing indirectly what can be done directly should not be seri- 
ously considered. 

Z. There remains the third and obvious method—to neutralize the 
artificial disadvanta imposed upon American shipping, through the 
action of our own Government and foreign governments, by an equiv- 
alent advantage in the form of a subsidy or subyention. In my opinion 
this is what should be done; it is the sensible and fair thing to do. 
It is what must be done if we would have a revival of our shipping and 
the desired development of our fore trade. We can not 8 the 
protective tariff; no political party dreams of repealing it; we do not 
wish to lower the standard of American living or American wages. 
We should give back to the shipowner what we take away from him for 
the pu of maintaining that standard, and unless we do give it back 
we shall continue to go without ships. How can the expenditure of 
public money for the improvement of rivers and harbors to promote 
trade be justified upon any grounds which do not also sustain this pro- 
posal? ould anyone reverse the policy that granted aid to the Pacific 
railroads, the pioneers of our enormous internal commerce, the agencies 
that built up the great traffic which has enabled half a dozen other 
roads to be built in later years without assistance? Such subventions 
would not be gifts. They would be at once compensation for eid 8 
inflicted upon American shipping by American laws and the considera- 
tion for benefits received by the whole American people—not the ship- 
pers or the shipbuilders or the sailors alone, but by every manufacturer, 
every miner, every farmer, every merchant whose prosperity depends 
upon a market for his products. 

The provision for such just compensation should be carefully 
sha and directed so that it will fo to individual advantage only 
so far as the individual is enabled by it to earn a reasonable profit by 
yaana up the business of the country. 

A bill is now pending in Congress which contains such provisions; 
it has passed the Senate and is now before the House Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. It is known as Senate bill No. 529, 
Fifty-ninth Congress, first session. It provides specifically that the 
Postmaster-General may puy to American steamships, of specified 
rates of speed, carrying mails upon a regular service, compensation 
not to exceed the following amounts: For a line from an Atlantic 
port to Brazil, monthly, $150,000 a year; for a line from an Atlantic 
port to Uruguay and Argentina, montay $187,500 n year; for n line 
rom a Gulf port to Brazil, monthly, $137,500 a year; for a line from 
each of two Gulf ports and from New Orleans to Central America 
and the Isthmus of Panama, weekly, $75,000 a year; for a line from 
a Gulf port to Mexico, weekly, $50,000 a year; for a line from a 
Pacific coast port to Mexico, Central America, and the Isthmus of 
Panama, SORCERY, $120, a year. For these six regular lines a 
total of $720, . The payments provided are no more than enough 
to give the American ships a fair living chance in the competition. 

here are other wise and reasonable provisions in the bill relating to 
trade with the Orient, to tramp steamers, and to a naval reserve, but I 
am now concerned with the provisions for trade to the south. The 
hope of such a trade lies chiefly in the passage of that bill. 

‘ostmaster-General Cortelyou, in his report for 1905, said: 

“Congress has authorized the Postmaster-General, by the act of 1891, 
to contract with the owners of American steamships for ocean mail sery- 
ice, and has realized the impracticability of commanding suitable steam- 
ships in the interest of the postal service alone by requiring that such 
steamers shall be of a size, class, and equipment which will promote 
commerce and become available as auxiliary cruisers of the Navy in 
case of need. The compensation allowed to such steamers is found to 
be wholly inadequate to secure the proposals contemplated; hence ad- 
vertisements from time to time have failed to develop any bids for 
much-needed service. This is especially true in regard to several of the 
countries of South America, with which we have cordial relations and 
which, for manifest reasons, should have direct mail connections with 
us. I refer to Brazil and countries south of it. Complaints of serious 
feast | to mails for these countries have become frequent and emphatic, 
leading to the suggestion on the part of certain officials of the Govern: 
ment that for the 8 and until more satisfactory direct communi- 
cation can be established important mails should be dispatched to South 
America by way of European ports and on European steamers, which 
would not only involve the United States in the yment of donble 
transit rates to a foreign country for the dispatch of its mails to coun- 
tries of our own hemisphere, but might seriously embarrass the Goy- 
ernment in the exchange of important official and diplomatic corre- 
spondence. 

The fact that the Government claims exclusive control of the trans- 
mission of letter mail throughout its own territory would seem to imply 
that it should secure and maintain the exclusive jurisdiction, when 
necessary, of its mails on the high seas. The unprecedented expansion 
of trade and foreign commerce justifies prompt consideration of an ade- 
quate foreign mail service.” 

It is dificult to believe, but it is true, that out of this faulty ocean 
mall service the Government of the United States is making a large 
profit. The actual cost to the Government last year of the ocean mall 
service to foreign countries other than Canada and Mexico was 
$2,965,624.21, while the proceeds realized by the Government from 

stage between the United States and foreign countries other than 
Bands and Mexico was $6,008,807.53, leaving the profit to the United 
States of $3,043,183.82; that is to say, under existing law the Govern- 
ment of the United States, having assumed the monopoly of 8 
the mails for the people of the country, is making a profit of S3, 000,0 
per annum by rendering cheap and inefficient service. Every dollar of 
that three millions is made at the expense of the commerce of the 
United States. What can be plainer than that the Government ought 
to expend at least the profits that it gets from the ocean mail service in 
making the ocean mail service efficient. One-quarter of those profits 
would establish all these lines which I have described between the 
United States and South and Central America and give us, besides a 
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-good mail service, enlarged markets for the producers and merchants of 
the United States who pay the postage from which the profits come.* 
In his last message to Congress President Roosevelt said : 
“To the spread cf our trade in peace and the defense of our flag in 
war a great and prosperous merchant marine is indispensable. We 
should have “ros of our own and seamen of our own to poche A our 
oods to neutral markets, and in case of need to reenforce our battle 
Ine. It can not but be a source of regret and uneasiness to us that 
the lines of communication with our sister republies of South America 
should be chiefly under foreign control. It is not a good thing that 
American merchants and manufacturers should have to send their 
goods and letters to South America via Europe if 8 wish security 
and dispatch. Even on the Pacific, where our ships have held their 
own better than on the Atlantic, our merchant flag is now threatened 
through the liberal aid bestowed by other governments on their own 
steam lines. I ask your earnest consideration of the report with 
which the Merchant Marine Commission has followed its long and 


careful inquiry.” 

The bill now pending in the House is a bill framed upon the report 
of that Merchant Marine Commission. The question whether it shall 
become a law depends upon your Representatives in the House. You 
have the judgment of the Postmaster-General, you have the judgment 
of the Senate, you have the judgment of the President. If you agree 
with these judgments and wish the bill which embodies them to be- 
come a law, say so to your Representatives, Say it to them indi- 
vidually and directly, for it is your right to advise them and it will be 
their pleasure to hear from vou what legislation the interests of their 
constituents demand. 

The great body of Congressmen are always sincerely desirous to 
meet the just wishes of their constituents and te do what is for the 

ublic interest; but in this great country they are continually assailed 
‘y innumerable expressions of pervare opinion and by innumeráble 
demands for the expenditure of publie money; they come to dis- 
criminate very 1 between private opinion and public opinion 
and between real public opinion and the manufactured 8 
of publie opinion ; iney know that when there is a real demand 
for any kind of legislation it will make itself known to them through 
a multitude of individual voices. Resolutions of commercial bodies 
frequently indicate nothing except that the proposer of the resolution 
has a positive opinion and that no one else has interest enough in the 
subject to oppose it. Such resolutions by themselves, therefore, have 
comparatively little effect; they are effective only when the support of 
individual expressions shows that they really represent a genuine and 
general opinion. 

It is for you and the business men all over the country whom you 
represent to show to the Representatives in Congress that the produc- 
ing and commercial interests of the country really desire a practical 
measure to enlarge the markets and increase the foreign trade of the 
United States, by enabling American shipping to overcome the disad- 
vantages imposed upon it by foreign governments for the benefit of 
their trade and by our Government for the benefit of our home industry. 


Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Bourret] such time as he may desire. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, yesterday our President was 
awarded one of the five great prizes that are annually dis- 
tributed under the munificent provisions of the will of that 
illustrious Swedish scientist and philanthropist, Alfred Nobel. 
Although these prizes have been distributed for five years, this 
is the first occasion on which one of them has been given to an 
American citizen. It is, therefore, quite fitting that we, while 
congratulating the President of the United States as the re- 
cipient of this great international honor, should pay a tribute 
of respect to the memory of the eminent man whose wisdom 
and generosity established the now famous Nobel prizes. 

Yesterday was the tenth anniversary of Nobels death, Which 
occurred at San Remo on the 10th of December, 1896. He left 
a voluminous will, said to have been drawn without the aid of 
lawyers, and in his own handwriting. The provision of this 
remarkable document that relates to the establishment of the 
prizes that bear the name of their founder is as follows: 


With the residue of my convertible estate I hereby direct my execu- 
tors to proceed as follows: They shall convert my said residne of 
property into money, which they shall then invest in safe securities; 
the capital thus secured shall constitute a fund, the interest accruing 
from which shall be annually awarded in prizes to those persons who 
shall have contributed most materially to benefit mankind during the 
year immediately preceding. The said Interest shall be divided into 
five equal amounts, to be apportioned as follows: One share to the 
2 who shall have made the most important discovery or invention 
n the domain of physics; one share to the person who shall have made 
the most important chemical discovery or improvement > one share to 
the person who shall haye made the most important discovery in the 
domain of physiology or medicine; one share to the person who shall 
haye produced In the field of literature the most distinguished work of 
an idealistic tendency, and, finally, one share to the person who shal! 
have most or best promoted the fraternity of nations and the abolish 
ment ‘or diminution of standing armies and the formation and increase 
of peace congresses. The prizes for porsia and chemistry shall be 
awarded by the Swedish Academy of Science (Svenska Vetenskapsaka 
demien) in Stockholm; the one for physiology or medicine by the 
Caroline Medical Institute (Karolinska Institutet) in Stockholm; the 
prizes for literature by the Academy in Stockholm (i. e. Svenska 
Akademien), and that for peace by a committee of five persons to be 
elected by the Norwegian Storthing. I declare it to be my express 
desire that, in awarding the. prizes, no consideration whatever be paid 
to the nationality of the candidates—that is to say, that the most de- 
serving be awarded the prize, whether of Scandinavian origin or not. 


All Americans are to-day justly proud that the first of these 
prizes to come to the United States has been awarded to the 
illustrious citizen who holds the most exalted office in the gift 


a There would be some modification of these figures If the cost of get- 
ting the mails to and from the exchange offices were charged against 
the account; but this is not separable from the general domestic cost 
and would not materially change the result. . 


of this Republic and the highest place in the esteem of his fel- 
low-citizens. It is interesting, therefore, and intensely grati- 
fying for us to know that he occupies a place on the roll of 
honor with such men as Dr. Wilhelm Konrad Réntgen, the dis- 
coverer of the wonderful Röntgen rays; Dr. Jacobus Henricus 
Vawt Hoff, the distinguished Dutch scientist; Emil von Behr- 
ing; René Francois Armand Tully Prudhomme; Jean Henry 
Dunant, the founder of the Red Cross Society; Frederick Passy ; 
Lord Rayleigh, and Sir William Ramsey. 

One of the peace prizes, such as has been giyen to President 
Roosevelt, was awarded to the Institut de Droit International. 
Another of the peace prizes was given to, that distinguished 
Austrian noblewoman, the Baroness yon Suttner, whose work 
“ Die Waffen nieder” (Ground Arms) is so well known through 
its vivid portrayal of the horrors of war. 

What manner of man was it who left this unique testament, 
reflecting glory alike on his own memory and upon the country 
of his birth? The estate at the time of his death amounted 
to something like $10,000,000, and the five annual prizes now 
average about $40,000 each. 

Alfred Nobel, who left this testament, doing a grand thing in 
such a grand way, was born in Stockholm October 21, 1833, and 
died, as I have said, on the 10th of December, 1896. His father 


was a scientist and inventor of some reputation, both in Sweden 


and in Russia, where he had factories for the manufacture of 
explosives. Young Alfred Nobel was associated first with his 
father and afterwards with his brothers in various manufactur- 
ing enterprises. It is interesting for us to recall that from the 
age of 17 to 21 years, or from 1850 to 1854, Alfred Nobel lived in 
the United States, where he was sent by his father to study 
and work with that great Swedish-American, John Ericsson, 
the inventor of the modern ironclad, and, we may say, the 
founder of the present navies of the world and the inventor of 
the screw propeller. On his return to Europe young Nobel 
engaged with his father and brothers in their enterprises and 
yery early became interested in perfecting high explosives. In 
1862, at Stockholm, he first manufactured nitroglycerin on a 
commercial scale. 

His experiments with nitroglycerin soon led to his discovery 
of dynamite, a discovery which some one has said marks a new 
epoch in the civilization of the world. It was through this dis- 
covery and the practical uses to which Nobel put his dynamite 
that we owe some of the greatest engineering feats of the last 
generation and the vast mining operations that have been prose- 
cuted on such an unprecedented scale. Nobel, singularly enough, 
is described by his friends as an extremely modest, shrinking, 


und sensitive man, who frequently in carrying on his experi- 


ments was compelled from sheer weakness to do his work 
while lying in a recumbent position. But he had an uncon- 
querable will and undaunted coprage, and no losses, no dangers, 
incident to his calling ever deterred him from carrying on his 
work. After the Franco-Prussian war had demonstrated the 
use in warfare of high explosives Alfred Nobel perfected gun 
cotton and smokeless powder, and by the time he was 40 years 
of age, or in the early seventies, his fame and his fortune were 
assured. Later he became associated with his brothers in 
the rectifying and transportation of oil in Russia, which fur- 
ther increased his fortune. He never married, and his entire 
preperty, with the exception of a few bequests, was placed in 
the hands of trustees for the establishment of these prizes. 

Shortly after Nobel’s death a sympathetic biographer thus 
wrote of the intentions of this singular man in the disposition 
of his property : 

A good deal has been said in explanation of this extraordinary will. 
The intimate friends of Mr. Nobel have been invited to give informa- 
tion which might throw light on his intentions, and two gentlemen, 
who witnessed the will, have declared that he had told them that 
he was a socialist, but one with moderate views; that in his opinion 
it was not good for people to inherit large amounts, because it does 
not stimulate them to work. 

He wanted his fortune to benefit those who were working in the in- 
terest of humanity, and therefore he wanted those in the first instance 
to profit by it who were occupied with scientific research, because they 
could not, as a rule, 8717 much material benefit from their labor. The 
fifth prize is to be explained by the fact that toward the latter part of 
his life Nobel became deeply interested In all that was done to promote 
yeace by congresses and societies. He always considered that by 
8 war material, and thus increasing the dangers of war, he was 
contributing his share toward the pacification of the world. 

One of the prizes provided by him throws a very interesting 
side light upon his character, namely, the prize which was to be 
given for the best literary work of idealistic character. It seems 
strange that this man, who was occupied in the manufacture of 
high explosives and those materials which have made warfare so 
terrible and devastating, should in his leisure moments have 
devoted himself to the study of languages, in many of which he 
was proficient, and found delight in idealistic literature. 

Our representative in Christiania, Mr. Peirce, in accepting on 
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behalf of the President the prize which was awarded yesterday, 
delivered this message from the President to the committee of 
the Storthing: : 

I am profoundly moved and touched by the signal honor shown me 
through your 1 in conferring upon me the Nobel peace prize. There 
is no gift I co appreciate more; and I wish it were wy pome 
fully to express my gratitude. I thank you for myself, and nk 
you on behalf of the United States, for what I did I was able to ac- 
complish only as the representative of the nation of which for the time 
being I am ident. After much thought I have concluded that the 
best and most fitting way to apply the amount of the prize is by usin: 
it as a foundation to establish at Washington a permanent industri: 
peace committee. The object will be to strive for better and more 
equitable relations among my countrymen who are en W. r as 
capitalists or wageworkers, in industrial and agricuitural pursuits. 
This will carry out the purpose of the founder of the prize, for in 
modern life it is as important to work for the cause of just and 
righteous peace in the industrial world as in the world of nations. I 
again express to you the assurance of my deep and lasting gratitude 


and appreciation. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

[Great applause.] 

In his disposition of this prize money the President has en- 
hanced the luster of the honor conferred upon him in this 
award. 

And so I think it is quite fitting for this House to take notice 
not only of the gratification and pride which the citizens of this 
country feel that one of these prizes has come to our most 
illustrious citizen, but also to express our appreciation of the 
modesty and the splendid and noble humanitarianism with 
which the President has disposed of this fund—in a method 
that I am sure would meet the approval of the great founder, 
himself a life-long employer of labor, could he look down and 
` make known to us his opinion of the disposition which has been 
made by President Roosevelt of the prize awarded to him. 

I have said that one of these peace prizes was awarded to 
the Baroness yon Suttner, whose remarkable book, Ground 
Arms, has attracted the attention of all the civilized world. In 
that book one of her characters, Rudolph, the advocate of peace, 
Says: 

The prince or statesman is perhaps already alive who is to bring to 
perfection the exploit which li live in all future history as the most 
glorious and most enlightened of all exploits—that which will carry 
universal disarmament. 

And he proposes this toast: 

Hall to the future! To fulfill its tasks, shall we clothe ourselves 


in steel? No! Shall we endeavor to show ourselyes worthy of our 
fathers’ fathers, as the old phrase goes? No! But of our grandsons’ 
grandsons ! 


That, of course, is a noble sentiment, Mr., Chairman. No 
sane man desires war. No man who loves his country wishes 
to see her drawn into war. The language of the greatest poet 
of the Victorian era expresses the earnest wish of every 
patriot: 


Ah! When shall all men's good 
Be each man’s rule, and universal ce 
Lie like a shaft of light across the land 
And like a lane of beams athwart the sea, 
Thro’ all the circle of the golden year? . 

But, Mr. Chairman, no man can foretell the day that will 
usher in the golden year. Our President has received this prize, 
known as the “ peace prize,” for the services which he rendered 
in bringing to a close the terrible conflict between Russia and 
Japan. It is well for us to remember also at this time the wise 
policy which he has always advocated for keeping this great 
Republic at peace with the nations of the world. While a prac- 
tical statesman often may use this prayer of the poet, he will 
at the same time, though working with all the energy of his 
being to bring about universal peace, see to it that, so far as 
his own nation is concerned, her credit and her armament will 
be always in such a condition as to insure her safety from at- 
tack. We often speak of great armies and navies as the surest 
guaranty of peace. Armies and navies, however, are but sym- 
bols of a greater power, the power that creates and maintains 
them. The reality back of the symbol is national credit. 

No man who has had to do with wars ever said a wiser thing 
than the greatest captain of all time when he was asked the 
three chief requisites for carrying on war and replied: “ First, 
money; second, money; and third, more money.” National 
credit is the surest guaranty of peace, and the United States, 
with her interest-bearing debt, less available cash, a bare $600,- 
060,000, with her great natural resources and her 2 per cent 
bonds commanding a premium, has to-day a financial strength 
equal to the combined strength of any three of the greatest 
powers on earth. It is for us to see to it that in the future this 
national credit is preserved; that our small nucleus of an 
Army is composed of men of the highest training and proficiency, 
and that our Navy is kept always in the highest state of ef- 
ficiency, both in ships and men. Thus, while doing our best 
to bring about the reign of universal peace, we shall see to it 
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that our Republic at least is impregnable from oufside attacks. 
[Great applause.] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, last session of 
this Congress I said on the floor of this House that I would 
vote for a measure to raise the salaries of our successors. Both 
before and since this, on the stump in Tennessee, I have in- 
sisted that the salaries of Members of Congress, Senators and 
Representatives, were insufficient and should be raised, and that 
I would support a measure to do so. Nothing was done on this 
subject last session. Since then, last November, the Members of 
the Sixtieth Congress have been elected. Their term of office 
begins March 4 next. 

I have introduced this session a bill to raise the salaries of 
the Members of the Sixty-first Congress to $7,500 per year, also 
paying them their necessary and proper traveling expenses in go- 
ing to and from the regular and extra sessions of Congress, but 
only such amounts as are actually paid. My bill further pro- 
vides that proper writing supplies shall be furnished to each 
Member on demand, including a typewriting machine, to be used 
in official business. We are now allowed $5,000 salary, our 
railroad fare, and $125, to be used in whole or in part, in pur- 
chasing stationery, etc. 

I know this reform is needed. So does every Member‘of Con- 
gress, including the ex-Members, while the people believe it 
should be made. 

The present salary of $5,000 was first fixed in 1866, forty 
years ago. The cost of living was then less than now. The 
work of Members in 1866 was much less than in 1906. You 
know the work we must do to-day is many fold greater than 
ever before, and necessarily so. 

I shali not take up, just now, at least, the time of the com- 
mittee showing the necessity for this reform; you are familiar 
with the facts. My purpose now is to show the history of and 
cite the precedents made from the First Congress, which passed 
the first act fixing these salaries, down to the Forty-third Con- 
gress, which, in 1874, passed the last act—the present law, the 
same law in dollars and cents passed in 1866—forty years ago. 

I believe these salaries would have been raised long before 
this had not the Forty-second Congress, March 3, 1873, about 
twelve hours before that Congress died, passed a retroactive 
statute, giving Members of that Congress, on the very last day 
of its service, a back salary at the rate of $7,500 per year. Just 
the day before—that is, March 8, 1873—that Congress died, it 
passed that law, giving, with possibly some deductions, the 
Members of that Congress that salary for the whole time, *I 
believe, that they had been Members of the Forty-second Con- 
gress, and the people very rightfully rebelled. 

That Congress had already, from time to time, been paid for 
its year work. It was strictly a “back salary grab,” a Con- 
gress paying itself for work for which it had already been 
paid, or had the right to be paid under the old law, of $5,000 
per annum and mileage at the rate of 20 cents per mile, under 
the act of July 28, 1866, passed during President Johnson's Ad- 
ministration. 

The next, or Forty-third Congress, in 1874, reduced. the $7,500 
salary back to the old amount of $5,000 and 20 cents mileage, 
the law to-day. 3 

The increase in salaries which I insist should be made is not 
for past services, but for future services, and more than that 
for the members of the Sixty-first Congress, to be elected two 
years hence. Persons of unfair minds can not criticise those 
who vote for it as being selfish. 

I am on record in and out of this House as favoring the en- 
actment of a law by this the Fifty-ninth Congress to increase 
the salaries of our successors, which then meant the successors 
io the Fifty-ninth Congress, to wit, the Sixtieth, the Sixty- first, 
or any other Gongress to which this Congress may in its wisdom 
may make the law applicable. 

The public service requires this increase. In justice to the 
Member it is required. But I desire to get to the question of 
Precedents. I read the Constitution on the power of Congress 
to fix compensation of Members of Congress before I introduced 
this bill. I had not read any other authority or precedent on 
the subject before then, but, desiring to go to the bottom of the 
question, I have, since Saturday last, looked up the statutes on 
the subject, which I shall insert in the Recorp, if permitted. 

The Constitution ordains that— * 

The Senators and Representatives shall receive a compensation for 
their services, to be ascertained by law, and paid out of the Treasury 
of the United States. 

This provision was fixed by the framers of the Constitution 
by a vote of 9 to 2 after considerable debate as to whether 
Members should be paid at all and whether by the State or 
Federal Government. You see the vote was overwhelming. 


1906. 


od THD FIRST CONGRESS. 

The First Congress at its first session, September, 1789, fixed 
the salaries and mileage of the Members of the First Congress, 
the Second and Third also, and President Washington approved 
the act” This precedent, as I will show, has been repeatedly 


9 

"he First Congress submitted twelve proposed amendments to 
the Constitution, ten of which were adopted. Two were de- 
feated, one of which reads as follows: 


PROPOSED AMENDMENT DEFEATED. 


ARTICLE II. No law varying the compensation for the services of the 
Senators and Representatives shall take effect until an election of 
Representatives shall have intervened =~ 


This amendment was defeated? 

It is very similar, you observe, in its purpose to the bill I have 
introduced proposing to fix the salaries of Members yet to be 
elected for the Sixty-first Congress. If that bill, or one similar, 
is passed, the Sixtieth Congress, just elected, can repeal it at 
either the long or short session. The Members of the Sixty-first 
can repeal it. 

PRESIDENT WASHINGTON’S SALARY, 

The First Congress also fixed the salary of the President, 
then Mr. Washington, and the Vice-President, then Mr. Adams, 
at $25,000 for the President and $5,000 for the Vice-President. 
Mr. Washington, as President, approved this act, although in 
his inaugural address he at least intimated to Congress that he 
did not desire any compensation, but asked for certain furni- 
ture, etc. Here is what he said: $ 


WHAT WASHINGTON ASKED FOR. 


To the preceding observations I haye one to add, which will be most 
properly addr to the House of Representatives. It concerns my- 
gelf, and will, therefore, be as brief as possible. When I was first hon- 
ored with a call into the service of my country, then on the eve of an 
arduous struggle for its liberties, the light in which I contemplated my 
duty requir that I should renounce every pecuniary compensation. 
From this resolution I have in no instance departed; and being still 
under the impressions which produced it, I must decline, as inapplica- 
ble to myself, any share in the personal emoluments which may be in- 
dispensably included in a rmanent provision for the executive de- 

artment ; and must accordingly pray that the pecuniary estimates for 
Phe station in which I am placed may, during my continuance in it, be 
limited x such actual expenditures as the public good may be thought 
to require. 


On February 18, 1793, near the close of the first term of 
President Washington, he again approved a bill refixing his 
salary and the Vice-President’s at the same figures, “ to be paid 
quarter-yearly,” and “from and after the 3d of March, 1793,” 
his second term beginning March 4, 1793. 

FOURTH CONGRESS FIXED ITS SALARY. 
“The Fourth Congress, in 1796, at its first session, fixed its 
salary. The date of the act is March 10, 1796, and provides: 

That every session of Congress and at every meeting of the Senate 
in the recess of Congress, from and after the 3d day of March, in the 


resent year (1796), each Senator shall receive $6 per day, etc., and 
6 for every 20 miles to and from sessions of Congress, etc. 


President Washington approved this ac . 

There were many Members of the First, Second, Third, and 
Fourth Congresses, at least the First, who were members of the 
Constitutional Convention, over which Mr. Washington pre- 
sided, and thus they construed the powers of Congress to act, 
legally and morally, in fixing salaries. The people had before 
1791 defeated the proposed amendment prohibiting the chang- 
ing of the compensation of Members by any law taking effect 
“until an election of Representatives shall have intervened.” 


E FIFTH CONGRESS—1797. 

The Fifth Congress at its first session, July 6, 1797, paid its 
Members mileage who attended an extraordipary session of 
Congress. John Adams was then President, 

— FOURTEENTH CONGRESS—1816. 

The Fourteenth Congress, at its first session, fixed the compen- 
sation of its Members, and those of future Congresses, changing 
the law from a per diem to a fixed salary of $1,500. President 
Madison approved this ac Je was a member of the Constitu- 
tional Convention and is called the“ Father of the Constitution.” 

Another act was passed by the same Congress at its second 
session repealing the act of the previous session of March 19, 
1816, which Mr. Madison also approved. 

FIFTEENTH CONGRESS—1818, 
During Mr. Monroe’s Administration the Fifteenth Congress, 
first session, January 22, 1818, fixed the salaries of that Con- 
gress by raising the per diem to 88 and the mileage to $8 for 
every 20 miles, 
THIRTY-FOURTH CONGRESS—1856. 


Arnis remained the law; Q- peliere down to the Thirty-fourth 
Congress, which, at its first session, August 16, 1856, refixed the 
salaries or compensation and raised it to $6,000 “ for each Con- 


gress,” allowing the old mileage, $8 for each 20 miles.— 


N 
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Section 3 of that act provided: 


That this law shall apply to the present Congress, and each Senator, 
Representative, and pee shall be entitled to receive the difference 
only between their por iem compensation already received under the 
law now in force and the compensation provided by this act. 

This act was passed during the Administration of President 
Pierce, 

THIRTY-FIFTH CONGRESS—1857. 


Aine next, or Thirty-fifth Congress, first session, December, 


1857, during President Buchanan’s Administration, the act of 
1856 was changed so as to make the mileage payable on the 
first day of each session and the compensation at $250 per month 
THE WIDOWS OF MEMBERS. — ` 

This Thirty-fifth Congress also passed, March 3, 1859, second 
session, an act giving the widows of deceased Members of Con- 
gress the benefit of certain portions of the salary of the deceased 
Member if he should die “ after the commencement of Congress,” 
etc. The third section made the law applicable “ to the widows 
and heirs at law of Members elected to the present Congress who 
have died since its commencement.” This act was approved 
March 3, 1859, just the day before the Thirty-fifth Congress died, 
It was approved by President Buchanan. 
THIRTY-NINTH CONGRESS—1866. 
During President Johnson’s Administration, the sundry civil 
bill of the Thirty-ninth Congress, first session, July 28, 1866, 
fixed the compensation of Members and Delegates at $5,000 per 
annum, “to be computed from the first day of the present Con- 
8 and in addition thereto mileage at the rate of 20 cents per 
mile. . 

embers of Congress and Delegates are now paid $5,000 per | 
annum and 20 cents mileage. 
BACK-SALARY ACT—1873. 


Inn 1873, March 3, the “back-salary grab act” was ina peal 
with which you are familiar. It was retroactive, as stat 


and was extra pay for work the Members had already done,and 
for which they had already paid in part or totally. Presi- 
dent Grant signed this a hich you see was passed a few 
hours before his second term begun, the Forty-second Congress 
died, and the Forty-third Congress begun. 
FORTY-THIRD CONGRESS—18T4. 
The Forjy-third Congress refixed the salary of the Members 7 27+ a? 
at $5,0 ut allowed the salary of the President to remain at 
$50,000 ‘and the salaries of the Federal judges to stand un- 
changed, 
I haye thus briefly and rapidly as possible explained to you 
the precedents on this subject, from the First Congress down to - 
the Forty-third Congress, covering a period when Members wHo | 
had framed the Constitution, as Members of Congress framed 
the first laws, which fixed compensation of Members and of the 
Presidents from Washington on down. I have covered the 
period when salaries have been refixed and the example set by 
Washington and the First Congress clear on down and shown 
to you that there is no constitutional prohibition against an 
existing Congress fixing its own salary, if it chooses, or in fixing 
those of succeeding Congresses. It is a question of justice and 
wise public policy which should guide us looking to the end, to 
wit, the public service and a fair and reasonable compensation for 
the Members of Congress of the present period, taking into con- 
sideration the amount and kind of work they must do, and have 
to do, and their inability to engage in outside business, which 
they must do in many cases “to make buckle and tongue meet.” 
Members are entitled to a compensation, which, if used with 
reasonable care and propriety, will not only defray their proper 
expenses while Members of Congress, but they are due a com- 
pensation from which they can save something for a “rainy 
day” when they leave Congress to fight again the battles of 
life that are more real then than ever before. 
But I shall argue in a general way the necessity for increased 
salaries as I proceed in discussing other propositions with 
which the Members may be less familiar. 
I shall now make some comparisons. There are limitations 
on Congress in unfixing and fixing the salaries of the President 
and our Federal judges. $ 
The Constitution declares : 
The President shall, at stated times, receive for his services a com- 
pensation which shall be neither increased nor diminished during the 
riod for which he shall haye been elected, and he shall not receive 
auring that period any emolument from the United States or any of 
The 
offices 


services a com 
tinuance in o! 


7 both of the Supreme and inferior courts, shall hold their 
uring good behavior, and shall, at stated times, receive for their 
msation which shall not be diminished during their con- 
ce. a 
PRESIDENT'S SALARY, 


The First Congress, we see, fixed the salary of President 
Washington during his first term. The First Congress did that. 
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Just before the end of his first term the Second Congress re- 
fixed the terms for paying the President’s salary during his 
second term. Washington approved both acts. We have seen 
that just before the end of President Grant’s first term Con- 
gress passed a Jaw refixing the President’s salary and fixing it 
at $50,000, to take effect during his second term. The next 
Congress reaffirmed, and all sueceeding Congresses, this act by 
not repealing it. 

Here are two Congressional constructions placed upon the 
power of Congress to unfix and refix the President's salary. 

In addition to this Presidential salary, Congress allows a cer- 
tain amount of money for maintaining the White House and the 
premises. Congress recently appropriated a sum of money to be 
spent by President Roosevelt and his successors in taking certain 
trips, instead of, as heretofore, accepting free transportation, 
private or special trains, ete., as the President and his predeces- 
sors have done, we are officially and publicly informed by Sena- 
tor Loper in his speech. in the Senate. We have thus lifted the 
President above the suspicion and criticism of accepting free 
transportation. We have made him independent. If the Presi- 
dent takes no trips, this money will not be spent and will remain 
for his successors to use. It is not his. It is money held in 
trust. I thought the act appropriating this money constitu- 
tional, a proper expenditure, and voted for it. I wanted our 
President and his successors independent and above suspicion or 


criticism. 

PAY TO FEDERAL JUDGES. 
Take the judges of the Federal court. Our first Chief Justice 
was paid $5,000 annually. The present Chief Justice receives 
$13,500, his associates $12,500, while the salaries of all the infe- 
rior Federal judges have been recently raised. To a certain 
extent the law fixes the amount of work each of these courts 


must do by saying what they can do, by restricting appeals, by. 


creating the court of appeals, and increasing the number of cir- 
cuit or district judges. In other words, the courts do not have 
to work at most everything. The law allows them to work at 
certain things and not at all things. 

DUTIES OF MEMBERS BOUNDLESS. 

But how about Members of Congress? Their work is practi- 
cally boundless. They are called on to make laws and do most 
everything else that the law provides shall be done for the 
people of the United States, our Territories, and colonies; yet 
we are paid much less than any Federal judge, whose duties 
are limited. The judges are paid these increased salaries, their 
mileage, and more; their hotel bills are paid while they are 
holding court, if away from home. Are the board bills of Mem- 
bers of Congress paid by Congress? [Laughter.] Yes; they 
are paid, but out of our own pockets from the salary we receive. 
What else? Why, every one of these judges is given, free of 
charge, an office in which to work. They are furnished with 
libraries, I think. Who pays for the Member's office in Wash- 
ington, or at home, as to that? The Member himself out of his 
salary. Who pays for our books, so necessary for Members in 
investigating great constitutional questions and the study of 
historical matter pertinent to official work? The Members have 
to go and buy them, if they are bought, or go to the Library, or, 
if you are at home, go ahead and make out you know it any- 
how. [Laughter.] But you can not do that in my district. 
[Laughter.] My friend from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] knows 
that is true. [Laughter.] 

These, gentlemen, are a few of the adverse conditions which 
confront Members of Congress. A great many people criticise 
Members, or Congress, rather, and wonder how it is, with the 
present salary, that we live, move, and have our being while 
Members of Congress without holding out our hands be- 
hind us.” 

People have met me on the street and seriously said: How 
do you Members manage to get along on your small salary, 
fixed forty years ago, when the expenses of living were about 
half as great as they are now? I don’t see how you do it. 
You can not do any other work and do your full duty to the 
public; why doesn’t Congress raise your salaries?” 

[The time of Mr. Garnes having expired Mr. LIVINGSTON 
yielded him ten minutes more.] 

Mr. BRUMM. What about election expenses? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Members are eleeted every two 
years. There are certain, proper expenses, though they should 
be limited—legitimate election expenses. We all know what 
they are. The candidates must pay for these expenses out of 
their own pockets, which is proper, being purely personal or 
private, but it must be, and is, done every two years; the 
Senators every six years. I have never had any election ex- 
penses of any importance, save once or twice. I have been 
here nearly ten years, and I do not think that I have spent 
over a thousand dollars, except once or twice, when I had to 


furnish about $600 in each of two electidns—primary elections 
once when I had no opponent for the nomination and once when 
I did. This money was used to pay for printing the official 
primary ticket and pay the clerks and judges holding the elec- 
tion in fiye counties. During the election last fall I paid for 
my tickets and those of other candidates, all told $2.75, and 
as I could not go to an outer county for want of time to see 
about my tickets there and their distribution to the several 
precincts, I sent my check for $25, the usual amount for that 
county. I do not know whether that check has been cashed or 
not. I presume it has, to cover my legitimate expenses in that 
county. 

Railroad expenses, going here and there at the call of the 
people to help them, is a heavy outlay. 

Gentlemen, when I read in the public press about the election 
expenses of candidates in Pennsylvania—with all due respect to 
my good friend [Mr. BrumM]—and in New York, I think they 
are absolutely disgraceful to the American people. [Applause.] 
I do not refer to my friend from Pennsylvania. I know nothing 
of his district. I am glad my friend is back in Congress, as long 
as some Republican had to come from his district. He is a 
good, square man. He fights for what he thinks is right. I 
like that kind only. Think of a man in any State—and there 
are other States like the two named—having to pay $50,000 to 
be elected to any office on American soil! How can it be used, 
unless it is to bend the public will, choke freedom, poison the 
public mind, corrupt the public conscience, buy newspapers, and 
thus stain the fair name of the American people at home and 
abroad? 

But, gentlemen, I have been diverted from what I was about to 


say. 

I will not consume your time or burden your patience by 
reading you from Judge Story’s work on the Constitution the 
rensons he sets forth for allowing Members compensation for 
their services. I will try and give you the substance of a few 
of the reasons he sets out that were in the mind of the framers 
of the Constitution which directs that compensation be allowed. 
Substantially they were: That the poor man or the man in or- 
dinary circumstances as well as the rich, I may add, should 
come to Congress, and be put upon a reasonable parity when 
they get here; to get the best talent possible from every class 
of good society, whether from laborers or professional men or 


| the commercial class; to have as many candidates as possible 


from which to select; to have the Member independent in fact 
and above the suspicion of “selling out;” to be plain and brief, 
to pay for the services rendered and to be rendered. 

I may add, the same reasons caused the framers of the Con- 
stitution to write into that instrument that the President and 
judges shall be paid fixed compensation, to be changed only at 
certain times, and never diminished, at least during the incum- 
bency. 

Now, gentlemen, let us get down to a moral proposition. 
When a man marries, it is his duty to remain with his family, 
properly protect his wife, and carefully rear his children. [Ap- 
plause and laughter.] I am astonished that some of you gen- 
tlemen laugh when I tell you what a husband and father’s 
moral and legal duty is to his wife and children. When a man 
comes to Congress, we all have observed, that too often he has 
been compelled to leave his family at home, or bring his wife 
only and leave his children, or bring a part of them along. And 
why?. Because of the great expense coming and going and of 
living in Washington with such heavy incumbrances. Thus the 
husband is separated over half of the term from his wife and 
children, or the husband and wife are separated from a part, or 
all, of the children for months and months. At all events, a 
father and husband for months is practically divorced from his 
family—the father from his son and the mother from the 
daughter. 4 

Neither God Almighty nor the laws of this country ever in- 
tended that the father should be separated from his son at 
least, who ts just budding into boyhood, or into his teens, or into 
young manhood. We all know that the presence of the father is 
needed, especially at these periods. We all know that his 
counsel and his very presence is needed, not only for the son, but 
for all his children, his wife not excluded, and it is his duty to 
be with them, and we should not make it practically impossible 
for him to fill these high and sacred offices, and particularly in- 
asmuch as some one must make a sacrifice for our country, 
homes, and civilization, otherwise we would have no Congress, 
or a Congress of rich men only. 

But where are the mothers and the children, as a rule, when 
Congress meets, and why is it so? They are at home, as a rule, 
end you know that January next your free passes will be cut off— 
a thing I helped to do, and I am glad of it. But suppose you 
bring your family here and put your children in school, as seme 
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do. The father or mother, or both, must stay here after Con- 
gress adjourns to look after the little folks until after the school 
term is ended. This can be done during the long session, which 
ends in the summer, but not so easily in the short session, which 
ends in March. 

Thus you see a Member with a family—and nearly every Mem- 
ber has a family—is inevitably hampered, whether he brings his 
family here or leaves them at home. 

Now, suppose a Member of this House is a lawyer—and about 
80 per cent are, I should say. Members living near here I know 
practice law regularly at home when they ought to be here at- 
tending to the public business, and I dare say if all the lawyers 
lived near enough that they would all more or less practice law 
at lome while Congress is in session. And why? Simply be- 
cause the man has to run the mill at home in order to have some- 
thing left when the people, justly or unjustly, turn him out of 
Congress at the end of two or more terms. 

His salary is inadequate, and he must make buckle and tongue 
meet. He must do work “on the side“ to keep up. And the 
lawyer is not alone in thus increasing the long list of absentees. 

The banker goes home to see whether his coupons are regu- 
larly clipped or not. The few farmers in Congress, though usu- 
ally present, so far as I know, feel that they must return to see 
if the cows have broken into their patches, their corn or wheat 
fields; and the coal king and the cattle king, no matter how 
rich they are, must go back home to look after their business. 
The call of the sick at home and here keeps us away some- 
times, while others must and should go back to see their fami- 
lies at home. 

Ah, gentlemen, some of you, I see, smile over these state- 
ments, but each of you know I am stating the facts, and it is a 
serious matter, both to the Member and to the public service. 
The undoing of both these official and moral obligations should 
be limited as much as justice and right and the public service 
will permit, since they are obligations we must all meet. 

You may work year in and year out, devoting your best 
thought, as you should, to the public service; that is the stand- 
ard. With the present salary you know at the end of the year 
it is useless to strike any salary balance, for you know there is 
nothing in the bottom of your pockets but your Barlow knife. 
[Laughter.] Gentlemen, “buckle and tongue must meet,” 
whether you are in or out of office. 

During the time when the salary was so small the work of the 
Members was comparatively small. During this period Congress 
found it necessary to buy a Congressional burying ground down 
here. [Laughter.] Thät- is so, gentlemen, while now when a 
Member dies he is buried at the public expense. Buying this 
graveyard—sad commentary on Congress, or Congressional sala- 
ries, rather—was a charitable act, of course, pure and simple. 

Members of Congress come here poor, but honorable, intelli- 
gent, and patriotic. The love of country brings them here, and 
without that love we would have no country. That is some- 
thing every nation covets and should foster. It should be taught 
in every school. The greatest class of men who have ever been 
in Congress or ever will be have not been the men who were the 
richest. Our great men, as a Class, have been poor. When any 
man enters this hall to make laws for his country, to protect 
your home and my home and the home of the humblest man in 
the land, he pledges the people, directly or indirectly, and they 
expect of him, that he will devote proper time to the public 
service and give at all times that service his best thought, not 
only for the betterment of his constituents, but the public at 
large. 

Gentlemen, do you give, under the circumstances can you 
give, your best thoughts to the public service? No. You are 
broken up in your purposes in trying to make buckle and tongue 
meet. You are looking after what little you left at home, that 
seed may be left when you return voluntarily or are kicked out 
of Congress, whether rightfully or wrongfully. 

There aré some Members who make Congress a mere play- 
ground; but the people soon find them out. Where is the 
Member who day in and day out works here or at home at the 
public business? Where is the Member, however, who month 
in and month out fails to draw his salary from the Federal 
Treasury? 

Where is the Member who does not feel he is forced to work 
at something on the outside, thus dividing his time between the 
public and his business? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see has again expired. 4 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to proceed. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield the gentleman fiye minutes more. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Gentlemen, as a rule you can 


not stay. heré on $5,000 and do justice both to yourself and to 
your country. You can not, and you know it. Some of you do; 
you are able to do it. It is a sad commentary that many of 
our Presidents have been buried in almost paupers’ graves and 
are almost unmarked. Is it right? Do the American people 
expect this? No; they do not. Do they expect that we shall 
come here, whether a President or not, whether judges or Mem- 
bers, with an overflowing Treasury, and work year in and year 
out on a salary from which we can not save a little, at least, 


for a “rainy day?” The salary of $5,000 was first fixed in 1866, 


and refixed at that figure in 1874 by repealing the act of 1873, 
which raised it. 

Compare the work then and now of the Government, the scope 
of the laws we make and the increased burdens of Members in 
making these laws and the limitless demands made on us at all 
times by our constituents, who want things that are supplied 
by the Government or want private legislation they may or may 
not be entitled to have. There is a great difference. The civil 
war pension list has increased since 1866 and 1874. We have 
now the Spanish war pension list. We did not have the latter 
in 1874, 1873, or 1866. We must now legislate for the veterans 
of the Mexican, civil, and Spanish wars. 

Under Cleveland’s Administration we created the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, that the farmers rightfully look to 
for advice and assistance. The Bureau of Commerce and 
Labor has been recently created. Our trust laws and their exe- 
cution, the starting of “ proceedings” under these laws, are 
new burdens daily increasing. We must legislate for our co- 
lonial possessions, an unfortunate incubus. We must look after 
our people over there, both the living and the dead. A day or 
two ago a young soldier wrote me for a book that he could not 
get there, which I got here and sent him. A few months back 
a widowed mother, whose son died in the Philippines, came and 
asked me to see about haying his remains brought back to his 
native heath, that she might have them buried close by the old 
log home. It was done. 

Oh, gentlemen, need I allude to the thousand and one things 
you well know in our Congressional life that we must do, 
brought about by the ordinary and extraordinary growth of the 
country, internal and external, making the labors of the Mem- 
bers greater and more continuous than the fathers ever 
dreamed of. . 

These duties we can not avoid and should not. They are 
vital to the interested parties, however humble they are, al- 
beit they consume much of our valuable time and prevent us 
from considering real legislation and its study. 

I believe the people, certainly with all the facts before them, 
would cheerfully agree to an increase in Congressional salaries.. 
If not, refix them. They object, and rightfully, to reaching 
back and grabbing extra pay, as was done in 1873. But no one 
proposes such a law. But it is proposed to increase the salary 
of your successors. The Presidents, from Washington down, 
and the construction given by the fathers who wrote the Con- 
stitution, have thus defined your legal and moral rights. I pre- 
fer myself to vote for my bill because it fixes the salary of the 
Sixty-first Congress. No eriticism by a fair-minded man should 
be made of that proposition, so far as I can see. But, rather 
than there shall be no legislation on the subject, I shall vote to 
fix the salary for the Sixtieth Congress. We have worked, 
many of us, for ten years with the present salary by making 
personal sacrifices. We can stand it two years longer; and as 
there can not be any just criticism, charging this Congress with 
selfishness in fixing the salary to apply to the Sixty-first Con- 
gress, and as the next Congress, the Sixtieth, can, before or after 
the election for the Sixty-first Congress, repeal or modify the law 
if desirable, it seems to me that a bill along the lines of mine 
enacted, fixing a salary for the Sixty-first Congress, is the least 
objectionable. Certain it is that the public service demands and 
justice calls for such a reform. [Great applause.] 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HEPBURN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 21574, 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr.-GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The matter above referred to is as follows: 


APPENDIX, 


[H. R. 21201. Fifty-ninth Congress, second session.] 
In the House of Representatives, December 5, 1906. Mr. GAINES of 
‘Tennessee introduced the following bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


A bill fixing the salary of Members of Congress and Delegates, and their 
necessary expenses, and for other purposes, 

Be it enacted, etc., That each Senator, Representative, and Delegate 
in Congress shall be 1 7 an annual salary, to wit, $7,500, and, when 
soy authenticated and filed, all reasonable and proper expenses incurred 
and actually paid in coming to and going from each session, whether 
regular or extra, of Congress. 

EC. 2. That there shall be furnished on demand, free of charge, each 
Member of Congress and Delegate all proper and necessary writing 
material and supplies, including typewriting machines, to be used in 
executing their official duties. 

Sec. 3. That this act shall take effect on and after March 4, 1909, 
applying first to the Sixty-first Congress. 


LEGISLATION HERETOFORE HAD FIXING THE COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS 
OF CONGRESS, THE PRESIDENT, AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The First Congress, first session, September 22, 1789 (obsolete), 
passed an act entitled: . 


An act for allowing compensation to the members of the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the United States, and to the officers of both 
ouses. 


SECTION 1. Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That at every 
session of Congress PRIOR to the fourth day of March, in the year one 
thousand seven hundred and ninety-five, each Senator shall be entitled 
to receive SIX dollars for every DAY he shall attend the Senate, and 
shall also be allowed, at the commencement and end of every such 
session and meeting, six dollars for EVERY TWENTY MILES O THE 
ESTIMATED DISTANCE, by the most usual road, from his place of 
residence to the seat of Congress; and in case any member of the 
Senate shall be detained by sickness on his journey to or from any 
such session or meeting, or after his arrival shall be unable to attend 
the Senate, he shall be entitled to the same 9 allowance: 

Provided always, That no Senator shall be allowed a sum exceeding 
the rate of six dollars a day from the end of one such session or meeting 
to the time of his taking his seat in another. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That at every session of Congress, 
and at every meeting of the Senate in the recess of Congress, APTER 
the aforesaid fourth day of March, in the year ONB THOUSAND 
SEVEN HUNDRED AND NINETY-FIVE, each Senator shall be enti- 
tled to receive SEVEN dollars for every DAY he shall attend the Sen- 
ate; and shall also be allowed at the commencement and end of every 
such session and meeting, SEVEN DOLLARS FOR EVERY TWENTY 
MILES OF THE ESTIMATED DISTANCE, by the most usual road, 
from his place of residence to the seat of Congress; and in case any 
member of. the Senate shall be detained by sickness, on his 11 to 
or from any such session or meeting, or after his arrival shall be 
unable to attend the Senate, he shall be entitled to the same allowance 
of seven dollars a day: Provided always, That no Senator shall be 
allowed a sum exceeding the rate of seven dollars ei a from the end 
of one such session or meeting to the time of his taking a seat in 
another. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That at EVERY SESSION OF 
CONGRESS each Representative shall be entitled to receive six dol- 
lars for every day he shall attend the House of Representatives, and 
shall also be allowed at the commencement and end of EVERY SES- 
SION SIX DOLLARS FOR EVERY TWENTY MILES OF THE ESTI- 
MATED DISTANCE, by the most usual road, from his place of resi- 
dence to the seat of ongress; and in case any Representative shall 
be detained by sickness or after his arrival shall be detained by sick- 
ness, on his journey to or from the session of Congress or after his 
arrival shall be unable to attend the House of Representatives, he 
shall be entitled to the allowance aforesaid; and the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, to defray the incidental expenses of his 
office, shall be entitled to receive in addition to his compensation as a 
Representatives six dollars for every day he shall attend the House: 
Provided always, That no Representative shall be allowed a sum ex- 
ceeding the rate of six dollars a day from the end of one such ses- 
sion or meeting to the time of his taking a seat in another. (See 
pages 70, 71, yol. 1, Stat. Approved by President Washington.) 

he First Congress, first session, September 24, 1789, passed an act 
entitled : 


act for allowing a compensation to the President and Vice-Presi- 
TARE £ dent of the United States. 


Section 1. Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tices of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
there shall be allowed to the President of the United States, at the 
rate of twenty-five thousand dollars, with the use of the furniture and 
other effects now in his possession 5 to the United States; and 
to the Vice-President, at the rate of five thousand dollars per annum, 
in full compensation for their respective services, to commence with 
the time of their entering on the duties of their offices, N 
and to continue so long as they shall remain in office and to be pa d 
quarterly out of the Treasury of the United States. . 

Approved 8 24. 1789. (See page 72, vol. 1, Stat. Signed 
by ident Washington.) 


The Second Congress, session two, on February 18, 1793, passed an 
act entitled: 


An act providing compensation to the President and Vice-President of 
the United States. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House o "ig. herde inia of the 
United States oj America in Congress assembled, That from and after 
the third day of March in the present year (1798) the compensation of 
the President of the United States shall be at the rate of twenty-five 
thousand dollars per annum, with the use of the furniture and other 
effects belonging to the United States and now in possession of the 
President; and that of the Vice-President at the rate of five thousand 
dollars per annum in full for their respective services, to be paid 
quarter-yearly at the Treasury. A 

Approved February 18, 1793 (see p/ 318, vol. 1). 

Signed President Washington. 
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ares Fourth Congress, Ist session, on March 10, 1796, passed an act 

en A 

An act for allowing compensation to the members of the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States, and to certain officers 
of both Houses. 


Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That at every 
session of Congress, and at every meeting of the Senate in the recess of 
Congress, pro and after the third day of March in the present year, 

or shall be entitled to receive six dollars for every day he 


the Senate, he shall be entitled to the same daily allowance: Provided 
always, That no Senator shall be allowed a sum exceeding the rate of 
six dollars per day from the end of one such session or meeting to the 
time of his taking a seat in another. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That at each session of Congress 
each Representative shall be entitled to receive six dollars for eve 
day he shall attend the House of Representatives; and shall be allow £ 
at the commencement and end of each session, six dollars for every 
twenty miles of the estimated distance, by the most usual road, from 
his place of residence to the seat of Con, And in case any Rep- 
resentative shall be detained by sickness on his journey to or from the 
session of Congress, or, after his arrival, shall be unable to attend the 
House of Representatives, he shall be entitled to the daily allowance 
aforesaid; and the Speaker of the House of Representatives shall be en- 
titled to receive, in addition to his ince erage as a Representative, 
six dollars for every day he shall attend the House: Provided always, 
That no Representative shall be allowed à sum exceeding the rate of 
six dollars per day from the end of one such session or meeting to 
the time of his taking a seat in another. 

Approved March 10, 1796. (See pages 448-449, vol. 1, Stat.) 

Signed by President Washington. 


The Fifth Congress, 1st session, July 6, 1797, passed an act entitled: 


An act for allowing full mileage to the Members of the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That at the present 
extraordinary meeting and session of Congress the respective Members 
of the Senate and House of Representatives shall be entitled to receive 
a full allowance of mileage, any law to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Approved July 6, 1797. (See page 533, vol. 1, Stat.) 

Signed by President Jno. Adams. 


The Fourteenth Congress, first session, March 19, 1816, passed this: 

“An act to change the mode of compensation to the members of the 
7 — and House of Representatives and the Delegates from Ter- 
ritories : 


ne it enacted, etc., That instead of the 2 compensation now al- 
lowed by law, there shall be paid annually to the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives and Delegates from Territories, of this and every future 
Congress of the United States, the following sums, respectively—that 
is to say, to the President of the Senate pro tempore, where there is 
no Vice-President, and to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
three thousand dollars each; to each Senator, Member of the House of 
Representatives, other than the Speaker, and Delegate, the sum of 
fifteen hundred dollars: Provided, nevertheless, That in case any Sena- 
tor, Representative, or Delegate shall not attend in his place at the 
day on which Congress shall convene, or shall absent himself before the 
close of the session a deduction shall be made from the sum which 
would otherwise be allowed him, in proportion to the time of his ab- 
sence, saving to the cases of sickness, the same provisions as are estab- 
lished by existing law. And the aforesaid allowance shall be certified 
and paid in the same manner as the daily compensation to Members of 
Congress has heretofore been.” 

5 March 19, 1816. (See page 258, vol. 3, publie acts.) 

Signed by President Madison. 


77 Fourteenth Congress, second session, February 6, 1817, passed 
$: 


An act to repeal, after the close of the present session of Congress, the 
act entitled “An act to change the mode and compensation to the 
members of the Senate and House of Representatives and Delegates 


from Territories.” 
[Passed March 19, 1816.] 


Be it enacted, ctc., That on and after the close of the present session 
of Congress the act entitled “An act to change the mode of compensa- 
tion to the members of the Senate and House of Representatives and 
Delegates of Territories,” passed March 19, 1816, shall be, and the same 
is hereby, repealed: Provided always, That nothing herein contained 
shall be construed to revive any act or acts, or parts of acts, repealed 
or suspended by the act hereby repealed. 

Approved February 6, 1817. 

Signed by President Madison. 


The Fifteenth Congress, first session, January 22, 1818, enacted this: 

An act allowing compensation to the members of the Senate, Members 
of the House of Representatives of the United States, and to the 
Delegates of the Territories, and repealing all other laws on that 
subject. 


Be it enacted, etc., That at every session of Congress, and every meet- 
ing of the Senate in the recess ‘of Congress, after the third day of 
March, in the year one thousand eight hundred and seventeen, each 
Senator shall be entitled to receive eight dollars for every day he has 
attended, or shall attend, the Senate, and shall also be allowed eight 
dollars for every twenty miles of estimated distance, by the most usual 
route, from his place of residence to the seat of Congress at the com- 
mencement and end of every such session and meeting: and that all 
sums for travel 5 ormed to be due and payable at the time 
of passing this act. And in case any member of the Senate has been, 
is, or shall be detained by sickness on his journey to or from such ses- 
sion or meeting, or after his arrival has been, is, or shall be unable to 
attend the Senate, he shall be entitled to the same daily allowance. 
And the President of the Senate pro tempore, when the Vice-President 
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been, or shall be, absent, or when his office shall be vacant, shall, 


in addition to his compensa- 


has 
during the period of his services, receive, 
1 day he has at- 


tion 2s a member of the Senate, eight dollars for ever, 
tended or shall attend the Senate: Provided alicays, That no Senator 
shall be allowed a sum exceeding the rate of $8.00 a day from the end 
of one such session or meeting to the time of his taking his seat in 
another: Provided also, That no Senator shall receive more for going to 
and returning from a meeting of the Senate on the fourth day of March 
last than if this act had not been paed: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That at every session of Congress 
after the said third of March, one thousand eight hundred and seven- 
teen, each Representative and Delegate shall be entitled to receive 
eight dollars for every day he has attended, or shall attend the House 
of Representatives, and shall also be allowed eight dollars for every 
twenty miles of the estimated distance, by the most usual route, from 
his place of residence to the seat of Congress at the commencement and 
end of every such session and meeting, and that all sums for travel 
already performed to be due and payable at the time of passing this 
act. nd in case any Representative or Delegate has been, is, or shall 
be detained by sickness on his journey to or from the session of Con- 

ess, or after his arrival, has been, is, or shall be unable to attend the 
House of Representatives he shall be entitled to the same dany allow- 
ance. And the Speaker of the House of Representatives shall be en- 
titled to receive, in addition to his compensation as a Representative, 
eight dollars for every day he has attended or shall attend the House: 
Provided always, That no Representative or Delegate shall be allowed 
a sum 8 the rate of eight dollars a dax from the end of one 
session to the time of his taking his seat in another. 

Src. 8. And be it further enacted, That the said compensation which 
shall be due to the members of the Senate shall be certified by the 
President thereof and that which shall be due to the Representative and 
Delegate shall be certified by the Speaker, and the same shall be passed 
as public accounts and paid out of the Public Treasury. 

ve. 4. And be it further enacted, That all acts and parts of acts, 
on the subject of compensation to Members of the Senate and House 
of Representatives, and Delegates of the Territories, be, and the same 
are hereby, repealed from and after the third day of March last. 
(Pages 404-405, Vol. 3, Public Acts.) 
Approved January 22, 1818. 
President Monroe signed this act. 


W Thirty-fourth Congress, first session, August 16, 1856, enacted 
s: 


An act to regulate the compensation of Members of Congress. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the compensation of each Senator, Repre- 
sentative, and Delegate in Congress shall be six thousand dollars for 
each Congress, and mileage as now provided by law for two sessions 
only, to paid in amounts following, to wit: On the first day of 
each regular session each Senator, Representative, and Delegate shall 
receive his mileage for one session, and on the first day of each month 
thereafter, during such session, compensation at the rate of $3,000.00 
per annum during the continuance of such session, and at the end of 
such session he shall receive the residue of his salary due to him at 
such time at the rate aforesaid still unpaid; and at the pas Leroy of the 
second regular session of the Con each Senator, Representative, and 
Delegate shall receive his N for such second session, and monthly 
during such session, compensation at the rate of $3,000.00 per annum 
until the fourth day of March terminating the Congress, avd on that 

each Senator, Representative, and Delegate shall be entitled to re- 
ceive any balance of the $6,000.00 not theretofore paid in the said 
monthly installments as above directed. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That the President of the Senate 
. tempore, when there shall be no Vice-President, or the Vice-Presi- 

ent shall have become President of the United States, shall receive 
the compensation provided by law for the Vice-President; and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives shall receive double the com- 
pensation above provided for the Representatives, payable at the time 
and in the manner above provided for payment of the compensation of 
. 

ec. 3. And be it Fee enacted, That this law shall apply to the 
preni Congress, and each Senator, Representative, and De te shall 

entitled to receive the difference only between their per diem com- 
pensation, already received under the law, now in force and the com- 
pensation provided by this act. 

SEC. 4. And be it es ther enacted, That in event of the death of any 
Senator, Representative, or Delegate prior to the commencement of the 
first session of Congress, he shall be neither entitled to mileage or 
compensation; and in the event of death, after the commencement of 
any session, his representative shall be entitled to receive sO much of 
his Com panna ion computated at the rate of $3,000 per annum, as he 
may not have received, and any mileage that may have actually ac- 
crued and may be due or unpaid. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That if any books shall hereafter 
be ordered to and received by Members of Congress by a resolution of 
either or both Houses of Con „the price paid for the same shall be 
deducted from the compensation hereinbefore provided for such Member 
or Members: Provided, however, That this shall not extend to books 
ordered to be printed by the Public Printer during the Congress for 
which the said Member shall have been elected. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the duty of the 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the House and Secretary of the Senate, respec- 
tively, to deduct from the monthly payment of Members as herein pro- 
vided for the amount of his compensation for each day as such Member 
shall be absent from the House or Senate, respectively, unless such 
Kepresentative, Senator, or Delegate shall assign as a reason for such 
absence the sickness of himself or of some member of his family. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That all acts or parts of acts in- 
consistent with or repugnant- to the provisions of this act be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed. 

aor August 16, 1856 

T 
Stat.) 


act was signed by President Pierce. (See pages 44-49, Vol. 11, 


nt Thirty-fifth Congress, first session, December 23, 1857, passed the 

‘ollowing : 

Joint resolution to amend the act entitled “An act to regulate the com- 

pensation of Members of Congress,” approved August 16, 1856: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the 

compensation allowed to Members of Congress by an act entitled “An 

act to regulate the compensation of Members of Congress,” approved 

August 16, 1856, be paid in the following manner, to wit: On the first 


day of the first session of each Congress, or as soon thereafter as may 
be in attendance and apply, each Senator, Representative, and Delegate 
shall receive his mileage, as now provided by law, and all his compen- 
sation from the beginning of his term, to be computed at the rate of 
$250.00 per month, and during the session compensation at the same 
rate. And on the first day of the session, or any subsequent session, 
he shall receive his mileage as now allowed by law, and all compensation 
which has accrued during the adjournment, at the rate aforesaid, and 
during the said session compensation at the same rate. 

Sec. 2. Be it further resolved, That so much of said act ap roved 
August 16, 1856, as conflicts with this joint resolution and postpones 
the payment of said compensation until the close of each session be, 
and the same is hereby, repealed. 5 

Approved December 21. 1857. 

President Buchanan signed this resolution. 


The Thirty-fifth Congress, second session, March 3, 1959, passed 


A joint resolution amendatory of an act entitled “An act to regulate 
the compensation of Members of Congress, ap royed August 16, 1856 
80 7 as relates to such Members as shall die during their terms of 
service.” ; 


Be it resolved, cte., That whenever, hereafter, any person elected a 
member of the Senate or House of Representatives shall die after the 
commencement of the Congress to which he shall have been so elected 
compensation shall be computed and paid to his widow, or, if no widow 
survive him, to his heirs at law, for the period that shall have elapsed 
from the commencement of such Congress as aforesaid to the time of 
his death, at the rate of $3,000.00 per annum: Provided, however, That 
compensation shall be computed and paid in all cases for a period of 
not less than three months: And provided further, That in no case 
shall constructive mileage be computed or paid. 7 ~ 

Sec. 2. Be it further resolved, That the compensation of each person 
elected or appointed afterwards to supply the vacancy so occasioned 
shall hereafter be computed and id from the time the compensation 
of his predecessors is hereby directed to be computed and paid for, and 
not otherwise. 

Sec. 3. Be it further resolved, That the provisions of this joint reso- 
lution, so far as the same are beneficial to the widows or heirs at law 
of Members of Congress as aforesaid, shall be extended and a 
to the widows and heirs at law of Members elected to the present Con- 
gress who have died since its commencement. 

Approved, March 3, 1859. 

President Buchanan approved this resolution. 


See pages 442-44 
vol. 11.) ‘ 3, 


Act of July 28, 1866. (Sundry civil bill, 39th Cong., Ist sess.) 


Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, That the compensation of each 
Senator, Representative, cr Delegate in Congress shall be five thon- 


‘sand dollars per annum, to be computed from the first day of the 


present Congress, and in addition thereto mileage at the rate of 
twenty cents per mile, to be estimated by the nearest route usually 
travelled in going to and returning from each regular session, bu 
nothing herein contained shall affect mileage accounts already acc 
under rn laws: Provided, That hereafter mileage accounts of 
Senators shall be certified by the President of the Senate, and those 
of Representatives and Delegates by the Speaker of the House of R 
resentatives: And orovided further: That the pay of the Speaker shall 
be eight thousand dollars per annum. 

Signed by President Johnson. 


Act 1873, March 3. 


8 * * 


And the Speaker of the House of Representatives shall, after the pres- 
ent Congress, receive in full for all his services compensation at the 
rate of ten thousand dollars per annum, and Senators, Representativ 
and Delegates in Congress, including Senators, Representatives, an 
Delegates in the Forty-second Congress holding such office at the age 
of this act and whose claim to a seat has not been adversely decided. shat 
receive seyen thousand five hundred dollars per annum each, and this 
shall be in lieu of all pay and allowance, except actual individual trav- 
eling expenses from their homes to the seat of government and return, 
hy the most direct ronte of usual travel, once for each session of the 
House to which such Senator, Member, or Delegate belongs, to be certi- 
fied to under his hand to the disbursing officer and filed as a voucher: 
Provided, That in settling the pay and allowances of Senators, Mem- 
bers, and Delegates in the Forty-second Congress all mileage shall be 
deducted and no allowance made for expenses of travel. 

Signed by President Grant. 

The act of 1874 refixed the salary at $5,000, the present law. 


REPRINT OF BILLS. 


Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the reprint of the bill H. R. 6018, a bill to enable the Presi- 
dent of the United States to call an international conference for 
the purpose of securing an international agreement relative to 
the regulation of the emigration of aliens to the United States, 
and report thereon. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the reprint of the bill H. R. 10840, a bill to provide for the 
investigation of controversies affecting interstate commerce, and 
for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent for the reprint of the bill named. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT. e 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a message from the 
President. 

[For message, see Senate proceedings of December 11, 1906.] 

The SPEAKER. So much of the message as relates to reye- 
nues is referred to the Committee on Ways and Means; so much 
as relates to insular affairs, not excepted by the rule, is referred 


“ Back-salary grab act." 
. * > * 
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to the Committee on Insular Affairs; so much as relates to 
rivers and harbors is referred to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of the Congress the report 
to the President by the committee on Dever methods relative to 
the purchase of Department supplies. I heartily approve the recom- 
mendations of the committee. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 

THE WHITE House, December 11, 1906. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I moye that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
8 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 
o'clock noon, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of Hay (West) Harbor, Fishers Island, New York—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of Oconee River, Georgia, from the Georgia Railroad bridge to 
the northern boundary of Greene County—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of Oconee River in the vicinity of Milledgeville, Ga.—to the 

Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

y A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Thames 
River to Allyns Point, Connecticut—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of a ship channel on the waters of the Great Lakes—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Cleve- 
land Harbor, Ohio—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed with accompanying illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of the har- 
bor at Mayaguez, P. R.—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination 
of harbor at Ponce, P. R.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of New Bedford and Fairhaven Harbors, Massachu- 
setts—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 
be printed with accompanying illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Hendricks Harbor, Maine—to the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination 
of New York Bay from Kill von Kull to the vicinity of Bedloe 
(Liberty) Island—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Norwalk Harbor, Connecticut—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Penobscot River near Frankport, Me.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination 
of Bridgeport Harbor, Connecticut—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
T. P. Salyer against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of increase of limit of cost for 
five tenders for the Light-House Service—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of the findings of the Comptroller of the Treasury 
as to the claim of the State of Minnesota for suppressing the 
Indian hostilities in 1862—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for tender and 
scow for the fifteenth light-house district—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, a 
draft of a proposed bill for allotting timber lands to Indians of 
the Standing Rock Agency, in North and South Dakota—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, a 
draft of a bill for allotment of lands to married women on cer- 
tain Indian reservations in North and South Dakota—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the president of the Board of Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia submitting an estimate of appro- 
priations for fitting up and furnishing new police-court build- 
ee the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, a recommenda- 
tion for the payment of the purchase price of the lands of 
Indians of the Round Valley Reservation, in California—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response 
to the inquiry of the House, a statement of permits, etc., granted 
in St. Marys River or on lands adjacent thereto as affecting 
water supply and navigation—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Doorkeeper of the House, submitting a list 
of public property under his charge in the various committee 
rooms of the House—to the Committee on Accounts, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Board of Managers of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, transmitting 
the report for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1906—to the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations and Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rue XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. BENNET of New York, from the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 20465) to validate certain certificates of nat- 
uralization, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 5407) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 20510) to authorize the court of county 
commissioners of Geneva County, Ala., to construct a bridge 
across the Choctawhatchee River in Geneva County, about 6 
miles above the town of Geneva, Ala., reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5408); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the joint 
resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 196) relating to the construc- 
tion of a bridge at Fort Snelling, Minn., reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5409); which 
said joint resolution and report were referred to the House Cal- | 
endar. 

Mr. WANGER, from tbe Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 20988) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize 
Washington and Westmoreland counties, in the State of Penr- 
sylvania, to construct and maintain a bridge across the Monon- 
gahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania,” approved Febru- 
ary 21, 1903, reported the same without amendment, accon» 
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panied by a report (No. 5410); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 189) to establish a life-saving station 
at the Isles of Shoals, off Portsmouth, N. H., reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5411); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19639) 
granting a pension to Lucy A. Kephart, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5368); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18218) 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph L. Topham, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5369); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19117) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary E. Higgins, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5370); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20962) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Franklin H. Bailey, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5371); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19411) granting 
an increase of pension to James L. Estlow, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5372); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18410) 
granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. Cushing, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5373) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20154) granting 
an increase of pension to George H. Dyer, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5374); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20096) granting 
a pension to Theresia Bell, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5375); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13815) granting 
an increase of pension to Christian M. Good, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5876); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15150) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John O’Connor, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5377); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12676) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis M. Morrison, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5378); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 10531) granting 
an increase of pension to William G. Binkley, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5379); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10364) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John P. Patterson, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5380); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8683) granting an increase of pension 
to William D. Voris, reported the same without amendment, 
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accompanied by a report (No. 5381) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Hees to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 

53) granting an increase of pension to William H. Hays, re- 
1 the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5382); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9113) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth Cleayer, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5383); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 3228) granting 
an increase of pension to Michael Doyle, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5384); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
2909) granting an increase of pension to Jacob T. Wise, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5385) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1249) granting 
an increase of pension to William R. Fulk, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5386); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1068) granting 
an increase of pension to William S. Quigley, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5387); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1067) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob Bender, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5388); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1144) granting 
an increase of pension to Franklin McFalls, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5389); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 562) granting 
an increase of pension to John F. Mohn, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5390); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20559) granting 
an increase of pension to John Bradley, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5391); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Hoùse (H. R. 21001) granting 
an increase of pension to George Rhodes, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5392); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20724) 
granting an increase of pension to Rhoda A. Hoit, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5393); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20617) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Isaac N. S. Will, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5394); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHBAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20683) 
granting an increase of pension to James Bond, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5395); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, te 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20714) granting 
an inerease of pension to Robert Turley, reported the same with 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5396) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
20712) granting an increase of pension to Samuel W, Searles, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
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(No. 5397); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21058) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William H. Isbell, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5398) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20968) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Waitman T. Mathers, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5399) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21641) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Levi Eddy, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5400); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20958) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Darius E. Garland, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5401) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20928) grant- 
ing an inerease of pension to Ruben A. George, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5402) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
20735) granting an increase of pension to Berge Larsen, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5403) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
yate Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21015) 
granting a pension to Evan H. Baker, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5404); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20891) granting 
an increase of pension to Hugh Blair, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5405); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21045) granting 
an increase of pension to Unity A. Steel, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5406); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RHSOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 5 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE : A bill (H. R. 21926) for the estab- 
lishment of a light-house at Mana Point, on the island of Kauai, 
Territory of Hawaii—to° the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21927) for the establishment of a light- 
house at Kalaupapa, on the island of Molokai, Territory of 
Hawaii—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 21928) causing a survey 
to be made of the harbor at Lynn, Mass.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 21929) providing for the 
payment of a bounty to soldiers of the Regular Army on re- 
enlistment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A Dill (H. R. 21930) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to sell certain land and buildings 
belonging to the United States Government at Cedar Rapids, 
Iowa, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 21931) pro- 
viding for the disposal of the interests of Indian minors of the 
Yakima Indian Reservation, State of Washington, in real 
estate—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21932) providing for the disposal of the 
interests of Indian minors in real estate—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 21933) to vest in the 
United States district judge for the western judicial district 


of Tennessee jurisdiction and power to hold the United States 
circuit and district courts for the middle district of Tennessee 
at Nashville—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 21934) to provide for re- 
ports and registration of all cases of tuberculosis in the District 
of Columbia, for free examination of sputum in suspected cases, 
and for preventing the spread of tuberculosis in said District— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21935) to transfer jurisdiction of the Wash- 
ington Aqueduct, the filtration plant, and appurtenances to the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 5 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 21936) to amend section 
2536 of the Revised Statutes, relative to assistant appraisers at 
the port of New York, and further defining their powers, duties, 
and compensation—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21937) to provide for the compensation of 
the appraiser of merchandise at the port of New York—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 21938) to amend the civil- 
service act known as “An act to regulate and improve the 
civil service of the United States ”—to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 21939) to provide for the 
purchase of additional ground for the public building at Rock 
Island, III.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21940) to increase the limit of cost of 
public building at Moline, III.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 21941) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a United States post- 
office building at Brownwood, Tex.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 21942) to construct bridges 
across the Tug Fork of Big Sandy River—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 21943) to increase the 
amount fixed as the limit of cost of site and building at Mur- 
freesboro, Tenn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 21944) to amend section No. 
2 of an act entitled “An act to amend the homestead laws as to 
certain unappropriated and unreserved lands in Nebraska,” ap- 
proved April 28, 1904; to restore to and confer upom certain 
persons the right to make entry under said act, and to amend 
existing law as to the sale of isolated tracts subject to entry 
under said act—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 21945) 
for the erection of a publie building at Glasgow, Barren County, 
Ky.—to the Committee on Public. Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MOORE of Texas: A bill (H. R. 21946) to appropriate 
$80,000 for improving Buffalo Bayou from the upper end of 
Long Reach to the foot of Main street, Houston, Tex.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. k 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 21947) to amend sections 
4002 and 4004 of the Revised Statutes and acts amendatory 
thereof and supplementary thereto—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 21948) te provide for the 
erection of a District of Columbia building and an appropriate 
exhibit therein at the Jamestown Tercentennial Exposition, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 21949) authorizing the 
appropriation of the sum of $1,000,000 as a loan to the James- 
town Exposition Company for the purpose of aiding in the pay- 
ment of the cost of the construction, completion, and opening of 
the Jamestown Ter-Centennial Exposition on Hampton Roads, 
Virginia, on April 26. 1907, and to provide for the protection of 
the Government and insuring the repayment of the said sum of 
$1,000,000 by a first lien upon the gross receipts of the said 
exposition company from all paid admissions to the grounds of 
said exposition and from all moneys received from the conces- 
sions after the opening of said exposition—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Industrial Arts- and Expositions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 21950) for the erection of a 
public building at Middletown, N. Y.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 21951) to authorize the 
Alabama, Tennessee and Northern Railroad Company to con- 
struct a bridge across the Bigbee River in the State of Ala- 
bama—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 21952) to provide for 
the purchase of a suitable site and the erection of a public build- 
ing for the United States post-office at Waxahachie, Tex.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 21953) to provide for the purchase of a 
suitable site and the erection of a public building for the United 
States post-office at Ennis, Tex.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 21954) to provide for 
the erection of a public building at Richfield, Utah—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 21955) 
to improve and extend the navigation of Salkehatchie River, 
South Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 21956) to amend section 188 of 
the Code of Laws for the District of Columbia relating-to the 
salaries of United States deputy marshals—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 21957) 
authorizing a survey of Steeles Bayou and Washington Bayou, 
Mississippi—-to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21958) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to survey Roe Buck Lake, Mississippi—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A resolution (H. Res. 654) to pay Mrs. 
—— Wasson, widow of W. II. H. Wasson, deceased, a certain 
sum of money—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A resolution (H. Res. 655) increasing 
the salary of certain employees of the House—to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 199) pro- 
viding for the appointment of a commission to inquire into the 
relation of the tariff to trusts and monopolies and the indus- 
trial and labor interests of the United States, if any, in exist- 
ing schedules, as will better promote the common welfare—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
200) providing for a survey of Little Elk River, Maryland—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 201) providing for a sur- 
yey of Pocomoke River, Maryland—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 202) providing for a survey 


of the Lower Thoroughfare at and near Wenona Deals Island, | 


Maryland—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and seyerally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. ANDRUS: A bill (H. R. 21959) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John II. Terry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21960) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Betts—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21961) granting an-increase of pension to 
Harvey F. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21962) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Osterheld—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 21963) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Hird—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 21964) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Washington L. Waugh—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21965) for the relief of the estate of James 
A. Cleveland—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 21966) granting compen- 
sation to P. B. Bannon, for injuries received while in the employ 
of the United States Government—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A Dill (H. R. 21967) granting a pension 
to James McCarney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21968) granting an increase of pension to 
William Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21969) granting an increase of pension 
James E. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21970) granting an increase of pension 
Charles H. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21971) granting an increase of pension 
Edwin Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21972) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael McDonald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21978) granting an increase of pension 
Mary E. Elwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21974) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Lowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21975) granting an increase of pension to 
J. M. Essington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 21976) granting a pension 
to James Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to 
to 


to 


to 


Maria Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 21978) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mathias K. Benson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bil (H. R. 21979) granting a pen- 
sion to James C. Southerland—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 21980) granting a pension 
to Florence Nichols—to the Committee on Pensions: 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 21981) granting 
an increase of pension to Ebe Jones—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. y 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21982) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Rumford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21983) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Pusey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 21984) to amend the army 
record of the late Richard Parke—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21985) for the relief of Robert Lennan— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21986) granting a pension to Waldemar 
A. W. Tegner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 21987) granting an increase 
of pension to John M. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21988) granting a pension to Philip Dieter— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 21989) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Sutherland—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 21990) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William W. Riggs—to the Committee on - 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 21991) granting an increase 
| of pension to Redmond Roche—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
| By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 21992) granting 
an increase of pension to John A. Tucker—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 21993) granting 
an increase of pension to John J. Fields—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 21994) granting 
an increase of pension to Bryngel Severson—to the Committee 
| on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21995) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Brick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 21996) granting an in- 
| crease of pension to Dilman Rosenberger—to the Committee 
| on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21997) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha Joyce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21998) granting an increase of pension to 
| Henry Hate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 21999) granting an increase 
of pension to James S. Maxwell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 22000) granting an 
increase of pension to William P. Crowell—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22001) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos Bishop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 22002) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John W. Hall—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 22003) granting an increase 
of pension to Alexander Matchett-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 22004) granting 
a pension to George J. Pinckard—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22005) granting a pension to David W. 
Taliaferro—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 22006) granting 
an increase of pension to William E. Armstrong—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22007) granting an increase of pension to 
Sanford D. Payne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 22008) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry C. Foster—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22009) granting an increase of pension to 
S. P. Leith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22010) granting a pension to Tilden Ader- 
holt—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 21977) granting an increase of pension to 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 22011) granting a pension to Richard Rob- 
inson—to the Committee on Pensions. : 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R..22012) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth F. Brubaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. . 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 22013) granting an increase 
of pension to Eleazer Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. . 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 22014) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George Harkless—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22015) granting an increase of pension to 
William Reese—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22016) granting an increase of pension to 
George R. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 22017) granting an increase of 
pension to Adolphus Cooley-—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22018) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Sells—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22019) granting a pension to Elizabeth L. 
Riley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22020) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Keller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22021) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. McCrary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 22022) granting a pension 
to Josiah H. Shaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 22023) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Myron C, Burnside—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 22024) granting an increase of 
pension to Eldrige Underwood—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22025) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Cook—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (II. R. 22026) granting 
an increase of pension to Stephen Hunt—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22027) to place Harold D. Childs on the 
retired list of the United States Navy—to the Committee. on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 22028) granting an increase 
of pension to William Trusty—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GILHAMS: A bill (H, R. 22029) granting an increase 
of pension to Amos Fell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22030) granting an increase of pension to 
Noah Bixler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILL: A bill (H. R. 22031) granting an increase of 
pension to David J. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 22032) granting an increase of pension to 
Emily M. ‘Tyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill, (H. R. 22033) granting a pension to James T. 
Lewis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 22034) granting an increase of 
pension to James A. Wonder—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22035) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Swayze—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 22036) granting a pen- 
sion to Emma A. Hawkes—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 22087) granting a pension to 
John W. Phillips—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 22088) to grant an ex- 
tension of certain letters patent to Will F. Hoyt, of Dowagiac, 
Mich.—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 22039) granting a 
pension to Alethia White—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22040) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Burns—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 22041) granting a pension 
to John Walker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 22042) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary A. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 22043) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John P. Neu—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ] 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22044) granting an increase of pension to 
John Harmon—to the, Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22045) granting an increase of pension to 
Luman Van Hoosen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 22046) granting an 
increase of pension to R. M. Taylor, alias Rolla T, Marshall—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 22047) 
granting an increase of pension to George Tinkham—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22048) granting an increase of pension to 
Orrin Freeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLEPPER: A bill (H. R. 22049) granting a pension 
to John N. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22050) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Frost—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 22051) granting an increase of 
poon to George Hoxworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 22052) granting a pension to 
James A. Meredith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22053) granting a pension to Cynthia E. 
Tramel—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 22054) granting a pension to 
Paul E. Ayer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 22055) granting an increase 
of pension to Maria Lorch—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 22056) granting a pension 
to Annie E. Osgood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22057) granting a pension to Ida Gordon 
Peirce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22058) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver W. Rogers—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22059) granting an increase of pension to 
Adelaide M. Snell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22060) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Randall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22061) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. Perkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22062) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel A. Powers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22063) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace F. Packard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22064) granting an increase of pension to 
William Wallace Lanman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. McGAVIN: A bill (H. R. 22065) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Utter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 22066) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John H.-Bacon—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 22067) granting an increase of 
pension to Levi E. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 2 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 22068) granting an increase 
of pension to John P. Macy—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 22069) grant- 
img an increase of pension to Caroline W. Congdon—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22070) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvester Byrne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22071) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Bender—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 22072) for the relief of 
settlers on certain lands in Wyoming—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 22073) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Eliza M. Scott—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 22074) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas Greer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 22075) granting an in- 
crease of pension to W. S. Noe—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22076) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Horner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRBE: A bill (H. R. 22077) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel Bowers—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. i 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 22078) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Bushong—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22079) granting an increase of pension to 
James D. Grayson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 22080) 
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granting an increase of pension to Jasper F. Morton—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 22081) to correct the 
military record of William T. Fenton—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 22082) granting an increase of 
pension to John H. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22083) granting a pension to Andrew Gar- 
rett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 22084) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph W. Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 22085) granting an increase of 
pension to Randolph Wesson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 22086) granting a pension 
to Amelia Schmidtke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 22087) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob Ballerer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. STAFFORD: A bill (H. R. 22088) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Gottlieb Schweitzer—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 22089) granting an increase 
of pension to Adaline G. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 22090) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Severt Larson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. . 

Allso, a bill (H. R. 22091) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles L. Mueller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22092) granting an increase of pension to 
Simon McAteer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22093) granting an increase of pension to 
Lars Isaacson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22094) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert J. Hamre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 22095) granting 
an increase of pension to William C. Montgomery—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22096) granting a pension to Ruth Garri- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 22097) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah A. Adams—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 22098) to place upon the 
muster-in rolls the name of John O. Kinney—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 22099) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Libbie D. Lowry—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22100) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick W. Sedgwick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 22101) granting a pen- 
sion ‘to Mack Rittenberry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VoLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 22102) granting: an in- 
crease of pension to Borre Peterson—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22103) granting an increase of pension to 
Warran P. Hubbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 22104) granting an increase 
of pension to James Crothers—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 22105) for the 
relief of Mary D. Farrar—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22106) granting a pension to Catharine 
Frank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22107) granting a pension to Joseph B. 
Israel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22108) granting a pension to Maria E. 
Walcutter—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22109) granting a pension to John W. 
Shoemaker—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22110) granting a pension to James E. 
Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22111) granting a pension to Edward §. 
Van Cleye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22112) granting a pension to Christina B. 
Shelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 22113) granting a pension to Winfield S. 
Conde—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22114) granting a pension to Sarah B. 
Ball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 22115) granting a pension to George Atchi- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22116) granting a pension to Margaret A. 
Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22117) granting a pension to Mary J. Mar- 
tin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22118) granting a pension to William 
Coe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22119) granting a pension to Daniel W. 
Mason—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 22120) granting an increase of 
pension to John D. Myers—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 21758) granting an honorable discharge to 
Amasa Hodge—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 21782) granting an increase of pension to Ander- 
son Graham—Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Star of the Valley Council, 
No. 186, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Robert D. Keffer—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Sarah E. Cleve- 
land—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: Petition of Kensington Council, No. 16, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of L. C. Ballard, manager of 
the American Ice Company, and ‘the Knickerbocker Steam Tow- 
age Company, for an appropriation for improvements in the 
Kennebec River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Rev. L. G. March, of Athens, Me., favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By. Mr. BURNETT: Petition of the Cullman Quartette Club, 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: Petitions of Overbrook 
Council, No. 38, Daughters of America; Industry Council, No. 
25; Millville Council, No. 37; John M. Clayton Council, No. 24, 
and Diamond Council, No. 5, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Eby Jones—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. H 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of the librarian 
of Haverford College library, against bill H. R. 19853, against 
legislation which will abridge the existing right of libraries to 
import books in the English language (previously referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means)—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Sanford D. Payne—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of the Iowa State Retail Mer- 
chants’ Association, for repeal of the bankruptcy law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Mary J. Kerens and Daniel Palmer—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Petition of Onondaga Council, No. 10, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: Petition of the New York Produce Ex- 
change, against free distribution of seeds—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, against 
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N of the bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the Ju- 
ciary. 

Also, petition of the Japanese and Korean Exclusion League, 
against employment of Chinese coolies on the Panama Canal—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, for the 
shipping bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, petition of B. F. Middleton Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of New York, and Harry Lee Post, No. 89, 
Grand Army of the Republic, for restoration of the canteen in 
Bath Soldiers’ Home—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the New York State Pharmaceutical Associa- 
tion, for a pharmaceutical corps in the Medical Department of 
the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the New York State Pharmaceutical Associa- 
tion, for the Mann patent bill—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the International Brother- 
hood of Teamsters, for the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. : 

Also, petition of the librarian of the Long Island Historical 
Library, of Brooklyn, N. Y., against section 30 of bill H. R. 
19853, against right of librarian to import books in English— 
to the Committee on Patents, 

Also, petition of the executive committee of the Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Kings County, Department of New York, 
for restoration of the canteen to Soldiers’ Homes—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the New York State Pharmaceutical Associa- 
tion, for organization of a pharmaceutical corps in the Medical 
Department of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of General Warren Council, No. 46, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, fayoring restriction of immigra- 
tion (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, against 
yepeal of the bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of the Minnesota ex-Prisoners 
of the Civil War, for the Hamilton bill granting them pensions— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Jobn 
Tims—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of S. H. Britts (pre- 
viously referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions)—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: Petition of the German Society 
of Indiana, against the Dillingham-Gardner bill for the restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Orson M. Markcum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief of Oliver P. Jackson— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Jesse Harral—-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of citizens of Perkin, Ill., for free 
art legislation (H. R. 15268)—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of the librarian of Brown Uni- 
versity Library, of Providence, R. L, against section 30 of bills 
H. R. 19853 and S. 6330, relative to the importation of books in 
Mnglish language (previously referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means)—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HALE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
W. Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of the trustees of the Chamber of 
Commerce of San Francisco, for an appropriation to improve the 
harbor of Oakland, Cal.—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of James Burnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John P. Neu—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. HUFF: Petitions of Youghiogheny Council, No. 255; 
Banner Council, No. 310; Crystal Council, No. 300, and May- 
flower Council, No. 159, Junior Order United American Mechan- 
ics, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Libby Barnhill and Elizabeth Jane Hancher—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of Frank H. Loud—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. LACEY: Petition of members of the Keokak County 
Bar, for a Federal court at Ottumwa, Iowa—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Oskaloosa Commercial Club, favoring a 
parcels-post law and 1-cent postage—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Cynthia E. 
Tramel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Levi 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Papers to accompany bills for relief 
of John A. Casey, Harrison Baswell, Walter S. Withers, Wil- 
liam G. Forsyth, John G. Pound, Rodic W. Turnipseed, Seaborn 
S. Smith, John H. Webb, John M, Ozburn, John C. White, Kate 
Diehl, Ezra Andrews, Elizabeth B. Lee; Mary N. Hutchinson, 
Darius S. Willingham, Thomas Dye, trustee of Sarah Dye; 
Timothy D. Lyons, Peter Lynch, Maxwell R. Berry, Albert 
Hope, James M. Kimberly, Levi S. Waggoner, and Matilda W. 
Allen et al.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of Landisburg Council, No. 707, 
Junior Order United American Mechanies, favoring restriction 
of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MANN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Levi 
E. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of Fresno County Chamber of 
Commerce, approving of the Wilson bills (H. R. 9753) for regu- 
lation of the hours of first and second class clerks in post- 
offices, and (H. R. 9754) for classification of salaries of said 
clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the San Benito County Improvement Club, 
for an appropriation to improve Monterey Harbor—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the board of trustees of the city of Monterey, 


for an appropriation to improve Monterey Harbor—to the Com- 


mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Oakland Chamber of Commerce, for an 
appropriation for improvement of Oakland (Cal.) Harbor— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Central Labor Council of San Joaquin 
County, for the passage of the Senate shipping bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Southern California Wholesale Grocers’ 
Association, against legislation in antitrust laws to militate 
against*the necessary cooperation of small dealers—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
for an appropriation to increase the water front of the harbor 
of San Francisco—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
W. S. Noe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PALMER: Petitions of Snyder Council, No. 967; 
Plains Council, No. 660; Slocum Council, No. 271; Ashley Coun- 
cil, No. 149; Colonel H. B. Wright Council, No. 896, and Willow 
Grove Council, No. 139, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, and Forty Fort Council, No. 190, Daughters of Liberty, 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Petitions of Excelsior Council, No. 33, and 
Golden Rod Council, No. 42, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of Resolution Council, No. 6, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the New York State Pharmaceu- 
tical Association, for increase in the Medical Department of the 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the New York State Pharmaceutical Associa- 
tion, for the Mann patent bill—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, against re- 
peal of the bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Gottlob O. Greiner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Amelia Schmidtke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: Petitions of Asbury Council, 
No. 151; Worcester Council, No. 29, and Snow Hill Council, 
No. 167, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Burris Subers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of librarian of the Toledo 
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Public Library, against bill H. R. 19853, relative to im- 
portation of English books (previously referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means)—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. STAFFORD: Petition of the Allis-Chalmers Com- 
pany, of Milwaukee, Wis., for relief of that company, in support 
of bill H. R. 21174—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John O. Kinney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of the Spanish War Veterans 
of Jackson, Mich., and elsewhere, for extension of the time 
required for residence on the Shoshone Reservation, in Wy- 
oming—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Lancaster Council, No. 111, 
Daughters of Liberty, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


SENATE. 


Wepnespay, December 12, 1906. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey, Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of ee 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Lobak, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 


KONGO FREE STATE, 


Mr. LODGE. I ask that 300 copies of Senate Report 393, 


Forty-eighth Congress, first session, March 26, 1884, may be re- 
printed. It is a report relating to the Kongo Free State, by 
Senator Morcan, and contains many papers of great value. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts? If not, it is so 
ordered. 

The order was reduced to writing, as follows: 

Ordered, That 300 copies of Senate Report No. 393, Forty-eighth Con- 
gress, first session, March 26, 1884, be pr ted for the use of the Senate. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting a certified copy of the findings. of fact filed by the court in 
the cause of Wildey Lodge, No, 27, Independent Order of Odd 
Fellows, of Charleston, W. Va., against The United States; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the findings of 
fact and opinion filed by the court in the cause of Adolph Har- 
tiens, tutor to his three infant children, Sidney L., William W., 
and Mary R. Hartiens, being the issue of his marriage with 
Mary C. Osborne Hartiens, deceased, his late wife, who was the 
daughter and only heir at law of William H. Osborne, deceased, 
v. The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CREDENTIALS, 


Mr. McCRBARY presented the credentials of Thomas H. 
Paynter, chosen by the legislature of the State of Kentucky a 
Senator from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1907; 
which were read and ordered to be filed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. DRYDEN presented a memorial of Thorofare Grange, 
No. 59, Patrons of Husbandry, of Thorofare, N. J., and a memo- 
rial of Upper Township Grange, No. 139, Patrons of Husbandry, 
of Tuckahoe, N. J., remonstrating against any further appropria- 
tion being made for the free distribution of seeds and plants; 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

He also presented the memorial of J. W. Beardsley Sons, of 
New York City, N. Y., remonstrating against the adoption of an 
amendment to the meat-inspection act requiring the cost of in- 
spection to be paid by the packers, ete.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Russiaville, Middletown, Ligonier, Anderson, Monroe County, 
Brown County, Sullivan County, Alaska County, Grant County, 
and Noble County, all in the State of Indiana, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation requiring certain places of 
business in the District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbla. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Deming, 


N. Mex., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 


a home in Africa for ex-slaves and their offspring, where they 
shall have a free and independent government of their own; 
which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTDH presented a petition of the common 
council of Superior, Wis., praying for the establishment of pos- 
tal savings banks; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Wisconsin, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to require 
certain places of business in the District of Columbia to be 
closed on Sunday; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. BENSON presented a memorial of Osage County Grange, 
No. 442, Patrons of Husbandry, of Lyndon, Kans., and a me- 
morial of the State Agricultural College of Kansas, remonstrat- 
ing against the enactment of legislation providing for the free 
distribution of seeds; which were referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Rock Island Busi- 
ness Men's Association, of Rock Island, III., praying that an ap- 
propriation be made for the improvement of the waterways of 
the country; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Galesburg 
and Noble, in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against the en- 
actment of legislation requiring certain places of business in the 
District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of San Francisco, Cal., praying that an appropriation be 
made for the improvement of the channel at Oakland, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He ‘also presented a memorial of the Santa Barbara County 
Horticultural Society, of California, remonstrating against fur- 
ther apropriations for the free distribution of garden seeds and 
plants; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr. ELKINS presented a paper to accompany the bill (8. 
4883) for the relief of Elizabeth M. Earle, administratrix of 
the estate of J. B. Earle, deceased; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KEAN presented the petition of George Oakley, of 
Paterson, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for a readjustment of postal rates; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a-petition of the city council of Woodbury, 
N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
establishment of postal savings banks; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Red- 
bank, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to increase 
the salaries of railway postal clerks; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MILLARD presented a petition of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Esceola, Nebr., praying for an in- 
vestigation into the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
Suoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; and also for the 
adoption of an antipolygamy amendment to the Constitution; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Commercial Club of 
Omaha, Nebr., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called“ parcels-post bill;“ which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Albion and 
Hebron, in the State of Nebraska, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Goy- 
ernment buildings and grounds; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented a petition of the Merchants’ Asso- 
ciation of Elgin, III., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to increase the salaries of postal clerks; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon * 

A bill (H. R. 19215) granting an increase of pension to John 
Lingenfelder; and 

A bill (H. R. 18363) granting an increase of pension to Ru- 
dolph Bentz. 


SEIZURE OF AMERICAN SCHOONER SILAS STEARNS. 


Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
to whom was referred the resolution submitted by Mr. MALLORY 
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on the 10th instant, reported it without amendment; and it was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

` Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if not 
incompatible with the public interests, to transmit to the Senate copies 
of all papers, documents, and correspondence now in the possession of 
the Department of State relating to the seizure and forcible detention of 
the American fishing schooner Silas Stearns by the Mexican authorities; 
and to inform the Senate whether said schooner has been adjudged for- 
feited by the decree of any Mexican court, and if so, whether the 
owners of sald schooner were ever given an opportunity, by citation or 
otherwise, to appear in said court and defend their property; and also 
to inform the Senate of the pret status of said case and what action, 
if any, has been taken by this Government in the premises. 


GERTRUDE A. DAVISON. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the reso- 
lution submitted yesterday by him for Mr. ELKINS, reported it 
without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay from the contingent fund of the Senate 

. to Gertrude A. Davison, mother of F. L. Davison, late clerk of the 
Senate Committee on Interstate Commerce, a sum equal to six mbdnths’ 
salary at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his demise, 
said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and all other 
allowances. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 7099) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Esther A. Cleaveland; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 7100) for the relief of Job 
O. C. Rathbun; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7101) granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
Matimore ; and 

A bill (S. 7102) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Wells. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 7103) granting a pension to 
Sarah S. Craig; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 7104) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel B. McMullin; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 7105) granting an increase of 
pension: to Samuel Baker; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. ? 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7106) granting an increase of pension to H. H. 
Michael; 

A bill (S. 7107) granting an increase of pension to George 
P, V. Tritipoe; and 
. A bill (S. 7108) granting an increase of pension to Charles B. 
Gilbert (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7109) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Point Pleasant, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 7110) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Great Cacapon, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 7111) for the relief of the trustees of the Mount 
Olive Primitive Baptist Church, of Philippi, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 7112) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Ravenswood, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 7113) for the relief of the trustees of the German 
Baptist Brethren Church, of Greenland Gap, W. Va.; and 

A bill (S. 7114) for the relief of the trustees of Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Philippi, W. Va. = 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 7115) to amend a certain 
provision of the act making appropriation for the naval service, 
approved June 29, 1906; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7116) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection thereon of a building for the use and 
accommodation of the United States subtreasury at San Fran- 
cisco, in the State of California; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 
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Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 7117) for the relief of 
Joseph W. McCall; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7118) to limit the effect of the 
regulation of commerce between the several States and Terri- 
tories in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 3 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 7119) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles Boxmeyer; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims : 

A bill (S. 7120) for the relief of the trustees of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church South of Perryville, Ky. ; 

A bill (S. 7121) for the relief of the trustees of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Paris, Ky. ; 

A bill (S. 7122) for the relief of the trustees of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church South of Harrodsburg, Ky. ; 

A bill (S. 7123) for the relief of the trustees of the Cum- 
berland Presbyterian Church of Henderson, Ky. ; 

A bill (S. 7124) for the relief of the trustees of the Bap- 
tist Church of Bowling Green, Ky.; 

A bill (S. 7125) for the relief of the treasurer of Salt River 
Lodge, No. 180, Free Ancient and Accepted Masons of Mount 
Washington, Ky.; 

A bill (S. 7126) for the relief of the directors of the Pres- 
byterian Theological Seminary, of Kentucky; and 

A bill (S. 7127) for the relief of the trustees of the Jessa- 
mine Female Institute, successor to Bethel Academy, of Nicho- 
lasville, Ky. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE introduced a bill (S. 7128) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lurinda E. Spencer; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BENSON introduced a bill (S. 7129) granting a pension 
to Susan J. Chandler; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 7130) granting an increase of 
pension to Oliver P. Case; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims: j 

A bill (S. 7131) for the relief of the trustees of the First Bap- 
tist Church of Danville, Ky. ; . 

A bill (S. 7182) for the relief of the trustees of the Antioch 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Stewart, Mercer County, 


Ky. ; 

A bill (S. 7133) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Mount Sterling, Ky. ; 

A bill (S. 7134) for the relief of the trustees of the Regular 
Baptist Church, of Richmond, Ky.; and 

A bill (S. 7135) for the relief of the vestry of Trinity Protes- 
tant Episcopal Church, of Danyille, Ky. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 7136) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Cornelia W. Clay; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 7137) for the purchase 
of a site for a Federal building for the United States post-office 
at Franklin, N. H.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee.on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 7138) granting an increase of 
pension to George H. Allen; whieh was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 79) 
concerning railroad cars carrying United States mails: which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

AMENDMENT TO LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. SPOONER submitted an amendment relative to an in- 
crease in the salaries of the justices and associate justices of the 
supreme court, District of Columbia, intended to be proposed by 
him to the legislative, etc., appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TERRITORY OF ALASKA. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE submitted the following order; which was 

considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Committee on Ter- 
ritories 1, additional copies of Senate Document No. 14, Fifty-ninth 
Congress, second session, entitled a Message from the President of 
the United States transmitting certain papers relative to the needs of 


the Territory of Alaska in matters of legislation and government,” 


1906. 


TREATY WITH JAPAN. 


Mr. GEARIN. I submit a resolution and ask that it may lie 


on the table. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as 
follows: : 

Whereas a controversy has arisen as to the rights of Japanese resi- 
dents in the United States under the existing treaty with Japan, and 
it is desirable that all cause of misunderstanding as to the scope and 
meaning of the terms used in that treaty should be removed to the end 
that the present friendly relations between the two Governments should 
continue; and 

Whereas the Senate considers that the further unrestricted immigra- 
Son of Japanese laborers into this country is not desirable: Therefore, 

t 


Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that it is advisable that 
negotiations should be entered into with the Japanese Government by 
the proper executive officers of the United States. with a view of secur- 
ing such modification of the existing treaty with Japan as will clearly 
define and enumerate the rights guaranteed Japanese under said treaty, 
and will provide that the further coming of Japanese cooly laborers into 
the United States be prohibited altogether, 


EXPERIMENTS WITH CHOLERA VIRUS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to communi- 
cate to the. Senate the facts pertaining to experiments with cholera 
virus, alleged to have been made at ila upon prisoners by Surg. 
Richard P, Strong, of the United States Army; to state whether, as a 
result of such 0 ten or more persons lost their lives; 
whether any of the persons so experimented upon were previously in- 
formed of the dangerous and possibly fatal character of the experi- 
ments; whether any of them were natives of the United States, and by 
— Pi authority and upon whose responsibility these experiments were 
made. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
M. C. Larra, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had on the 11th instant approved and signed the act (8. 
1804) providing for the use of certified checks to secure com- 
pliance with proposals and contracts for naval supplies. 


STATE PUBLIC SCHOOL SYSTEM. 


Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I call up Senate resolution 
No. 183. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution indicated by the 
Senator from Maryland will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions submitted by Mr. RAYNER 
on the 4th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate this Government has no 
5 7 to enter into any treaty with foreign 1 relating to any 
of the public school systems of the States of the Union; and 

Resolved further, That in the opinion of the Senate there is no pro- 
vision in the treaty between the United States and the Government of 
Japan that relates in any. manner to this subject or in any way inter- 
feres with the right of the State of California to conduct and admin- 
mine oe ee of public schools in accordance with its own legisla- 

on; an 

Resolved further, That it is the duty of the President of the Unitéd 
States to notify the Government of Japan and notify any foreign gov- 
ernment with whom the question mee arise that the public educational 
institutions of the States are not within the jurisdiction of the United 
States, and that the United States has no power to regulate or super- 
vise their administration. 


Mr. CULLOM. Before the Senator from Maryland proceeds 
to a discussion of the resolutions I desire to state that immedi- 
ately after the conclusion of the Senator’s speech I will ask the 
Senate to proceed to the consideration of executive business for 
ihe purpose especially of disposing of what is called the“ Alge- 
ciras treaty.” 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, the proposition covered by this 
resolution is to my mind a most important one. The President 
has stated in his message that the Federal Government possesses 
some power in connection with the subject-matter set forth in the 
resolution, and that everything within his power shall be done 
and all of the forces, military and civil, of the United States, 
which he may lawfully employ will be employed for that pur- 
pose. It is very important therefore that we should know and 
the country should know, and the President should understand, 
whether he has any power in the premises at all, because it 
is quite a serious matter in view of the great calamity that 
has lately befallen the city of San Francisco for the President 
to contemplate the bombarding of the city at this time, and to 
declare war against the boards of county school trustees of 
California, if there is no justification or pretext upon which 
such ferocious proceedings can be undertaken. 

With great respect and deference to the President, he is 
exercising a great many functions—executive, legislative, and 
judicial, lawful and unlawful, constitutional and unconstitu- 
tional. If he is possessed of the idea that he is the super- 
visor of all of the public schools of the various States of the 
Union, and he seems to be impressed with this idea, because 
in the very last paragraph of his message he recommends to 
Congress the establishment of shooting galleries in all of the 
large public schools of the country, we must either disabuse 
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his mind of this fancy or we must let him know that we agree 
with him as to the omnipotence of his jurisdiction. If he can 
take possession of the public schools of California and compel 
the State to admit to them Japanese students contrary to the 
laws of California, he could with equal propriety send us an 
amendment to the Santo Domingo treaty and demand the ad- 
mission of the negro children of Santo Domingo into the white 
schools of South Carolina or of any other State of the Union. 
Of course, if the people haye come to the conclusion that every- 
thing that the President recommends is right, then there is 
hardly any use in contesting any of his propositions or recom- 
mendations, and instead of conferring upon him the power to 
give Congress information of the state of the Union, we might 
confer upon him the function of furnishing his own peculiar 
views upon the entire state of the universe and recommending 
any improvements or changes in the general plan of creation 
that he may deem expedient, from the cradle to the grave. In 
fact, the President, upon page 29 of his message, anticipates the 
cradle and makes a recommendation upon the state of the Union 
that tends to place in his hands the establishment of the birth 
rate of the country. Now, if we can only supplement this func- 
tion by giving him complete jurisdiction over the death rate we 
will then have a ruler whose ubiquity is uncircumscribed and 
whose unlimited possibilities are beyond the reach of human 
contemplation. 

I believe that there is a sufficient residuum of common sense 
and independent thought in the American people to keep the 
Executive within the prerogatives of his office and to let him 
quietly and respectfully understand that the Executive chair is 
not exactly the place from which to deliver exhortations or a 
course of didactics upon either the natural rights or the infirmi- 
ties of the human race, and that in his messages and recom- 
mendations he ought to confine himself to the functions pre- 
scribed by the Constitution. 

I desire to say, in passing, that I coincide with everything 
that the President says in praise of the people of Japan. In the 
war between Japan and Russia my sympathies were entirely 
with the Government of Japan, and whatever he says in honor 
of its marvelous race meets with my own hearty commendation. 
I always thought it was a great shame that through the kindly 
and well-intentioned offices of the President, Japan should have 
been overpowered in the conference room when she had been 
victorious in every battle upon the land and on the sea, and I 
think that the dauntless courage and the almost superhuman 
heroism, against overwhelming odds, of her military and naval 
forces is without a parallel upon the pages of ancient or modern 
history. I propose to discuss the question under consideration 
entirely outside of the particular circumstances that environ it, 
upon general grounds of constitutional law, and certainly with 
no feeling of hostility upon my part toward this wonderful peo- 
ple with whom this controversy has arisen. 


THE TREATY WITH JAPAN—-COMPARISON WITH CHINESE TREATY. 


In my brief argument that I shall address to this body I shall 
plant myself upon two propositions: 

First, that there is no provision whatever in the treaty with 
Japan that confers the right that the President speaks of, or 
gives to the Government of Japan the privileges that it claims 
in connection with the public school system of California or of 
any other State. 

Secondly, the more important question, if there was such a 
provision in this treaty, or any other treaty conferring this 
right, the treaty would be void and without any authority upon 
the part of the United States to make it, and in violation of-the 
Constitution and the treaty-making power of the Government. 

The first step that it is necessary for me to take in this discus- 
sion is to quote the provisions of the treaty with Japan that 
have been held to be applicable to the subject in hand, the ratifi- 
cations of which treaty were exchanged by the respective Gov- 
ernments on the 21st of March, 1895. I will ask the Secretary 
kindly to read those provisions. It will take but a moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

ARTICLE I. The citizens or subjects of each of the two high cen. 
tracting parties shall have full liberty to enter, travel, or reside in 6ny 

art of the territories of the other contracting party, and shall enjecy 
ull and perfect protection for their persons and property. 

They shall have free access to the courts of justice in pursuit and 
defence of their rights; they shall be at liberty equally with native 
citizens or subjects to choose and employ lawyers, advocates, and 
representatives to pursue and defend their rights before such courts, 
and in all other matters connected with the administration of justice 
— Po all the rights and privileges enjoyed by native citizens 

r su . 

In whatever relates to rights of residence and travel; to the posses- 
sion of goods and effects of any kind; to the succession to personal 
estate, by will or otherwise, and the disposal of property of any sort and 


uire, the citizens 
he territaries cf 


in any manner whatsoever which they may lawfully a 
jects of each contracting party shall enjoy in 


or su 
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the other the same privileges, liberties, and e aoe shall be subject 


to no higher imposts or charges in these respects than native citizens or 
subjects or citizens or subjects of the most favored nation. The citi- 
zens or subjects of each of the contracting parties shall enjoy in the 
territories of the other entire liberty of conscience, and, subject to the 
la ordinances, and regulations, shall enjoy the right of private or 
public exercise of their worship, and also the right of burying their 
respective countrymen, according to their religious customs, in such 
suitable and convenient places as may be established and maintained 
for that 1 9 

The, all not be compelled, under any pretext whatsoever, to pay 

port charges or taxes other or higher than those that are, or may be 
aid pened citizens or subjects or citizens or subjects of the most 
vored nation, 

The citizens or subjects of either of the contracting parties residin, 
in the territories of the other shall be exempt from all com reg | mili- 
nea Cov lag whatsoever, whether in the Army, Navy, National Guard, 
or Militin; from all contributions imposed in lieu of personal service; 
and from all forced loans or military exactions or contributions. 

ARTICLE XIV. The high contracting parties agree that, in all that 
concerns commerce and navigation, any privilege, favor, or immunity 
which either high contracting party has actually granted, or may 
hereinafter grant, to the Government, ships, citizens, or subjects of any 
other State, shall be extended to the Government, ships, citizens, or 
subjects of the other high contracting rty, gratuitously, if the con- 
cession in favor of that other State shall have been gratuitous, and on 
the same or equivalent conditions if-the concession shall have been con- 
ditional; it being their intention that the trade and navigation of each 
country shall be placed, in all respects, by the other upon the footing 
of the most favored nation. 


Mr. RAYNER. There is not a clause or a line of this treaty 
that contains by expression or intendment the slightest reference 
to the public school systems of any of the States of the Union, or 
confers any rights whatever upon the citizens of Japan to enjoy 
the privileges of their public educational institutions. There is 
not a clause or a line, although I understand that the President 
has been advised to the contrary, that, to the professional mind, 
would admit of such a construction. The most liberal inter- 
pretation of any of its terms does not allow such an interpola- 
tion or insertion to be made. The treaty does not eyen contain 
the most-favored-nation clause, except in reference to the par- 
ticular objects that are therein specifically enumerated. 

If I haye made a mistake upon this point let some Senator 
upon the floor or some of the President’s legal advisers upon 
the treaty refer me to the clause that carries with it such a 
construction. Let the President elucidate his message upon 
this point and give us the language in the treaty that author- 
ized him to state that he had any power or jurisdiction over this 
subject whatever. It can not be done, because here is the 
treaty, and no one arises here to justify his construction of it. 


If there is any decision in the United States that holds that any. 


of the rights granted by the treaty carry with them the priv- 
ilege to the subjects of Japan of even partaking of the ad- 
vantages of the educational system of our States, let us have 
that decision. I have examined them all very carefully that 
relate to treaties and I find no authority to sustain such a 
proposition. 

Now, let me call your attention to a very peculiar circum- 
stance, and that is the Burlingame treaty, which was made with 
China, because that does contain such a provision. It is only a 
few lines. The Burlingame treaty with China, which was pro- 
claimed on February 5, 1870, has the following provision in it: 

ARTICLE. VII. Citizens of the United States shall enjoy all the priv- 
fleges of the public educational institutions under the control of the 
Government of China, and, reciprocally, Chinese subjects shall enjoy 
all the privileges of the public educational institutions under the con- 
trol of the Government of the United States which are enjoyed in the 
respective countries by citizens or subjects of the most-favored na- 
tion. The citizens of the United States may freely establish and 
maintain schools within the. Empire of China at those places where 
foreigners are by treaty permitted to reside, and, reciprocally, Chinese 
oe may enjoy the same privileges and immunities in the United 

ates. 


“Of the United States.” 
of the United States. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is a distinction. 

Mr. RAYNER. I say that is a distinction. I am coming to 
that. Nevertheless it contains a provision that the Japanese 
treaty does not contain. The Japanese treaty does not give any 
rights to any public educational institution controlled by the 
United States. 

Now, as I was going to say, the Japanese treaty contains 
no such provision as this, and the favored clause does not 
cover it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President ` 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Marylan 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. RAYNER. I do. 


It does not say “of the States,” but 


Mr. FORAKER. If it would not interrupt the Senator, I 
would ask him if he can state the respective dates of those 
two treaties? 

Mr. RAYNER. The Burlingame treaty, February 5, 1870. 
The ratifications of the Japanese treaty were exchanged by the 
respective Governments on the 2ist of March, 1895, twenty-five 
years afterwards, and there is not a word of it in this Japanese 


treaty. The favored-nation clause does not cover it, because 
this clause is restricted to the objects that are specified in 
the treaty and no one of these objects relates to educational 
privileges; and eyen if there had been a provision in the Jap- 
anese treaty similar to the one in the Chinese treaty, it would 
not apply to this case, because the treaty with China confers 
educational privileges in educational institutions under the con- 
trol of the Government of the United States, and neither the 
educational institutions of California nor of any other State 
of the Union are under the control of the United States. 

The educational institutions of the States are not under the 
control of the Government of the United States, and therefore, 
by virtue of this provision in this treaty, the Chinese enjoy 
no privileges at all. Therefore, if this clause had been incor- 
porated in the Japanese treaty, as I shall show a little farther 
on, it would not cover the proposition we are now discussing. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield further to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. RAYNER. I do. 

Mr. FORAKER. I wish to call the Senator’s attention to 
the fact that the United States Government has no educational 
institutions as such, and that immediately following the rati- 
fication of the treaty with China, and ever since that, under 
the clauses granting certain exceptions, Chinese students have 
been entitled, except as it has been modified by treaty since, 
to come to this country and seek education in the institutions 
that are situated within the States and are not at all under the 
control of the United States Government. 

Mr. RAYNER. There is no doubt about that proposition. 
Any of the States may admit any Chinese or Japanese stu- 
dent or any other sort if they choose who are in the United 
States. That in entirely within the province of the State, but 
the question here is a question of alleged discrimination in the 
public school system of California. Massachusetts or any other 
State of the Union has a perfect right to admit any Chinese or 
Japanese who are here. That does not affect the question, I 
respectfully submit, that I am discussing. I absolutely deny 
that the admission of these students into the educational insti- 
tutions of the State is in compliance with and in furtherance of 
the treaty. : - 

I might rest this entire subject right here, because this is an 
end of the claim of Japan if the treaty does not, either by expres- 
sion or intendment, contain the controverted matter, but I have 
arisen for a larger purpose and a deeper inquiry; and inasmuch 
as what has taken place here may occur over and over again 
under the treaty-making power of the United States, I shall now 
proceed to the more important proposition, and that is that this 
Government has no power under the Constitution of the United 
States to make any treaty with any foreign government covering 
the subject in question, or overriding the legislation of any State 
of the Union in connection therewith. 


THE ISSUES INVOLVED IN THE CONTROVERSY. 


Now, let me quote—because I must say that to me it has been 
the most interesting subject in constitutional law, at least that I 
have ever examined or been interested in—the sixth article of 
the Constitution. It is not an academic discussion; it is likely 
to occur over and over again with all our oriental possessions, 
because if the President persists in his purpose, the day will 
come when he will demand that he has the right, either under 
the treaty-making power or under the amendments to the Consti- 
tution, to exercise this privilege in connection with the admission 
of foreign students into the public educational institutions of the 
States. 

Now, one may read this article of the Constitution without un- 
derstanding it. Just read it. Let a layman read it. It leaves 
an impression upon the mind of every man who has not studied 
the Constitution that the treaty overrides the reserved rights of 
the States whenever it comes in contact with them. No matter 
how brilliant the lawyer may be, no matter what his talents or 
resources may consist of, I do not care for the opinion of anyone 
who has not thoroughly mastered and analyzed the authorities 
upon this subject and made the proper discriminations between 
them: 

This Constitution and the laws of the United States which shall be 
made in pursuance thereof, and all treaties made or which shall be 
made under the authority of the United States— 

Now, that is the distinction that the extreme school plants 
itself on between these two propositions. When it speaks of 
laws, it says laws which shall be made in pursuance of the Con- 
stitution. When the Constitution speaks of treaties, it says that 
all treaties which shall be made under the authority not of the 
Constitution, but of the United States. I shall, I think, demon- 
strate within a few moments that there is no possible distinc- 
tion in the authorities between these two clauses, 


1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


299 


This sixth article, which lies at the bottom of this controversy, 
reads partly as follows: 


ARTICLE VI. This Constitution and the laws of the United States 
which shall be made in pursuance thereof, and all treaties made or 
which shall be made under the authority of the United States, shall be 
the supreme law of the laud, and the judges in every State shall be 
bound thereby, anything in the constitution or laws of any State to the 
contrary notwithstanding, 


I plant myself firmly and unalterably upon the proposition 
that we can make no treaty that violates any of the provisions 
of the Constitution of the United States, that the treaty-making 
power in the sixth article must be construed in pari materia with 
all the other provisions contained in the Constitution, and if the 
treaty comes in conflict with any of the limitations of the instru- 
ment the treaty must yield and the Constitution prevail. 

As a corollary of this proposition I plant myself upon the 
doctrine that any treaty that violates Article X of the Consti- 
tution and infringes upon the reserved rights of the States 
which have not been delegated to the General Government, and 
embraces subjects that belong to the States, and that are not 
necessary to carry out the purposes of the Government as defined 
in the Constitution, is ultra vires and not within the capacity 
of the Government to make. 

It is my opinion that this subject involves one of the most 
interesting problems that has ever been before this body, and 
that the suggestion in the message of the President, with great 
respect to him, is not of the slightest value here, because in order 
to arrive at a proper conclusion upon this important inquiry it 
is necessary to assiduously examine the great mass of prece- 
dents, and authorities, and decisions that have been rendered 
upon the subject, and I am quite sure that I am entirely within 
bounds when I say that the President has not undertaken this 
task. 

THE SEVERAL SCHOOLS OF CONSTRUCTION, 

There are two separate schools of construction. upon the sub- 
ject at issue. These schools are professional schools and schools 
of commentators and text writers upon the Constitution, and it 
is not entirely accurate to designate them as the respective advo- 
cates of national and States’ rights systems. 

One of these schools claims that the treaty-making power is 
an inherent element of sovereignty, and though it is a conferred 
power in the Constitution it would exist as an essential attribute 
of this Government without delegation, and that when it is once 
delegated it need not derive its authority from the Constitution, 
and that whenever it comes in conflict with the provisions of a 
State law or a State constitution, by the terms of Article VI of 
the Constitution the treaty prevails. Some of the adherents of 
this school haye proceeded to the most unfortunate limits in 
their construction of the treaty-making power, and have held 
that this power is superior to the Constitution and is not in any 
manner governed by its inhibitions or limitations. 

The second school stands upon the doctrine that the treaty- 
making power exists for the purpose of carrying out the pur- 
poses and objects of this Government as prescribed and defined 
by the Constitution, and that no treaty is valid that violates the 
Constitution or that under its provisions surrenders the rights 
reserved and belonging to the States. 

I am a disciple of the second school, not alone as a party man, 
but as a student of Constitutional history, and I proceed now to 
give the reasons for the faith that is in me. 

The most instructive step that I can take in this discussion is 
to give, in the language of their advocates, the two standards 
that separate these two political creeds, so that the .distinguish- 
ing features between them can be clearly and fully compre- 
hended and understood. 

Mr. Charles Henry Butler, the present reporter of the Supreme 
Court, and a man of great learning and industry, in a valuable 
text-book that he has written upon the treaty-making power of 
the United States, which I think is mainly wrong in the conclu- 
sions that it reaches, but which is full of the most interesting 
information upon the subject, thus states his own views and the 
views of those who belong to the first school of treaty-making 
power interpretation that I have referred to: i 


First, That the treaty-making power of the United States, as vested 
in the central Government, is derived nòt only from the powers ex- 
pressly conferred by the Constitution, but that it is also possessed by 
that Government as an attribute of sovereignty, and that it extends to 
every subject which can be the basis of negotiation and contract be- 
tween any of the sovereign powers of the world, or in regard to Which 
the several States of the Union themselves could have negotiated and 
contracted if the Constitution had not expressly prohibited the States 
from exercising the treaty-making power in any manner whatever and 
vested that power exclusively in and expressly delegated it to the 
Federal Government. 

Second. That the power to 2 In regard to all matters affected 
by treaty stipulations and relations is coextensive with the treaty-mak- 
ing power, and that acts of Congress nts fuon stipulations which, 
in the absence of treaty stipulations, would unconstitutional as in- 
fringing upon the powers reserved to the States, are constitutional, and 


can be enforced, even though they may conflict with State laws or pro- 
visions of State constitutions. 

Third. That all provisions in State statutes or constitutions which in 
any way conflict with any treaty stipulations, whether they have been 
made prior or subsequent thereto, must give way to the provisions of 
the treaty, or act of Congress based on and enforcing the same, even if 
such provisions relate to matters wholly within State jurisdiction. 

The tenets of the school in which I have been trained dre 
succinctly stated in a masterly way by that eminent consti- 
tutional lawyer, the Hon. John Randolph Tucker, in a report 
that he rendered to the Forty-eighth Congress, and which reads, 
in part, as follows: 

The language of the Constitution of the United States which gives 
the character of “supreme law” to a treaty, confines it to “ treaties 
made under the authority of the United States.” That authority is 
limited and defined by the Constitution itself. The United States 
have no unlimited, but only delegated authority. The power to make 
treaties is bounded by the same limits, which are prescribed for the 
authority delegated to the United States by the Constitution. To 
suppose that a power to make treaties with foreign nations is un- 
limited by the restraints imposed on the power delegated to the United 
States would be to assume that by such treaty the Constitution itself 
might be abrogated and the liberty of the people secured thereb: 
destroyed. The power to contract must be commensurate with an 
not transcend the powers by virtue of which the United States and 
their Government exist and act. It can not contract with a foreign 
nation to do what is unauthorized or forbidden by the Constitution 
to be done. The power to contract is limited by the power to do. 
(3 Story, Com. on Const., sec. 1501.) 

It is on this ponams that a treaty can not take away essential 
liberties secured by the Constitution to the people. The treaty power 
must be subordinate to these, A treaty can not alien a State or dis- 
member the Union, because the Constitution forbids both. 

In all such cases the legitimate effect of a treaty is to bind the 
United States to do what they are competent to do and no more. 


The United States by treaty can only agree with another nation 


to perform what they have authority to perform under the constitu- 
tional charter creating them. The treaty makes the nerus which 
binds the faith of the Union to do what their Constitution om 
authority to do. A treaty made under that authority may do Is; 
all it attempts to do beyond it is ultra vires—is null, and can no 

bind them. 

In this admirable report and careful review of the treaty- 
making power Mr. Tucker remarks that— 

If the treaty-making power extends to the limits that are claimed 
for it by the advocates of an inherent right, then a treaty may borrow 
money, regulate commerce, coin money, establish post-offices, and ak 
vide for raising armies and navies of the United States, and may thus 
annul or paralyze all the powers of Congress, and admit a foreign 
nation to exact, with the alternative of war, a compliance with these 
sweeping stipulations in the internal government of the people of the 
United States. 


I am aware of the fact that some of the conclusions reached 
by this eminent statesman in this report have been assailed at 
times, but I am also aware of the fact that the main proposi- 
tion upon which he stands, and from which I have quoted in 
the first instance, has never been impeached nor impugned by 
any Federal or State authority that I know of. 

A TREATY CAN NOT VIOLATE THE CONSTITUTION. 

I want to proceed one step further in the particular point that 
I am now discussing, and I desire to address these remarks to 
the extreme advocates of the doctrine of an “ unlimited treaty- 
making power.” f 

Let me take subsection 8 of section 9 of Article I of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, which provides “that no title of 
nobility shall be granted by. the United States.” Is there anyone 
here that believes we would have the right in a treaty to grant 
a title of nobility to the subject of a foreign government? 

Subsection 4 of section 1 of Article II of the Constitution pro- 
vides “that no person except a natural-born citizen * * + 
shall be eligible to the office of President.” Does anyone here 
believe that we could make a treaty with a foreign power abro- 
gating this section in its interests? 

Article I of the amendments provides: “Congress shall make 
no law respecting an establishment of religion or prohibiting the 
free exercise thereof.” Is there anyone of the opinion that we 
could make a treaty with a foreign nation admitting their sub- 
jects to our shores, and then, in the same treaty, provide that 
817 pres not have the privilege of exercising their religious 
belief? 

Mr. President, I am talking to the extreme advocates of this 
doctrine. I am coming to the middle class presently. I am 
taking now the doctrine of the men who claim that the trenty- 
making power is an inherent power, and is not circumscribed 
either by the delegated powers or by the limitations or inkibi- 
tions of the Constitution. I will come to the men of more mod- 
erate views of the first school in a few moments. I am plant- 
ing this argument now upon the doctrine that the treaty- 
making power is an inherent power that is not governed or 
controlled at all by the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. RAYNER. Certainly, 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. Might not the power be inherent in sov- 
ereignty and at the same time be limited by the Constitution? 

Mr. RAYNER. Never. It can not lie in grant and lie in 
sovereignty. It must either lie in sovereignty or lie in grant. 
There is no such thing as a granted power under the Constitu- 
tion carrying within its terms an inherent and sovereign power. 
I utterly deny the suggestion of the Senator from Indiana. 
Whatever inherent powers exist have been merged forever in 
the granted powers of the Constitution. It must be either one 
or the other. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That was not my question, although I am 
happy to hear the Senator upon that. 

Mr. RAYNER. Then I misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The question was, Might not the power 
be inherent in sovereignty and at the same time be limited by 
the prohibitions of the Constitution? 

Mr. RAYNER. There is not an inherent power in the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, because the Government of the 
United States is not a government of inherent powers. I deny 
that the Government of the United States has any inherent 
powers save the power to exist and to perpetuate itself, and 
while it might be inherent and still limited, the fact is it is 
not inherent. That answers the question. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. RAYNER. I do. 

Mr. CARMACK. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Mary- 
land that cach of the States prior to the formation of the Con- 
stitution of the United States possessed this treaty-making 
power, and that the General Government possesses it now only 
by reason of its delegation by the States. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The States possessed it inherently. 

Mr. CARMACK. They possessed it inherently; and the Gen- 
eral Government gets it by delegation from the States. 

Mr. RAYNER. I was coming to that proposition in a mo- 
ment, I think the Senator from Tennessee states that propo- 
sition a little too broadly—that is, that the States granted to 
the United States all the powers they possessed. 

Mr. CARMACK. I did not say that. 

Mr. RAYNER. I beg pardon. I understood the Senator to 
say that the States had granted to the United States all the 
treaty-making power. 

Mr. CARMACK. No; I did not mean that; but all the pow- 
ers the General Government possesses in that respect are de- 
rived from the grant by the States 

Mr. RAYNER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. We can not hear a word over here of what 
is being said on the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. CARMACK. That all the treaty-making power was in 
the States prior to the formation of the Constitution. Each 
State possessed the treaty-making power. When the Constitu- 
tion was formed the States delegated to the General Govern- 
ment the treaty-making power, and the treaty-making power 

by the General Government is measured by the ex- 
tent of that delegation. 

Mr. FULTON. May I ask the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
CarMacK] a question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. RAYNER. I wish the Senator would ask me the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. FULTON. Then I will ask the Senator if that delega- 
tion of power to the General Government, when exercisable, is 
neyertheless not restricted by the prohibition on the General 
Government contained in the Federal Constitution? 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I am coming to the argument 
of that question in a moment. 

I want, first, to say something in reference to the suggestion 
of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack]. Of course, the 
Senator from Tennessee recollects that in the Articles of Con- 
federation it was provided that no treaty should be made unless 
nine of the States consented; but the suggestion made by the 
Senator is absolutely correct as to the proposition upon which 
I stand, that all powers of the Constitution—the treaty-making 
power and every other power—are derived from the powers 
given by the States. Of course, I can not admit that they haye 
given all their treaty-making power, because they have only given 
the treaty-making power in connection with the delegated power, 
although the State itself has no right to make a treaty under 
the Constitution. While I can not admit that the States gave 


all the treaty-making power, I will undoubtedly admit that the 
States gave every treaty-making power that was necessary for 
the purpose of carrying out the delegated powers of the Con- 
stitution, and there are no other powers necessary. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. RAYNER. In a moment. I have examined, I think, 
every treaty in existence between this Government and every 
other government, and I can—though I do not propose to do it 
now, because it would take too much time—but I can now show, 
and I am willing to trace every subject-matter in those treaties 
ever made with any foreign government to some delegated power 
contained in the Constitution of the United States. I challenge 
the Senator from Indiana to point me to a single case that will 
show this Government has ever made a treaty passed upon by 
the courts, and held to be valid by the courts, that was not for 
the purpose of carrying out the delegated powers of the Consti- 
tution conferred upon the United States. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. RAYNER. Let me give one more quotation, and then I 
will yield. Section 1 of Article XIII of the amendments to the 
Constitution provides that— 


Neither slavery nor Involuntary servitude, except as a punishment 
for crime whereof the party shall have been duly convicted, shall exist 
within the United States or any place subject to their jurisdiction. 

Is this an inherent power? Is there any power under the 
treaty-making power, except the power to carry out the dele- 
gated powers of the United States? According to Mr. Butler 
and the various lecturers upon the revised edition of the 
United States Constitution, who: agree with him, it is claimed 
that the power is not bound by the limitations of the Consitu- 
tion, I ask, is there anyone here who believes that we could 
have put a provision into the treaty of Paris providing for a 
system of slavery in the Philippine Islands? If it is an in- 
herent power, if it does not depend upon the delegated powers, 
if it is a sovereign power beyond and above the Constitution, 
then we can violate every article in the Constitution, and there 
would be no inhibition upon us at all from violating this par- 
ticular provision and instituting or continuing, as I believe we 
haye done anyway in a portion of the Philippine Islands—the 
Senator from Indiana will know more about that question than 
I do—the system of slavery that exists in a certain portion of 
those islands. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I want to ask the Senator a question 
before he leaves that subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. RAYNER. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It was rather an interesting statement 
the Senator made, that he did not concede that the States had 
delegated away all of their treaty-making power. Under sec- 
tion 10 of Article I of the Constitution, what part of the treaty- 
making power does the Senator think any State has? 

Mr. RAYNER. No State has any treaty-making power, ex- 
cept as provided in the Constitution. The States have delegated 
to the Federal authorities all the treaty-making power that it 
is necessary for the Government to have in order to carry out 
the delegated powers of the Constitution. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understood the Senator to say a mo- 
ment ago, in answer to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Car- 
mack], that he did not concede that the States had parted with 
all of their treaty-making powers. I merely call his attention 
to section 10 of Article I of the Constitution. 

Mr. RAYNER. I said the Constitution prohibits the States 
from making a treaty. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. RAYNER. The Federal Government can make every 
treaty, and the States have given the Government the right to 
make every treaty that is necessary to carry out its delegated 
powers, and you must take the treaty-making power in pari ma- 
teria with the delegated powers that are given to the Govern- 
ment. I can not make it any plainer than that. I will give you 
what Mr. Adams says on that presently, and a number of your 
friends and some of my friends—Mr. Jefferson and others—and, 
I think, you will agree with me. I have stated the proposition 
almost in their identical language. I say that the States have 
given to the Federal Goyernment the right to make treaties, but 
they have only given it the right to make such treaties as carry 
out the delegated powers of the Constitution, and they have 
never given it the right to make any treaty that interferes with 
the reserved rights of sovereign States acting within their own 
borders. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then I understand the Senator does not 
contend that the States have reserved to themselves at all any 
portion of the treaty-making power. That is made clear. 

Mr. RAYNER. Look at the Constitution; that settles the 
rights of the States. The Government can make any treaty that 
carries out the purpose of the Government. My argument is 
that you must take the treaty-making powers together with the 
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delegated powers, and you can not construe one independently 
of the other. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. RAYNER. I do. 

Mr. FORAKER. I only want to remark, if I may be per- 
mitted to do so, that the result of the Senator’s contention, as 
I understand, is that that part of the old treaty-making power 
which the States originally possessed has become dormant or 
has been, by the provisions of the Constitution, placed in abey- 
ance, does not belong to anybody, and can not be exercised by 
any governmental authority anywhere. 


Mr. RAYNER. The Senator from Ohio 5 has misun- 


derstood me. I will state the proposition over again. 

Mr. FORAKER. I hope the Senator will not 

Mr. RAYNER. I want to answer the Senator's observation. 
There is no dormant power anywhere, because the Government 
of the United States contains the full treaty-making power for 
the purpose of carrying out all of its delegated powers, and 
there is no dormant power any place under the Constitution. 
Ivery power under treaties necessary to perfect the delegated 
powers has been parted with by the States, and the States have 
parted with their treaty-making power, but I repeat again that 
the treaty-making power must be construed in pari materia 
with the delegated powers. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. RAYNER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. In connection with his suggestion as to whether 
or not the powers are dormant, I wish to call the attention of 
the Senator to the fact that the Constitution does contemplate 
that there may be questions in which a State may be interested 
and which may require a compact or a treaty which are not Fed- 
eral questions; but its exercise of any power in connection with 
that is restricted and made dependent upon the consent of Con- 
gress. I will read the section to which I allude as illustrative 
of the question propounded by the Senator from Ohio in connec- 
tion with the contention of the Senator from Maryland. Arti- 
cle 1, section 10, paragraph 3, of the Constitution, to be found 
on page 201 of the present edition of the Constitution and 
Manual, reads as follows: 

No State shall, without the consent of Congress, lay any duty of ton- 
nage, keep troops, or shi of war in time of peace, enter Tuto any 
agreement or compact with another State, or with a foreign ower, or 


engage in war, unless actually invaded, or in such imminent danger as 
will not admit of delay. 


If the Senator will pardon me just a moment, the point in 
connection, I think, with the subject under discussion is illus- 
trative of the fact that it was in the contemplation of the Con- 
stitution that there were subjects-matter possible of compacts 
or treaties in which the States might be direcly interested and 
which did not relate to the General Government in its Federal 
eapacity, but which subjects were in their treatment by the 
States or in dealing with by the States so restricted that there 
could be no action with reference thereto unless Congress 
should consent; in other words, that there were questions which 
could be and properly would be the subjects-matter of treaties 
interesting the States directly, but which were subsidiary en- 
tirely to the general power of the Government and required to 
be subject to its supervision. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I was coming to that in a 
moment. While I am quite willing to submit to any interrup- 
tions, I think there will be plenty of questions to ask me when 
I get into the cases. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the Senator allow me just to read 
another section of the Constitution which will clear up this par- 
ticular matter? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. RAYNER. I was going to read all of those sections, I 
will say to the Senator. I have the clause in mind to which 
he refers. 

Mr. CULBERSON. What clause is it? 

Mr. RAYNER. There are three clauses I was going to read 


from the Constitution. The first clause is in relation to the 


right of the President and the Senate to make a treaty ; the sec- 
ond clause the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] has read, 
and the third clause is the clause prohibiting a State from 
making a treaty. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is the one I desired to read. 

Mr. RAYNER. Do not misunderstand my purpose. I am 
willing that the Senator should interrupt me. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It is very pertinent, Mr. President, I 


think, in this connection, and it would be well to read it. It is 
section 10, Article I, of the Constitution, which declares : 

No State shall enter into any treaty, alliance, or confederation. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is the section to which I specifically 
called the Senator's attention a moment ago when the Senator 
ventured the remark that the States had not parted with all 
their treaty-making power. 

Mr. RAYNER. Do not let the Senator from Indiana ` misun- 
derstand that proposition. Do not let us get him wrong 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No. 

Mr. RAYNER. Because I understand the Senator delivered a 
lecture on that subject, and while I am against the lecture, I 
do not want the Senator from Indiana to misconstrue what I 
have said on this subject. I say, again and again, the States 
haye granted to the Federal Government all their treaty-making 
powers that are necessary to carry out the purpose of the Gov- 
ernment as constituted by the Constitution. That is the exact 
language of Mr. Jefferson, and I can not improve on it. It has 
never been improved on, except by Mr. Butler, who says Jeffer- 
son has been reversed. Jefferson has never been reversed by 
anybody except Mr. Butler, and I will take Jefferson against 
my friend and the distinguished reporter of the Supreme Court 
on that subject. 

This brings me right down to the precise point involved in 
this discussion, and that is to the tenth article of the amend- 
ments, which reads as follows: 

ARTICLE 10. The powers not delegated to the United States by the 
Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the 
States, respectively, or to the people. 

Have we a right to violate the Constitution of the United 
States and incorporate in a treaty powers not delegated to the 
United States, powers that are not necessary and proper for car- 
rying into execution the powers that are delegated, and barter 
away the privileges and rights reserved to the States respec- 
tively by virtue of the instrument and of the tenth amendment 
thereto that I have just referred to? The power of a State to 
regulate its public school system is clearly among its reserved 
powers. Have we, therefore, a right to provide in a treaty that 
the citizens of foreign lands shall possess privileges in .the 
publie schools of the States that are prohibited either by the 
Constitution or by the laws of the State in which they ‘are 
claimed? If we can, in defiance of the laws and constitution of a 
State incorporate any such provision in á treaty so as to bind 
the State, then we can undoubtedly deprive the State of every 
reseryed right that it possesses, and rescind and annul its laws 
and its constitution whenever they come in conflict with the 
treaty-making power. I trample upon this appalling doctrine. 
If ever such a deformity as this should creep into our judicial 
decisions it would disfigure the Constitution to such an extent 
that its features would no longer be capable of recognition. It 
would annul the charter; it would frustrate the intention of the 
men who framed it; it would undermine the entire framework 
of the instrument, and it would convert us from a constitutional 
government into a dictatorship, with the States in abject serv- 
itude to Federal power, and with the Executive in practical con- 
trol of the destinies of the Republic. 

THE LEADING AUTHORITIES UPON THE SUBJECT. 


I want now to go over the cases. I know it is monotonous 
in the Senate to read cases, and I will not read them, because 
I think I can recollect them. There are two lines of cases. The 
first line is made up of the three cases of Ware v. Hylton (3 
Dallas), the case of Chirac v. Chirac, from my own State (2 
Wheaton, 259), and a case in Virginia, Fairfax v. Hunter (7 
Cranch, 603). 

Ware v. Hylton is the great case that is quoted against the 
proposition that I am arguing here now. That case was argued 
by Marshall. It was the only case that Marshall ever argued 
in the Supreme Court of the United States. It was decided by 
Justices Chase, Patterson, Cushing, Wilson, and Iredell, and the 
case covers 100 pages. Let me see if I can give it in a few 
words. 

Virginia had confiscated the debts of all British creditors. 
After the Revolution Congress made a treaty with Great Britain 
providing that British subjects should have the right to prose- 
cute their claims in the courts of the United States without im- 
pediments. ‘There was a conflict between the act of Virginia 
confiscating the debts of British subjects and the treaty of the 
United States giving British subjects without impediment the 
right to sue. The United States courts held that the treaty pre- 
vailed and that the laws of the State of Virginia were in conflict 
with it and were void. I give you that case in a very short 
compass. I want to take the cases of Fairfax v. Hunter and 
Chirae v. Chirac. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. RAYNER. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. In the case of Hylton v. Ware the Supreme 
Court expressly declined to give an opinion as to whether a 
treaty could override the Constitution. 

Mr. RAYNER. I am coming to that in a minute. T have not 
finished with Ware v. Hylton. I have had Ware against Hylton 
in my mind for pretty nearly forty years now, and I am going 
to finish with it in forty seconds, if I can. It occupies a hun- 
dred pages in the reports; so I do not intend to read it. : 

I am coming now to the other cases in the first line. Mary- 
land passed a law, and so did Virginia, that aliens could not hold 
property. The Government made 4 treaty with France that 
aliens could hold property in the United States. The laws of 
Virginia and Maryland came into conflict with the treaty, and 
the Supreme Court of the United States held that the treaty 
prevailed. Those are the two cases that are cited to sustain the 
proposition that Mr. Butler is contending for and against the 
proposition that I am advocating. I want to say one word about 
those cases. The treaty referred to in Chirac v. Chirac and in 
Ware v. Hylton was made under the Articles of Confederation. 
It was not made under the Constitution at all. If you will look 
at the sixth article of the Constitution, you will see that it rati- 
fies all treaties that have been made. This was one of the 
treaties that it ratified, because it was a treaty under the Arti- 
cles of Confederation, and, furthermore, Justice Cushing, in 
uniting in the opinion of the court, says that Virginia was a 
party to the treaty, and being a party to the treaty she could 
not abrogate her own act, and she was estopped by having par- 
ticipated in it and having been a party to it. We all recollect 
that under the Articles of Confederation it was necessary that 


nine States should assent to a treaty before it became effective. ` 


Let me get to the second line of cases, which the Senators 
from the Pacific coast will recollect without my going into de- 
tails. Both California and Oregon passed laws in reference to 
this question. California passed a law that no Chinese laborers 
should be employed by any corporation, and Oregon passed a law 
that Chinese laborers should not be employed upon the public 
works of that State. The question came up under the Chinese 
treaty—and the cases are reported in 5 and 6 Sawyer; they are 
circuit court cases—the question came up under the Chinese 
treaty, Does the treaty prevail or do the law of California and 
the law of Oregon prevail? Is the law of California a valid law 
which provides that no Chinese laborer shall be employed by 
any corporation in the State of California? Is the Oregon law 
a valid law which provides that no Chinese laborer shall be 
employed upon any public works in Oregon? The Supreme 
Court said no. Why? Because, they held, the treaty having 
provided that Chinese at that time should have the right to live 
here, that the right to live here carried with it the right to 
labor here; that a man can not live without earning a living; 
that if we had the right by treaty to give them the privilege of 
coming here, the treaty by intendment and construction carried 
with it their right to earn a living; but the court never touched 
upon the reserved rights of the States, 

Now, I want to take up the last case I am going to quote on 
the other side of this subject, because I want to argue it fairly. 
I come now to the decision in 92 United States, that most unfortu- 
nate derision of the Supreme Court of the United States. It does 
not trench at all upon the argument I am now making. Cali- 
fornia provided that no woman of ill repute should come into 
the ports of California. That is the Freeman case (92 U. S). 
What did the Supreme Court decide there? As the Senator 
from Wisconsin knows, they did what they had never done be- 
fore. They went back of that statute. They never construed 
the statute according to the language of the statute, but they 
held that California intended, by that provision of her law, to 
exclude Chinese women, although there was not a word said 
about Chinese women or women of any other race. It was one 
of those peculiar cases in which the Supreme Court of the United 
States has gone into the motives of a State legislature in order 
to determine the validity of her statutes. But, Mr. President, 
when they come to decide that case they never touched upon 
the reserved rights of the State. If you will examine the Free- 
man case you will see that the Supreme Court held in that case 
that it was a regulation of commerce, and that California had 
passed a statute violating that article of the Constitution which 
gives the Congress of the United States the right to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations. 

Now I want to give my cases. I could give numbers of other 
cases, but before I give my cases, I wish to read one or two ex- 
tracts from this author whom I have quoted here upon several 
occasions, to show how he contradicts himself upon this point, 
and how, when he is arguing against himself, he is finally forced 


to the conclusion that he has made a mistake, and that you can 
not make a treaty which interferes with the reserved rights of 
the State; and the only question to his mind is whether it is a 
reserved right of the State. If it is once settled that it is, when 
you once admit it is a reserved right of the State, then it 
can not come within the treaty-making power, because you can 
no more violate article 10 of the Constitution than you can 
violate any other article of the Constitution in connection with 
its inhibitions and limitations. 

Let me read a very peculiar passage from this author against 
himself. I am quoting now from a hostile authority to sub- 
stantiate the propositions for which I am contending, because I 
have the most eminent authorities in the country to sustain 


-the propositions upon which I stand. 


I read from page 31 of Butler on the Treaty-Making Power, a 
most interesting book. If it were not all wrong on this point it 
would be the most valuable book upon the subject that we have 
in the United States. Upon page 31, section 344, ofthis work 
we find the statement which I shall read, made by my friend, Mr. 
Butler, whom I know personally very well, and of whom I think 
very highly, and I do not intend that any criticism of mine upon 
his work shall in the slightest degree reflect upon his great in- 
dustry and talent as a lawyer and as an author. He represents 
the same school that my friend the Senator from Indiana rep- 
resents—the school that believes that we are a government of 
inherent sovereignty. 

Sec. 344. State statutes upheld; Chinese laundry cases. It must 
not be presumed, however, that the Federal courts have always inter- 
fered to prevent State action in regard to matters which are wholly 
under their control, and that they have used the treaty-making power 
as an excuse for interfering in their internal affairs. In 1885 the same 
learned justice of the Supreme Court who had declared the San Fran- 
cisco queue ordinance invalid sustained a municipal ordinance of San 
Francisco imposing certain regulations and restrictions upon laundries, 
and which was as undoubtedly aimed directly at the Chinese as the 
queue ordinance had been. The Supreme Court held, however, that the 
regulation of laundries was a matter which came within the right of 
the municipality, and that treaty stipulations as to rights to live and 
labor should not be used to prevent the proper enforcement of municipal 
regulations. 

Upon page 56 we find the following statement: 

The Supreme Court has, in regard to treaties, as it has in regard to 
Federal statutes, ever kept in view the exclusive right of States to 
regulate their internal affairs. 

Upon page 350, section 455, we find this remarkable statement 
from the same author, which seems to be in direct conflict with 
almost every other statement that he has made in this valuable 
work upon this subject: 

Sec. 455. Power must be limited, as no unlimited powers exist.— 

He has been arguing in 454 sections that unlimited powers 
exist, and when he comes to the four hundred and fifty-fifth 
section he says the powers must be limited, as no unlimited 
powers exist; and in order to apologize for the remarks he 
has made in the antecedent sections he goes on to say: 

After perusing the 3 chapters the reader ner think he is jus- 
tified in Semaine that the author does not consider that there are any 
limitations whatever on the treaty-making power of the United States, 
either as to the extent to or subject-matter over which it may 
exercised, 1 

I should think we were justified in presuming so when he 
has argued that question in the sections which have preceded 
this section. 

Then says the author: 

Such, however, is not the case; the fact that the United States is a 
constitutional government precludes the idea of any absolutely un- 
limited power existing. 

He has never said that before. He continues: 

The Supreme Court has declared that it must be admitted as to 
évery power of society over its members that it is not absolute and 
unlimited; and this rule applies to the exercise of the treaty-making 
power, as it does to every other agers vested in the Central Gov- 
ernment. ‘The question is not whether the power Is limited or unlim- 
ited, but at what point do the limitations begin. 

If the author had said that in the first section, it would have 
saved him the trouble of writing the greater part of his book. 

Now, Mr. President, let me come to the citation of my cases, 
and I will finish them very briefly, although it is a subject very 
difficult to cover in the space I am deyoting to it. I have the 
cases where this identical question has arisen—where the Su- 
preme Court itself, and in approval of State authorities, has 
held not only that a reserved right of the State does not come 
within the treaty-making power, but has held that this right of 
a State to admit a particular class of people into its educational 
institutions is a reserved right of the State, and the Government 
has no control over it whatever, either in the treaty-making 
power or in statutes. 

Let me read an extract from the case of Geoffroy v. Riggs 
(133 U. S., 267), as follows: 


The treaty power, as expressed in the Constitution, is in terms un- 
limited except by those restraints which are found in that fnstrument 
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against the action of the Government or of its departments, and those 
arising from the nature of the Government itself and of that of the 
es. 

In 5 California, in the case of The People v. Gerke, the court, 
in its opinion, said: 

The language which grants the power to make treaties contains no 
words of tation; it does not follow that the power is unlimited, 
lt must be subject to the general rule, that an instrument is to be 
construed so as to reconcile and give meaning and effect to all its parts. 
If it were otherwise, the most important limitation upon the powers of 
the Federal'Government would be ineffectual, and the reserved rights of 
the States would be subverted. This principle of construction, as ap- 
puea, not 2 in reference to the Constitution of the United States, 

ut particularly in the relation of all the rest of it to the treaty-making 
rant, was recognized both by Mr. Jefferson and John Adams, the two 
eaders of opposite schools of construction. 

I now refer to the case of The People v. Gallagher, in 93 New 
York Reports, page 438, and to the case of Roberts v. The City of 
Boston, 5 Cushing, 198, both of which cases have been cited with 
approval by the Supreme Court of the United States, and in 
which the question whether a separation of the races in the 
public schools was a violation of the “ privileges and immuni- 
ties” guaranteed by the Constitution came before the courts. 
I quote from the first case: 

The school authorities have power, when, in their opinions the inter- 
ests of education will be promoted thereby, to establish schools for the 
exclusive use of colored children; and when such schools are estab- 

ed and provided with equal facilities for education, they may ex- 
clude colored children from the schools provided for the whites. 

The establishment of such separate schools for the exclusive use of 
the different races is not an abridgement of the“ privileges or immuni- 
ties” preserved by the fourteenth amendment of the Federal Constitu- 
tion, nor is such a separation a denial of the equal protection of the 
laws given to every citizen by said amendment. 

It seems that the “ privileges and immunities” which are protected 
by said amendment are those only which belong to the citizen as a citi- 
zen of the United States— 

I beg my friends to draw the distinction here between a citizen 
of the United States and a citizen of a State, because a man may 
be a citizen of the United States without being a citizen of any 
State— 
those which are granted by a State to its citizens and which depend 
solely upon State laws for their origin and support are not within the 
constitutional inhibition and may lawfully be denied to any class or 
race by the State at its will and distretion. 

It seems also that as the privil of receiving an education at the 
expense of the State is created and conferred only by State laws, it 
suey ie granted or refused to any individual or class at the pleasure of 

e State. 


Mr. FULTON. May I ask the Senator from Maryland a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. RAYNER. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. I wish to say first that I am in accord with 
the Senator’s views—that the Federal Government can not by 
treaty invade the right of a State to regulate its own school 
system. But a question has occurred to my mind, and I wish to 
ask the Senator from Maryland if it has occurred to his; and 
if so, whether he has reached a conclusion on it. It is this: 
Can the Congress and the President, in the exercise of the treaty- 
making power, invade the rights of a State—what we will term 
the reserved“ rights of a State—to any greater extent than it 
can by direct legislation? We will concede, I think, for in- 
stance, that Congress may not by direct legislation change the 
laws of a State providing who may hold property within the 
State—who may own real estate. That is a matter concerning 
which a State ordinarily would have the right to legislate, and 
concerning which the Congress could not interfere by direct leg- 
islation. Yet the Supreme Court has held that by a treaty a 
law of a State in that regard may be annulled. 

Now, then, the question which has arisen in my mind is to 
what extent may the treaty-making power invade the rights of 
a State beyond what Congress may invade them by legislation, 
or can it? 

Mr. RAYNER. And that, Mr. President, is not only a very 
pertinent question, but it is a question that would present a 
great deal of difficulty in its solution if certain cases in the 
Supreme Court, which I am going to quote, did not fully cover 
it. That is the point I am coming to, Can the United States 
by treaty go beyond the delegated powers of the Constitution? 
Admitting it can not violate the Constitution, is the treaty-making 
function circumscribed by the Constitution? The first case that 
arose was a California case, which was quoted by the Supreme 
Court with approval. It was The People, ex rel. the Attorney- 
General, v. Nagle. I read from 1 California, 232. 

The State of California, as the Senator from California will 
remember, had imposed a license upon foreigners engaged in 
working gold mines in that State, and the question arose 
whether California, under the treaty, had the right to pass such 
The court said: 

OPINION OF COURT. 


But even if the provisions of the statute did clash with the stipu- 
lations of that, or of any other treaty, the conclusion is not deducible 
that the treaty must therefore stand and the State law give way. The 


apani a 5 — 8 law 
no n awa: 
fits would, i 
pominie consequences, sanction the 
supremacy of a treaty which should entirely exempt foreigners. from 
taxation by the respective States or which should even undertake to 
cede away a part or the whole of the acknowledged territory of one 
of the States to a foreign nation. 

In addition to this case, I want to refer to the important 
cases in 119 Federal Reporter, page 381, and in 5 Howard, 
page 613, to the opinion of Justice Daniel, which is concurrent 
upon the proposition from which I quote, and which reads as 
follows: ; 

This provision of the Constitution, it is to be feared, is sometimes 


spot or expounded without those qualifications which the character 
of the parties to that instrument, and its adaptation to the purposes 


for which it was created, necessarily imply. Every power delegated to 
the Federal Government must be expounded in coincidence with a per- 
fect right in the States to all that they have not delegated; in coinci- 


d , too, with th i f d right necessary fi 

their. existence ane preservation ` for itis iaposaibie to ‘believe that 
these ever were, in intention or in fact, ceded to the General Govern- 
ment. Laws of the United — in order to be binding, must be 
within the legitimate powers vested by the Constitution. ties, to 
be valid, must be mide within the scope of the same powers, for there 
can be no “authority of the United States,“ save what is derived 
mediately or immediately, and regularly and legitimately, from the 
Constitution. A treaty, no more than an ordinary statute, can arbi- 
Mat cede away any one right of a State or of any citizen of a 

e. 

I wish to refer now to a case in 118 Federal Reporter. 
This was a case where a Chinese girl filed a petition for a 
mandamus against the public school trustees of San Francisco, 
I think, asking admission into the white school. It was denied. 
The case went to the United States court, and the court said 
that she had no right to be admitted into the white public schools 
of California; that there were schools set apart for her, and 
she could go into those schools. Is it not a strange thing that 
California can pass a law providing that the Chinese children 
who live there shall be separated in the schools, and can not pass a 
law that the Chinese children who do not live there, those who 
shall come there hereafter shall be not separated, but that 
they must be put in the white schools? 

Mr. FLINT. Mr. President—— ~~ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. RAYNER. Certainly. 

Mr. FLINT. The language of the statute is “ Mongolian,” 
not Chinese.“ 

Mr. RAYNER. Yes, Mongolian.“ 

Mr. FLINT. It includes Japanese. 

Mr. RAYNER. The Japanese hold that they are not Mon- 
golians; but outside of that, I am on a proposition of law now. 
The Senate will sustain me in the proposition, without quoting 
the cases that the court has absolutely decided that children of 
Chinese parents have no right to go into the same schools with 
white children in California; and that has been approved of 
by the Supreme Court of the United States. How is it possible 
to hold that the Chinese children who live there can be separated 
and segregated, but that children living in China or Japan who 
may come here can not be separated and segregated, but must go 
into the white schools? 

Let me get back again now to what Jefferson said—it is just 
three lines. He said it long ago, but not too long ago to be 
forgotten, and this is the proposition on which Mr. Butler says 
Mr. Jefferson has been reversed : 

By the general power to make treaties, the Constitution must have 
Intended to comprehend only those objects which are usually regulated 
by treaty and can not be otherwise ated. It must have meant 
to except out of these the rights reserved to the States, for surely the 
President and Senate can not do by treaty what the whole Government 
is interdicted from doing in any way. 

That is a concise but a stately statement of the proposition 
upon which I have planted myself to-day. 

The last case I shall cite is the case known as the “ Dispen- 
sary case,” decided by Judge Simonton in the South Carolina 
circuit (54 Fed. Rep., 969). It is so pertinent to the subject- 
matter of this discussion that I shall quote an extract from the 
opinion of Judge Simonton thereon: 8 

It is urged on behalf of these complainants that they are Itallan 
subjects, and are protected by the treaty stipulations between Italy and 
oc Se States. The language of the treaty on this point is as 

“ART, 2. The citizens of each of the high contracting partis shall 
have to travel in the States and Territories of the other; to 
carry on trade, wholesale and retail; to hire and occupy houses and 
warehouses ; to employ agents of their choice, and gener to do any- 
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thing incident to or necessary for trade upon the same terms as the 
2 of the country, submitting themselves to the laws there estab- 
shed. 
“Arr. 3. The citizens of each of the high contracting parties shall 
receive in the States and Territories of the other the most constant pro- 
tection and security for their persons and property, and shall enjoy in 


this respect the same rights and privileges as are or shall be granted 
to the natives, on their submitting themselves to the conditions im- 
upon the natives." 

Under these articles the complainants have the same rights as citi- 
zens of the United States. It would be absurd to say that they had 
greater rights. We have seen that the right to sell intoxicating 
iquors is not a right inherent in a citizen, and is not one of the 
privileges of American citizenship; that it is not within the protec- 
tion of the fourteenth amendment; that it is within the pore ower. 
The police power is a right reserved by the States, and has not been 
delegated to the General Government, In its lawful exercise the 
States are absolutely sovereign. Such exercise can not be affected by 
any treaty stipulations. 

In addition to the cases that I have cited, and in closing the 
entire reference, I desire to now advert to several diplomatic 
precedents of great value upon this subject. The first incident 
took place during the administration of Mr. Marcy over the 
Department of State, and I quote his opinion in the matter: 
[Mr. Marcy, Secretary of State, to Mr. Mason, minister to France, 

September 11, 1854.] 

It is not, as you will preceive by examining Mr. Dronyn de L'Huys's 
dispatch to the Count de Sartiges, the application of the “ principle” 
to the particular case of M. Dillon which is to be disavowed, but the 
broad and general proposition that the Constitution is paramount in 
authority to an reaty or convention made by this Government. 
This principle, the President directs me to say, he can not disavow, 
nor would it be candid in him to withhold an expression of his belief 
that if a case should arise presenting a direct conflict between the 
Constitution of the United States and a treaty made by authority 
thereof, and be brought before our highest tribunal for adjudication, 
the court would act upon the principle that the Constitution was the 
paramount law. 

The second incident also took place during the administration 
of Mr. Marcy: 

(Mr. Marcy, Secretary of State, to Mr. de Figaniere, Portuguese chargé 
d'afaires, March 27, 1855. 


Although the language of Article II of the consular convention 
between the United States and France of February 23, 1853, exempt- 
ing consuls from compulsory process, is general and unrestricted in 
terms, * yet it is here held that it does not take away the right 
which the defendant in a criminal prosecution has to resort to such 
process to procure the witnesses in his favor, for this right is secured 
to him by the express language of the United States Constitution.” 
That instrument is ramount in authority to the laws of Congress 
or of any of the States, and to all treaty stipulations. 


At a very late date the question arose with the Department 
of State, presided over by Secretary Hay, and I read the conclu- 
sion that the Secretary reached upon this subject, quoting from 
Mr. Moore’s valuable treatise upon international law: 

July 19, 1899, the Department of State declined a proposal of the 
British Government to negotiate a treaty to prevent discriminatory 
legislation by the several States of the United States, subjecting 
foreign fire-insurance companies to higher taxes than domestic com- 
panies. The reason given for the declination was that the negotiation 
of such a treaty would probably be futile on account of the indisposi- 


tion of the people to permit any encroachment upon the exercise of 
powers of the local legislation. 


ARE THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS OF CALIFORNIA THE PROPERTY OF CALIFORNIA 
OR OF THE UNITED STATES? 

Is it necessary for me to say anything further? Are the 
public schools of California the property of California or the 
property of the United States? Does the public school system 
of California or of any other State belong to the State that 
creates and supports it, or to the Government that has neither 
created nor sustained it? Does this subject come within the 
treaty-making power? Does it come within the delegated pow- 
ers of the Constitution? Have the United States the right to in- 
corporate into a treaty a provision that the States shall, out of 
their own treasury, educate the citizens of foreign governments? 
Is there any power in any treaty to deprive any of the States 
of their reserved right to regulate and manage their local affairs 
according to their own usages and statutes? Are not foreign 
governments that deal with us presumed to know the nature 
and the character of our institutions, and is not this principle 
fully established by an unbroken line of precedents passed upon 
by the State Department from time immemorial? There can 
be but one response to all these inquiries, in my opinion, and 
as the result of the investigation that I have given to this sub- 
ject I now assert, in the language of the resolutions, that the 
public school systems of the States belong to the States along 
with all of their reserved rights; that the Government has no 
power whatever to meddle with them or control them, and it was 
the duty of the President to have informed the Government of 
Japan as soon as the question arose, no matter what his feelings 
or sentiments may have been, that the subject was entirely with- 
out the domain of his jurisdiction. 

THE CONCLUSIONS I HAVE REACHED. 

I shall now, in conclusion, summarize the results that I have 

reached. I am not here for the purpose of denying to the Goy- 


ernment the power to cover by treaty every right, privilege, and 
concession that comes within the treaty-making power in order 
to carry out the objects and purposes of this Government as 
defined in the Constitution. I do not for a moment set up the 
reserved rights of the States against the exercise of any con- 
stitutional power that may be incorporated in a treaty. I ad- 
mit that the United States can enter into any treaty with any 
foreign power in reference to any subject embraced in the Con- 
stitution. I deny, however, that it possesses any inherent right 
to make a treaty, and I claim that the treaty-making power 
lies in grant and not in sovereignty and must be construed in 
pari materia with all the other clauses of the instrument that 
creates it, and that in interpreting the treaty-making power we 
must be governed by the principles of international law, its 
usages and its practices, as those principles, usages, and prac- 
tices appertain to our form of constitutional government. I 
utterly deny that we have any right to make a treaty that 
violates the Constitution, or deprives the States of their reserved 
rights to conduct their local affairs over which the Federal Gov- 
ernment has no jurisdiction,.and which they alone haye the 
right to administer according to their own constitutions and 
statutes. ; 
THE RESERVED RIGHTS OF THE STATES. 

As I said at the commencement, this is a grave and profound 
question that we have encountered. The local problem sinks 
into insignificance beside the great principle that is here in- 
volyed. It affords a timely warning and admonition that at 
any time, through the treaty-making power, a deadly blow may 
be aimed at the entire fabric of our institutions, and they can be 
leveled to the ground. If the President can practically make a 
treaty, and that is what he is doing in other directions, and 
dispose of the reserved rights of the States, then the treaty- 
making power is above and beyond the Constitution, and the 
supremacy of the States within their own borders departs and 
vanishes forever. If the Democratie party accepts such a doc- 
trine as this, then it has also parted with its birthright and 
abandoned the historic ground upon which it has stood for over 
a century. I believe in the complete exercise by the Federal 
Government of every Federal power contained in the Constitu- 
tion, but beyond the delegated powers and the right to pass all 
laws necessary to execute the delegated powers, I would never 
justify the slightest encroachment upon the reserved rights of 
sovereign States within their own borders. In the night of our 
despair, this reserved right of the States is the only constella- 
tion that for our party has no “ fellow in the firmament.” We 
were born under its horoscope, and if there is any life left in us 
we must forsake the worship of grotesque and meaningless 
idols and follow it like a pillar of fire to the land of our natiyity. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration ‘of executive business. After three hours and 
forty-eight minutes spent in executive session, the doors were 
reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed until to-morrow, Thursday, December 13, 1906, at 12 
o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Fxecutive nominations received by the Senate December 12, 1906. 
ENVOYS EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Leslie Combs, of Kentucky, now envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary to Guatemala and Honduras, to be envoy 
extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States 
to Peru, vice Irving B. Dudley, nominated to be ambassador ex- 
traordinary and plenipotentiary to Brazil. 

John W. Riddle, of Minnesota, now enyoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary to Roumania and Servia, to be ambas- 
sador extraordinary and plenipotentiary of the United States to 
Russia, vice George yon L. Meyer, nominated to be Postmaster- 
General. 

AMBASSADORS EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Henry White, of Rhode Island, now ambassador extraordi- 
nary and plenipotentiary to Italy, to be ambassador ‘extraordi- 
nary and plenipotentiary of the United States to France, vice 
Robert S. McCormick, resigned. ; 
Lloyd C. Griscom, of Pennsylvania, now ambassador extraor- 
dinary and plenipotentiary to Brazil, to be ambassador extraor- 
dinary and plenipotentiary of the United States to Italy, vice 
Henry White, nominated to be ambassador extraordinary and 
plenipotentiary to France. 

Irving B. Dudley, of California, now envoy extraordinary ana 
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minister plenipotentiary to Peru, to be ambassador extraordinary 
and plenipotentiary of the United States to Brazil, vice Lloyd 
C. Griscom, nominated to be ambassador extraordinary and 
plenipotentiary to Italy. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Ezecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 12, 
1 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT. 

William H. Moody, of Massachusetts, now Attorney-General, 
to be associate justice of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 

Victor H. Metcalf,-of California, now Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor, to be Secretary of the Navy, vice Charles Joseph 
Bonaparte, nominated to be Attorney-General. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

Charles Joseph Bonaparte, of Maryland, now Secretary of the 
Navy, to be Attorney-General. 

SECRETARY OF COMMERCE AND LABOR. 

Oscar S. Straus, of New York, to be Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor. 


INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE OF ALGECIRAS. 
The injunction of secrecy was removed from the resolution 
ratifying the general act and an additional protocol signed on 
April 7, 1906, by the delegates of the powers represented at the 
conference which met at Algeciras, Spain, to consider Moroccan 
affairs. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


i ` Wepnespay, December 12, 1906: 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. a 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
DISTRIBUTION OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I present the following privileged 
report from the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York presents a 
privileged report from the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The resolution is as follows: 


Resolution No. 647. 


Resolved, That so much of the annual message of the President of the 
United States to the two Houses of Congress at the present session as 
relates to the revenue and the bonded debt of the United States be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

That so much as relates to the appropriations of the public revenue 
for support of the Government as herein provided, namely, for the leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial expenses; for sundry civil expenses; 
for fortifications and coast defenses; for pensions; for the District of 
ey and for all deficiencies, be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

That so much as relates to the judiciary of the United States, to the 
administration of justice, to the punishment and prevention of crime 
ure me organization of courts be referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

That so much as relates to banks and banking and the currency be 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

‘That so much as relates to commerce, life-sav 5 interco- 
lonial railways and cables, and the Isthmian Canal referred to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

That so much as relates to the merchant marine and fisheries be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

That so much as relates to agriculture, and appropriations therefor, 
and to forestry be referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

That so much as relates to the foreign affairs, the consular and dip- 
lomatic service, including appropriations therefor, be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

That so much as relates to the military establishment, and appro- 
priations therefor, be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

That so much as relates to the naval establis:ment and to the con- 
struction of additional vessels for the Navy, and appropriations there- 
for, be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

That so much as relates to the 3 and post-roads and to the 
carrying of the foreign mails, and appropriations therefor, be referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

That so much as relates to the public domain be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

That so much as relates to the relations of the United States to the 
Indian tribes, and . therefor, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. . 

That so much as relates to the Territories, Alaska, and the Hawaiian 
Islands, and to the admission of States, be referred to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

That so much as relates to the islands which came to the United 
States through the treaty of 1899 with Spain, and to Cuba (except so 
much as relates to the revenue and the appropriations), be referred 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs. X 

That so much as relates to education be referred to the Committee 
on Education. ; 

3 so much as relates to labor be referred to the Committee on 


bor. 
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That so much as relates to the levees of the Mississippi River be 


referred to the 
sissippi River. 

That so much as relates to patents, copyrights, and trade-marks be 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

That so much as relates to the pensions of the civil war be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

That so much as relates to the pensions of all the wars of the 
8 oe other than the civil war, be referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

That so much as relates to the affairs of the District of Columbia 
(excepting appropriations) be referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

That so much as relates to reform in the civil service be referred to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

That so much as relates to the election of the President, Vice- 
President, or Representatives in Con be referred to the Committee 
on Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Con- 
gress. 

That so much as relates to the irrigation of arid lands be referred 
to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

That so much as relates to immigration or naturalization be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

That so much as relates to printing be referred to the Joint Com- 
mittee on Printing on the part of the House. 

hat so much as relates to the industrial arts and expositions, other 
than revenue and appropriations, be referred to the Committee on 
Industrial Arts and Expositions. 8 


The committee amendments are as follows: é 

In line 4, page 2, strike out “ intercolonial railways and cables.” 

In line 13, page 3, strike out the words “ and to Cuba.” 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to have it read. 
This is a resolution for the distribution of the President’s mes- 
sage, and I simply ask to have it referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

The SPEAKER. 


Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mis- 


Without objection, it will be so referred. 
HOLIDAY ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. PAYNE. I also present the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the same. 

The Clerk read as follows: f 

Concurrent resolution No. 45. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That when the two Houses adjourn on Thursday, mber 20, they 
stand adjourned until 12 o’clock meridian, January 3, 1907. À 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr, Speaker, I ask for the adoption of the reso- 
lution. 

The question was taken ; and the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

MRS. MARY HILL 


Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, I present the following privi- 
leged report from the Committee on Accounts. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolution No. 639. 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to pay to Mrs. Mary Hill, widow of Isaac R. Hill, deceased, late 
employee on the rolls of the Doorkeeper of the House of Representa- 
tives, a sum equal to six months’ pay at the rate of compensation re- 
ceived by him at the time of his death, and a further sum, not exceed- 
ing $250, on account of the funeral expenses of said Isaac R. Hill, said 
amounts to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. : 


The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 
MRS MARY A. WEBB. 


Mr. CASSEL. I also present the following. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the same. 

The Clerk read as follows: 2 
Resolutlon No. 648. 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to pay Mrs. Mary A. Webb, widow of Homer B. Webb, deceased, 
late a messenger on the rolls of the Doorkeeper of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, a sum equal to six months’ pay at the rate of compensa- 
tion received by him at the time of his death, and a further sum, not 
exceeding $250, on account of the funeral expenses of said Homer B. 
Webb, said amounts to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 


The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


Mr. CASSEL. I also offer the following. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to pay out of the contingent fund of the House, upon vouchers 
to be approved by the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, a sum not exceeding $250, for extra stenographic service to be 
rendered said committee. 


The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 
FLORENCE Q. NORTON. 


Mr. CASSEL. I also present the following. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to pay out of the contingent fund of the House to Florence Q. 
Norton, the sum of $30 for services rendered to the late Representa- 
uye, Henry C. Adams from July 1 to July 9, 1906, both dates in- 
clusive. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed ta 


‘LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. BrncHam. the House resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 21574, the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, Mr. HEPBURN 
in the chair. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to suggest to my 
colleague—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the gentleman 
‘on the other side if he has any desire to go on with general 
debate? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No, sir; I desire that the committee go 
on under the five-minute rule immediately. . 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then, Mr. Chairman, I would ask for a 
reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read-as follows: 

For twenty-one clerks to committees, at $1,800 each, $37,800. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, for the purpose of making an inquiry of the gentleman 
in charge of the bill. I notice on page 5, among the clerks al- 
lowed in the Senate, provision is made for a clerk to the Com- 
mittee on Additional Accommodations for the Library of Con- 
gress, at $2,220. Now, I have no desire whatever to interfere 
with the method of arriving at why these clerks are provided, 
which, I suppose, is a matter, in the opinion of the gentleman 
to be left to the Senate, and of course I appreciate the arduous 
work of the Committee on Additional Accommodations for the 
Library of Congress. But it does seem to me that if we ap- 
propriate for a clerk to a Senate committee which in the na- 
ture of things can do nothing it is time the House took care 
of its own Members and its own clerks. The only time, I 
suppose, we can refer to the Senate is when we are consid- 
ering appropriations relating to the Senate. Here is the clerk 
of a committee which can not ‘meet, which can do nothing, 
originally created when it was proposed to haye additional 
accommodations in the Library of Congress. Those accommo- 
dations have all been proyided. This clerk is for the benefit of 
the chairman of the committee. I do not know who the chair- 
man is, and I do not object to his being given the clerk. I 
have no doubt he makes good use of the clerk which he gets. 
But is it not proper if the Senate shall provide sufficient 
salaries for the employees under them and sufficient employees 
to permit the members of the Senate to attend to the public 
business which comes before them that the House shall do the 
same thing? In other words, we sit here and permit the mem- 
bers of the Senate ‘to provide as many employees as they please, 
and for fear of criticism of ourselves we decline to do that 
for ourselyes which we allow to the Senate; and we have to do 
as much work for our constituents as the Senators do, and 
in addition to that fact, we have to keep in closer touch with 
our constituents, because every two years we must present 
ee for approval or disapproval cr else retire from public 

fe. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman well under- 
stands the history of legislation in this bill, which has for many 
years been followed without controversy in matters of detail 
with the Senate. I shall not enlighten him with any opinion on 
that line of procedure, but will say that this committee clerk 
hds been allowed the Senate for years. ‘There is now pending, 
and has been pending for a year past, before your Committee on 
Appropriations, as well, doubtless, as the Library Committee of 
this House, an appropriation of $100 for the building of addi- 
tional stacks in connection with the library. There are other 
proceedings that come, I believe, to the same committee. I will 
say to the gentleman only that I shall not pass judgment as to 
the usefulness of what the Senate recommends to us. My posi- 
tion heretofore has been well taken, has been generally followed 
by the House, and we do not desire to enter into controversy 
with the Senate as to what may be the Senate’s judgment, a con- 
clusion strengthened by preceding legislation as to their commit- 
tees or the details of their work—whether it is greater or less 
than ours. I will state that this is consistent with current law. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For twenty-five annual clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of 
committees, at $1,800 each, $45,000. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
This is the item fixing salaries of clerks for Senators who have 
not committee clerks at $1,800 a year. Now, I understand the 
theory upon which the Committee on Appropriations has pro- 
ceeded fer years—that the Senate shall fix the salaries of its 
officials and the House shall fix the salaries of its officials. By 
the same token the War Department ought to fix the salaries of 
its clerks and the Agricultural Department ought to fix the sal- 
aries of its clerks, We can not escape from our responsibility. 
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We are just as much responsible for the salaries of the clerks 
in the Senate as are the Senators. It is not a possibility; at 
least theoretically, for the gentlemen to avoid the responsibility 
for the salaries of the clerks in the Senate. ; 

Now, if the salaries of the clerks in the Senate in this bill 
are correct, then the salaries for the clerks to the Members of 
the House are too low. It requires just as much experience 
to properly and efficiently serve a Member in the House as it 
does a member of the Senate. I do not undertake to say at 
this time whether in my judgment the salary of eighteen hun- 
dred dollars a year is too little or too much or the right 
amount, but I can not understand what explanation the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill can give in justification of the action 
of the committee of the House in providing a different salary 
for a clerk to a Senator and a clerk to a Member of the House. 
It does not do to say that we take the old law. The committee 
is responsible for just legislation. It is the duty of the com- 
mittee to ascertain whether these salaries are the proper sal- 
aries to be paid, and I think that the Members of the House at 
least generally feel that the salaries of their clerks ought to be 
on a par with the salaries of the Senators’ clerks. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question? 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Do I understand that this appropriation 
increnges the salaries paid to Senators’ clerks over what. they 
were? : 

Mr. LITTAUER. They were increased last year. 

Mr. MANN. It does not increase their salaries, but I want 
to emphasize the fact that a Senator’s clerk is not worth one 
and a half times a Member's clerk. : 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Has there been any provision in the bill 
to require Senators to certify that. they had agreed to pay this 
amount to their clerks? 

Mr. MANN. I do not know; I do not think they are required 
to certify. : 

Mr. BURLESON. I can answer that question. No such pro- 
vision has ever been made. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the gentleman from Illinois desire any, 
reply to his remarks? 

Mr. MANN. 1 certainly would like to hear the gentleman. I 
wond much rather have him agree with the remarks than other- 
wise. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state to the gentleman and to the 
committee that I fairly agree with him, and when we reach 
that part of the bill in reference to clerks for Members I shall 
be perfectly willing to express myself about the matter. I have 
no doubt, as a general proposition, doing work along the same 
line, the clerks should have the same compensation; but that 
‘proposition will not come before us. We have conformed to the 
current law, which gives Senators’ clerks, as the gentleman has 
stated, $1,800 a year. There was no proposition before your 
committee in reference to a change in that compensation. There 
has certainly not come from Senators any suggestion as to in- 
crease or decrease of their salaries, nor from any official of the 
Senate. The proposition in the bill with reference to the pay- 
ment of $1,500 to clerks to Members of the House came from, I 
may say, a large body of the membership of the House. The 
conclusion reached was that $1,200 was not a fair compensation 
for the character of man required, the confidential character 
of work, and the first-class ability of the intrusted clerk. I feel 
convinced that $1,500 would be a fair compensation to our 
clerks, and only fair, not generous. I have no disposition to 
disturb the thorough equilibrium and, as I trust, good feeling 
existing, as it has existed, between the Senate and the House, 
and whether it is on the part of the House or the Senate is an- 
other proposition. I can only say to the gentleman we have 
taken the current law, as there has been no question before us 
of any proposed change. The gentleman would ask me if we 
could change it, and I would say that I would like the clerks 
of the House to have the same compensation as the clerks of 
the Senate; but as to whether, from the work and responsibili- 
ties of the clerks to Senators, the compensation is fair or unfair, 
I do not know. 

Mr. MANN. Pardon me. If the Senators should propose to 
fix the salaries of their clerks at $10,000 per annum, would the 
gentleman be willing to agree to that? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I should say not, simply. Why does the 
gentleman fix $10,000? Why not increase it to a reasonable 
fortune? 

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman does presume to say now, by 
bringing in a bill, that the sum appropriated is a fair and rea- 
sonable sum. 

Mr. BINGHAM, I think it is a fair and resonable sum— 
$1,800, r 
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Mr. MANN. I agree with him about that; but why should 
it be different from that of a Member’s clerk? 


Mr. BINGHAM. I do not know, not being a Senator and 
never hoping to be one. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman would adorn the Senate, I may 
say. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Thank you. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I would state to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois that we were confronted last year not only with a theory, 
but with an exact condition in considering this very rate of 
compensation of clerks to Senators, These clerks prior to the 
current year received $1,500. The Senate last year made a 
raise in the salary of their clerks from $1,500 to $1,800. We 
had a serious discussion in conference over the matter, at first 
refusing to agree to this manifest inequality. We felt that 
the compensation was altogether out of proportion to the com- 
pensation paid at this end of the Capitol, not only in reference 
to these clerks, but to all other services in connection with the 
two bodies. The condition which confronted us compelled us 
to give in to the proposition of the Senate, who will ever de- 
mand that they shall control the compensation of their em- 
ployees,eand to that demand we must necessarily bow. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Certainly. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Is it not a fact that the Sen- 
ators’ clerks get a month’s extra pay in addition to their salary? 

Mr. LITTAUER. ‘That is true. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 
lieve, on the rolls of the Senate? 

Mr. LITTAUER. They are carried by name on the rolls of 
the Senate. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman if the Committee on Appropriations have ever considered 
the question of putting the clerks to Members on a roll in the 
House? 

Mr. LITTAUER. We have considered it this very year in 
connection with the subject of clerk hire to Members of the 
House. The objection to placing clerks to Members on a roll 
is simply this: That if a roll should be made, but one clerk can 
be placed upon that roll. The custom has grown up here for 
Members to have two or more clerks. Some have one in 
Washington and one at home, each receiving part of the allow- 
ance for clerk hire. With such practice it became impracticable 
to have clerks on a specified roll. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Then the difference between 
the salaries paid to a clerk of a Senator and a clerk of a 
Member is the difference between $1,200 and $1,950? 

Mr. LITTAUER. That is the very least sum paid clerks to 
Senators. Remember these $1,800 clerks are clerks to Senators 
who are not chairmen of committees, but sixty-five out of ninety 
Senators are chairmen of committees, whose clerks receive 


And they are carried, I be- 


220. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
New York a question. As I understand, you propose in this 
bill to change the law, which has always required us to cer- 
tify that we have agreed to pay so much to a clerk. Now, was 
one reason for that in order to make the practice of the House 
uniform with that of the Senate? 

Mr. LITTAUER. No; we did not care for uniformity in this 
instance. 

' Mr. LAWRENCE. Will the gentleman be willing to state 
the reasons which actuated the committee in recommending 
that change? 

Mr. LITTAUER. The committee felt that a proper allow- 
ance for ‘clerk hire was necessary to every Member of the 
House. The duties of a Congressman, representing, as each of 
us does, to-day so large a body of people, in round numbers 
200,000, haye become so varied and onerous that to perform his 
work properly each Member should be given the services of a 
competent clerk, worthy of at least a recompense of $1,500 per 
year. We believed that the certification necessary under cur- 
rent law was uncalled for and in actual practice perfunctory. 
I personally have always expended more than my allowance 
for clerk hire and felt that every Member is entitled to and 
can well expend $1,500 for clerk hire. The requirement of 
the law as to certification has proved to be only a form, which 
really did not actually amount to anything and which is in a 
certain sense a reflection upon our honesty of purpose. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Then the intention of the committee was 
that this fifteen hundred dollars should go entirely to the clerk? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Positively. It was the belief of the com- 
mittee that every Member, in order to obtain proper service, 
ought to pay at the rate of at least fifteen hundred dollars a 
year for clerk hire. 


Mr. LAWRENCE. And it was not an attempt, indirectly, to 
increase the salaries of Members? 

Mr. LITTAUER. No. We hope to reach that question in a 
positive way rather than in an indirect way. It is to do away 
with all sorts of indirection that this recommendation was made. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this paragraph is exhausted. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I dislike very much to disagree with the gentlemen 
on the committee and many other Members of the House with 
reference to this question of clerk hire. I recognize that the 
precedents allow the Senate practically the right to fix the 
amount of compensation for its secretaries, and this House 
to fix the compensation for its clerks. So far as the clerk hire 
of the Senate. is concerned, it would probably be unwise for 
this House to attempt to interfere with the salaries paid. The 
Senators are responsible to their constituents for the salaries 
they pay, and if we should try to interfere with the salaries 
of Senators or their clerks it might produce friction between 
the two Houses that would be detrimental to good legislation 
on other important questions. Therefore I do not propose to 
oppose the item inserted here for Senators’ clerks, as I under- 
stand from the members of the committee that it is done by 
request of the Senate committee. 

But when it comes to the question of additional compensation 
for clerks of Members, I do not agree with the committee that 
it is necessary to raise the salaries of the present clerks of 
Members of the House from $1,200 a year to $1,500 a year. 
There are a number of Members who have a great deal of work 
to do, but practically all of those Members are chairmen of 
committees 

Mr. MANN. I did not know that the gentleman had become 
chairman of a committee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have not. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I know the gentleman always has a great 
deal of work to do, and does it well. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; and I will say that so far as my 
work is concerned, I have tried to give it good attention. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The gentleman has done so. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And I have been able to get along very 
comfortably and very successfully with one clerk at $1,200 a 
year. I believe my clerk is a satisfactory one. He is a good 
stenographie clerk, and a good typewriter. He understands the 
business of the Departments and attends to my business there. 
in addition to receiving his salary, he takes advantage of his op- 
portunity here to study law at the night school, and he is ac- 
quiring a profession. He is very glad to work at the compensa- 
tion he receives, and, if he desired to quit the job, I have no 
doubt in the world that I could find fifteen or twenty young 
men—good stenographic clerks, and competent men—who would 
gladly accept the position at $100 a month, in order that they 
might be able to come to Washington to study law or some 
other profession. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman from Alabama think that 
we ought to inflict upon the country the idea that a Member of 
Congress can haye no clerks except one that wants to study 
law? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not think so; but I know that you 
can go into any of the Departments and find a number of men 
working in Washington for less than $100 a month to-day who 
are doing more work than the average clerk to a Member of 
Congress. 

Mr. MANN. I do not know what the average is, but I know 
that the clerk of this Member of Congress does more than twice 
the work of any clerk in any of the Departments. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; I know the Member of Congress 
from Illinois wants his work done like a steam engine. 

Mr. MANN. I am like the other Members of the House. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I want to state to the Member from Ala- 
bama that I pay $50 a month to have my pension work looked 
after. Does the gentleman have any burden of that kind? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I do not. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Then there is an item that the gentleman 
does not have to. bear. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There are yery few pension claims from 
my district. 

Mr. SIMS. 
a question. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMS. The gentleman from Alabama is comparing the 
clerks for Members with the Department clerks, who have fixed 
hours, who are only required to work during those hours, and 
do not work at night. Members’ clerks do work at night and 
have no fixed hours. The Department clerks have an extra 
month's pay, or thirty days’ leave of absence; the Member's 
clerk does not have that. In addition to that, the Member's 


I would like to ask the gentleman from Alabama 
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clerk has to travel back and forth from home, either at his own 
expense or at the expense of the Member, which the Department 
clerk does not have to bear. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee that, so far as I am concerned, I would gladly vote for a 
bill that made the Members’ clerks employees of the House and 
also gave them mileage or actual expenses for their travel from 
home to the capital. But I think that is as far as we ought to 
go in the matter. I think it would be very proper to pay his 
actual expenses going to and from the capital, but I do not see 
any reason why we should make an increase in the salary when 
the average man does not need it. And if we should make an 
increase in salary, I think a question of that kind should come 
before the House in a proper way and not be legislated on in an 
appropriation bill. z 

Mr. SIMS. If we continue the pay at $100 a month, does it 
not make it impossible for a Member to employ a married man? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not say anything about a married 
man; I said he could get young men. I know this: You take 
the average post-office, and the Government only allows $50 a 
month to the new clerks in the post-office, I know a number of 
young men in the post-office in my town who are just as compe- 
tent to fill the position of private secretary or clerk to a Con- 
gressman as is the average clerk who is now filling that place. 

Mr. SIMS. Does my friend from Alabama take into consid- 
eration the personal qualifications of the clerk? Let me give 
him my experience: I had one of the best clerks of any Mem- 
ber of this House, who was fortunate enough to be married to a 
good wife. He stayed here four years and lost money every 
day. I had to give him up in order that he might make a living 
at something else. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, I do not think that argument ap- 
plies at all. There are lots of positions my friend from Ten- 
nessee could not accept because he could not support his family 
on the pay. There are lots of married men who could accept 
the position of clerk to a Member and live comfortably on the 


pay. 
Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman from Alabama think that a 


Member should look around to find somebody who can live on 


the salary, without reference to his personal qualities? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think I could get men with personal 
qualities that the clerk ought to possess to take the position. I 
have had no trouble in the past, and I do not think I will haye 
any trouble in the future. 

But I think if the House wants to pass on this question it 
ought not to be brought in here on an appropriation bill. I 
think it is a matter that ought to go before the proper legisla- 
tive committee, be properly considered by that committee, and 
reported to this House as a change of existing law, and let the 
House discuss it fully and consider it as a separate proposition. 

Mr. SIMS. Why can not they discuss it just as fully in this 
way. Does this House need a committee’s report to them to 
know what their clerks need; who do their own work? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No, they do not; but this is not the 
place to consider it, on an appropriation bill, 

Mr. SIMS. This technical idea that we must not legislate 
upon appropriation bills, and yet accept every amendment put 
on them in the Senate in violation of our own rules, does not 
have much weight with me. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I agree with the gentleman. I think 
we have legislated entirely too much on appropriation bills, and 
so has the Senate, but I have said in the beginning that I do 
not think we can interfere with the Senate fixing the compensa- 
tion of its employees any more than the Senate can interfere 
with our fixing the compensation of our employees. I think it 
would be a mistake to adopt the amendment that the committee 
offers to this bill, so far as clerk hire is concerned. 

Mr. SIMS. Why not let the committee vote upon it? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that, so far 
as I am concerned, although I do not think the committee ought 
to have brought it in here, that this being a matter that goes to 
the individual membership, to the rights of every Member of 
this House, a personal matter between us, I would not inter- 
ject a point of order in the way of my colleagues on the floor of 
this House. I say that I do not think the committee ought to 
put it on the bill, but as it is a matter which is personal to us 
and that we must act upon at our own responsibility in voting to 
increase the salary of our clerks, I would not myself interject 
a point of order that would prevent this House from acting. I 
do say, however, that I do not think the House should vote in 
favor of the increase of the salaries of cur clerks, and I shall 
certainly vote against any such proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, personally I favored and 
am in favor of placing the names of the clerks to Members 


upon the rolls, but for the reasons so forcibly stated a moment 
ago by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Lrrraver] the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations abandoned the idea of attempting to 
place the names of these clerks upon the rolls. Personally I 
believe that the salaries of these clerks ought to be increased. 
I believe they render a service that entitles them to an increase. 
They now receive $1,200 a year and are compelled to make two 
trips home and two trips to Washington, making four trips, 
without mileage, during each term of the Representative he 
serves. When the amount of the expense incurred by one of 
these clerks on these trips is deducted from the salary he re- 
ceives, considering the increased cost of living, it is a mystery 
to me how he manages to live. The salary now paid a Senator's 
clerk is $1,800 a year, and in addition they each receive $150, 
an extra month’s compensation—which is always granted, as 
we all know—every year, making $1,950 which a Senator’s 
clerk receives as compared with $1,200 which we now pay our 
clerks. Mr. Chairman, I insist there is no reason which can be 
here stated which will appeal to the common sense of any man 
why there should be this difference between the compensation 
we allow our clerks and the compensation that we allow 
a Senator’s clerk. A Member’s clerk performs exaetly the 
same duties or just as arduous as those performed by the Sen- 
ator’s clerk. For these reasons, and because I know that 99 
per cent of my fellow-Members believe it should be done, I 
favor this increase. 

In response to the query of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LAwRENCE] as to why the Appropriation Committee in this 
bill abandoned the requirement of certification by the Member 
of the amount he has promised to pay, ete., I desire to say this. 
We did it because we believed the certification is a mere blind, 
a pretense, a humbug. Every man here knows that these cer- 
tificates are passed to us here on this floor in blank, and that 
each Member signs them in blank, taking no time to fill in the 
amount that is to be paid by him for his clerk’s compensation. 
These blanks are afterwards filled by House employees, and I 
never heard of one being filled for less than the maximum 
amount. Furthermore, as a matter of fact, it involves a degree 
of humiliation that a Member of this body must certify that he 
has promised to pay, or agreed to pay, a given sum for his 
clerk’s service, when a Senator is required to make no such cer- 
tification. Now, I never see the warrant for my clerk’s salary. 
I authorize him to sign my name on the back of it, to indorse, 
and collect it. It comes in a red envelope; my pay comes in a 
white envelope, and when it comes my clerk takes it and in- 
dorses my name on the back of it, collects it, and I never see it. 
But, Mr. Chairman, I do not hesitate to say that every time I 
sign one of those blank certificates I feel that I am making a 
certification that in a measure reflects upon me as a Member of 
this body. I do not know how it strikes other Members; I 
speak only for myself. Some may have constituents who will 
belieye that if they vote to increase the compensation allowed 
to their clerks it will go into their own pockets. It is a source of 
satisfaction to me to believe that I do not have one constituent 
who will believe that I will steal my secretary’s or clerk’s 
salary. I think that we ought to grant this increase to our 
clerks—they deserve it. I believe that, as self-respecting men, 
we ought to abandon this bypercritical certification, and the Com- 
mittee took that view of it, and for that reason embodied this 
item in this bill. [Applause.] 

Mr. DAWSON. Would it not be going one step farther in the 
same direction—the gentleman’s views and mine being along 
the same line—to place these secretaries of ours on the rolls 
and give them the same status that the secretaries of the Sen- 
ators have? 

Mr. BURLESON. Personally, as I stated in the beginning of 
my remarks, I very much favor that suggestion. I believe that 
it ought to be done, but for the reasons given by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Lrrravuger] the Committee on Appropria- 
tions concluded it was not best to attempt it. As a matter of 
fact, I will state to the gentleman from Iowa that information 
reached us which satisfied us that if we attempted what is sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Iowa that a point of order would 
be made against it and the whole item would go out. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Will the gentleman from Texas permit me 
one moment? 

Mr. BURLESON. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTAUER. As I stated, Members frequently have to 
employ one clerk in Washington and another clerk in their 
districts. How is it in the case of a Senator? All Senators 
have an eighteen-hundred dollar or twenty-two hundred and 
fifty dollar clerk here, and nearly all have messengers in addi- 
tion whose compensation is fourteen hundred and forty dollars, 
so that the messenger can perform the necessary clerical work in 
Washington between sessions if the clerk happens to be at home 
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with the Senator. With two clerical assistants it is quite fea- 
sible to have a permanent roll in the Senate. 

Mr. SIMS. And the messenger is often a stenographer, too. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Well, he does actual clerical work. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, 
to my mind this is not a question as to whether or not we can 
not get clerks for 51,200, as the gentleman from Alabama inti- 
mates, no more than whether men could not be gotten to serve 
as Members of Congress for less than $5,000 a year. I have no 
doubt we could flood this Capitol with young men if an ad- 
vertisement was made for clerks to Members at $1,000 per 
annum. There was no dearth of candidates when the Govern- 
ment paid $8 a day to Members of Congress, whether of the 
House or Senate, and I doubt whether there would be now. In 
my district, I think, we could find quite a number of men who 
would be willing to move into the district of the gentleman 
from Alabama, bright, capable, competent men, and who would 
make good Congressmen, if it was known that by doing so they 
could come here for $2,500 a year and serve the country through 
membership in this House. That is not the question, gentle- 
men. It is this. What is a reasonable compensation to the 
men who come here and serye the Government, whether as 
clerks to Members to aid them in the discharge of their duties 
or as Members of the House in their official capacity. Why 
should, for instance, a Senator’s clerk haye $1,950, or $750 more 
than a clerk to a Member of the House? It costs the clerk of a 
Member of the House just as much to come here from Michigan 
as it does the clerk of either of the Senators from Michigan. It 
costs the wife of a clerk to a Member of the House just as much 
to travel here as the wife of a Senator's clerk. It costs just as 
much to keep his wife and child or children in his home in his 
State as it does the clerk to a Senator. 

Now, is the amount named an unreasonable compensation for 
the services rendered and for the expense necessarily incurred? 
Not that you can not get men for less. Why, I was secretary of 
the State of Michigan once for $800 a year. I was making an 
argument for an amendment to the constitution before a large 
assemblage of people at a great farmers’ gathering, showing how 
it was unfair and unreasonable to ask men to serve the Com- 
monwealth for that pitiable sum. I asked, “ Who could afford 
it?” Many hands went up, and voices replied, “I can; I can.” 
You could bave gotten a thousand men in that audience to serve 
the State of Michigan as its secretary for $800 a year. We pay 
our attorney-general a like insignificant sum, and yet there is 
never a lack of trained and capable lawyers to seek the office 
regardless of the salary. But do these answer the argument? 
Are the services rendered not worth more than that paltry sum? 
The fathers, in the days of the Commonwealth's infancy and 
poverty, put these and other like limitations as to salaries in 
the constitution fifty-six years ago, and we have not been able 
to vote it out. Is it a fair compensation for the services ren- 
dered? It seems to me that is the question before the House in 
this matter now pending. [Applause.] - 

The Clerk read as follows: 


1906. 


special 1 in Clerk’s document room, at $ 
0; locksmith, who shall be skilled in his trade, $1,200; one 


Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I want to find from the gentleman in charge of the 
bill what has become of the work of preparing the index to 
the claims. I see it is not in this item. 

Mr. LITTAUER. It has been dropped out, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The work has not been completed. 

Mr. LITTAUER. They bave until next July to complete it. 
1 law requires that it shall be completed on the Ist of July, 

Mr. JOHNSON. I know that, but they came up asking an- 
other appropristion, I notice. 
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Mr. LITTAUER. Well, the committee took the mandate of 
last year's law and followed it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 7 

For the following minority employees authorized and named in the 
resolution adopted 1 the House of Representatives November 9, 1903, 
namely: One special employee, $1,500; two special messengers, at 
$1,200 each, and one special chief page, $900, and $700 additional for 
services as pair clerk, and said special chief page shall be designated 
a deputy sergeant-at-arms; in all, $5,500. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amend- 
ment which I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 18, line 23, strike out the word “two” where it occurs 
the second time and insert the word “four;” so as to read: 

Two special messengers at $1,400 each. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I will state to the Chair that 
there is no disposition on this side of the House to make any 
suggestion as to restriction of the convenience of the Members 
on the other side. I accept the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the special messenger authorized and named in the resolution 
adopted by the House of Representatives January 15, 1900, $1,200. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. As the question of salaries for the employees of the Gov- 
ernment in its various Departments will likely be considered at 
this session of Congress, I desire to say something on this all- 
important subject. 

The bill under consideration, as agreed on by the Committee 
on Appropriations, is good as far as it goes. However, to do 
justice to a most deserving class of men and women it must in- 
clude all those in the Government service. 

For four years, with others, I have advocated the proper rec- 
ognition of the letter carriers and postal clerks. Our cry for 
relief has up to the present fallen on deaf ears. Now comes 
the good news that the President is expected to send a spe- 
cial message to Congress, recommending an increase of 20 per 
cent in the salaries of all persons in the United States service. 

This is a commendable act worthy of our great Chief Execn- 
live. He fully realizes that the cost of living in the last five 
years has increased fully 25 per cent. In the larger cities, par- 
ticularly in New York, the average rent paid by post-office clerks 
and carriers is $25 per month, and this for a small apartment 
or a two-family house unheated. All the necessaries of life are 
high, so that these faithful.public servants can barely, by the 
strictest economy, make both ends meet. 

In the trades wages have nearly doubled in the same period 
of time. Mechanics are getting from $4 to $6 per day. The 
policemen and firemen of that city receive $1,400 annually after 
five years, with a pension of one-half of that sum when they are 
incapacitated on account of age. 

The insufficiency of the wages paid by the Government is keep- 
ing many of the best of our young men out of the service. Not 
only this, but the bright, energetic youth leaves it at the first 
opportunity. It is in the interest of efficiency to secure the 
very best men and women for the various Departments of the 
Government. To do this, and thus maintain a service equal to 
that of any commercial enterprise, good living salaries must be 
paid. ; 

In our public school system in New York we pay good sal- 
aries and an age pension, Even with these advantages we are 
at times short of teachers. 

It is rumored that the Post-Office Department will recom- 
mend a reclassification of salaries, with the view of increasing 
the same. It is to be hoped that with all these proposed move- 
ments that justice may be meted out to those who honestly and 
faithfully serve the people. Merit and length of faithful serv- 
ice alone should be the test. 

I withdraw my amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To continue the employment of the ial messenger authorized and 
named in the resolution of the House adopted February 7, 1900, $1,200. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amend- 
ment which I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On į ine 7, 5 ae ae 
ios pase. 20 unn 55 ie out the word “two” and insert the 

“ One thousand four hundred dollars.” 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is perfectly acceptable. There is no 
objection on this side to that. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT]. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
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Tze Clerk read as follows: 


For clerk hire, Members and Delegates: 
and Dele; 
charge o 
monthly installments, $594,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 


To pay each Member 
te for clerk hire, necessarily employed by him in the dis- 
his official and representative duties, $1,500 per annum, in 


sary; and Representatives and Delegates elect to Congress whose cre- 
dentials in due form of law have been duly filed with the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives, in accordance with the provisions of sec- 
tion 31 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, shall be entitled 
to payment under this appropriation. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 15 strike out all after the word “ Delegates” down to the 
word “ necessary,” in line 20, and insert: To pay to the clerks em- 
ployed by each Member and Delegate, and who may be necessarily 
employed by him in the discharge of his official and representative 
duties, $1,500 per annum, in monthly installments, $594,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, the same to be paid by the Clerk 
of the House to the clerk so employed by the Member or Delegate.“ 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order 
against that amendment. 

Mr. HAY. Now, if the gentleman wants to make points of 
order—— 

Mr. OLMSTED. It is against the amendment, that it changes 
existing law in violation of the second clause of Rule XXI of 
the Rules of the House. 

Mr. HAY. Very well, sir. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to moye to 
amend the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to speak on 
the point of order? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the fol- 
lowing amendment : 

Strike out the word “five” where it occurs in line 18, on page 21, 
after the word “ thousand,” and insert two; so that the paragraph 


will read : 
“One thousand two hundred dollars per annum.” 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 18, after the word “ thousand,” insert the word two; so 
that it will read: 

One thousand two hundred dollars per annum.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. š 

Mr. LIT'TAUER. Mr. Chairman, I do not exactly understand 
the gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, my amendment is as 
follows: Strike out the word “fiye” where it occurs after the 
word “thousand,” in line 18, page 21, and insert “two” in 
place thereof; so that the paragraph will read: “ One thousand 
two hundred dollars per annum” instead of “$1,500 per an- 
num.“ 

Mr. TAWNEY. The effect of the amendment, as I understand 
the gentleman, is to leave the clerk hire exactly as it is now 
$1,200 a year—without certification. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is. Mr. Chairman, I overlooked the 
question of certification; so I ask leave to withdraw the amend- 
ment and move to strike out the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The question is on the motion to strike out 
the paragraph. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Chairman, on that motion I 
wish to say that my object in making the motion is that I think 
Members should certify the amount they expend in payment of 
their clerks; and, in the next place, I think that $1,200 a year 
is sufficient to obtain a competent clerk. If it could be offered, 
I would prefer to see the law amended as the gentleman from 
Virginia has proposed, so that clerks to Members might be car- 
ried on the rolls of the House as employees of the House. I 
believe I can employ a good and competent clerk to fill the posi- 
tion and answer the requirements for a Member of Congress at 
the present compensation. I do not believe there is any large 
corporation in this country or any business house in this country 
that employs a clerk that has similar duties to perform and no 
more labor to do than is required of a clerk to a Member of 
Congress where the man employed receives more compensation 
than $100 a month for this class of clerical service. It is not a 
service that requires independent judgment; it is not a service 
where a man has to be informed on matters in general. It is a 
service where the employee merely carries out the instructions 
and the orders of his Member of Congress; and it is not neces- 
sary for him to know more than that, except the details of the 
work in the Departments here. The average clerk in the De- 
partments who is appointed to do the detail work does not re- 
ceive more than $1,200 a year. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
u question? 


I thought the point of order had been 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. If your motion carries, how does that 
leave the appropriation for clerk hire? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It will leave it in order to insert the 
appropriation as it was carried in the last appropriation bill, 
which I propose to moye to insert. It does not propose to knock 
out all of it. ‘ 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I had hoped the present arrangement 
would not be disturbed. As I understood him, I agree with the 
gentleman from Alabama as to the present salary. This motion, 
however, if supported, must be with the understanding, of 
course, that it will be followed by a further motion. [Cries of 
“Vote! “] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would not say a word if it had 
not been for the description the gentleman from Alabama has 
given of the service of his clerk. [Laughter.] If the gentle- 
man from Alabama can get along as a Member of Congress with 
a clerk who does not require peculiar tact and who does not re- 
quire independent judgment, it is a reflection upon both the 
gentleman from Alabama and his constituents, which I regret 
to hear him announce. I can not understand the character of 
work done by a Member of Congress, both upon the floor of the 
House and for the people here, who receives the help of a clerk, 
unless the clerk is required to use independent judgment and is 
required to have peculiar knowledge and peculiar tact and 
peculiar information. I do not know how the gentleman from 
Alabama has acquired the valuable information which he has 
frequently presented to the House, but if he has done it without 
the assistance of his clerk or some other clerk or employee of 
the House, he is a more remarkable man even than I have giyen 
him credit for, and I have always given him credit for being 
one of the ablest Members of this body. 

To render efficient service, it does require the clerks to have 
tact and independent judgment. It may be that in Birmingham 
and in Buffalo, two busy B’s, they can secure the services of 
able clerks at $100 a month and expect those clerks to pay their 
fare to Washington and return. There has never been a year 
since I have been a Member of this body that I did not expend 
more for clerk hire, by a considerable amount, than the amount 
reimbursed to me by the Government, and I never yet secured 
the services of a clerk whom I thought was too good to be a 
clerk. It may be that by hunting around I might be able to 
secure the services, temporarily, of a young gentleman desirous 
of occupying his time in the study of law, but a young man who 
came to Washington as my clerk, intending to study law, would 
find at night instead of being in the law school, he was at work 
until 11 or 12 o'clock at night, and all the law he would acquire 
knowledge of would be through his work for me and not from 
his study in the law school. 

It is always wise for any legislative official to provide him- 
self with ample tools with which to work, and one of the most 
efficient tools in the service of the Government is an able, in- 
telligent, tactful clerk, both to a Member of the House and to a 
member of the Senate, who can not be obtained, I regret to say, 
either for $1,200 a year or even for $1,500 a year. [Cries of 
“Vote!” “ Vote! “] 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. UNDER- 
woop, on a division (demanded by Mr. Unprrwoop), there 
were—ayes 11, noes 122. 

Accordingly, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. : 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 21 strike ont all of lines 15 to 24, inclusive, and lines 1 and 
2, on page 22, and insert in lieu thereof: 

“Clerks to Members and Delegates: For clerk hire to each Member 
and Delegate, at $1,500; and clerks to the Members and Delegates here- 


under shall be po on the rolls of the House and be paid as are other 
clerks and employees of the House; $594,000." 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I make the same point of 
order that I have already made against an almost identical 
amendment, namely, that it changes existing law in violation of 


the second paragraph of Rule XXI. 


Mr. DAWSON. 
order. 

Mr. KEIFER. Allow me to make the further suggestion that 
we have just voted down a proposition to strike out the entire 
paragraph, and if it was in order to make amendments to the 
paragraph they ought to have been offered before the vote was 
taken on the motion to strike out. As I recollect the rule, it is 
too late now to undertake to perfect the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the seventh paragraph 
of Rule XVI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A motion to strike out and insert is indivisible, but a motion to 
strike out bei lost shall neither preclude amendment nor motion ło 
strike out and insert; and no motion or proposition on a subject diſter- 


I should like to be heard on the point of 


1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


311 


ent from that under consideration shall be admitted under color of 
amendment, 


The CHAIRMAN. The point of order of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Kerrer] is overruled. 

Mr. DAWSON Now, Mr. Chairman, I should like to be heard 
on the point of order raised by the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. OLMSTED]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa is recognized on 
the point of order. 

Mr. DAWSON. As I understand, this entire paragraph in the 
bill was at one time in the consideration of the bill subject 
itself to a point of order. That point of order, however, was 
not raised, and the committee proceeded to the consideration of 
the proposition itself. That having been done, is it not true 
that any amendment which is germane to the subject-matter is 
in order, the point of order not having been raised against the 
amendment? 

Mr. LAWRENCE. That is right. The paragraph itself 
changes existing law. 

Mr. OLMSTED. While it may be true, as the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Dawson] has suggested, that this paragraph 
was at one time itself subject to a point of order as changing 
existing law, in that it increased the amount of clerk hire, this 
proposed amendment changes it in another particular, which is 
not germane to the particular in which the paragraph itself 
transgressed the rule, namely, in the amount of clerk hire. This 
amendment not only increases the compensation to fifteen hun- 
dred dollars, but goes further and changes the entire scheme, 
because, instead of allowing a certain amount for clerk hire to 
each Member, who may pay it to one clerk or divide it between 
two clerks if he chooses, it provides for the appointment of one 
clerk, who is not to be the employee of the Member, but of the 
House of Representatives. It simply increases the number of 
employees of the House. It is additional legislation, provides 
for a different class of employees, and comes clearly within the 
precedents quoted at the bottom of page 357 of the Manual, and 
in opposition to the precedents upon which the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Dawson] doubtless relies, that a paragraph which 
changes existing law, being allowed by general consent to re- 
main, may be perfected by any germane amendment. 

That is undoubtedly true, but you will find at the bottom of 
page 357 this language: But this does not permit an amend- 
ment which adds additional legislation,” and the preceden 
there cited. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


Office of the Public Printer: Public Printer, $6,000; deputy public 
828 who shall perform the duties of chief clerk, have supervision of 
ulldings, and be appointed by the Publie Printer, $3,600; private sec- 
retary, $2,250; stenographer, $1,000; cashier and paymaster, $2,500; 
paying teller, 52,000; one messenger; one telephone switchboard oper- 
ator; two assistant telephone switchboard operators; chief inspector 
and purchasing agent, $3,600; and one clerk of class 1; in all, $24,910. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve a point of 
order on this paragraph, because it changes existing legislation 
in fixing the salary of the Public Printer. I reserve the point 
of order until we can have an explanation of the reason. This 
increases the salary of the Public Printer from $4,500 to $6,000. 
It seems to me like a good and substantial increase. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state to the gentleman from Illinois 
that as a result of the hearings in connection with the large re- 
sponsibility that is now thrown upon the Public Printer, who 
goes into the office controlling upward of 4,000 subordinate em- 
ployees, who has submitted to your committee a line of improve- 
ments which he is now engaged upon, which will save large 
sums of money to the Government; in view of the fact that he 
handles the largest public printing establishment in the world, 
appropriations for which are almost -$6,000,000 annually; in 
view of the suggested changes which he claims will save to the 
Government large sums of money, your committee think that it 
is only a fair compensation. x 

I want to say that he is a man of large experience, young in 
years, determined to make a reputation for himself in the ad- 
ministration of this great office, whereby the beneficiary will be 
the Government of the United States. He believes the great 
office is susceptible of large improvements, and your committee 
felt that in handling a proposition of this character, with the 
promises of the large saying in that great enterprise, that $1,500, 
the proposed increase, is not too much. We have a very capable 
man there, a man of marked ability, large responsibility, great 
experience in the business, his knowledge of the public service 
all those things enter into the reasons for the increase. In this 
case the enterprise is so large, the amount of money handled is 
so great, largely at his own discretion, because he goes into the 


markets and makes his own figures, looks after the mechanical 
work, that we thought that a fair compensation was $6,000. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, I can under- 
stand the theory of the increase of the compensation to an 
old and tried servant. I do not quite understand the theory 
upon which, when you have just appointed a young man to an 
office where there has been no increase in his predecessor’s sal- 
ary, you should instantly increase the salary of that young man 
by a very large amount. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from Illinois will permit 
me, I will say that we are not increasing the salary of any in- 
dividual employee; we are increasing the salary of the man who 
fills the office of Public Printer, whoever he may be, now or here- 
after. - 

Mr. MANN. Of course, I understand; we never go back. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. With reference to the man now filling the 
office of Public Printer, let me say that the enviable record of 
haying saved to the Government a million dollars in the output 
of our printing establishment in one year, as compared with 
the cost of that institution’s output during preceding years, 
is a record that deserves recognition. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman from Minnesota will tell us 
how he saved that, I will be obliged to him. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that he saved it in administration. 

Mr. MANN. He could not save it in the administration, be- 
cause the administration does not cost a million dollars. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In the administration of his office, the pur- 
chase of supplies, and in the reduction in the cost of the output. 
I include in the administration the entire management of the 
business of this largest printing establishment in the world, 
the value of the product of which last year was over $4,000,000. 
One word more. If the gentleman from Illinois will go to the 
Printing Office, as I did a week or ten days ago—— 

Mr. MANN. Did the gentleman go in a carriage furnished 
by the Government? [Laughter.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. I beg the gentleman's pardon; it is not 
material how I went there. If the gentleman will go, as I did 
a week or ten days ago, he will find, as I did, that as the result 
of this man’s effort and his business capacity he has reclaimed 
from the junk pile in the Public Printing Office $250,000 worth 
of type, a great deal of which is new and has been there for ten 
years and never unpacked. 

He has, in addition to that, reclaimed from the junk pile 
about $250,000 worth of machinery, some of which has been 
there for years and has never been unpacked. He has reclaimed 
nine Smythe sewing machines installed in the bindery depart- 
ment of the Public Printing Office some years ago—a standard 
sewing machine, costing $1,200 apiece. They were operated for 
about two years without showing any wear whatever, yet for 
no reason that anybody can ascertain these nine machines were 
rejected and other sewing machines were installed in their 
place. These nine machines have been reclaimed, have been put 
in place, and they can be sold for cash at $1,000 apiece, because 
they are standard machines, a machine of very general use in a 
great many bookbinding establishments in the United States. 
That is some of the work that the Public Printer has been doing 
since he went into that office. In addition to this, he has ef- 
fected a great saving by the reduction of the force and is ac- 
complishing more work, far more work, with a smaller force 
than has been accomplished heretofore under any previous ad- 
ministration of that department. 

Now, a man who has the capacity to manage on economical 
business lines a plant of that size, having the capacity for out- 
put that the Public Printing Office of the Government of the 
United States has, must be a very valuable man. There is no 
private institution or corporation that could obtain a man 
capable of managing an institution of that size for the salary 
the Government of the United States has heretofore been paying 
to the Public Printer. In view of the ability required for this 
position, in view of the work, in view of the economies that the 
present Public Printer has already effected, the committee felt 
that it was justified in giving him a compensation commen- 
surate with the work he is doing, and thus encourage him in 


_his efforts to secure better administration, greater economy, and 


more efficient service in this great Government manufacturing 
establishment. I will say further that the gentleman did not 
make an application for this increase. The Public Printer was 
not even asked whether he would take it, but the committee was 
prompted to giving him this increase in salary because of the 
result he has obtained and because of his efforts during the 
first year of his administration to make the Government Print- 
ing Office the model printing establishment of the world. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I wondered why the action of. 
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the committee giving this increase was prompted. I am very 
glad to see present my distinguished friend from Indiana [Mr. 
CHARIES B. Lanpvis}], who runs the Public Printing Office. I 
am very glad that the committee was not governed at all by 
the little memorandum in the note which we all received the 
other day from the Public Printer, which reads as follows: 


If you will kindly notify me a little in advance of the time you would 
like to visit the Government Printing Office, I will be pleased to send 
one of the office carriages for you, and have it return with yow to the 
Capitol or elsewhere, as you may desire. 


The distinguished gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHARLES B. 
Landis] was the author of the proposition to do away with the 
private carriages owned or controlled by the various public 
‘officials in Washington at the expense of the General Govern- 
ment, and we heard one day that gentleman standing in his 
place in the House enumerate the long list of carriages that 
reached from the Capitol to the White House, ridden in and 


_ used by the underlings, as he called them, of the Government. 


Yet it comes about in the course of time that the gentleman 
peculiarly under his control and domination, the géntleman who 
relies upon him for his support and his direction, not only 
offers to ride in his own office carriage, but offers to send for 
any and all the Members of Congress and take them by way of 
the Printing Office to the White House reception, to their homes, 
to the Zoo—any other place that they may wish, not even 
barring Cabin John. I have been surprised that we have not 
already heard from my lovely and distinguished friend from 
Indiana, and I have wondered whether riding in these car- 
riages from the Capitol to the Printing Office has been the oc- 
casion for this voluntary, this forced raise of salary, not asked 
by the Public Printer, but urged upon him—taken unwillingly 
on his part—by the Committee on Appropriations. It is the 
only instance of the kind with which I have ever met in 
Congress. Its very uniqueness may compel me to withdraw the 
point of order, for I hope that he will be so economic in the 
administration of his office that he will at least confine the use 
of his many office carriages to the Committee on Appropriations 
or to the Committee on Printing. The rest of us do not need 
them. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the following 
amendment which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 23 strike out after the word “ Printer,” in line 9, down to 
and including the word “ Printer” in line 11, and after line 19 insert: 

“The office of Deputy Public Printer shall be filled by the selection 
and appointment by the Public Printer of a person skilled as a practical 
printer and vers in the art of bookbinding, and who shall perform 
the duties heretofore required of the chief clerk, have the supervision 
of the buildings occupied by the Government Printing Office, and per- 


form such other duties as may be required of him by the Public 
Printer,” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. - 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Hereafter in printing documents authorized by law or ordered by 
Congress or either branch thereof the Goyernment Printing Office shall 
follow the rules of orthography established by Webster’s or other gen- 
erally accepted dictionaries of the English language. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make the 
point of order against the paragraph just read. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I trust that the gentleman 
will reserve his point of order. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Very well; I reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana will state 
his point of order. > 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understood the gentleman from Indiana to 
reserve the point of order. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I want to state the ground for it, how- 
ever, that the paragraph changes existing law; that it is new 
legislation. I, however, reserve the point of order if gentlemen 
care to express themselves in relation to the merits of this 
proposed legislation. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I understand the gentle- 
man has reserved the point of order so that we may briefly 
speak on the merits of the proposition. I assume that the rea- 
son for offering the point of order is that this subject is not 
properly a subject of legislation, and I would agree with the gen- 


tleman ordinarily, but I think he fails to note the distinction be- 


tween this and other cases. I do not believe the English lan- 
guage can or ought to be changed by Congressional action 
or by Presidential decree. I do not think it is properly a sub- 
ject of Congressional action, but there is a clear difference 
between an attempt by Congress to change language as written 
in official documents and an attempt by Congress to preserve the 
existing language as written in official documents, and that is 
what the committee sought to accomplish—to preserve the estab- 
lished order. Now, what threatens the established order? Ab- 


solutely nothing but an Executive decree. I point out to the 
gentleman that the President of the United States derives no au- 
thority from the simplified spelling board. The Executive de- 
cree would be just as effective if no simplified spelling board 
existed at all. If the President of the United States has 
authority by imperial ukase to change the spelling of 300 
words of the English language, it follows that he has authority 
to change 30,000 words, or eyery word in the language. The 
result may be that a new court language may be established 
by Executive decree for the new American empire. We got 
along very well with the customary form of the English lan- 
guage until the reign of the present Ruler, and I think we will 
get along quite as well if the language is left unchanged. 

Now, what will be the effect of the point of order if it is sus- 
tained by the Chair, as I anticipate it will be, if it is pressed? 
It will be that the Government Printer, who desires to retain his 
position, realizing that he has been appointed by the President 
and may be removed by the President, will print official docu- 
ments as ordered by the President, unless this measure offered 
by the committee becomes a law. He will do so because he 
fears the Presidential power. The result. will be that the lan- 
guage, so far as it appears in official documents, will be changed 
upon the initiative of a single individual of the 80,000,000 peo- 


.ple in the United States, each one of whom has just as much 


right and just as much power, if power be measured by legal 
authority, to change the language as has the President of the 
United States. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
for a question? , 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I do. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Is the purpose of this paragraph to show 
that the President has not this power? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. The purpose is not to show that the Presi- 
dent has or has not the power. The purpose of the paragraph, 
as I understand it, is to preserve the right of Congress to have 
the speeches made upon the floor and also to have public docu- 
ments spelled according to the usages established in the United 
States of America, and not changed because a Government 
official, who fears the Presidential power, spells in accordance 
with an Executive decree. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I do. = 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman from Massachusetts one question not touch- 
ing the point of order, but the merits of the proposition or the 
paragraph of the bill. The gentleman, I understand, is on the 
committee which reported this bill. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does not the gentleman think if 
this paragraph were enacted into law it would be giving by law 
a very great advantage to the publishers of Webster’s Dic- 
tionary? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I do, and. 

Mr. TAWNEY. : If the gentleman will permit me 

Mr. SULLIVAN (continuing). I think an amendment ought 
to be offered striking out the word “ Webster's,” so as to leave 
it “ generally accepted dictionaries of the English language.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will state that the chairman of the subcom- 
mittee has an amendment proposing to strike out“ Webster's ” 
and to leave it to any recognized dictionary of the English 
language. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. In that connection I observed, in 
reading the testimony given before the committee by Public 
Printer Stillings, he was asked this question: : 

Is there any difference between Webster's and Worcester’s dictionary? 

Mr. STILLINGS. I know very little about Worcester's dictionary ~ I 
have not examined it recently. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Then would it not be putting 
quite a responsibility upon anyone who submitted a document 
there, if the statute be mandatory, and have him assume that 
the Public Printer would recognize the authority of a Worcester 
as proper? Would it not compel him to accept Webster as the 
only authority ? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. The chairman has stated that it is the in- 
tention of the committee to offer an amendment to strike out 
this apparent discrimination. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What could be the interpretation 
“of any generally recognized dictionary“ and the Publie Printer 
saying that he does not consult Worcester at all? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I presume the Public Printer would have 
the right to consult Worcester or Webster or the Standard or 
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the Century.. I assume he would not go back to the dictionary 
.of Samuel Johnson or Mr. Walker. I assume he would consult 
generally recognized authorities for spelling and pronunciation 
of the English language. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. But if Worcester is the diction- 
ary that the Public Printer does not consult, would that be an 
accepted dictionary of the English language? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Unquestionably it would be. The mere fact 
that the Public Printer did not accept it does not alter the fact 
that it is a standard work which officially he would be bound to 
recognize. 

Mr. NORRIS rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. SULLIVAN] yield to the gentleman from Nebraska [ Mr. 
Norris] ? ? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Yes. 

Mr. NORRIS. Was not the ińtention of the committee in this 
paragraph to prohibit the Public Printer from following the in- 
structions of the President in orthography, in printing his own 
message, for instance? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. No. 5 

Mr. NORRIS. Now, if the gentleman will look at the para- 

graph, it says: “ Hereafter in printing documents authorized by 
law.” 
Now, as I take it, that would include any communication that 
the President had to make. Does the committee want to go so 
far as to preclude and make it illegal for the President to use 
any form of spelling that he wants to? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I do not think that the committee intended 
to go so far. Speaking for myself, I would be glad to go so far 
as to tell the President of the United States to have all the 
official documents printed according to the established usages of 
the English language. I see no reason why the President should 
not submit to some authority, even if it is only the authority 
established by the standard dictionaries of the language. 

Mr. NORRIS. I wanted to find out whether the committee 
wanted to go that far or not. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. As I stated, I do not think that is their 
intention. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has expired. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have five 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
for five minutes more. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. The effect of the gentleman's point of or- 
der will be this, that the House, which has been constantly los- 
ing its power because of its own rulings, will become an ally 
of the President in this new form of usurpation. The gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER], by arising here and 
pressing his point of order, will render this House powerless 
to keep up the established system of spelling in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL ReEcorp and other official documents. That will be the 
result of the gentleman’s action, and I wish to call that to his 
attention as one reason for not pressing it. 

Now, there is a great question of utility involved in this dis- 
cussion which I think ought not to be pushed prominently for- 
ward, because the question of authority ought to be decisive of 
the whole question at issue. But eyen on the question of utility 
there is no unanimity among scholars, either as to the wisdom 
or the expediency of these proposed changes. Scholars quite 
as eminent and quite as high in authority in the world of let- 
ters as the gentleman who compose the simplified spelling board 
have declared it is neither wise nor expedient to adopt the new 
spelling of these 300 words. The result will be, therefore, 
that men of letters who have a large influence over our language 
will spell in the old way and we will have two standards in the 
United States. We will have the official standard, established 
in the court language here at Washington, and we will have the 
unofficial standard established by men of letters and conformed 
to generally by the people throughout the United States. The 
confusion which would result—not in my opinion merely, but 
in the opinion of eminent scholars—would be far greater than 
any confusion which exists to-day. Therefore, on the ground 
of utility, it seems to me that this change ought not to be made. 
I trust that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] 
will remember the prerogatives of this House and that to-day he 
will occupy the position which he has proudly occupied in the 
past, as a defender of the House and its privileges, and not an 
attacker of them; that he will not become a conscious or un- 
conscious ally of the President in this new attempt at Executive 
usurpation, but will allow the English language, as used in offi- 
sial documents, to be spelled as formerly, according to the plain 


sense of the American people and the usages established by 
eminent men in English literature. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, there has been a great deal of 
discussion upon the subject of the so-called “ simplified spell- 
ing,” and some criticism of the Committee on Appropriations 
for haying incorporated this provision in this appropriation bill. 
I am of the impression that Members of the House fail to fully 
realize the position of Congress with respect to this proposition. 
The Committee on Appropriations did not voluntarily precipi- 
tate this discussion. It was made necessary by an Executive 
order directing that all executive publications shall be printed 
in accordance with the recommendations of a board on simpli- 
fied spelling in respect to the orthography of 300 words. When 
the Committee on Appropriations convened, before the opening 
of the session, we were presented with the book of annual esti- 
mates printed in accordance with the decree of the Executive 
in accordance with the rules laid down by this board on sim- 
plified spelling. On the first pages was printed the word “ fixt ” 
and [fixed]. When the clerk made up the bill for the use of the 
subcommittee in its work it was his duty, under the rule and 
custom of the committee, to have these estimates printed in the 
language in which they came to the committee in the Book of 
Estimates, printing the new matter in italics. He was also 
obliged to have, and did have, the current law, or the way in 
which the words were spelled in the current law, printed in 
brackets. ` 

Therefore it was absolutely necessary at the inception of our 
work at this session of Congress to consider whether or not 
the Congress of the United States should follow the legislation 
of the Executive Department of the Government in respect to 
the spelling of these 300 words so far as the printing of pub- 
lic documents was concerned, or whether the former usage of 
the Goyernment should be followed. It was the judgment of 
your committee that Congress was not in favor of adopting 
this alleged simplified form of spelling. That being so, the 
committee was obliged to consider the further question—the 
practical question—the question of expense and the effect of 
the lack of uniformity in the event Congress did not adopt the 
simplified form of spelling, or direct the continuance of the 
policy that has heretofore obtained in the printing of public 
documents. The committee carefully investigated the question 
of the practical operation of one department of our Govern- 
ment following one form of spelling and another department 
of the Government adopting and following a different form of 
spelling, and reached the conclusion embodied in this paragraph, 

We were adyised that the Supreme Court of the United States, 
while it had in part adopted the new form, did not do so in 
whole, for the reason that all quotations printed in briefs or in 
current opinions rendered by the Supreme Court or by the 
Court of Claims had to be printed in the old or usual form of 
spelling, the form in which these quotations were originally 
printed. 

I was informed by a foreman of the Government Printing 
Office, when I inquired about the practical operation of- this 
incongruous system, that the men in his division, when printing 
the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States and 
the briefs filed with the Court of Claims, were all in the 
air, for the reason that part of these briefs were printed in one 
form of spelling and another part in another form of spelling. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, for these reasons the Committee on Ap- 
propriations felt that it was absolutely essential that Congress 
should take some action one way or the other, either adopt the 
simplified form of spelling, following the decree of the President, 
or declare by law that the form of spelling should be the usual 
form, the familiar form of spelling heretofore employed, and 
thus continue uniformity in the printing of documents that are 
printed in accordance with law or under the direction of Con- 
gress. Now, gentlemen, do not 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I should like to have a few more minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that his time be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If gentlemen do not believe that we should 
follow the former usage or custom in spelling in printing public 
documents and that we should follow the simplified form of 
spelling recommended by this board or ordered by the Presi- 
dent, then let us do it. Let us have but one standard of or- 
thography in the printing of our documents and all govern- 
mental publications. But unless we take some action docu- 
ments that are printed under the direction of Congress and ex- 
ecutive documents printed by authority of law independent of 
Congressional authority will have to be printed in accordance 
with two different rules of orthography. While the Congres- 
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‘sional document, such as the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, will be 
printed in the usual form of spelling, the executive document 
will be printed in accordance with the decree of the President, 
and we will have nothing but chaos and unnecessary expense in- 
cident to the varying rules of orthography in the printing of Ex- 
ecutive and Congressional documents. This additional expense 
results necessarily from the fact that in a document printed in 
the simplified form of spelling, when printed by order of Con- 
gress, the proof reading will be duplicated, necessitating a re- 
setting of the type, or a remolding of part of the plate, if not 
all of it. 

Mr. PARSONS. Why ought not the simplest solution be to 
provide that when an executive document is printed in the 
simplified form it should always be printed in that form? Then 
you would not have this expense of making changes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We would not have the expense of making 
changes, but we would haye the Government of the United 

_ States put in the ridiculous position before the American peo- 
ple of having cne document printed in one form of spelling and 
another document printed in another form of spelling. 

If the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] insists upon 
his point of order because he is in favor of simplified spelling, 
he should follow his point of order with a substitute for this 
paragraph, directing that our CONGRESSIONAL Recorp and all 
other public documents printed by order of Congress or under 
authority of law shall be printed in the simplified form of 
spelling, so as to secure uniformity of spelling in the printing 
of all public documents. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Les. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is it not a fact that there is a 
prior act of Congress, passed several years ago, adopting the 
spelling approved by Webster’s Dictionary and other standard 
authorities? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have been inyestigating that, and I have 
had the law librarian of the Library of Congress searching for 
two days to ascertain whether there has been any legislation 
upon this subject. He has not reported to me yet, nor bave I, 
nor have a great many gentlemen who have examined the 
subject, been able to find that there has been any legislation 
upon this subject in the past. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I have seen it stated that there 
was a law passed several years ago. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If there is such a law I should be glad t 
know it. I have not been able to find it. 5 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. We have no new legislation on this sub- 
ject in this bill. It is not subject to the rule. If the gentle- 
man from Indiana wants to make the point of order at all, let 
him make it on the Executive order changing the common rule 
of the country. We have made no change. It does not lie at 
our door. 

Mr. TAWNEXV. That discussion will properly come after the 
point of order is made; but I appeal to the gentleman from In- 
diana, as a Member of this House, that unless we adopt this 
provision, or adopt the simplified form of spelling that has been 
adopted by the executive department of the Government, we 
will of necessity have chaos and discord and additional expense 
incident to the public printing resulting from one branch of the 
Government having its documents printed in one form of spell- 
ing and another branch of the Government having its documents 
and publications printed in another form of spelling. I hope 
the gentleman will not press this point of order. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this point 
of order is not well taken. a 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would remind the gentleman 
that no point of order has yet been made. It has simply been 
reserved. 

Mr. LACEY. I trust the gentleman will not insist upon it. 
I think I can give him a good reason why it should not be re- 
served. Suppose that an Executive order had adopted the 
phonetic spelling, with Mr. Pitman’s additional letters which 
he invented. Would that not be an order requiring that the 
printing should not be in the English language as it is com- 
monly understood? Is it not a part of the common law of the 
land to-day that all laws shall be printed in the English lan- 
guage? And is not a radical change in the orthography of the 
official documents and statutes of the country a change in ex- 
isting law? In other words, this declaration in the bill is not 
a change of existing law, but is simply a protest against an 
order changing the existing law. This is a declaration of the 
existing law, not an enactment of a new law. 

Mr. NORRIS. As I understand it, if the position taken by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] is correct, then this 

paragraph to which the point of order has been reserved is no 


legislation whatever. 
do? If it is not legislation, then there is no point of order, 
as the gentleman says. 


Now, if that be true, what hurt will it 


Mr. TAWNEY. It is a legislative declaration of existing law. 

55 If it is not legislation, then why not let it 
go ou 

Mr. LACEY. It should not go out for this reason: Suppose 
there should be an Executive order requiring the laws to be 
printed in Latin, which was formerly the universal official 
language and which is now taught and understood in all 
countries. Suppose there should be an Executive order re- 
quiring the printing of public documents in one of the newly 
invented languages. 

Mr. TOWNE. In Esperanto. 

Mr. LACEY. Or in Volapuk. Then it would become a ques- 
tion of an Executive order against the existing standards fixed 
by unanimous consent and by the common law. In short, Mr. 
Chairman, this is simply a declaration of this House that the 
English language “as she is spoke, and the English as she is 
spelt,” shall remain in force. A great authority on spelling, 
Mr. Artemus Ward, said concerning an early English poet that 
“Chawsir was a grate poit, but he could not spel.” That was 
his only objection to Chaucer. 

Mr. TOWNE. That objection is still good. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LACEY. These new words are offensive to the eye. 
Gradually they grow up by custom and we get used to them. 
First we “endure, then pity, and then embrace.” But to put 
them, by Executive order, into the laws of the land before they 
have reached common use in literature is getting the matter 
wrong end foremost. Literature may gradually change usage 
in orthography. It has long done so. But these changes evolve 
very slowly. Let this Congress put this declaration into law; 
it is not enacting anything, but it is simply protesting against 
the interference with the established custom as it has been 
followed for more than one hundred years. [Applause.] 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly.. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Then would the gentleman say that the 
provision that these documents should not be printed in Latin, 
that they should not be printed in “Artemus Ward spelling,” 
would not be legislation? 

Mr. LACEY. It would be simply a legislative declaration of 
what the law now is. It could be put in the form of a limita- 
tion on the appropriation that no money should be expended 
under any appropriation of Congress in the “Artemus Ward or 
Josh Billings spelling.” Seriously, of course, there is progress 
being made in orthography. ‘That progress has been going on 
from year to year. We bave dropped the “k” out of “ public” 
and “almanac,” and the “u” out of such words as “labor” 
and “harbor.” These have grown up in literary usage, and we 
have become used to them. 

We must all recollect that this is not the American language. 
I received in my mail from New York this morning a request 
to sign a card agreeing to write the “national language” and 
to recognize a “national language” and to conform in all 
respects to the spelling as now proposed in the so-called“ simpli- 
fied orthography.” I did not sign that card. I prefer the best 
usages of the writers of our world-wide language. This is not 
the American language. It is the English language, a world- 
wide language, which we have no more right to change by 
legislation in the United States, or, at least, no moral right, 
than they have to change it by legislation in Canada, Australia, 
or New Zealand. It is the New Zealand language, it is the Texas 
language, it is the New York language, and it is the Yorkshire 
language, and the orthography is as much a part of the language 
as the spoken language itself. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman allow me an inter- 
ruption? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As I understand, there is no legislation 
on the statute book requiring you to spell in any particular way? 

Mr. LACEY. No; it is the common usage of mankind, the 
common law of the land. I have been trying to explain that if 
somebody should see fit to print our laws in a foreign language 
that would be a violation of existing law, and to print it in a 
different orthography is just as much a violation, because the 
orthography is a part of the language itself. 

Great rulers have not always been good spellers. Napoleon 


was noted for his lapses in spelling, which, however, were some- 
what disguised by the illegibility of his writing. Washington 
was not always accurate in his orthography, and Andrew Jack- 
son was very original and erratic in his method of spelling. 
The publie will continue to look to the general literature of the 
English language for their orthography, instead of going to the 
Patent Office reports or the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
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Congress and the Executive Departments of the Government 
are not leaders on questions of literary taste and style. The 
business of Congress is to make laws, not literature. 

Our President is a most able and brilliant man and has won a 
proud place in letters as well as in statesmanship, but his ex- 
ample in orthography has not thus far been followed by the 
press of the country. 

There is a strong and natural prejudice in favor of good spell- 
ing which has always existed. The French worshiped -Napo- 
leon, but they did not follow his example in orthography. The 
Democracy voted for Jackson with great enthusiasm, but his 
lapses in spelling were not adopted by his admirers. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then the gentleman is denying the 
President the right to spell his message to Congress as he 
pleases. 


Mr. LACEY. He can spell it in any way he wants to, but 


when Congress prints it we should print it in the usual and ac- 
cepted orthography. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Is not that taking away a privilege of 
the President? 

Mr. LACEY. It is not. My friend from Alabama can write 
a letter to his grandchild or to his best girl and spell it in any 
way he pleases. That is a personal privilege. He can speak 
in the sign language, but when it comes to printing public 
documents, the laws of the land, or the records of Congress 


there is only one language to print them in, and that is the. 


English language, and the usually accepted spelling is a part 
of that language which, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me, is a 
part of a common law, and that the reservation of the point of 
order has no foundation within the rules of the House. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I will address myself to 
the point of order very briefly. I desire to say a few words only 
on the wisdom of this paragraph and on the policy of this kind 
of legislation. I do not believe, as a matter of general policy, 
that the standard of orthography ought to be established by act 
of legislation. The tendency of a fixed standard is to retard 
that evolutional reform in spelling that I think every person 
acquainted with the language and its orthography should wel- 
come. My judgment is that if Congress enacts a law fixing a 
legislative standard of orthography, it would seriously retard 
that gradual reform in orthography that is going on all the 
time. The effect of this proposition would not be ta establish 
uniformity. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman pretend to say that this 
paragraph fixes a standard of orthography in the publication of 
public documents? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is its purpose. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, let us assume that that is so, for the 
sake of argument.. Has Congress any less power in that regard 
than has the Chief Executive? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is not a question of power. I am 
discussing it as a question of policy. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact that that will be the effect of 
the Executive order of the President 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is a different proposition. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. If we adopt it? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. This House is not responsible for an 
order of the Executive on the question of simplified spelling. 
It carries no responsibility for such an order, but the effect of 
the Executive order would be to establish or promote reform 
and to establish uniformity. The standard we fix here gives 
rather a large latitude, and there still may be two or three ways 
of spelling several hundred words. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Well, but it admits of progression. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It very likely admits of progression, 
but its moral effect will be to retard progress and reform. 
Scholars and authors would naturally observe the standard of 
spelling that has legislative sanction, the standard that is fixed 
by legislative action, and I think it would very seriously retard 
progress along proper lines. 

Now, in relation to the responsibility for insisting upon the 
point of order, whenever a Member of the House or a committee 
seeks to introduce legislation in contravention of the rules of 
the House, of course it always goes by implied unanimous con- 
sent. I beiieve it to be the duty of every Member of the House 
who is not ready to consent to the legislation when it is asked 
under conditions that imply unanimous consent to make his 
objection at the time. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt of the 
fact that this paragraph is subject to the point of order. It is 
new legislation, it undertakes to fix by law that which exists 

_ only by custom or in the discretion of the Public Printer. There 
is no legislation now fixing a standard of orthography for the 
printing of public documents or anything else. The standard of 
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orthography now is a matter of taste on the part of the Publie 


Printer, a matter of discretion in a large measure with him, and 


the effect of this legislation will be to limit and circumscribe 
that discretion, to direct and control in a degree the latitude 
that the Public Printer has under existing conditions. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask my friend 
from Indiana if he thinks the Public Printer would have the 
discretion to spell the word “ CRUMPACKER” with a “K?” 
[Laughter.] s 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I think he would. Names are only for 
purposes of identification, and as long as the purpose is pre- 
served the object is secured. 

Mr. LACEY. Would not that be changing a Member of Con- 
gress? [Laughter.] 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. There is no law that fixes or limits the 
method of spelling, and the confusion that gentlemen talk about 
here is chiefly fanciful. I do not believe that the absence of 
legislation would result in any extravagance or confusion. 
There certainly can be no confusion of ideas, and the object of 
language is to conyey our ideas. Nobody pretends to have any 
question about the meaning of the words if spelled after the 
reformed fashion. It occurs to me that there can be no doubt 
that the paragraph is obnoxious to the rules of the House in 
that it is new legislation. 

Mr. JAMES. Would not the result of this legislation be, in 
ease reform spelling is put into effect by Congress, that all of 
the schools throughout the United States would haye to fol- 
low it? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Oh, no. 

Mr. JAMES. And the result would be that new schoolbooks 
would have to be bought and placed in all the schools. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Oh, no. 

Mr. LITTAUER. And new dictionaries would have to be 
printed. 

Mr. JAMES. And new dictionaries. i y 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. No; the people of each State could 
determine for themselves, arid the people of the State of Ken- 
tucky particularly would, I have no doubt, resent the interfer- 
ence of the Federal Government and an effort on its part to es- 
tablish a standard of spelling. 

Mr. JAMES. But Kentucky, like every other State, would 
want to keep in touch with the National Government, and new 
dictionaries and. spelling books would have to be put in all the 
schools. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I insist on the point of 
order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I want to speak to the 
question of the point of order. As I understand the point of 
order, it is the claim is made that the paragraph under consid- 
eration changes existing law. What law? What existing law? 
It is one thing to make a statement of a proposition and it is 
another thing to convince an intelligent man that you are right 
about it. 

What is the law that is changed by directing that the Public 
Printer shall print in the English language? Where do we get 
this English language from? From whence does it come? There 
is no statute, we are told, that directs that the printing ordered 
by Congress, the simple order to print, shall be printed in any 
given language. Then we will suppose that the Public Printer 
prints in Choctaw or in French, if you please, that very. polite 
language, and spends a lot of money in doing so. Would he not 
be obnoxious to the statute for embezzlement of money, or, in 
any event, would he not be impeachable for deflecting the public 
funds for an unlawful purpose? Where does the law come from, 
then? What is the law on this subject? Does the gentleman 
say that it is necessary in order that there shall be a law pre- 
scribing that a certain thing shall be printed in the English 
language that at this year of our Lord that the enactment shall 
show “in the English language” or else there is not statute au- 
thorizing it? 

Mr. TOWNE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOWNE. Is not the paragraph we are discussing on 
page 23 of the bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOWNE. And is not the substance of it in line 23? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is. 

Mr. TOWNE. Then is it not a double “skiddoo,” and does 
it not go out as a matter of necessity? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The trouble about the gentleman is that 
that piece of brilliancy has been published in all the daily 
papers during the last week almost continually. 

Mr. TOWNE. Then I am behind the time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman has brought in something 
new, and that seems to be the order of this objection, 
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Mr. TOWNE. I wanted the gentleman’s authority for it, 
and that is conclusive. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is conclusive. I have been put on 
the list myself some time ago. 

Mr. TOWNE. We hope that is not conclusive. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In looking around I see the gentleman in 
the same boat. 

Mr. TOWNE. We have this difference: I put myself there 

and the gentleman was put there. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is the difference, and that was a 
violation of existing law. [Great laughter.] 

Mr. TOWNE. I agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In your case it was just a declaration of 
consent—unanimous consent. Now, if the Chair will give his 
attention I will come to the point of my argument. I was 
deflected from the course of my argument at a point where I 
was pointing out that the English language is the law of the 
people of the United States. It is not written in the statute 
book, but it is written indelibly upon the pages of American his- 
tory and American life, and he who seeks to change that lan- 
guage in an official document will be compelled to change exist- 
ing law. ‘I take it if there were a provision in this bill that the 
printing of any given public document should be made in Ger- 
man it would go out of this bill upon the point of order. It 
would go out of it because it changes the law that is higher and 
better and more comprehensive and irrepealable than any stat- 
ute that can be put upon the statute books, so I proceed to state 
that the law of our language is the English language. Now, 
then, if that be true; what does this proposed proposition mean? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. May I ask the gentleman, would he say 
that the word “though,” if spelled “tho,” is not part of the 
English language, but if spelled “though” it is part of the 
English language? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I need not answer that question. It has 

no application here or pertinency to my argument. This is my 
argument, if the gentleman will wait a moment. The provision 
of this bill is a mere direction that in the use of the English 
language, which is the law in the Printing Office and all over 
the United States, the Public Printer shall be guided by the rules 
of orthography established, ete. Suppose that the Public Printer 
undertook to use a form of grammatical construction differing 
widely from that in common use among the people of this coun- 
try, would it be a change of existing law to say when we send 
documents to him to be printed they shall be printed in the 
English language as it is to-day, and that is all there is in this 
paragraph. It simply says, “Conform in your printing to the 
established law of this country.” 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Will the gentleman tell us who is to 
judge of what the established authority is? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana 
first. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I desire to call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to the fact that this paragraph fixes a standard as that 
fixed by certain dictionaries. S 

Now, I want to ask him if the standard is not that used by 
scholars and literary men throughout the country and if the 
dictionaries are not the compilation of that use? I want to 
ask the gentleman now if the language of the country is not 
such as is used by the best scholars and has been used by the 
best English scholars in this country in times past? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think so. : 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The paragraph, then, denies the Public 
Printer the right to have access to the scholars? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What does the gentleman mean? Does 
he mean this mangled-up condition that you see comes from the 
scholars? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I mean in legislative literature, po- 
litical literature—such scholars as Thomas Jefferson, George 
Washington, and John Marshall. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. George Washington, it is said, could not 
spell anything. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not know. I mean the standard 
of spelling that was given the country from these men. 

This paragraph would deny the Public Printer the right to 
spell after the fashion of Thomas Jefferson and John Marshall 
and of Benjamin Franklin, and the fathers of the country, and 
1 think they were masters of English. They helped to fix the 
standard. The legislation limits the Public Printer to diction- 
aries of the country, which are simply the summing up or a 
conclusion of the authors respecting the standard of spelling 
taken from scholars and those that are considered authority on 
that subject throughout the country. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My answer to that, Mr. Chairman, is 
this: The dictionaries of the English language to-day embody 


whatever of change and method there has been in the English 
language from the days when General Washington wrote cer- 
tain words and spelled them in a certain way, and Jefferson and 
Madison did the same thing, so far as I know. I do not know 
anything about that, and I do not think they have transmitted 
their orthography down to this period of time. But whatever 
there may have been in that, the present English language, 
which is the law of this country to-day, is embodied in the popu- 
lar use of the English langauge, and is made apparent in the 
dictionaries of to-day. So that there is nothing, in my judg- 
ment, in that proposition. Now, then, what is this? It must 
come under the exact language of this objection; it must be a 
change of existing law or else it is not obnoxious. In my judg- 
ment, if you will allow me the suggestion, I do not believe 
there is anything more vital in that paragraph in this bill than 
though it had said “the Public Printer shall print the public 
documents of the country correctly.in the English language.” 
And I can not bring myself to believe that the House of Repre- 
sentatives is foreclosed from demanding at the hands of the 
Public Printer the execution of his duties and powers in this 
paragraph in the plain language of the country simply because 
the paragraph points out to him simply where he can find the 
standard that we insist he shall act upon. [Cries of “ Vote! ”] 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, this question has lately 
been given by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] something 
of the turn of an international question, and perhaps it would 
be well enough for us to consider, before we go too far, whether 
we are liable to be embroiled with Great Britain on account of 
legislating a portion of their language out of existence or mak- 
ing changes in it which they may not approve. The language 
does belong, I suppose, to the English-speaking people the world 
over, as well as to those of the United States. Perhaps the 
people of Greåt Britain have a little advantage of us in the 
matter by reason of priority. The language was their language 
before it was our language, as their nation is older than our 
nation. I believe, however, that with the increase of the Navy 
that is going on we need not hesitate to make some changes on 
account of fear of trouble with Great Britain or of the conse- 
quences of that trouble. The fact is, I think, that the trouble 
will arise, if it arises at all, on account of legislation and not on 
account of the absence of it. It seems to me that the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] was strangely illogical when he was 
advocating legislation upon the subject of the language, while 
those who make the point of order and insist upon it are merely 
standing upon the proposition that it is wise not to legislate 
upon that subject. 

The discovery has been made also that to change existing law 
you must in form propose to amend some provision to be found 
in the law. I think these gentlemen, by referring to the de- 
cisions on this Rule XXI, will probably find that the making of 
new law is the changing of existing law. Whatever brings 
about a change in the state of the law, whether it be the putting 
in of a law that does not exist or the making of something new 
by the changing of something old, the change of existing law is 
effected within the terms, within the spirit, and within the pur- 
pose of the rule which forbids this kind of legislation upon ap- 
propriation bills. 1 think there will be no doubt left upon that 
proposition if the decisions under this rule be referred to, be- 
cause I think they are abundant and convincing upon the point 
of a proposition to change existing law by making a new law. 

Now, let us put it to another test. The President, by Execu- 
tive order, has directed the use of the new spelling in executive 
documents, and has employed it in executive documents which 
he has sent to this House. Has he violated any law, or has he 
not violated any law? Is he a lawbreaker in doing that, or is 
he not? I am rather of the opinion that neither the Executive 
nor any of those who have followed his direction has been 
guilty of a violation of the law in adopting the new spelling. 
If he has violated the law, what law? Where is the law to be 
found? Is it part of the common law or part of statute law? 
In what book shall we read it? What court has pronounced 
a decision upon it? How are we to find what it is, and where 
it is? 

Now, I think we may safely assume that this proposition is to 
legislate where there is no legislation; to change the body of 
the law as it now is, by incorporating something new and 
bringing it into use. If so, then this objection that is made, 
the point of order that is raised, is good. 

Now, I do not for myself see visions of great difficulties that 
would arise, provided some latitude were given to people in 
office as well as people out of office with reference to orthog- 
raphy. There have been instances stated here of what would 
happen, and how bad it would be, and how unlawful it would 
be, if a book were to be ordered to be printed in the Latin, 
the German, or any foreign language. It has been stated and 
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restated that the English language is our language, and that 
documents must be printed in the English language. That is 
assuming to argue a proposition which is not before the House, 
and has no existence with reference to this proposition. ‘There 
is no proposition to have anything printed in any language ex- 
cept the English langnage; nobody proposes to have any for- 
eign language substituted in whole or in part for the English 
language; but the only question is as to whether by act of Con- 
gress we shall fix the orthography of the words in which 
thoughts in the English language shall be expressed. 

Now, suppose that a word were incorrectly spelled, contrary 
to the canons of authority, where it happens in a most impor- 
tant legal document. Would the effect be to destroy the validity 
of that document wholly or in part, provided it could be under- 
stood what the real meaning was, although the orthography 
has no authority to support it? Suppose I employ in a publica- 
tion the words spelled in the new way of spelling. Does any- 
body suppose the document would be vitiated? And what of 
confusion would arise, and what of trouble about words where 
there is but a slight change in them? 

The proposed changes in spelling are very slight changes; in 
some instances a change in one, two, or three letters; in some 
instances lopping off one, two, or three letters. Nobody need 
be troubled about recognizing the words, and nobody who has 
any knowledge of spelling the old way or the new need haye 
any trouble as to the meaning of the words. 

Now, all things have an individuality ; why not in spelling as 
well as in other things? Why not allow a man in office or out 
of office to use some individuality in spelling? Why may not a 
man in a public document, which he has the right to send to 
Congress or to give out to the public, use his judgment and his 
taste in the spelling which he employs in the expression of 
his ideas? He has the right to choose his words, use his own 
judgment, gratify his own taste, and draw upon his own culture 
in the expression of his thoughts in what he esteems as the 
best English. Why circumscribe the form in which certain 
words shall be written or printed? 

Talking about the confusion down at the Printing Office; 
there can be no more reason for confusion in printing our own 
spelling than there is in printing our own expressions in a 
given way that the man who sets the type would not adopt. 
Every man has his own individuality; has his own way of 
constructing his sentences; chooses the words in which he ex- 
presses his thoughts. Why may he not have also and exercise- 
also his own choice, his own judgment, and his own taste as to 
his orthography? 

Now, a thing that the Printer could wisely do, and might well 
do, is to follow copy, instead of himself putting up and estab- 
lishing a standard of spelling. If anybody who has the right to 
send him a document to be printed chooses to exercise that 
right of choice in spelling, who can justly complain, if the docu- 
ment be so printed that everybody will understand it? And 
there will be at least the possible advantage, a practical ad- 
yantage, not only of bringing into the language, but into general 
use in it, words that conform to the simplified style, and which 
in that dress would receive the approval and indorsement of the 
general public. Why bar the door of progress; why halt every 
step of individuality by legislative act? 

This provision is objectionable, as suggested, in naming one 
particular dictionary as the standard, when some others may 
be as good a standard by which to test spelling. 

The objection found here is not met fairly anyhow. The 
objection is that the President, by Executive order and by his 
own example, has adopted what is called the “simplified form ” 
of spelling. Now, it is one thing, if you choose to do it, to en- 
act a law to the effect that no official, by order, shall change 
the established form of spelling in any documents whatever 
or direct anybody else to do it. If that is what is intended here, 
why is that not attempted? If it can be done, why is that not 
done? This legisiation goes far beyond the supposed abuse 
which it is meant to reach. The President has chosen to adopt 
the simplified spelling. The President has seen proper to direct 
various executive and departmental officers to follow it also. 
Now, with that as the ground of offending, according to the 
views of the gentleman on the Committee on Appropriations, 
they would nail down the whole language, fix, so far as they 
can fix, the entire orthography of their day and time against 
all attempts at progress. 

Mr. GILBERT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Missouri, 
for my own information and for the information of the House, 
what existing law is violated or would be violated by the inser- 
tion of that clause in the pending appropriation bill? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. The existing law, by virtue of which it 
is not unlawful for a man to spell words according to this sim- 
plified spelling. That would be changed. 


Mr. GILBERT. Where is there any provision of the common 
law, or the statutory law, or any other law that is infringed 
by that clause? That is what I want to know. If there is any 
such provision, point it out to me. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I have already discussed that matter. 
The gentleman seems to hang up his parliamentary knowledge 
upon the hook that unless a proposition is made to amend some 
particular provision of law there is no proposition to change 
law. I have already been over that. According to my view, and 
a correct one, I think, and borne out by the decisions—many of 
them—anything in the way of legislation upon an appropriation 
bill which works a change in existing law—— 

Mr. GILBERT. Where is the change? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Wait until I finish what I am saying. 
Anything which when it becomes the law leaves the state of the 
law different from what it was before is a change of existing 
law. 

Mr. GILBERT. Unquestionably; but that is the difficulty. 
Now, point out the change in existing law. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. The change in existing law is this, as I 
understand it; and if the gentleman does not understand it 
that way, I should be glad to have him say so in so many words. 
As I understand, it is no violation of law to spell words as the 
President spells them in his message, where he departed from 
the general usage of spelling. Now, is that or is that not a viola- 
tion of law? . 

Mr. GILBERT. Unquestionably not. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Well, then, it will be made a violation of 
law, so far as the Printer is concerned, if he follows that kind of 
copy after the enactment of this provision. Now, if that is not 
a change of law, what is it? 

Mr. GILBERT. But the gentleman from Missouri has already 
said very distinctly that that pronunciamento or ukase of the 
President did not amount to a law. It was a mere personal 
privilege of the President, and the gentleman reasons in a circle 
when he comes back and says that to prohibit the enforcement 
of that personal predilection of the President is a violation of 
the existing law. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. What I say is this, Mr. Chairman—and 
the gentleman admits that I am right about it—I say that the 
President violated no law when he adopted the new or simpli- 
fied spelling in his message and in other papers and when he 
directed the people in the Departments to follow the same sort 
of spelling. I say that the Public Printer violated no law, and 
neither did any printer in any of the Departments, when he 
printed the words according to the spelling adopted by the au- 
thor of the documents sent to him for printing. 

Mr. GILBERT. Therefore—— 

Mr. DE ARMOND. That is true, I think. 

Mr. GILBERT. Therefore, the order 

Mr. DE ARMOND. No; let me finish this. I would rather 
make this my way for several reasons; one, because I am in 
the business of making it, and the other because I conclude I 
am right and I conclude that the gentleman is wrong. Now, 
read this into the law, and suppose it is in the law, this provi- 
sion that has been offered, and I ask anybody then whether the 
Public Printer, without violating the law, can print those words 
in the simplified spelling? Could he or could he not? If he 
could not, has there been a change made in the law or has 
there not been a change made in the law? That may be reason- 
ing in a circle, but I hardly think so. 

Mr. GILBERT. Let me ask one question, and then I will 
stop. ; 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I hope the gentleman will not do that. 

Mr. GILBERT. Does the order issued by the President change 
existing law? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I am not talking about the order issued 
by the President. 

Mr. GILBERT. Does compelling the disregard of that order 
change existing iaw? 9 

Mr. DE ARMOND. No; I have already said that. Saying 
a thing a great many times I do not think adds force to the 
correctness of it, 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Assuming, as the gentleman asserts, that 
the gentleman has the right to spell as he pleases, will the gen- 
tleman tell me by what right the President can enforce his idea 
of spelling upon the public official whom we call the Public 
Printer, and whose salary is paid out of the Treasury of the 
United States? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. That is a question I do not care to go 
into. I was touching the edge of that question when the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky diverted my attention by the questions 
which he asked. I was saying that the President issued an 


order which, it is claimed, he ought not to have issued, and 
with that as the reason, or the supposed reason, for some legis- 
lation, the proposition offered in the way of new legislation 
goes far beyond the effect, or any possible effect, of the Execu- 
tive order. If gentlemen wish to legislate on a proposition 
that the President ought not to issue such an order, and that 
he should be forbidden by law from issuing such an order, 
why do they not do it? They know and I do not know. They 
could state and I could only speculate. If the object is, as it 
appears to be, to reach the end by indirect means, by whole- 
sale legislation, which, in my judgment, would be bad, it would 
seem to me to be better to approach their object in a more di- 
rect way, and to propose legislation which would be less harm- 
ful in its effect. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman from Missouri yield 
for a question? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman mean to suggest 
that every time the President issues an order directing the per- 
formance of some act for which no authority can be found em- 
powering him to issue such an order that Congress should pass 
a law saying that he should not issue orders which the law does 
not authorize him to issue? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. No; I do not mean anything of that kind. 
I mean if gentlemen wish to forbid the Executive from issu- 
ing orders with reference to spelling and propose to make it a 
crime—that is, a violation of law to obey such orders—they 
ought to come up to the question and propose to do that. I am 
not proposing to do it. I am not urging anybody to do it; but 
in order to accomplish that sort of thing which I think it is 
unnecessary to accomplish, I am not willing to vote to padlock 
the language as these gentlemen by this legislation would tend 
to do. 

Coming back to the point of order, it seem to me there can be 
no question at all about its being good. The law will be dif- 
ferent, the law will be changed from what it is now if this goes 
into the law. Therefore it is a proposition upon an appropri- 
ation bill to change existing law by making the existing law 
something different from what it is now, by incorporating into it 
something which is not now in it, in form or in substance. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I have an authority 
which I would like to submit, if the Chair would like to hear it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. The lan- 
guage assailed by the point of order is as follows: 

, Hereafter in 3 documents authorized by law or ordered by 
Congress or either branch thereof, the Government Printing Office 


shall follow the rules of orthography established by Webster's or other 
generally accepted dictionaries o e English language. 


That language is assailed by a clause of Rule XXI, which is 
as follows: 

Nor shall an rovision changing existing law be in order in any 
general appropriation bill, or in any amendment thereto, 

The language of the provision I have read is either an enact- 
ment or it is a legislative construction of what we generally 
term the common law. The attention of the Chair has not been 
called to any statute upon this subject, and if there is any law 
upon the subject it is simply the law of usage or of custom. 
If it is an enactment, it is obnoxious to many of the precedents 
established in this House. For instance, it has been held that 
the enactment of positive law where none exists is a change of 
existing law within the meaning of Rule XXI. Again, it has 
been generally held that provisions giving new construction of 
law or limiting ‘the discretion which has been exercised by the 
officers charged with the duties of administration are changes 
of law within the meaning of the rule. 

Again, a provision authorizing or directing an officer of the 
Government to do things involves legislation. The language of 
this statute requires the Public Printer hereafter to pursue a 
particular line of action or to do things. It has been held that 
in the pension appropriation bill a paragraph proposing a con- 
struction of existing law different from that adhered to by the 
Department was legislation and not a limitation. Again, it has 
generally been held that provisions giving a new construction of 
law or limiting the discretion which has been exercised by 
officers charged with the duties of administration are changes 
of law within the meaning of the rule. $ 

In view of these precedents, the point of order will be sus- 
tained. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In lieu of the A stricken out insert: 
No money appropr ated in this act shall be used in connection with 
the printing of documents authorized by law or ordered by Congress, 


or either branch thereof, unless the same shall conform to the orthogra- 


phy recognized and used 
language.“ 


by generally accepted dictionaries of the 
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Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order against that amendment that it changes existing law. It 
contains legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has just ruled that the para- 
graph which was assailed by the point of order heretofore made 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CrumMPpacKER] changed 
existing law. Here there is a proposition, not to change exist- 
ing law, but to attach certain provisions to an appropriation of 
dollars made in this bill—in other words, a limitation as to the 
use of the money herein appropriated. Very many precedents 
can be found sustaining this kind of legislation, and the Chair 
holds that this is a limitation upon the appropriation in the 
bill. [Applause.] 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment to the amendment, and I would like to have the 
amendment again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
report the amendment. 

There was no objection; and the Clerk again reported the 
amendment. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to move to 
amend the amendment by striking out all after the words 
“conform to” and insert in lieu thereof the words “the lan- 
guage in which the document is written which is to be printed.” 
That is, Mr. Chairman, I want the Public Printer to follow the 


copy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment by striking out all after the words “ conform 
to” and insert in lieu thereof the words the language in which the 
document is written to be printed.” 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, if I may say a word 
in behalf of my amendment, we have heard some discussion 
here to-day in the way of freedom in the matter of spelling. 
My amendment will make it incumbent upon the Public Printer 
to follow the copy. If the President of the United States 
chooses to spell through t-h-r-u, the document should be printed 
in that way. If the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] 
chooses to spell the word plow p-l-o-u-g-h-e, then the Public 
Printer will be compelled to spell in the antiquated form of the 
old-fashioned gentleman who represents the constituency in the 
Northwest. In other words, let every man enjoy his fancy in 
spelling, from the President of the United States up to a mem- 
ber of the Appropriations Committee [laughter], and however 
he may choose to spell, let the Public Printer set it up as he 
finds it in the copy before him. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I do. 

Mr. KEIFER. If I heard the proposed amendment to the 
amendment rightly, it would not require the Public Printer to 
change the spelling if it was misspelled. Is that what the gen- 
tleman means? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Yes; it would mean that, too. I 
mean that the Publie Printer shall follow the copy before him. 

Mr. KEIFER. Then every man must have his copy followed 
as to the manner of spelling? ‘ 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Yes; in every instance. 

Mr. MANN. I have no doubt that that would be quite con- 
venient for Missouri generally. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KEIFER. I suggest that the gentleman better change 
the form of his amendment and see if he can not use language 
which would slightly change it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I can understand how the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. SHACKLEFORD] possibly desires to have 
different spelling in every different district in the United States, 
but I can not understand how the Committee on Appropriations 
desires to make the confusion a great deal worse by the amend- 
ment which has now been offered. I rather sympathized with the 
committee in the proposition which came in in the bill, designed 
to have a uniform system of spelling in the Public Printing 
Office, but here is a proposition now presented to us which will 
require a very small portion of the printing in the Printing 
Office to conform to the old orthography and permit a very large 
amount to conform to the new orthography. Now, whatever 
action is taken ought.to make it in the Public Printing Office 
so that there shall be some method of uniformity. 

The objection which was made before was that when a docu- 
ment is issued by one Department and printed for the use of a 
Department, that would be printed with the new style of or- 
thography, and then when presented at the beginning of the 
session to the House or Congress it goes again to the Printing 
Office for a new edition, known as the “ Congressional edition,” 
and that would require a new setting up of the plates and new 
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composition, because it must conform to the old style of orthog- 
raphy. The original proposition was designed to do away with 
that confusion in order that all editions might be printed by the 
same method, but here is a proposition that makes it still worse. 
No one can tell, if this amendment becomes a law, just what 
will be printed with the new style and what will not be printed 
with the new style. There is but a trifle of public printing car- 
ried by this bill, and it seems to me idle nonsense for Congress 
to put upon the statute books a provision that a small portion 
of the printing done by Congress shall be done on one style of 
spelling and that all the rest of the printing can be done upon 
the other style of spelling. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I think the gentleman is mistaken as to the 
scope of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, which I understood relates to all the printing author- 
ized by law or by either branch of Congress. 

Mr. MANN. If it related to all printing, the amendment 
would have been subject to the point of order. The amendment 
only relates to all printing authorized by this appropriation act. 

Mr. LITTAUER. That covers the Public Printer’s salary and 
everything that has to do with the Public Printer's office. 

Mr. MANN. Not at all. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the amendment be re-reported to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
re-reported. 

The Clerk again reported the amendment. 

Mr. OLMSTED. That relates to all printing. 

Mr. MANN. Not at all. 

Mr. LITTAUER. When you come to read that part of the 
bill whi¢h makes appropriation for the Government Printing 
Office you will see the limitation and 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the Public Printer is paid a salary irre- 
spective of any printing ordered by Congress or by law. 

Mr. LITTAUER. There is a limitation placed upon every 
paragraph, the Public Printer’s salary, and everything under 
him 


Mr. MANN. It is perfectly plain, I think, to gentlemen who 
ought to be well versed in the construction of laws that fixing 
the salary of an official such as the Public Printer and then 
making a limitation that something printed in the Government 
Printing Office shall conform thereto does not affect the salary 
of the Public Printer at all. The salary of the Public Printer 
is entirely apart from the printing directed to be done by law 
or by Congress, and I have not the slightest hesitation in saying 
that no Public Printer will ever construe that he loses his salary 
because he follows his own method of printing. 

Mr. KEIFER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from IIIindis yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. MANN. I do. 

Mr. KEIFER. I simply wanted to inquire whether this 
would not be true; that we would go on until the ist of July, 
1907, printing according to the President's order and then begin 
on the ist of July, 1907, printing under the limitation of this 
clause? 

Mr. MANN. If it had any effect at all that would be the case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for fiye minutes additional. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Will the gentleman allow an inter- 
ruption—a short one? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri for a 
question. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. If the gentleman has observed the 
reading of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, it says the Public Printer shall not print any public 
document sent to him unless that document conforms to the es- 
tablished spelling. 

Mr. MANN, That is not what the amendment says at all, I 
will say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, it does 
say so. If the President sent a message in the reformed method 
of spelling, would it not be the duty of the Public Printer, under 
the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, to refuse 
to print it at all? 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, under the rules which have 
been issued by the Public Printer, and I take it that at some time 
or another, either by usage or by law, he acquired the right to 
issue rules, under the rules that have been issued and are pub- 
lished in the Printing Office Manual of Style, which has been 
furnished to every Member of Congress, it is provided that Web- 


ster’s International Dictionary shall be followed in spelling and 
divisions, with a few exceptions; and various other provisions 
are made, because it is necessary in the Public Printing Office, as 
it is necessary in any other office, to follow a uniform method 
of printing, a uniform method of capitalization, a uniform 
method of division of words. But here we have a proposition 
now presented to us by the Committee on Appropriations, in its 
present form, which will require a certain method of printing in 
a few cases and permit a different method of spelling or print- 
ing in other cases. It seems to me that this is a matter that 
ought to be taken in charge, if there is to be any change at all, 
by the Committee on Printing, and I hope that this amendment, 
designed to make confusion worse confounded, will not get into 
the law. 

[Cries of Vote! “ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. SHACKLEFORD]. 

The question was taken; and the amendment to the amend- 
ment was rejected. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment in lien of the amendment of my colleague [Mr. BINGHAM]. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I call for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is consideration of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
OLMSTED]. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting in lieu of the former amendm 
No Hef of the compensation 3 by this rents shall be paid to 
the Public Printer unless he shall, printing documents author by 
spelling thereat. tthe tale Feo graphy, recognised and used bY 
e rules of orthography, and 
accepted dictionaries of the English language.” 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against that amendment. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman please withhold it a 
minute? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, I will reserve it. 

Mr. OLMSTED. The amendment of my colleague from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], who is in charge of the bill, provides, 
as I understand it, that none of the money appropriated in this 
bill shall be paid unless the documents themselves submitted 
for printing conform to the orthography established, and so 
forth, and so forth. That would make it unlawful for the Pub- 
lic Printer to print the document at all if it were misspelled or 
if in any particular it did not follow the established orthography. 
I think my amendment carries into effect what was intended 
by my colleague, namely, that if the spelling does not conform, 
the Printer shall in printing it conform to the established print- 
ing; in other words, if the speech of a Member of Congress 
should go down and the typewriter or stenographer should 
misspell it, the Printer, under my colleague’s amendment, would 
not be permitted to print it all in the CONGRESSIÓNAL RECORD. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman does not accomplish what 
he wishes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I am of the opinion that the 
substitute submitted has less complication than the amendment 
offered by the gentleman, and I ask that there be another read- 
ing of the amendment which I submitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to pass upon the point 
of order. This very question has been ruled upon—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the Chair is ready to rule on the point of 
order, of course I have nothing to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment proposing to make the pay- 
ment of salaries of certain officials dependent upon contingen- 
cies was held to be a change of law and not a limitation. The 
Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I desire to be recognized in opposition 
to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would like to be heard in opposition to 
the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, the President issued an Executive order requir- 
ing documents to be printed in accordance with certain rules of 
orthography. The committee reconimended a provision that 
might perhaps have obviated the difficulties that have followed 
that direction. This amendment will not do so. There are no 
appropriations in this bill for public printing outside of those 
that are made for the compensation of certain designated offi- 

s. 

The language, the music, and the literature of a nation are 
among its most valuable assets; we should not attempt to make 
radical innoyations in them. The language is continually un- 
dergoing changes. They are so gradual, however, as to become 


320 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 12, 


generally accepted without conflict or controversy. The Presi- 
dent of the United States is recognized as a man of culture, a 
well and widely read man. So far as the documents that he 
himself prepares and sends to Congress it seems to me we 
should and well might be willing to permit him to use that or- 
thography which, according to his standards and ideals, is 
corvect. While we should not attempt to control his action, it 
is equally clear that he should not attempt to force his ideas 
upon those who are in a subordinate position to him. The 
President in his letter to the Public Printer said that if these 
words in the modified form were not accepted generally, if they 
did not meet with public approval, that the movement to have 
the new spelling adopted would probably, to employ the word 
that he used, be “ dropt.” 

It seems to me that in addition to the opposition expressed 
upon the floor of this House to the enforcement of this order 
of the President, the fact that a number of distinguished schol- 
ars, recognized as men of culture, differ as to the correctness of 
the orthography of certain of the 300 words specified by the 
rd of simplified spelling, that the board of education of 
e city of New York, among others, has refused to accept the 
simplified spelling, the President might well annul this order. 
Apparently it has not met with the public approbation that he 
hoped it would. Upon ascertaining the difficulty that arises 
from it, the confusion that it involves, the complications that 
beset this House, may he not well deem it best to rescind the 
ol der, and permit men who have, to say the least, some culture 
to prepare their documents according to their own standards of 
orthography. After this discussion he may direct the Pub- 
lic Printer to do as has always been the practice, unless it be 
insisted that some peculiar method of spelling be used of certain 
words that he ascertain as best he can what is the form used 
most generally and by the best and most generally accepted 
authorities, and use those forms in the public printing. 

We have some obligations, Mr. Chairman. We should at- 
tempt to legislate in good English; we should insist that laws 
be framed in accordance with the rules of the best grammarians, 
and the words used be spelled in the generally accepted forms, 
Having done that, is it not going pretty far to say that this 
House should attempt to determine for the President, a man of 
culture, to what peculiar standard he should conform in the 
preparation of public documents which it is hoped will some 
day form part of the literature of the country? Scholars differ 
as to the correct form of certain words; he is sufficiently 
scholarly and cultured to determine his own form when using 
words the preferential orthography of which is disputed. I 
hope that this amendment will not be pressed; it will not ac- 
complish what is desired. It would be better to have a round 
robin signed by Members of Congress and presented to the 
President requesting him to withdraw or to annul the order that 
he has issued. y 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, this incident shows the folly of 
attempting to legislate on an appropriation bill. The committee 
brought in here an amendment which I suppose was well con- 
sidered, and which certainly was not as drastic as the one that 
is now proposed and not as far-reaching. That amendment 
very properly went out on a point of order. Now, the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill offers this amendment. Under this 
amendment not a dollar of the appropriation for the salary 
of the Public Printer or of the executive force in his office can 
be expended for any printing whatever unless it conforms to 
the old recognized standard in spelling, or unless it violates, 
or causes him to violate, the order of his superior officer, the 
President of the United States. And under the rulings which 
have been made the Chair was justified in his decision. I re- 
member a very able ruling that I myself made several years ago 
in that direction, and which has been quoted here a great many 
times since. The moré it is quoted the more doubtful I am 
about the propriety of the ruling. [Laughter.] Yet it was an 
able ruling. It has been followed a good deal. It has some- 
times been honored more in the breach than in the obsery- 
ance. 


Mr. SOUTHARD. Will the gentleman from New York yield- 


for a question? 8 

Mr. PAYNE. With pleasure. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I understand that the Century Dictionary 
has adopted the new spelling. Now, if that is true, and sup- 
posing the Public Printer continues to use that spelling, if the 
gentleman should be in the chair and be called upon to rule 
with reference to this question of appropriating for the salary 
of the Public Printer, what would his ruling be, under this sub- 
stitute? 

Mr. PAYNE. That would be a matter for the gentleman to 
decide when he was called to the chair. The construction must 


be based upon the language of the bill if it becomes a law. The 
Public Printer must construe that. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before an interruption can be permitted, 
the gentleman desiring to interrupt must address the Chair. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
a question. 

Mr. PAYNE, Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Minnesota. s 

Mr. TAWNEY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. SourHarp], who interrupted the gentleman from New 
York a moment ago, if he is aware of the fact that one of the 
publishers of the Century Dictionary was a member of the 
board on simplified spelling? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I was not aware of that. = 

Mr. TAWNEY. And that if action is taken by Congress 
adopting simplified spelling, it will not only perhaps lead to a 
republication of all dictionaries, but of all school books as well? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I am not aware of that. 

Mr. LITTAUER. And that it would lead to a multiplication 
of sales of these publications in consequence? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from New York, if this amendment prevails, would it be neces- 
sary for the Auditor and the Comptroller to read all of the 
documents issued by the Government Printing Office in order 
to determine whether the salary of these different officials 
should be paid? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, in the conscientious performance of a 
public duty possibly it might be necessary. - - 

Mr. MANN. The law would require it. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is something for them to decide. My own 
private opinion is that this amendment ought to be voted down 
and let this matter be referred to the very able and competent 
Committee on Printing, who are so intimately acquainted with 
the workings of the Government Printing Office, and who know 
so much about simplified spelling, or are supposed to know. Let 
them come in and give the House the benefit of their judgment, 
so that the House can act more intelligently upon the matter 
than we are likely to do this afternoon. This amendment, of 
course, will go over to the other body, and the other body will 
strike it all out probably or substitute something else for it. 
Then it will come back and go to conference, and the conference 
committee, consisting of three wise gentlemen from each House, 
will bring in a substitute in the conference report—something 
that nobody ever dreamed of up to that moment—and the report 
embodying their wisdom will come into the House without 
much time for reflection. and possibly less than a majority of 
the House will decide this all-important question. I call it an 
all-important question because it has rocked the Republic for the 
last two or three months. I have considered it a good deal like 
a tempest in a teapot. I have not considered it very important. 
I have not been able to get excited. Above all, I have not been 
able to get so indignant as some of my friends around me on 
this question, I can not work up any excitement on the subject. 
I have found that out of these 300 words I myself have, perhaps 
unconsciously, been using about 150 of them in my correspond- 
ence, and I never have been very severely criticised for my 
method of spelling—that is to say, the method used by my type- 
writer—and I will say that since I employed this typewriter I 
have been considered a pretty fair speller. [Laughter.] 

In fact, I may say that I was a very good speller when I 
was at school. It doesn't make much difference to me whether 
you spell it “t-h-r-u,” “ t-h-r-o-u-g-h,” or “ t-h-r-e-w,” it is all 
through the same to me. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the point of my remarks is simply this: 
It shows the folly of trying to legislate upon an appropriation 
bill. I want to press that home on the Members of this House, 
but more particularly on the distinguished gentlemen on the 
Committee on Appropriations, whose wisdom generally I com- 
mend to the House, and whom I am generally glad to follow 
most anywhere they may lead, if they only confine themselves 
to the legitimate functions of that committee, and satisfy them- 
selves by bringing in an appropriation bill and not trying to 
put in limitations. Why, in the report I have here, what they 
call the original language in the act and a limitation, is purely 
and simply legislation and new law. Of course, they get this 
in here finally under the guise of limitation. Gentlemen, do not 


be so confoundedly jealous of giving the other committees an 
opportunity to deliberate upon the subjects which belong to 
them. Let them bring them into the House and let the House 
fully consider them, and when they have considered the mo- 
mentous question as to simplified spelling, let the House decide 
it in accordance with the fitness of things and in accordance 
with eternal right and justice. [Applause.] 


906 


The question was taken on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]; and on a di- 
vision (demanded by Mr. Mann) there were—142 yeas, and 
25 noes. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Increase of Library of 8 For purchase of books for the Li- 
brary, and for freight, commissions, and traveling expenses incidental 
to the acquisition of books by purchase, gift, or exchange, $100,000; 

For purchase of books and for periodicals for the law library, under 
the direction of the Chief Justice, $3,000; 

For purchase of new books of reference for the Supreme Court, to be 
a part of the Library of Congress, and purch by the marshal of the 
Supreme Court, under the direction of the Chief Justice, $1,500; 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. What I shall say is not germane to this paragraph, but 
I wish to get some information from the Committee on Appro- 
priations. I notice, in reading the hearings before the commit- 
tee, that almost every Bureau in the Government has a separate 
library; that often in the same building, under the same gen- 
eral executive head, the various bureaus are all gathering to- 
gether great libraries, duplicating one another and spending 
large sums of money, besides taking up room that is needed 
for other purposes. What I want to find out from that commit- 
tee is what steps have been taken, or what steps they propose 
to take, to prevent the duplicating of books in the same Depart- 
ment under different bureaus. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will say to the gentleman from South 

Carolina that the committee has submitted this part of the re- 
port, which the gentleman will find on page 7, and he will find 
the amendment proposed on page 160 of the bill. 
. Sec. 4. Only such books, periodicals, and pamphlets shall be pur- 
chased out of any appropriation made in this or any other act for the 
use of any library or office or officer as are strictly essential to the tech- 
Niieal an rofessional work of the particular Department, Bureau, 
office, or officer authorized to use such library or collection of books; 
and all books, periodicals, and pamphlets which now form a part of or 
belong to any library or office collection of books and whic 
strictly essential to the technical and professional work of the particu- 
lar Department, Bureau, or office shall te transferred on or before Janu- 
sat A 1, 1908, to the Library of Congress, except that books of fiction and 
belles-lettres shall be transferred to the Free Public Library of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and all expenses of marine this transfer, not other- 
wise sufficiently provided for, shall be paid from appropriations made 
for contingent expenses of the several Executive Departments or other 
Government establishments to which this section shall apply. 

That paragraph will come at the close of the bill, and that is 
the proposition of the committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I am glad the committee has taken some 
action in the matter, which I consider an abuse. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Indexes, digests, and compilations of law: To continue the prepara- 
tion of a new index to the Statutes at Large, in accordance with a plan 
approved by the Judiciary Committees of both Houses of Congress, and 
to prepare such other law indexes, digests, and compilations of law as 
may be uired for Congress and other official use, namely: For one 
assistant, $1,800; one assistant, $1,200; one assistant, $900; two as- 
sistants, at $720 each; and $500 as additional compensation to the law 
librarian; in all, $5,840. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
the paragraph just read in order to ask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill whether this is the identical proyision of existing 
law? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is. 

Mr. MANN. I do not quite understand the theory of author- 
izing the preparation of these digests, and in addition to those 
which have already been ordered by Congress, such other law 
indexes, digests, and compilations of law as may be required 
for Congress and other official use.” There is no end to that, 


are not 


if there is any authority of law for it; and if not, I insist on the’ 


point of order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is word for word with the current law. 

Mr. MANN. But current law is no authority for it in here. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Will the gentleman from Illi- 
nois allow me? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. I assume that you have refer- 
ence to the paragraph near the top of page 32. 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. The sundry civil bill passed 
last session had identically that provision appropriating a like 
amount to that appropriated in this bill. I will say to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois that this matter was fully discussed last 
session and the work is now in progress. I understand that in 
a few days this House will be furnished with evidence of the 
progress made. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, I have no 
desire to interfere with the work under way. I remember the 
discussion which took place in the House, but the appropriation 
here goes away beyond any work that is now under way, be- 
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cause here they authorize the gentleman in charge of these 
digests and indexes to commence any sort of an index, digest, 
or compilation which any official of the Government may ask 
for. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. I will say to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN] that this is the language of the 
former provision. ; 

Mr. MANN. That does not make any difference. That would 
not authorize it in this bill, and if it was long before, it is better 
corrected before somebody makes use of the ill part of it. I 
make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, upon that part of the 
paragraph commencing in line 8, page 32, “And to prepare such 
other law indexes, digests, and compilations of law as may be 
required for Congress and other official use,” on the ground 
that there is no provision of law authorizing this appropriation 
for that purpose. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Will the gentleman reserve his point of 
order? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state, Mr. Chairman, that it is cur- 
rent law, and your committee regarded it as work in progress. 
It therefore comes under the rule. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I would like further to state, Mr. Chair- 
man, for the information of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN] that the very objection he has made to this very legisla- 
tion was taken up in our consideration of this bill. This provi- 
sion was added to the sundry civil act of last year. We re- 
alized that the language “required for Congress and other 
official use“ was a very broad provision and might lead to any 
amount of extravagance. Yet it would be circumscribed by the 
amount of clerical force given to carry it out. Our committee 
attempted to limit this provision, but on calling upon the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD], whom I do not see 
here now, and whose proposition this was originally, he gave us 
good reason why at this time the working of this small bureau 
had better be permitted to go on for another year until we 
could find out just what character of digests and compilations 
might properly be called for. We submit here the same provi- 
sion as is in current law, except that we have inserted the word 
“law” before “indexes,” so that only law indexes and digests 
would be prepared. 

Mr. MANN. Did the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLE- 
FIELD] have this particular language under consideration and 
think that it was necessary? 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Yes. 

Mr. LITTAUER. He had this particular language under 
consideration. 

Mr. MANN. 
matter. 

Mr. LITTAUER. With this language a very wide latitude is 
possible. Members might call for digests of the law in connec- 
tion with their private work, but as long as we provide only 
a very small force and the present law librarian is in charge of 
that foree, I do not think for the time being any unwarranted 
use of this privilege will take place. 

Mr. MANN. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. LITTAUER. The committee intend next year to place 
this matter in an altogether better shape. 

Mr. MANN. I withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For furniture, including partitions, screens, shelving. and electrical 
wo thereto, and necessary pneumatic dusting apparatus, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HEPBURN, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 21574— 
the legislative appropriation bill—and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


Then I am willing to take his judgment on the 


ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


Mr. TIRRELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill (H. R. 5292) to prevent the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in buildings and upon premises owned or controlled by the 
United States Government be taken from the House Calendar 
and referred back to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 
no adverse action haying been taken thereon. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the bill to which he refers be taken 
from the House Calendar and referred back to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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` WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent leave was granted to the Speaker to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of William N. Hanley, Fifty-eighth Con- 
gress (H. R. 18224), no adverse report having been made 
thereon, 


proved July 2, 1862, and the act of Congress approved August 
30, 1890—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 22122) au- 
thorizing the President of the United States to select from the 
retired list of the Army an officer not above the rank of 


the civil war, throughout twenty-five years of Indian wars, 
throughout the Spanish-American war, and the insurrection of 
the Philippine Islands, and to appoint, by and with the advice of 
the Senate, the officer so selected to be major-general, United 
States Army, with the pay and allowances established by law 
for officers of that grade on the retired list—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 7 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (II. R. 22123) to amend an act to 
authorize the Baltimore and Washington Transit Company to 
enter the District of Columbia, approved June 8, 1896—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 22124) to remove 
restrictions on the sale of certain lands in the Indian Territory. 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McGUIRD: A bill (H. R. 22125) to authorize the 
Delaware Indians residing in the Cherokee Nation, Ind. T., to 
bring suits in the Court of Claims against the United States, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22126) for the relief of Indians residing 
in the Indian Territory and Oklahoma—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 22127) for improv- 
ing the Brazos River from Old Washington to Waco—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 22128) to amend section 3 of 
the act of May 9, 1900, entitled “An act in amendment of sec- 
tions 2 and 3 of an act entitled ‘An act granting pensions to 
soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance 
of manual labor and providing for pensions to widows. minor 
children, and dependent parents, approved June 27, 1890.’ ”— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 22129) to amend a certain pro- 
vision of an act making appropriation for the naval service, 
approved June 29, 1906—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 22130) to require rail- 
road companies engaged in interstate commerce to promptly fur- 
nish transportation for the shipment of live stock, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 22131) for the im- 
provement of the national boulevard at Fredericksburg, Va., 
owned by the United States—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 22132) for uni- 
versal transfers over the street-railway lines in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 22133) providing 
for the issuance of passenger tickets and mileage coupons by 
railway companies engaged in interstate commerce—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McGAYIN: A bill (H. R. 22134) for the payment of 
claims for overtime work by letter carriers and barred by stat- 
ute of limitation—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LEGARE: A bill (H. R. 22135) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Ashley River in the counties of 
Charleston and Colleton, S. C—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 22136) appropriating $25,000 
for the maintenance and improvement of the mouth and passes 
of Calcasieu River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22137) appropriating the sum of $25,000 
for the improvement of navigation for Mermentau River, Grand 
Lake, Lower Mud Lake, and Bayou Nezpique—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22138) for the rectification of the channel 
of Red River opposite the town of Boyce, Rapides Parish, La., 
and making the necessary appropriation therefor—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22139) authorizing the survey of the 
Bayou Courtableau from the bar at its mouth to the head of 
navigation—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22140) to authorize the dredging of a 
channel through the bar at the mouth of Johnsons Bayou, and 
to make necessary appropriation therefor—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 22141) to construct channel 
from Aransas Pass, via Turtle Cove, to Corpus Christi Bay—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22142) to construct channel from Aransas 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Then, on motion of Mr. Brycuam (at 4 o’clock and 5 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Director of the Mint submitting an 
estimate of diversion of appropriation for certain clerks and em- 
ployees—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers in 
claims of certain natives of Calapan and Baco, Mindoro, P. L, 
for property destroyed and confiscated from July, 1901, to July, 
1902—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers and 
a petition relating to request of Sefior Casimiro Oria y Balbas 
for remuneration in recognition of his aid to the American cause 
during the Philippine insurrection—to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. DIXON of Montana, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21678) 
to provide for the extension of time within which homestead 
settlers may establish their residence upon certain lands which 
were heretofore a part of the Crow Indian Reservation, within 
the counties of Yellowstone and Rosebud, in the State of Mon- 
tana, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 5419) ; which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the resolution of the House (H. Res. 643) 
requesting the Secretary of the Interior to furnish the House 
of Representatives descriptions of public Jands withdrawn or re- 
served from entry, etc., reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5421); which said resolution and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21202) fixing the time for homestead 
entrymen on lands ‘embraced in the Wind River or Shoshone In- 
dian Reservation to establish residence on same, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5422) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
; RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21749) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Annie Reaney, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5412); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21849) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John P. Dix, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5413); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
INTRODUCED. y 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 22121) to pro- 
vide for an increased annual appropriation for the colleges for 
the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts, established and 
maintained under the provisions of the act of Congress ap- 


brigadier-general who may haye distinguished himself during 


1906. 
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Pass to Corpus Christi Bay by the way of Turtle Cove—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MOORE of Texas: A bill (H. R. 22143) to appro- 
priate $75,000 for the improvement and maintenance of the 
Brazos River, Texas, from Velasco to Old Washington—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GILL: A bill (H. R. 22144) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to enter into certain contracts for the deepening of the 
main ship channel in the Patapsco River and Chesapeake Bay 
and authorizing the payment of $2,000,000 for that purpose, as 
appropriations may be made from time to time—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 22145) defining the position 
of employees of the public school system of the District of Co- 
lumbia authorized by act No. 254, enacted at the first session 
of the Fifty-ninth Congress, and authorizing payment therefor— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 22146) authorizing 
the erection of a post-office building at Toccoa, Ga.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A resolution (H. Res. 656) re- 
questing information from the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion concerning the shortage of cars in shipping live stock and 
other commodities—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By- Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
203) to pay the officers and employees of the Senate and House 
of Representatives their respective salaries for the month of 
December, 1906, on the 20th day of said month—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 22147) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph M. Caldwell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 22148) granting an increase of 
pension to Martha Ann Pruett—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22 
Louisa E. Price—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22150) granting an increase of pension to 
"Malinda P. Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22151) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza O. Colyard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 22152) granting a pension 
to Julian Lujan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22153) granting a pension to Antonio 
Archuleta—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22154) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna M. Shout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22155) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 22156) granting an increase of pension to 
Jose Chavez y Chavez—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22157) granting an increase of pension to 
Louise Chavez de Archibeque—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22158) granting an increase of pension to 
S. D. Longstreet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22159) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Stockton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22160) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Shelton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22161) granting an increase of pension to 
Maria S. B. Sanchez—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22162) granting an increase of pension to 
Bitor Apodaca—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 22163) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph Newmeyer—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22164) granting an increase of pension to 
John Powelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22165) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hand—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22166) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Turpin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22167) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac N. Bliss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22168) advancing the grade of John F. 
Smith, passed assistant engineer, United States Navy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 22169) granting an 
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increase of pension to Cynthia M. Bryson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22170) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin James—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22171) granting an increase of pension to 
William O. Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 22172) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Anton Mazzanovich—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 22173) for the relief of 
Jabez Burchard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22174) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Hunterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22175) granting a pension to Charles 
Prendeville—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22176) granting a pension to Mary V. 
Schnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 22177) for the relief of 
William W. Pardee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22178) granting an increase of pension to 
John Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22179) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis E. Boyd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22180) granting an increase of pension to 
Melvin A. Tenney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 22181) granting a pen- 
sion to Emmett Gillooly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 22182) to authorize Wil- 
liam D. Clay and others to select lands in lieu of lands purchased 
by the father of said parties from the United States Govern- 
ment and lost by said heirs—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22188) granting an increase of pension to 
W. H. H. Minot—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 22184) grant- 
ing a pension to Sophronia J. Dyer—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A biil (H. R. 22185) granting a pen- 
sion to John H. Guntner—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22186) granting a pension to Thomas 
Parl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22187) granting a pension to Hiram 0. 
Jett to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22188) granting a pension to Zachariah T. 
Spurgen—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22189) granting a pension to Georgie B. 
Snapp—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22190) granting a pension to John Hearn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 22191) granting a pension to Henry S. 


Rease—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 22192) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher C. H. Mace—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 22193) granting an increase of pension to 


Francis M. McClendon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22194) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Estep—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22195) granting an increase of pension to 
John Banks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22196) granting an increase of pension to 
George Price—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22197) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Chambers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22198) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Lohr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22199) granting an increase of pension to 
William Templin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22200) granting an increase of pension to 
George R. Begley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22201) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Watson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22202) granting an increase of pension to 
John E. Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 22203) granting an increase 
of pension to Oliver J. Burns—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22204) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Caddore—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22205) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Files—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22206) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Fisk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22207) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Harlan—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 22208) granting an increase of pension to 
Dwight J. Sheldon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22209) to correct the military record of 
Thomas Riley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22210) to correct the military record of 
Homer Quick—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 22211) granting 
a pension to Jacob Cost—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 22212) granting an increase 
of pension to W. S. Lacker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22213) granting an increase of pension to 
John N. Kundert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22214) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Prouty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22215) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza A. Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 22216) granting an 
increase of pension to Griffin A. Coffin—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22217) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Boughner—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 22218) granting an increase 


-of pension to Leonard T. White—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22219) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin S. Preston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22220) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Haslet—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 22221) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Beckwith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22222) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Booth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22223) granting an increase of pension to 
Uriah Kitchen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22224) granting an increase of pension to 
Ralph M. Musser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22225) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Reed—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 22226) granting an increase of pension to 
Gilbert H. Tremain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22227) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin N. Kline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22228) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Roche—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 22229) granting an increase of pension to 
"homas Heimbach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22230) granting an increase of pension to 
‘homas D. Marsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22231) to correct the military record of 
Charles Clark—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 22232) granting 


all increase of pension to Gottworth Hilenstein—to the Commit- 


tce on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22233) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of George Forbes, alias George Davidson—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DEXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 22234) to provide 
compensation to Daniel Lancey for buildings constructed by him 
in the Yellowstone National Park —to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 22235) granting an increase 
of pension to Frederick Ely—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22236) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert B. Hayden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 22237) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nathan Lawson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22238) granting an increase of pension to 
James Stinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22239) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth T. Hays—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22240) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Ping—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22241) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22242) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Davidson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22243) granting an increase ‘of pension to 
James W. Campbell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 22244) granting an increase 
of pension to George N. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 22245) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles F. Grenell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22246) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Kiser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22247) granting an increase of pension to 
Mordecai Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22248) granting a pension to Mary Car- 
mody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22249) granting an increase of pension to 


Josiah Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. FLOYD:-A bill (H. R. 22250) granting a pension to 
John W. Hudson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FULKERSON: A bill (H. R. 22251) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel Manly—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 22252) granting an increase 
of pension to William W. Tyson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22253) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Hadfield—to the Committee-on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 22254) for the relief of Lee T. 
Kitts, of Union County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also; a bill (H. R. 22255) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Houston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22256) granting an increase of pension to 
John Patrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 22257) granting an increase of pension to 
Wesley Owens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 22258) granting a pension to 
Mary M. Daniels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22259) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Rapp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22260) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Bissell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 22261) granting a pension 
to Thomas Wyman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 22262) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth S. Osborne—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22263) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Hough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 22264) granting an increase 
of pension to Sibby Barnhill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22265) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Jane Hencher—to the Committee on Pensions. > 

By Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 22266) granting 
an increase of pension to Delphie Thorne—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 22267) granting an increase of 
pension to Annes Sicher—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LE FEVRE: A bill (H. R. 22268) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Daniel C. Winton—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22269) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Rosecrans—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22270) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Hogan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 22271) granting an increase 
of pension to Francis Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. : 

By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 22272) grant- 
ing a pension to George W. Rodefer—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22273) granting an increase of pension to 
Henrietta S. Kimball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 22274) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Silas E. Buckland—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22275) granting a pension to Laura M. 
Keyes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 22276) granting an increase 
of pension to Warren Sherwood—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22277) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Shraffer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McGAVIN: A bill (H. R. 22278) granting a pension 
to L. M. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 22279) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas M. Griffith—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 22280) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Emily V. Ackley—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22281) granting an increase of pension to 
Leonard Tyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 22282) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward H. Lunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22283) granting an increase of pension to 
Stoddard Caswell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MICHALEK: A bill (H. R. 22284) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George Ruhle—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22285) granting an increase of pension to 
Dennis Remington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22286) granting a pension to Joseph Felix 
Bath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 22287) granting a pension to 
Absalom Mowery—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (IL R. 22288) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel L. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 22289) granting an increase 
of pension to John R. Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22290) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph J. Pritchett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 22291) to authorize the re- 
appointment of Harry McL. P. Huse to the active list of the 
Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 22292) 
granting a pension to Annie Orange—to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions. 


By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 22293) granting an increase of 


pension to Charles C. Gage—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22294) granting an increase of pension to 
Perry Lamphere—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 3 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 22295) granting an increase 
of pension to Felix Calionette—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22296) granting an increase of pension to 
Russell J. Richards—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 22297) granting an increase 
of pension to Hugh L. Dicus—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. j : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22298) granting a pension to Emeline Bal- 
lon—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22299) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Carter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22300) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Reppy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22301) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Buford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22302) granting an increase of pension to 
Burrell H. Gillam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22303) for the relief of Jerome B. Shuler— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22304) for the relief of William H. Price, 
alias William Sweeney, alias John Sweeney—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22305) granting a pension to Florance 
Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22306) granting an increase of pension to 
Louisa Duncan—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22307) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Lewey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22308) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 22309) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Dipper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22310) granting an increase af pension to 
Mary A. Kerr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22311) granting an increase of pension to 
J. Edgar Perry, alias J. E. Woodruff—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22312) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Rockwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.“ 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 22313) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Swan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 22314) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel McConnell—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 22315) granting 
a pension to Wallace A. Cogdell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 22316) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John S. Bray—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22317) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma Templeton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 22318) granting an increase of pension to 
James D. Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22319) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard H. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22320) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22321) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Z. Stine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN WINKLE: A bill (H. R. 22322) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Maria Cross—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. .22323) placing M. H. 
Plunkett, assistant engineer, United States Navy, on the retired 
list with an advanced rank—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 22324) granting a pension 
to Margaret -O’Tool—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22325) granting a pension to John 
Colby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 22326) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Levina Williams—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 22327) granting an increase of pension to 
Isabel Mauney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22328) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan Baker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22329) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret L. James—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22330) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary C. Jones—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 22331) for the relief of 
William M. Raber—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 21873) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John Huffman—Committee on Invalid 
Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 21885) granting a pension to Sylvania S. 
Clark—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 21910) granting a pension to Emil S. Weisse 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. $ 

A bill (H. R. 7211) granting a pension to James C. Souther- 
land—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

A bill (H. R. 13201) granting a pension to Sarah A. Jones— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. - 

A bill (H. R. 21841) for the relief of H. C. Linn and Samuel 
Powell—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of a mass meeting of colored 
citizens of Boston, against the President’s discharging Com- 
panies B, C, and D, United States Infantry—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. AIKEN: Papers to accompany bills for relief of Ma- 
linda P. Sullivan, Louise E. Price, and Martha Ann Pruitt—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 8 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of colored citizens of Boston, 
against the order of the President discharging B, C, and D 
Companies of the Twenty-fifth United States Infantry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Honest Abe Council, No. 66, and Coal Valley 
Council, No. 98, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Pittsburg Board of Trade, for bill H. R. 
9754, for increase of postal clerks’ salaries and their classifi- 
eation—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Japanese and Korean Exclusion League 
of San Francisco, Cal., against employment of Chinese coolies 
on the Panama Canal—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Grandview Council, No. 259, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra- 
ma (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 

on. 
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Also, petition of New Era Club of Western Pennsylvania, for 
repeal of the duty on art works—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of Dotterer Baptist Young Peo- 
ple’s Society, for a constitutional amendment abolishing po- 
lygamy in the United States—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, for the 
shipping bill (S. 6291)—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Chosen Friends Council, No. 86, and Æolian 
Council, No. 17, Junior Order United American Mechanics, for 
bill S. 4403—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, against re- 
peal of the bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Charles Prende- 
ville—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: Resolutions of various cities, towns, etc., 
in favor of postal savings banks, as follows: City government 
of Hartford, Conn.; city governments of Pueblo, Colorado 
Springs, and Salida, Colo.; mayor and common council of Santa 

Cruz, Cal.; general council of Atlanta, Ga.; mayor and city 
clerk of Cedar Falls, Va.; city governments of Chicago, Shelby- 
ville, and Decatur, III., and of Richmond and Valparaiso, Ind.; 
city council of Kansas City, Kans.; board of aldermen of Fall 
River, Mass.; common council of Lansing, Mich., and Brookfield, 
Mo.; cities of Buffalo, Gloversville, North Tarrytown, and Tona- 
wanda, N. Y.; cities of Cincinnati, Columbus, Toledo, Norwood, 
Toronto, and Piqua, Ohio; city council of Oregon City, Oreg. ; 
cities of Pottsville, Homestead, Quakertown, Union City, Wil- 
merding, and Susquehanna, Pa.; cities of Aberdeen, Belling- 
ham, and Spokane, Wash. Also thousands of citizens in the fol- 
lowing States: California, Los Angeles; Florida, St. Augustine; 
Illinois, Chicago, Danville, Peoria, Bloomington, Elgin, Canton, 
Pontiac, and Freeport; Indiana, Wabash, Valparaiso, and Gar- 
rett; Iowa, Cedar Rapids and Davenport; Kansas, Topeka; 
Massachusetts, Malden and Fitchburg; Maryland, Baltimore; 
Michigan, Detroit, Saginaw, Muskegon, Sault Ste. Marie, St. 
Joseph, and Benton Harbor; Minnesota, Minneapolis; Mis- 
souri, St. Louis; New Jersey, Paterson; Nebraska, Omaha; 
New York, New York City, Binghamton, Mount Vernon, Oyster 
Bay, and Gloversville; Oregon, Oregon City; Ohio, Cincinnati, 
Cleveland, Sandusky, Springfield, and Columbus; Pennsyl- 
vania, Wilmerding; South Dakota, Sioux Falls; Tennessee, 
Nashville; Vermont, Bennington; Virginia, Richmond and Nor- 
folk; Washington, Fruitland, and Walla Walla; Wisconsin, 
Milwaukee, Watertown, and Manitowoc—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. j 

By Mr. BURNETT: Petition of H. G. Nichols Council, No. 10, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, fayoring restriction 
of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 8 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Petition of Star of 
America Council, No. 305, and Dawson Council, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Alex- 
ander Matchett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Lodge No. 646, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Firemen, for the shipping bill (Senate subsidy bill)—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of New Era Club of Western Pennsylvania, for 
repent OF the duty on art works—to the Committee on Ways and 
Mean: 

.By Mr. EDWARDS: Petition of Pineville Council, No. 77, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. i 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Amasa Hodge (pre- 
viously referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions)—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of colored citizens of Boston, against 
the President's order discharging Companies B, C, and D, 
Twenty-fifth United States Infantry—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Wisconsin State Federation of Labor, 
against the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petiton of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade, for bill S. 6291 (subsidy shipping bill)—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Post No. 499, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Kings County, Department of New York, for restoring the 


aig to Soldiers’ Homes—to the Committee on Military Af- 
airs. 

Also, petition of the New York State Pharmaceutical Asso- 
ciation, favoring the Mann patent bill—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. FLOYD: Petition of citizens of Arkansas, for an ap- 
propriation to make available the waters of White River for 
electric power purposes—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Eldridge Under- 
wood—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Anna E. Hughes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: Petitions of Perseverance 
Council, No. 30, Junior Order United American Mechanics; 
Lucy Webb Hayes Council, No. 12, Daughters of Liberty, of 
Vineland, N. J., and Ocean City Council, No. 10, Daughters of 
America, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petitions of Loyal Council, No. 75, 
and True Blue Council, No. 61, Daughters of Liberty, of New 
York, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the New Era Club of Western 
Pennsylvania, for repeal of the duty on art works—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petitions of Hoboken Council, No. 984; Manchester 


Council, No. 124; George Washington Council, No. 423; Spring- 


dale Council, No. 70, and Reliable Council, No. 90, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics; Pride of the West Council, No. 
27, and Allegheny Council, No. 23, Daughters of Liberty, favor- 
ing restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization, 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, for the 
shipping bill (S. 6291)—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of colored citizens of Boston, against the Presi- 
dent’s order discharging Companies B, C, and D of the Twenty- 
fifth Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HALE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John W. 
Hamil—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Barbara 
E. Schwab—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of the First Regi- 
ment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, Spanish war, for reestab- 
lishment of the Army canteen—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of- the Woodstock Agricultural 
Society, of Connecticut, for bill S. 4953, for forest reservations 
in the White and the Southern Appalachian mountains—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the First Regiment Spanish War Veterans, 
of Connecticut, for the reestablishment of the Army canteen—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the New Haven Business Men’s Association, 
for bill S. 4953, for forest reservations in the White and the 
Southern Appalachian mountains—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of the Board of 
Trade of Red Bank, N. J., for larger salaries for postal clerks 
(bill E. R. 9754)—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. . 

Also, petition of Pride of Monmouth Council, No. 27, Daugh- 
ters of Liberty, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HUFF: Petitions of Paul Revere Council, No. 441, 
and Pennsylvania Council, No. 106, Junior Order United Ameri- 
ean Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 

By Mr. HUGHES: Petitions of New Haven Council, No. 
175; Mountain State Council, No. 194; Cologne Council, No. 
203, and Barbourville Council, No. 187, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration (8. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: Petition of the Southern California 
Wholesale Grocers’ Association, of Los Angeles, for a modifica- 
tion of the antitrust law—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of Pride of Hanover Council, of 
Hanover, Pa., Daughters of Liberty, favoring restriction of 
immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. LEVER: Petition of Olympia Council, No. 50, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of im- 
migration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 
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Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Paul E. Ayer—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LILLEY: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Laura M. Keyes and Silas E. Buckland—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of colored citizens of Boston, 
Mass., against the President's order discharging Companies B, 
C, and D of the Twenty-fifth Infantry, United States Army— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Thorofare Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, against free distribution of seeds—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of Lewisburg Council, No. 926, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: Petition of E. Wetzmann & Co., 
against legislation in the copyright law against mechanical in- 
strument music—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Petition of A. W. McGeachin and 44 
others, for a service pension—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RHODES: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 
Lewis Rockwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William H. Price— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Hugh H. Brown, James S. Beard, and James W. Stanley—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of the Veteran’s Association of 
the First Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, Spanish- 
American war, for reestablishment of the canteen in the Army 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Business Men’s Association of New 
Haven, Conn., for forest reservations in the White and South- 
ern Appalachian mountains—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
James Swan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: Petitions of Fairmount Council, No. 63; 
Franklin Council, No. 150; Relief Council, No. 36; New Wind- 
sor Council, No. 44; Guiding Star Council, No. 9; Independence 
Council, No. 98; Mechanicsville Council, No. 78; Alesia Hall 
Council; Multiply Council, No. 4; Mount Royal Council, No. 
61, and Mason and Dixon Line Council, No. 141, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Petition of American Council, No. 60; 
Wabash Council, No. 73; Riverside Council, No. 105; Els- 
worth Council, No. 158, and Baltimore Council, No. 1, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics; Liberty Council, No. 6, 
Daughters of Liberty, of Baltimore, Md.; Eutaw Council, No. 
77, and Friendship Council, No. 7, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics; Defender Council, No. 6, Daughters of America, of 
Baltimore, Md.; Monumental Council, No. 13, Daughters of 
Liberty, of Baltimore, Md., and Maryland Council, No. 2, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of M. H. Plunkett—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: Petition of citizens of the Fourth Con- 
gressional district of West Virginia, for an appropriation to im- 
prove the Little Kanawha River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John D. 
Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
Tuunspay, December 13, 1906. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Kean, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

HIGHWAYS IN CHICKASAW AND CHOCTAW NATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a 
memorial of the legislature of the Chickasaw Nation, approved 
by the governor of that nation September 20, 1906, relative to 
the establishment of public highways or roads in the Chickasaw 
and Choctaw nations; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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ARLINGTON (VA.) NATIONAL CEMETERY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, recommending that section 4875 
of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to provide a compen- 
sation of $100 per month, with fuel and quarters, for the Su- 
perintendent of the Arlington (Va.) National Cemetery; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL AND MECHANIC ARTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report of the disbursements for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1907, made in the States and Territories under the 
provisions of an act to apply a portion of the proceeds of the 
public lands to the more complete endowment and support of 
schools for the benefit of the agricultural and mechanic arts, 
ete.; which was referred to the Committee on Territories, and 
ordered to be printed. 


EXPERIMENTS WITH CHOLERA -VIRUS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the Senate of the 12th instant, facts pertaining to 
experiments with cholera virus alleged to have been made at 
Manila upon prisoners by Surg. Richard P. Strong, United 
States Army, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Philippines, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a concurrent resolution providing that when the two Houses 
adjourn on Thursday, December 20, 1906, they stand adjourned 
until Thursday, January 3, 1907; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

HOLIDAY RECESS. 


Mr. HALE. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the reso- 
lution just received from the House of Representatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the concur- 
rent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 


That when two Houses adjourn on ‘Thursday, December 20, they 
stand adjourned until 12 o'clock meridian, January 3, 1907. 


Mr. HALE. I ask that the resolution of the House be sent 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. KEAN presented the memorial of Frank C. Storck, of Red 
Bank, N. J., and the memorial of D. Wolff & Co., of Newark, 
N. J., remonstrating against the adoption of a certain amend-- 
ment to the copyright bill relating to musical instruments; which 
were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a memorial of Thorofare Grange, No. 59, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Thorofare, N. J., and a memorial of 
Upper Township Grange, No. 139, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Tuckahoe, N. J., remonstrating against any further appropria- 
tion being made for the free distribution of seeds and plants; 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of F. C. Colton, of New 
York City, N. X., praying for an investigation into the existing 
conditions in the Kongo Free State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the New York branch of the 
National League of Commission Merchants of the United States, 
praying that reciprocal trade relations with Germany be estab- 
lished, especially relative to the fruit industry; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the board of managers of 
the New York Produce Exchange, of New York City, N. Y., re- 
monstrating against the enactment of legislation providing for 
the free distribution of seeds; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of New York 
City and Brooklyn, N. X., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation requiring certain places of business in the District 
of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which were referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a petition of the First Regiment, 
Spanish War Veterans, of New Britain, Conn., praying for the 
reestablishment of the Army canteen; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MARTIN presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
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merce, Board of Trade, and the Business Men’s Association of 
Norfolk, Va., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for an increase in the salaries of post-office clerks; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Banker's Club of 
Chicago, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for a bank-note currency to meet the requirements of the busi- 
ness of the country; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the South Washing- 
ton Citizens’ Association, of the District of Columbia, praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing for the discontinuance 
of grade crossings; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Buck- 
land, Mass., and a memorial of sundry citizens of South Am- 
herst, Mass., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
authorizing the closing on Sunday of certain places of business 
in the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of New- 
ark, N. J., praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the faculty of Columbia Col- 
lege, of Paterson, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to include college publications in second-class mail matter; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Red 
Bank, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the classification of salaries of clerks in post-offices of the 
first and second class; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the New Jersey Bankers’ Asso- 
ciation, of Jersey City, N. J., and a petition of the Second 
National Bank of Jersey City, N. J., praying for the adoption of 
an amendment to the so-called “railroad rate bill” relative to 
bills of lading; which were referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. BULKELEY presented a memorial of Rippowan Grange, 
No. 145, Patrons of Husbandry, of Long Ridge, Conn., remon- 
strating against the enactment of legislation providing for the 
distribution of free seeds; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the First Regiment Connecti- 
cut Volunteer Infantry, Spanish-American war, of New Britain, 
Conn., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to re- 
peal the present anticanteen law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. : 

He also presented the memorial of W. N. C. Carlton, librarian 
of Trinity College Library, Hartford, Conn., remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation to amend and consolidate 
the acts respecting copyright; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

PREVENTION OF COLLISIONS AT SEA. 


Mr. FRYE. From the Committee on Commerce I report back 
favorably without amendment the bill (S. 6855) to amend the 
act approved August 19, 1890, entitled “An act to adopt regu- 
lations for preventing collisions at sea.” 

I was instructed by the Committee on Commerce to ask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of this bill. 
It is very important that it shall become a law at the present 
session. The International Maritime Congress several years 
ago met to consider rules and regulations to prevent collisions 
at sea. All the maritime nations agreed upon certain rules and 
regulations, and the United States adopted those rules and regu- 
lations by law, as it was obliged to do. 

The fishing interests were not considered at that time, but 
since then they have been pursuing the inquiry as to what rules 
and regulations were required for fishing craft, and all the mari- 
time nations have finally agreed upon rules and regulations 
touching fishing vessels. Therefore it becomes necessary that 
we shall unite with them, and the only way we can do it is by 
enacting into law those rules and regulations, 

I will say in relation to the fishermen that circulars were 
sent to nearly if not quite all who are interested in fishing 
vessels, and nine replies out of ten were in favor of the rules 
and regulations as agreed to by the Maritime Congress. The 
only objection raised by anyone to them was the additional cost 
to the fishermen. That is a mere bagatelle, and it ought not 
to be considered in the matter of collisions. 

I 11 unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 


the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 6754) granting to the Siletz Power and 
Manufacturing Company a right of way for a water ditch or 
canal through the Siletz Indian Reservation, in Oregon, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; which was agreed 
to. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4554) to remove the charge 
of absence without leave and reported desertion from the mili- 
tary record of J. F. Wisnewski, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CRANE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 6729) authorizing the President to ap- 
point Webb C. Maglathlin a second assistant engineer in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 7139) granting an honor- 
able discharge to Leonard Thielman; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7140) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
E. Dunn; 

A bill (S. 7141) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Guptill; and 

A bill (S. 7142) granting an increase of pension to Selden 
Dawes. - 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 7143) directing the Post- 
master-General to credit John A. Bingham, late postmaster at 
Vandalia, III., in the sum of $500, on account of stamps lost by 
burglary ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Oflices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their respective titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7144) granting an increase of pension to Joel 
Brown; and 

A bill (S. 7145) granting a pension to Louise H. Curtis. 

Mr. PLATT introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
cand read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
"inance : 

A bill (S. 7146) to provide for the compensation of the ap- 
praiser of merchandise at the port of New York; and 

A bill (S. 7147) to amend section 2536 of the Revised Statutes 
relative to assistant appraisers at the port of New York, and 
further defining their powers, duties, and compensation. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 7148) for the relief of 
Jabez Burchard; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7149) for the relief of Joseph V. 
Cunningham and other officers of the Philippine Volunteers; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7150) granting an increase of pension to John Bell; 

A bill (S. 7151) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
B. Reber ; 

A bill (S. 7152) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Foust; 

A bill (S. 7153) granting a pension to Edwin R. Smith; and 

15 bill (S. 7154) granting an increase of pension to Samuei A. 
Miller. 

Mr. ALLEE introduced a bill (S. 7155) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon in 
the city of Georgetown, State of Delaware; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7156) granting an increase of 
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pension to John W. Thomas; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 7157) granting an increase 
of pension to Austin S. Dunning; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 7158) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Clarksburg, W. Va.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7159) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Mannington, W. Va.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. PILES introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers. referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7160) granting an increase of pension to Kate 
Myers; and ` 

A bill (S. 7161) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Tyler, 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S.-7162) granting a pension 
to William H. Sheckler; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. DICK introduced a bill (S. 7163) to correct the naval 
record of Alfred Burgess; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7164) to amend the military 
record of Charles W. Fillmore; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 7165) to regulate the 
width of parking, sidewalks, roadways, and carriageways in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LONG (for Mr. Dotiiver) introduced a bill (S. 7166) to 
correct the military record of Joseph Maiden; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 7167) granting an increase 
of pension to Josephine E. Wooster; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 7168) granting an increase 
` of pension to Edward B. Shepherd; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 7469) for the relief of the 
estate of William A. Coffman, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 7170) to amend an 
act relating to service on foreign corporations, approved June 
30, 1902, entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to 
establish a code of law for the District of Columbia ;’” which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7171) granting an increase of 
pension to Margaret Holden; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. BRANDEGED introduced a bill (S. 7172) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas R. Fish; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7173) granting an increase of pension to Silas A. 
Carpenter ; 

A bill (8. 7174) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
Faggart (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 7175) granting an increase of pension to Adline 
Mabry (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 7176) granting an increase 
of pension to William J. R. Waters; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 7177) granting an increase 
of pension to M. L. Le Suer; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7178) granting an increase of 
pension to Timothy J. Sheehan; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEARIN introduced a bill (S. 7179) granting an increase 
of pension to Elbridge G. Haseltine; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced the following bills; which were 
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severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 7180) for the purchase of a site for a Federal 
building for the United States post-office at Hickory, N. C.; 

A bill (S. 7181) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Gastonia, N. C.; 

A bill (S. 7182) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
the erection of a public building thereon at Wilson, N. C.; and 

A bill (S. 7183) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Lexington, N. C. 

Mr. WARNER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7184) granting an increase of pension to Uriah S. 
Bradley; and 

A bill (S. 7185) granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Church. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary : 

A bill (S. 7186) to limit the jurisdiction of district and cir- 
cuit courts of the United States; and 

A bill (S. 7187) to amend the jurisdiction act of 1887 so as 
to abrogate Federal jurisdiction over State corporations when 
the jurisdiction is founded only on the fact that the action or 
suit brought is between citizens of different States. 

Mr. HEMENWAY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 7188) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Martin All; and 

A bill (S. 7189) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Randolph F. Williamson. 

Mr. HEMENWAY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7190) granting a pension to John H. Walden; 

A bill (S. 7191) granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
Jones ; : 

A bill (S. 7192) granting an increase of pension to Noah 
Jarvis; i 

A bill (S. 7193) granting an increase of pension to David C. 
Benjamin ; 

A bill (S. 7194) granting an increase of pension tò Lawrence 
Over 

A bm (S. 7195) granting an increase of pension to William 
L. Scott; 

A bill (8. 7196) granting an increase of pension to William II. 
Hubbard ; 

A bill (8. 7197) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Horn; 

A bill (S. 7198) granting an increase of pension to Katharine 
Korp; 

A bill (S. 7199) granting an increase of pension to John Mc- 
Cool; 

A bill (S. 7200) granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 
Graham; and 

A bill (S. 7201) granting an increase of pension to James 
Edwards. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 7202) for the relief of the 
estate of William Joslin, deceased ; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 7203) granting a pension 
to Isaac Sawyer, jr.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 7204) for the pur- 
chase of a site for a Federal building for the United States 
court, custom-house, and post-office at Miami, Fla.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. McCRBARY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7205) for the relief of the stewards of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church South, of Bowling Green, Ky. ; 

A bill (S. 7206) for the relief of the trustees of the Central 
„ of Kentucky (formerly Center College), of Danville, 

A bill (S. 7207) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Danville, Ky. ; 

A bill (S. 7208) for the relief of the deacons of the African 
Baptist Church, of Richmond, Ky. ; 

A bill (S. 7209) for the relief of the secretary and treasurer 
of Harrison Masonic Lodge, No. 122, of Brandenburg, Ky.; and 
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A bill (S. 7210) for the relief of the trustees of the Presbyte- 
rian Church of Mount Sterling, Ky. 


SENATOR FROM UTAH. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there are no concurrent or other 
resolutions, the morning business is closed. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate 
resolution No. 143. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution indicated by the Senator from Michigan. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution re- 
ported June 11, 1906, from the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, which was read, as follows: $ 

Resolved, That REED Smoot is not entitled to a seat as a Senator of 
the United States from the State of Utah. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, it is difficult to describe con- 
ditions in Utah and the surrounding country where the Mormons 
are in great numbers so that one not familiar can form an ade- 
quate idea of the situation. 

Negro domination in the South would not be tolerated by the 
white man, and, finally, the entire North has come to sympathize 
with the white people of the South in their determination that 
the black race shall not be supreme in political affairs. 

The same principle is involved in the contest which the non- 
Mormons are making against the political control of the Mormon 
hierarchy. It is almost impossible for one who has not spent 
some time among the Mormon people, and who has not studied con- 
ditions existing in the Mormon country, to appreciate the tre- 
mendous power and influence which the leaders of the Mormon 
Church have over their followers in all things. 

The Mormon Church is a commercial and political organiza- 
tion essentially. The followers, for the most part, are simple- 
minded and industrious people, who are content to live on farms 
and eke out an existence for themselves and families. Their 
condition is better than it was before they joined the Mormon 
Chureh in Sweden, Denmark, or Wales, or England, or the 
Southern States, or the backwoods of Indiana or Illinois. 

The leaders—and by the leaders I mean especially those who 
control the people in spiritual, temporal, and political affairs, 
who are the first presidency and the twelve apostles—are, with 
rare exception, bright and active men of the world, and Ameri- 
cans by birth. They are business men, and handle the church 
on business principles. Generally they are well to do, and some 
of them are rich. They live nicely and mingle with men of the 
world in high positions on perfectly easy and equal footing. 

The church collects a tithe from all its members. Its mem- 
bers are taught constantly that the paying of tithes is a high 
duty, and that one can not be in good standing in the church 
unless tithing is paid freely and fully. When a Mormon does 
not pay his tithing cheerfully he is regarded by the heads of 
the church as a very poor Mormon. 

They pay this tithe, or 10 per cent of all their earnings, either 
in money or in kind; for instance, if a follower has ten calves, 
but no money, he gives to the tithe collector one calf. If he has 
ten tons of hay, he gives one ton of hay; and in a great many 
instances 2 Mormon has no money, and so gives in kind, no mat- 
ter whether it is eggs or butter or cheese or chickens, or what 
not. ‘The tithe collector turns this property over to the proper 
officer of the church, and the produce is disposed of and is used 
for the benefit of the church. 

If you take into consideration that in addition to this 10 per 
cent which every good Mormon must pay to the church he is 
also called upon to pay his ordinary taxes, as a citizen, amount- 
ing to from 3 to 5 per cent, you can easily see that the rank and 
file of the Mormon people do not make much progress toward 
material independence. 

Tithing at the present time is being freely given, and must 
amount to something in the neighborhood of $2,000,000 a year. 
This tithing is paid to the high officers of the church, and there 
is never any accounting to anybody for its disposition. 

Only recently a Mr. Smurthwait, of Ogden, Utah, a wealthy 
man, was turned out of the church because he undertook to en- 
ter into business in competition with the church. Before being 
excommunicated, however, he brought suit against the church in 
the court for an accounting of the tithings, alleging that he him- 
self paid money to the church, and that he had a right to know 
what became of it. The subservient courts of Utah of course 
dismissed the suit. 

The Mormons are urged to contribute to the building of tem- 
ples, and apparently enough money has been collected for the 
building of these temples to have built a great many more than 
there are. 

The leaders of the Mormon Church are engaged in business 
enterprises of all descriptions. The Zion Cooperative Mer- 
cantile Institution is a great business establishment, dealing in 
all kinds of articles which department stores would carry, and 


has many branches. The Mormons trade with the Zion Coopera- 
tive Mercantile Institution, and it is almost impossible for a 
non-Mormon to compete with the Zion Cooperative Mercantile 
Institution in a community where the Mormons are in the 
great majority. 

The leaders of the church and those high-in its councils are 
the directors and managers and controllers of this high com- 
mercial institution. The leaders are also presidents and direct- 
ors of banks, mining companies, railroad companies, electrical 
companies, summer and bathing resorts, theaters, ete. . In fact, 
the hierarchy and the church are controlling spirits in all sorts 
of business enterprises. 

They are not made president of the church and apostles be- 
cause they are successful business men and because they are 
presidents and directors of these various business organizations, 
but they become directors and controllers in these organizations 
by virtue of their being president of the church and apostles, 
and 3 they have been selected as president or apostles of the 
church. 

The constant tendency is to make the church and state one, 
with the church in control. This has been so completely and so 
ingeniously carried out that it is impossible in any affair, tem- 
poral, spiritual, or political, to tell where the authority of the 
church begins or ends. It is impossible to separate the ecclesi- 
astical power of control from the political power of control. 

All authority in temporal, spiritual, and political affairs unites 
and is centered and is absolute and binding in the hierarchy. 

The organization of the church is very complete in its arrange- 
ments. The power begins with and ends with the hierarchy. 
Nearly all members of the church are given some office and some 
responsibility, and there is an opportunity for advancement in 
all directions, ecclesiastical, temporal, and political, if the Mor- 
mon is obedient to his leaders and accepts without question 
their counsel. There are but comparatively few lay members 
of this church. The smallest officers, such as teachers, are se- 
lected by the bishops of the various wards. Commencing with 
the bishops and going up in ecclesiastical authority all the offi- 
cers of the church are appointed with the approval of the presi- 
dent of the church. In other words, the president selects all 
officers of the church of responsibility. Commencing at the low- 
est of the officers of the church and going up to the president 
himself, you begin with the bishops of wards, who have juris- 
diction over geographical subdivisions and locally are the recog- 
nized heads of the Mormons in their particular locality. They 
collect the tithings, settle disputes among the Mormons, look 
after church and secular affairs of the Mormons in their wards. 

Each bishop has two counselors, selected by himself. 

Next above the bishop come the presidents of stakes. A stake 
is a much larger subdivision of territory inhabited by Mormons. 
The president of a stake has two counselors, also appointed by 
himself. The president of a stake is the highest authority lo- 
cally in the Mormon Church, outside of Utah. 

Above the president of the stakes are about a dozen other 
officers, with different designations and different powers, until 
you come to the twelve apostles, who stand next in authority to 
the president of the church himself. All of these officers, in- 
cluding the apostles, are appointed directly by the president of 
the church, without consultation or restraint by anyone, or else, 
as in the case of bishops, they are approved by the president of 
the church before their selection can be made valid. In the case 
of the selection of an apostle to fill a vacancy in the apostolic 
quorum, the theory is that the apostles themselves fill this va- 
cancy; but it is a fact that the president of the church claims 
that he received a revelation from God that some certain man 
shall be selected for this apostleship, and the apostles unhesi- 
tatingly accept this revelation and select the man named by the 
president of the church. ` 

Ecclesiastical preferment in the church means opportunity for 
temporal advancement. The business, social, and political 
future of every Mormon depends upon his standing with the 
church. Every avenue is open to him so long as he implicitly 
obeys the counsel and does the bidding of the church, while 
every avenue is closed to him whenever he loses his fellowship 
in the church. There is nothing left for a Mormon who refuses 
to obey implicitly whatever policy the church may determine 
upon except to leave the church entirely and take his chances 
with the world, the same as non-Mormons do. For a Mormon 
brought up in the church to sever the ties which bind him to all 
his ‘kindred and the associations, teachings, and trainings of a 
lifetime is well-nigh appalling. It means social ostracism. The 
pretty fiction is given to the Mormon people and the world that 
all these officers of the Mormon Church, including the president 
himself, must be selected by the people at the various confer- 
ences. This they attempt to prove from the fact that at these 
conferences the names of the first presidents and the apostles, 
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the seven presidents of seventies, the presidents of stakes, and 
the bishops are submitted to the people and they are asked to 
* sustain ” them by holding up their hands. The list includes a 
great many, of course, and I doubt if a case has ever been 
known where anyone of the 10,000 people gathered in a semi- 
annual conference has risen in his place and objected to “ sus- 
taining ” any officer submitted to the conference by the authori- 
ties of the church. I doubt if any provision is made in case 
such a protest or dissent should come. It never was contem- 
plated that any member of the church would question the divine 
right of the authorities to select these officers. I imagine that 
if anyone should have the temerity to object to sustaining an 
officer presented to the conference for their approval that such 
a member would have to withdraw his objection or else be 
disfellowshipped if he persisted in his objection. 

You can imagine what complete domination the church has 
over its followers through this power of the president to appoint 
all the officers of the church by reflecting on the effect on the 
appointees their selection by the President of the United States 
has on them. As a rule, the President selects men to fill the 
Federal offices who have demonstrated their acceptance of the 
principles of the party of which the President is the head and 
who have been zealous in the advocacy of those principles. 
Whenever a policy for the party is announced by the President 
of the United States and his close party associates high in 
authority, these officeholders, as a rule, immediately become 
advocates of that policy. When you contemplate that these ap- 
pointées of the president of the Mormon Church are not, as is 
the case with the President of the United States, confined to one 
party, but embrace members of all parties, you can have some 
faint idea of their subserviency. 

When you take into account, in addition, that not only politi- 
eal preferment is involved in their acquiescence, but that every 
opportunity for advancement in all the walks of life are depend- 
ent upon their accepting the decrees of their leaders, you can 
begin to comprehend the tremendous power politically which 
this hierarchy wields. 

The president of the Mormon Church, Joseph F. Smith, and 
the president of the twelve apostles, who is next in line for the 
presidency of the church, both testified before the Senate com- 
mittee that they were living in open polygamy, in defiance of 
law and of the contract which they made with the Government 
when they secured statehood for Utah. More than half of the 
twelve apostles are admittedly defying the law and the Govern- 
ment, in that they are openly living in polygamous relations. 

New polygamous marriages are continually being celebrated 
in the Mormon Church. It has been shown that apostles of the 
church have entered into or performed these new ceremonies 
since the manifesto of the church was issued in which the church 
agreed solemnly to suspend polygamy. 

New polygamous marriages are not entered into so openly as 
in the days before the manifesto, and a different character of 
men are now entering into the polygamous relation. Formerly 
the poor and ignorant took plural wives, the same as those better 
off, and of a higher order of intelligence. Now, young men of 
ability are selected to enter into these relations. The brainy 
young men of the church are tied irreyocably to the church and 
made subservient to it through the polygamous relation. When- 
ever they contract polygamous marriages, they are without the 
pale of the law, and their only hope for protection is through 
this powerful church organization. It is a wonderful fact, and 
has stood forth plainly throughout all the history of the church, 
that the polygamists occupy the high ecclesiastical and political 
positions, and are the wealthiest and most powerful members of 
the organization in all respects. Under the present system, 
polygamous marriages are celebrated secretly, and for the most 
part in foreign countries or beyond the jurisdiction of the United 
States; for instance, a young man is to take a plural wife, he 
gets the consent of the authorities through his bishop, goes with 
his prospective wife to British Columbia, Mexico, or to some 
place on the ocean some miles beyond the United States coast, 
where the marriage is celebrated by some authorized officer of 
the church. Instead, as in the old days when polygamy was 
entered into indiscriminately; now the polygamists are selected, 
and in this way the practice is more insidious and dangerous 
than formerly, because a cult and aristocracy of polygamists are 
being built up within the church. Those in polygamy are in 
complete control of the organization now, and have ever been, 
and it is evident that under the system which they are building 
up now, they intend to remain always in complete control. 

It is much more difficult in these days to prove polygamy or 
polygamous cohabitation than formerly, because now every 
means is resorted to to keep the facts concealed that anyone has 
gone into polygamy. ‘There is no record anywhere of the plural 
marriages which anyone not a member of the governing body 


of the church has access to. 
amous marriage because of the lack of power to prove by the 
records that a polygamous marriage has been celebrated. When 
children come as a result of plural marriages the neighbors 
readily understand that the polygamous relation is being main- 
tained, and if the power were in the State to punish, convic- 
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tions could be had for unlawful cohabitation. It would be im- 
possible, however, to prove polygamy. In fact, when the Bd- 
munds law was being rigidly enforced, while quite a number 
of convictions in Utah were secured under the provisions of that , 
act for unlawful cohabitation, no convictions for polygamy could 
be prosecuted successfully because of the inability on the part 
of the officers to prove the plural marriage. 

A national law, passed by Congress and approved by the 
President, giving to the United States authorities power to 
prosecute for polygamy would be ineffective, because there 
would be no possible way by which a plural marriage could be 
proved to the satisfaction of a judge or jury. 

I desire the Senate to bear that in mind, because at some time 
in the future when I shall not be here this question will come 
up. The President of the United States in his message recom- 
mends a law for correcting evils connected with marriage and 
divorce and against polygamy. That is a Mormon suggestion. 
The leaders of the Mormon Church have asked me to introduce 
a constitutional amendment to that effect. Such an amendment 
would not be worth the paper on which it might be written. 
You can not prove polygamy against these people. If the Gov- 
ernment had the power it could provide against plural mar- 
riages, but not against Mormons; and every Mormon here stands 
behind the recommendation of the President of the United 
States. You can not prove polygamy without proving the sec- 
ond marriage, and you can not prove the second marriage on a 
Mormon. Such marriages are celebrated in their endowment 
houses, no one being present except Mormons. The ceremony is 
performed by the high officials of that organization and no rec- 
ord is kept of it. In their testimony before our committee in 
regard to their plural marriages they could not even recollect 
the slightest portion of the ceremony. It is futile to pass laws 
against polygamy. ` 

While thousands of convictions were secured under the Ed- 
munds law, there were but four or five all told in Utah, Idaho, 
and elsewhere for polygamy; and in those cases such convic- 
tions happened where the polygamous marriage to the second 
wife, accidentally or through inadvertence, was performed be- 
fore a recording officer. You can prove unlawful cohabitation, 
but no Mormon will ever support an amendment to the Consti- 
tution providing for the punishment of those living in unlawful 
cohabitation. You will be confronted with that. The defenders 
of the Mormons here, including the apostle Senator himseif, 
who is on trial, and all those who are here through the votes 
and grace of the Mormons, will insist on the polygamous 
amendment, but they will be very strenuously against an un- 
lawful-cohabitation amendment. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has unanimously 
held that to prove unlawful cohabitation it is only necessary to 
proye that a man holds out to the world more than one woman 
as his wife. It is unnecessary eyen that she bear him children. 
That can be proved through circumstantial evidence, but you 
can not prove polygamy through circumstantial evidence. 

I may say also, in passing, that unless you provide for the 
selection of jurors you can not convict; and when you come 
to the adoption of a constitutional amendment I beg Senators 
to bear that in mind. You can not, and never could and never 
did, convict a Mormon of any of these offenses if there was a 
Mormon on the jury. There is not a Mormon anywhere within 
the sound of my voice or elsewhere who does not believe, as 
firmly as any of you believe that which is most dear to you, 
in the divine right of polygamy; and with a Mormon on the 
jury you can not convict another Mormon of these offenses. 
In the early days, under the Edmunds Act, the United States 
marshal was granted an open venire. He selected his own 
jurors, and until he did that there never was a conviction of a 
Mormon for these offenses. 

One polygamous marriage entered into now under the system 
adopted of selecting those who should go into polygamy, with 
great care, is more dangerous and more inimical, more subver- 
sive of law, and more degrading to womanhood than forty such 
marriages entered into indiscriminately in the past. 

It is apparent to all close observers that the church does not 
intend to give up polygamy. It is plain, on the contrary, that 
they intend to establish it more firmly, and that they will openly - 
proclaim it again as a divine institution so soon as they think 
they are in a position to do so. 

Their every endeayor is to strengthen their position by ex- 
tending their political control. They are all yowerful in Utah 
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now, and can control all the political offices, including Senators 
and Members of Congress. They are so strong in Idaho that 
no one can be elected to the Senate or House without their con- 
sent. This is equally true in Wyoming. They are becoming a 
large balance of power in Oregon, and when the Government 
irrigation enterprises are developed in Nevada and large tracts 
of land are opened there for settlement, they can and easily will 
colonize and control politics in Nevada. 

It is the present condition and the future menace politically that 
the non-Mormons of this section especially protest against. The 
non-Mormons in all this region have the same detestation of 
polygamy that the balance of the country has, and join with 
the rest of the United States in their desire to protect and exalt 
womanhood and to enforce obedience and respect for the laws 
of the land. Those who have not come in contact with the or- 
ganization, however, do not and can not understand the effect on 
our free institutions and to our system of government of this 
tremendous political home of the Mormon hierarchy. It is the 
chief desire of the non-Mormons in that section to make plain 
this close union of church and state and to arouse the country, 
so that through Congressional action it will come to our rescue 
and help us to break it down. 

The lower branch of Congress refused to seat Brigham H. 
Roberts because he was a self-confessed polygamist. Roberts 
claimed to be a Democrat. He was a high official, and is now 
a high official of the Mormon Church, and stands higher in the 
estimation of that organization than he did before he was de- 
prived of his seat in Congress. His highest allegiance then and 
his highest allegiance now is to the Mormon Church. Whether 
he calls himself a Democrat or a Republican is a mere bagatelle, 
and counts for nothing. : 

Senator Smoor is not a polygamist, or rather no attempt is 
made to prove that he is a polygamist. He may be or he may 
not be. In his case this question does not particularly interest 
the non-Mormons who live in that section of the country. Sena- 
tor Sucor is an apostle of the Mormon Church. He is one of 
the body of twelve, who, next to the first presidency and in con- 
junction with the first presidency, are the controlling authorities 
of the church in everything, spiritual, temporal, and political. 
He would not have been selected as an apostle unless he was in 
full accord with the authorities of the church. 

As I have indicated, obedience to the leaders, obedience to 
council, subserviency to the ruling authorities of the church 
lead to promotion in the church. 

The fact that Senator Smoor was steadily promoted until he 
was finally selected to be an apostle is proof conclusive that he 
is in full accord with Joseph F. Smith, Mr. Lyman, and his 
other brother apostles, who, by their own statements and ad- 
missions, are openly living in polygamous relations in defiance 
of the law. In addition to that, it is not denied, but on the 
other hand it has been sworn to by the president of the church 
himself, that Rrep Saroor had to secure the consent of the 
church and of his associate apostles before he could become a 
candidate for the United States Senate. The president of the 
church gave his consent that REED Smoor should be a candidate 
for the United States Senate, He did not give his consent that 
any other person should be a candidate for this high office. 
This consent was given openly and proclaimed to the people of 
Utah. There was no other candidate for the United States 
Senate at that election in either party, because it was under- 
stood by every man, woman, and child in Utah that, the presi- 
dent of the church and the authorities of the church haying 
given their consent that Reep Smoor should be a candidate, it 
was the desire and counsel of the church to the Mormons that 
Reep Smoor should be elected to the United States Senate. No 
other Mormon dared to announce his candidacy for the United 
Senate after the church had selected Rerp Smoor. It was use- 
less for any non-Mormon to become a candidate against the 
candidate of the church. REED Smoor, therefore, is clearly the 
Senator of the Mormon hierarchy, and is unmistakably the 
representative of all the Mormon hierarchy, and is unmistakably 
the representative of all the Mormon hierarchy stands for, and 
would do the bidding of the church as its Senator if the direc- 
tions of the church came in conflict with the duties he has sworn 
to perform as a Senator of the United States. 

I say that notwithstanding the fact that the Senator from 
Utah testified that if he were confronted with that problem he 
would go to some other country where he could live his re 
ligion, I insist that under the organization of his church he 
would do the bidding of the church here, and he would not 
leave the United States and go to any other country, where he 
could live his religion. He would live it here in the open Senate. 
If Joseph Smith should receive a revelation from God on any 
subject, this revelation would be binding on Reep Smoor, no 


matter what relation it might bear to the duties which he has 
sworn to perform under his oath to the United States. 

It must be plain to anyone who has followed the testimony of 
the present case that the Mormon authorities constitute a band 
of conspiraters, whose object is to set aside and nullify the 
laws of the land when in their judgment such laws are in con- 
flict with the duties which they owe to their organization, and 
that this conspiracy aims to make the state subservient to the 
church and to concentrate in the hands of the church authori- 
ties the political powers which belong solely to the State. 
Reep Smoor is a part of this conspiracy as an apostle of the 
church. He is one of the head conspirators, and not only 
fully understands the object of the conspiracy, but counte- 
nances and encourages by his acquiescence and support the 
plans and aims of the conspiracy. 

Non-Mormons in that section where Mormon influence is pre- 
dominant believe that the separation of the church and state, 
the denial of the right of the church to dictate politically, and 
the breaking down of the church hierarchy in political affairs 
will have more to do with stopping polygamy than any laws 
which possibly can be framed or enforced against the practice 
of polygamy. So long as the political power of the church au- 
thorities is maintained and exercised, just so long will every 
avenue for advancement in all lines to the Mormon people be 
absolutely under the control of the Mormon authorities. Every 
incentive compels them, therefore, to accept the conclusion and 
the counsel of their authorities in every spiritual, temporal, and 
political matter. ; 

The masses of the Mormon people do not approve of the con- 
tinuance of polygamy and polygamous living, nor do they 
approve of the union of church and state and the dictation of 
the church authorities in political matters. These conditions 
are no more pleasing to them than to the non-Mormons. Their 
own individual ambition is stifled, and their independence of 
action in political and temporal affairs taken away. None 
would hail with more delight the complete abandonment 
of polygamy and the political control by the leaders than would 
the great number of followers of these leaders. Their lives are 
so interwoven with the teachings and the doctrines of the 
church, and they are so dependent in their every relation on 
the church organization, however, that they perforce dread 
breaking away from it entirely, and rather than do that, with all 
its attendant consequences, accept present conditions. 

If the church authorities would give them absolute freedom 
of action, and would not, by their example and counsel, teach 
them obedience in political affairs and defiance of the law in 
respect to polygamy and polygamous cohabitation, the great 
masses of the Mormon people would quickly put a stop to 
polygamy, and would with vigor and energy exercise complete 
independence in all political matters. 

It is my judgment that the masses of the Mormon people in- 
tended to live up to the promises made by their leaders to the 
Government when statehood for Utah was secured. They be- 
lieved their leaders were sincere in entering into the compact 
with the Government that polygamy and polygamous relations 
would cease and that the church would not interfere in politics. 

It is the constituted authorities of the organization that the 
Government has to contend with and not the masses of the people. 

So long.as polygamy and polygamous relations are openly 
maintained by the leaders of this organization, and so long as 
the ruling authorities of the church claim and exercise the right 
to dominate the State politically, just so long will polygamous 
relations continue, and just so long will the political power of 
the church authorities be maintained and strengthened. The 
followers and the great masses of the people will take the ex- 
ample of their leaders, and will be guided by their counsel in all 
things. 

The hopes of the masses of the people are in the Government, 
and in them the Government has an ally in so far as their hopes 
and wishes will aid. 

It is only fair, I think, for me to say—and I am glad the 
distinguished Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] treated 
upon it the other day—that there is a branch of the Mormons, 
called the “ Josephites,“ who ought to be separated clearly in 
the minds of all Senators from the Brighamite Mormons. The 
Josephites claim that they are the custodians of the church as 
it was founded. They claim that Brigham Young has inter- 
jected doctrines into the church which the Mormons did not ac- 
cept in the beginning. At any rate, however that may be, the 
Josephite Mormons, with their headquarters at Lamoni, in the 
State of Iowa, and wherever they are, no matter in what part 
of the country, are among the best of our citizens in all re- 
spects. They do not believe in polygamy; they never practiced 
polygamy. They discountenanced it. They do not believe in 
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church dictation in political affairs. They are the same as 
other church organizations, and to their religion no one has any 
objection. I am glad to call the attention of Senators to it, so 
that in the future we may not confuse the Josephite with the 
Brighamite Mormons. 

I have in this brief sketch endeavored to convey an idea as 
to what the Mormon organization is. There has been no change 
in the spirit or intent of the Brighamite branch of the Mormon 
Church, to which Apostle Smoor owes his complete allegiance, 
from its beginning down to the present day. Its methods in 
carrying out its objects differ from time to time and in differ- 
ent localities as the exigency demands. The Mormon Church is 
a government of its own in all things, and demands and re- 
ceives of its followers their first and highest allegiance. Wher- 
ever it is sufficiently strong it completely dominates the State 
politically, as in Utah, and where it has a large minority of the 
population it dominates the State through its great balance of 
power, as in Idaho and Wyoming. 

One of its chief tenets is the divine right of polygamy, to the 
practice of which it has clung tenaciously during all the years, 
and to which it tenaciously adheres to-day. 

From its very inception this organization has been a menace 
to our form of government, and has been bitterly assailed wher- 
ever it has located itself by American citizens who have come 
in contact with it. There has been a perpetual conflict between 
it and the Government, with the exception of a few years 
following the issuance of the manifesto in 1890. I will refer 
to this later on in my remarks and giye the reasons why there 
was a temporary cessation of hostilities between the United 
States Government and the government of the church during 
these years. 

So opposed are the teachings and practices of this organiza- 
tion to the ordinary conception of what constitutes American 
citizenship and so offensive have been its practices that every 
President of the United States, from Buchanan down to McKin- 
ley, has called attention in his messages to Congress to the ne- 
cessity for the most stringent legislation in restraint of their 
treasonable and obnoxious practices.. 

I should like to read the messages of Presidents Buchanan, 
Grant, Hayes, Garfield, Arthur, and Cleveland (during his first 
term), but, with the consent of the Senate, will content myself 
by haying them made a part of my argument. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
matter referred to by the Senator from Idaho will be printed in 
the Record as part of his remarks. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


EXTRACT FROM FIRST ANNUAL MESSAGE OF PRESIDENT BUCHANAN, 


A Territorial government was established for Utah by act of Con- 
gress ig jeg the 9th September, 1850, and the Constitution and laws 
of the United States were thereby extended over it “so far as the same 
or any provisions thereof wy applicable.” This act provided for 
the appointment by the President, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, of a governor (who was to be ex officio superintendent of 
Indian 3 a secretary, three judges of the supreme court, a mar- 
shal, and a istrict attorney. Subsequent acts provided for the ap- 
pointment of the officers necessary to extend our land and our Indian 
system over the Territory. Bri, Young was appointed the first 

overnor on the 20th September, 1850, and has held the office ever since. 

hilst Governor Young has been both governor and superintendent of 
Indian affairs throughout this period, he has been at the same time the 
head of the church called the tter-Day Saints, and professes to gov- 
ern its members and dis of their property by direct inspiration and 
authority from the Almighty. His power has been, therefore, absolute 
over both church and state. 

The people of Utah almost exclusively belong to this church, and 
believing with a fanatical spirit that he is governor of the ‘Territor: 
by divine appointment, they 8 his commands as if these were di- 
rect revelations from heaven. „ therefore, he chooses that his gov- 
ernment shall come into collision with the Government of the United 
States, the members of the Mormon Church will yield implicit obe- 
dience to his will, Unfortunately, existi facts leave but little 
doubt that such is his determination. ithout entering upon a 
minute history of occurrences, it is sufficient to say that all the offi- 
cers of the United States, judicial and executive, with the single ex- 
ception of two Indian agents, have found it necessary for their own 
personal safety to withdraw from the Territory, and there no longer 
remains any government in Utah but the despotism of Brigham Young. 
This being the condition of affairs in the Territory, I could not mis- 
take the path of duty. As Chief Executive Magistrate I was bound to 
restore the supremacy of the Constitution and laws within its limits. 
In order to effect this purpose I appointed a new governor and other 
Federal officers for Utah and sent with them a military force for their 
protection and to aid as a posse comitatus in case of need in the 
execution of the laws. 

With the religious opinions of the Mormons, as long as they remain 
mere opinions, however deplorable in themselves and revolting to the 
moral and religious sentiment of all Christendom, I had no right to 
interfere. Actions alone, when in violation of the Constitution and 
laws of the United States, become the legitimate subjects for the juris- 
diction of a civil magistrate. My instructions to vernor Cumming 
have refore been framed in strict accordance with these principles. 
At their date a hope was indulged that no necessity might exist for em- 

loying the military in restoring and maintaining the authority of the 
aw, but this hope has now vanished. Governor Young has by procla- 
mation declared his determination to maintain his porer by force, and 
has already committed acts of hostility against the United States. Un- 
less he should retrace his steps the Territory of Utah will be in a state 


He has committed these acts of hostility not- 
withstanding Major Van Vliet, an officer of the Army, sent to Utah b; 
the commanding general to purchase provisions for the troops, ha 
iven him the strongest assurances of the peaceful intentions of the 
Jovernment, and that the troops would only be employed as a posse 


of open rebellion. 


comitatus when called on by the civil authorities to aid in the execu- 
tion of the laws. 

There is reason to believe that Governor Young has long contemplated 
this result. He knows that the continuance of his despotic power de- 
pends upan the exciusion of all settlers from the Territory except those 
who will acknowledge his divine mission and implicitly obey his. will, 
and that an enlightened public opinion there would soon prostrate in- 
stitutions at war with the laws both of God and man. He has, there- 
fore, for several years, in order to maintain his independence, been in- 
dustriously employed in collecting and fabricating arms and munitions 
of war and in 1 Mormons for military affairs, As super- 
intendent of Indian affa he has had an — 5755 nity of tampering 
with the Indian tribes and exciting their hostile feelings against the 
United States. This, 8 to our information, he has accomplished 
in regard to some of these tribes, while others have remained true to 
their ae and. have communicated his intrigues to our Indian 
agents. e has laid in a store of provisions for three years, which in 
case of necessity, as be informed Major Van Vliet, he will conceal , and 
then take to the mountains and bid defiance to all the powers of the 
Government.“ 

A great part of all of this may be idle boasting, but yet no wise 
government will tightly estimate the efforts which may be ired by 
such frenzied fanaticism as exists among the Mormons in Utah. This 
is the first rebellion which has existed in our Territories, and cerns | 
itself requires that we shall put it down in such a manner that it sha 
be the last. To trifle with it would be to encourage it and to render it 
formidable. We ought to go there with such an imposing force as to 
convince these deluded people that resistance would be in vain, and thus 
spare the effusion of blood. We can in this manner best conyince them 
that we are their friends, not their enemies. In order to accomplish 
this object, it will be 3 according to the estimate of the War 
Department, to raise four additional this I earnestly 
recommend to Congress. the present moment of depression in the 
revenués of the country I am 2 to be obli, to recommend such a 
measure; but I feel confident of the support of Congress, cost what it 
may, in suppressing the insurrection and in restoring and maintainin; 
me eer gnty of the Constitution and laws over the Territory 


EXTRACT FROM THIRD ANNUAL MESSAGE OF PRESIDENT GRANT. 


In Utah there still remains a remnant of barbarism repugnant to 
civilization, to decency, and to the laws of the United States. Terri- 
torial officers, however, have been found who are willing to perform 
their duty in a spirit of equity and with a due sense of the necessity 
of sustaining the majesty of the law. Neither poly y nor any other 
violation of existing statutes will be permitted within the territory of 
the United States. It is not with the religion of the self-styled saints 
that we are now dealing, but with their practices. hey will be pro- 
tected in the worship of God 8 o the dictates of their con- 
sciences, but they will not be permitted to violate the laws under the 
cloak of religion. - 

It may be advisable fer Congress to consider what, in the execution 
of the laws against polygamy, is to be the status of plural wives and 
their offspring. ‘The proprie Pees Congress gr an enabling act au- 
thorizing the Territorial egis ture of Utah to legitimatize all children 
born prior to a time fixed the act might be justified by its humanity 
to . innocent children. This is a suggestion only, and not a recom- 
mendation. 


EXTRACT FROM SEVENTH ANNUAL MESSAGE OF PRESIDENT GRANT. 


In nearly every annual message that I have had the honor of transmit- 
ting to Congress, I have called attention to the anomalous, not to say 
scandalous, condition of affairs existing in the Territory of U and 
have asked for definite legislation to correct it. That polygamy should 
exist in a free, enlightened, and Christian country, without the power to 
punish so flagrant a crime inst decen and morality, seems pre- 
posterous. True, there is no law to sustain this unnatural vice; but 
what is needed is a Jaw to punish it as a crime and at the same time 
to fix the status of the innocent children, the offspring of this system, 
and of the possibly innocent plural wives, but as an tution polygamy 
should be banished from the land. 

EXTRACT FROM PRESIDENT HAYES’S THIRD ANNUAL MESSAGE, 


The continued deliberate violation by a large number of the prom- 
inent and influential citizens of the Territory of Utah of the laws of 
the United States for the prosecution and punishment of polygamy 
demands the attention of every department of the Government. This 
Territory has a population sufficient to entitle it to admission as a 
State, and the general interests of the nation, as well as the. welfare of 
the citizens of the Territory, require its advance from the Territorial 
form of government to the responsibilities and privil of a State. 
This important change will not, however, be approved by the country 
while the citizens of Utah in very considerable number uphold a prac- 
tice which is condemned as a crime by the laws of all civilized com- 
munities throughout the world. 

The law for the suppression of this offense was enacted with great 
unanimity by Congress more than seventeen years ago, but has re- 
mained until recently a dead letter in the Territory of Utah, because. 
of the peculiar difficulties attending its enforcement. The opinion 
widely prevailed among the citizens of Utah that the law was in con- 
travention of the constitutional ranty of religious freedom, This 
objection is now removed. The Supreme Court of the United States 
has decided the law to be within the legislative power of Congress and 
binding as a rule of action for all who reside within the Territories. 
There Is no longer any reason for delay or hesitation in Its enforce- 
ment. It should be firmly and effectively executed. If not sufficiently 
stringent In its provisions, it should be amended; and in ald of the pur- 
pose in view I recommend that more comprehensive and more searchin 
methods for preventing as well as punishing this crime be povided. 
If necessary to secure obedience to the law, the enjoyment and exercise 
of the rights and privil of citizenship in the ‘Territories of the 
United States may withheld or withdrawn from those who violate 
or oppose the enforcement of the law on this subject. 

EXTRACT FROM PRESIDENT HAYES’S FOURTH ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


It is the recognized duty and purpose of the people of the United 
States to bg hie polygamy where it now exists in our Territories and 
to prevent its extension. Faithful and zealous efforts have been made 
by the United States authorities in Utah to enforce the laws nst it. 
Experience has shown that the legislation upon this subject to be ef- 


ments, and 
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The longer 
action is delayed the more difficult it will be to accomplish what is de- 


fective requires extensive modification and amendment. 


sired. Prompt and decided measures are necessary. he Mormon sec- 
tarian organization which upholds polygamy has the whole power of 
making and executing the local legislation of the Territory. By its con- 
trol of the grand and petit juries it possesses large influence over the 
administration of justice. Exercising, as the heads of this sect do, the 


local litical power of the Territory, they are able to make effective 
thelr hostility to the law of Congress on the subject of poly. my, and, 
in fact, do prevent its enforcement. Polygamy will not abolished if 


the enforcement of the law depends on those who practice and uphold 
the crime. It can only be suppressed by taking away the political 
power of the sect which encourages and sustains 1 

The power of Congress to enact suitable laws to protect the Terri- 
tories is ample. It is not a case for halfway measures. The political 
power of the Mormon sect is increasing. It controls now one of our 
wealthiest and most populous Territories. It is extending steadily into 
other Territories. Wherever it goes it establishes Pee kam and secta- 
rlan political power. The sanctity of marriage and the family relation 
are the corner stone of our American society and civilization. Relig- 
ious liberty and the separation of church and state are among the ele- 
met ce 32 ideas of free institutions. To reestablish the interests and 

es 


princip which polygamy and Mormonism have imperiled and to fully 
reopen to intelligent and virtuous immigrants of all creeds that rt of 
our domain which has been in a great closed to general immi- 


gration by intolerant and immoral institutions, it is recommended that 
the government of the Territory of Utah be reorganized. 

I recommend that Congress provide for the government of Utah by a 
governor and judges or commissioners appointed by the President and 
confirmed by the Senate—a government analogous to the provisional 
government established for the territory northwest of the Ohio by the 
ordinance of 1787. If, however, it is deemed best to continue the ex- 
isting form of local government, I recommend that the right to vote, 
hold office, and sit on juries in the Territory of Utah be confined to 
those who neither practice nor uphold polygamy. If thorough meas- 
ures are adopted, it is believed that within a few years the evils which 
now affliet Utah will be eradicated and that this Territory will in 
good time become one of the most prosperous and attractive of the new 
States of the Union. 2 

EXTRACT FROM PRESIDENT GARFIELD’S INAUGURAL ADDRESS. 


The Constitution arantees absolute religious freedom. Congress is 
prohibited from making any law respecting an establishment of religion 
or prohibiting the free exercise thereof. e Territories of the United 
States are subject to the direct legislative authority of Congress, and 
hence the General Government is responsible for any violation of the 
Constitution in any of them. It is therefore a reproach to the Goy- 
ernment that in the most populous of the Territories the constitutional 
guaranty is not enjoyed by the ple and the authority of Congress is 
set at naught. The Mormon Church not only offends the moral sense 
of 5 —.— by sanctioning polygamy, but prevents the administration 
of justice through ordinary instrumentalities of law. 

n my judgment it is the duty of Congress, while respecting to the 
uttermost the conscientious convictions and religious scruples of every 
citizen, to prohibit within its jurisdiction all criminal practices, espe- 
cially of that class which destroy the family relations and endanger 
social order. Nor can any eeclesiastical organization be safely permit- 
ted to usurp in the smallest degree the functions and powers of the 
National Government. 

EXTRACT FROM PRESIDENT ARTHUR’S FIRST ANNUAL MESSAGE TO 

CONGRESS. 

For many years the Executive, in his annual message to Congress, 
has urged the necessity of stringent ase a for the suppression of 
polygamy in the Territories, and especially in the Territory of Utah. 


he existing statute for the punishment of this odious crime, so re- 
volting to the moral and religious sense of Christendom, has been per- 
Bistentl ever since its enactment. In- 


y and 1 violated 
deed, in spite of commendable efforts on the part of the authorities 
~ who represent the United States in that Territory, the law has in ver. 

rare instances been enforced and, for a cause to which reference will 


presently be made, is practically a dead letter. 

The facts that adherents of the Mormon Church, which rests upon 
polygamy as its corner stone, have recently been pling in large 
numbers Idaho, Arizona, and other of our Western Territories is well 


calculated to excite the liveliest interest and apprehension. It im- 
poses apon Congress and the Executive the duty of arraying against 
this barbarous system all the power which under the Constitution and 
the law they can wield for its destruction. 

Reference has been already made to the obstacles which the United 
States officers have encountered in their efforts to punish violations of 
law. Prominent among these obstacles is the difficulty of procurin, 
legal evidence sufficient to warrant a conviction even in the case o 
the most notorious offenders. 

Your attention is called to a recent opinion of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, explaining its judgment of reversal in the case of 
Miles who had been convicted of bigamy in Utah. The court refers to 
the fact that the secrecy attending the celebration of marriages {n that 
Territory makes the proof of polygamy very difficult, and the propristy 
is suggested of modifying the law of evidence which now makes a wife 
incompetent to testify against her husband. 

This su tion is approved. I recommend also the passage of an 
act providing that in the Territories of the United States the fact that 

+a woman has been married to a person charged with bigamy shall not 

disqualify her as a witness upon his trial for that offense. I further 
recommend legislation by which any person solemnizing a marriage in 
any of the Territories shall be required, under stringent penalties for 
neglect or refusal to file a certificate of such marriage in the supreme 
court of the Territory. 

Doubtless Congress may devise other practical measures for ob- 
viating the difficulties which have hitherto attended the efforts to sup- 
press this iniquity. I assure you of my determined pu to co- 
operate with you in any lawful and discreet measures which may be 
proposed to that end. 

EXTRACT FROM PRESIDENT ARTHUR’S THIRD ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


The Utah Commission has submitted to the Secretary of the Interior 
the second annual report. As the result of its labors in supervising the 


recent election in at Territory, pursuant to the act of March 22, 
1882, it ap, rs that persons by that act disqualified, to the number 
of about „000, were excluded from the lis. This fact, however, 


affords little cause for congratulation, and I fear it is far from indi- 
eating any real and substantial progress toward the extirpation of 
polygamy. All the members-elect of the legislature are ormons, 

here is graye reason to believe that they are in sympathy with the 


practices that this Government is seeking to suppress, and that its 
efforts in that rd will be more likely to encounter their opposition 
than to receive their encouragement and support. Even if this view 
should happily be erroneous, the law under which the Commissioners 
have been acting should be made more effective by the incorporation of 
some such stringent amendments as they recommend and as were in- 
eluded in bill No. 2238 on the Calendar of the Senate at its last session. 

I am convinced. however, that Polygamy has become so strongly in- 
trenched in the Territory of Utah that it is profitless to attack it with 
any but the stoutest weapons which constitutional legislation can 
fashion. I favor, therefore, the repeal of the act upon which the ex- 
isting government depends, the assumption by the National Legislature 
of the entire political control of the Territory, and the establishment of 
z COA with such powers and duties as shall be delegated to it 
y law. | 

EXTRACT FROM PRESIDENT ARTHUR'S FOURTH ANNUAL MESSAGE TO 

CONGRESS. 


The report of the Utah Commission will be read with interest. 

It discloses the results of recent legislation looking to the prevention 
and punishment of polygamy in that Territory. I still believe that if 
that abominable practics can be suppressed by law it can. only be by 
755 3 radical legislation consistent with the restraints of the Còn- 
stitution. 

I again recommend, therefore, that Congress assume absolute polit- 
ical control of the Territory of Utah and provide for the appointment 
of commissioners with such governmental powers as, in its 
may justly and wisely be put into their hands. 


EXTRACT FROM PRESIDENT CLEVELAND'S FIRST ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


udgment, 


In the Territory of Utah the law of the United States passed for 
the suppression of polygamy has been energetically and faithfully exe- 
cuted during the past year, with measurably good results. A number 


of convictions have been secured for unlawful cohabitation, and in some 
cases pleas of guilty have been entered and a slic*+ punishment im- 
posed, upon a promise by the accused that they would not again offend 
against the law, nor advise, counsel, or aid or abet in any way its vio- 
tation by others. 

The Utah commissioners express the opinion, based upon such in- 
formation as they are able to obtain, that but few polygamous mar- 
riages have taken place in the Territory during the last year. They 
further report that while there can not found upon the registration 
lists of voters the name of a man actually guilty of polygamy, and 
while none of that class are holding office, yet at the last election in 
the Territory all of the officers elected, except in one county, were 
men who, shough not actually living in the practice of polygamy, sub- 
scribed to the doctrine of polygamous marriages as a divine revelation 
and a law unto all higher and more binding upon the conscience than 
any human law, local or national. Thus is the strange spectacle pre- 
sented of a community protected by a republican form of government, to 
which they owe allegiance, sustaining by their suffrages a principle and 
a belief which set at naught that obligation of absolute obedience to the 
law of the land which lies at the foundation of republican institutions. 

The strength, the perpetuity, and the destiny of the nation rest upon 
our homes, established ud the law of God, guarded by parental care, 
regulated by parental authority, and sanctified by parental love. 

These are not the homes of polygamy. 

The mothers of our land, who rule the nation as they mold the char- 
acters and guide the actions of their sons, live pecora to God's holy 
ordinances, and each, secure and happy in the exclusive love of the 
father of her children, sheds the warm light of true womanhood, un- 

rverted and unpolluted, upon all within her pure and wholesome 
amily circle. 

These are not the cheerless, crushed, and unwomanly mothers of 


lygamy. 
Po The fathers of our families are the best citizens of the Republic. 
Wife and children are the sources of patriotism, and conjugal and 

rental affection beget devotion to the country. The man who, unde- 

led with puu marriage, is surrounded in his single home with his 
wife and children has a stake in the country which inspires him with | 
respect for its laws and courage for its defense. 

hese are not the fathers of polygamous families. 

There is no feature of this peace or the system which sanctions 
it which is not opposed to all that is of value in our Institutions. 

There should be no relaxation in the firm but just execution of the 
law now in operation, and I should be glad to approve such further dis- 
creet legislation as will rid the country of this blot upon its fair fame. 

Since the people upholding lygamy in our Territories are reen- 
forced by immigration from other lands, I recommend that a law be 
passed to prevent the importation of Mormons into the country. 


EXTRACT FROM PRESIDENT CLEVELAND’S FOURTH ANNUAL MESSAGE TO 
5 CONGRESS. 

It also ~ppears from this report that 3 rior to March, 1885, 
there had ween but six convictions in the Territories of Utah and Idaho 
under the laws of 1862 and 1882, punishing polygamy and unlawful co- 
habitation as crimes, there have been since that date nearly 600 convic- 
tions under these laws and the statutes of 1887; and the opinion is 
expressed that under such a firm and vigilant execution of these laws 
and the advance of ideas opposed to the forbidden practices, polygamy 
within the United States is virtually at an end. 

Suits instituted by the Government under the provisions of the act 
of March 3, 1887, for the termination of the corporations known as the 
Perpetual Sey kes Fund Company and the Church of Jesus Christ 
of 8 ints have resulted in a decree favorable to the Govern- 
ment, declaring the charters of these corporations forfeited and escheat- 
ing their property. Such property, amounting in value to more than 
$800,000, is in the hands of a receiver pending further proceedings, an 
appeal having been taken to the Supreme Court of the United States. 


Mr. DUBOIS. I will read the second and third messages of 
President Harrison to Congress bearing on this subject. (Vol. 
IX, pages 118 and 206, Messages and Papers of the Presidents.) 
This is what President Harrison said in his second message: 


The increasing numbers and influence of the non-Mormon popula- 
tion of Utah are observed with satisfaction. The recent letter of 
Wilford Woodruff, president of the Mormon Church, in which he ad- 
vised his people “to refrain from contracting any marriage forbidden 
by the laws of the land,” has attracted wide attention, and it is 
hoped that its influence will be highly beneficial in restraining infrac- 
tions of the laws of the United States. But the fact should not be 
overlooked that the doctrine or belief of the church, that polygamous 
marriages are rightful and supported by divine revelation, remains 
unchanged. - President Wood does not renounce the doctrine, but 
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refrain: from teaching it and advises against the practice of it be- 
cause tae law is against it. Now, it is — 2 true that the law should 
not attempt to deal with the faith or belief of anyone, but it is quite 
another thing, and the only safe thing, so to deal with the Terri- 
tory of Utah as that those who believe polygamy to be rightful shall 
not haye the power to make it lawful. 


It is to be regretted that the wise and statesmaniike warn- 
ings of President Harrison were not heeded. Mr. Harrison 
said in his third. message to Congress: 


The legislation of Congress for the repression of polyamy has, after 
years of resistance on the part of the rmons, at last brought them 
to the conclusion that resistance is 5 and unayailing. The 
power of Congress over this subject should not be surrendered until 
we have satisfactory evidence that the ple of the State to be created 
would exercise the exclusive power of the State over this subject in 
the same way. The question is not whether these le now obey 
the laws of Congress against polygamy, but, rather, would they make 
enforce, and maintain such laws t selves if absolutely free to regu- 
late the subject? We can not afford to experiment with this subject, 
for when a State is once constituted the act is final and any mistake 
irretrievable. No compact in the enabling act could, in my opinion, 
be binding ‘or effective. 


I will not read, but, with the consent of the Senate, will have 
inserted as a part of my remarks the manifesto of President 
Woodruff, in which he promises a cessation of polygamous liv- 
ing and an abandonment and giving up of that practice, and 
also a petition for amnesty signed by the authorities of the 
Mormon Church to President Harrison, in which they set forth 
that they will in the future cease living in polygamous rela- 
tions, cease dominating the State politically, and beg the Presi- 
dent of the United States for amnesty for their past crimes. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 


OFFICIAL DECLARATION. 
To whom it may concern: 


Press dispatches having been sent for political purposes from Salt 
Lake Oe which have been widely published, to the effect that the Utah 
Commission, in their recent report to the Secretary of the Interior, al- 
lege that plural marriages are still being solemnized and that forty or 
more such marriages have been contracted in Utah since last June 
or during the past year; also that in public discourses the leaders of 
the church have taught, encouraged, and urged the continuance of the 
practice of polygamy. 

I, therefore, as president of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter- 
Day Saints, do hereby, in the most solemn manner, declare that these 
charges are false. e are not teaching polygamy, or plural marriage, 
nor permitting any person to enter into its practice, and I deny that 
either forty or any other number of plural marriages have, during that 
perica, been solemnized in our temples or in any other place in the 

rritory. 

One case has been reported in which the parties alleged that the 
marriage was ormed in the endowment house, in Salt Lake City, 
in the spring of 1889, but I have not been able to learn who per- 
formed the ceremony; whatever was done in this matter was without 
my wl In consequence of the alleged oceurrence the endow- 
ment house was, by =e instructions, taken down without delay. 

Inasmuch as laws have been enacted by Congress forbidding plural 
marriages, which laws have been pronounced constitutional by the 
court of last resort, I hereby declare my intention to submit to those 


laws and to use my influence with the members of the church over 
which I preside to have them do likewise. 
There nothing in my teachings to the church or in those of my 


associates during the time specified which can be reasonably construed 
to inculcate or encourage polygamy, and when any elder of the church 
any such teachings he has 


has used la ge which appeared to conve: 
been prompt reproved. Rha I now publicly declare that my advice lawf 


to the 5 Saints is to refrain from 
forbidden by the law of the land. 
FORD WOODRUFF, 


Wir. 
President of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints. 
PETITION. 


contracting any marriage 


To the President: S 

We, the first presidency and apostles of the Church of Jesus Christ of 
Latter-Day Saints, beg respectfully to present to Your Excellency the 
following facts: 

We formerly taught to our people that polygamy, or celestial mar- 
riage, as commanded by God through Joseph Smith, was right; that it 


t doctrine was publicly promulgated by our president, the late 
Brigham Young, forty years ago, and was steadily taught and impressed 
upon the Latter-Day Saints up to a short time before September, 1890: 
Our people are devout and sincere and they accepted the doctrine and 
many personally embraced and 5 polygamy. 

When the Government sought to stamp the practice out our people, 
almost without exception, remained firm, for they, while having no 
desire to Spoo the Government in anything, still felt that their lives 
and their honor as men were pl to a vindication of their faith, 
and that their duty toward those whose lives were a part of their own 
was a paramount one, to fulfill which they had no right to count any- 
thing, not even their own lives, as standing in the way. Following this 
conviction hundreds endured arrest, trial, fine, and imprisonment, and the 
immeasurable suffering borne by the faithful people no language can 
describe. That suffering. in abated form. still continues. 

More, the Government added disfranchisement to its other punish- 
ments for those who rig Sg their faith and fulfilled its covenants. 

According to our faith the head of our church receives, from time to 
time, revelations for the religious guidance of his people. 

In September, 1890, the present head of the church, in anguish and 
prayer, cried to God for h for his flock, and received the permission 
to advise the members of the Church of Jesus Christ of tter-Day 
Saints that the law commanding polygamy was henceforth suspended. 

At the great semiannual conference which was held a few days later 
this was submitted to the people, numbering many thousands, and repre- 
senting every community of the poopie of Utah, and was by them in 
the most solemn manner eres Sg as future rule of their lives. 

They have since been fal l of the convenant made that day. 

At the Iate October conference, after a year had passed by, the matter 


-was a necessity to man’s highest exaltation in the life to come. 


thered together, - 


was once more submitted to the thousands of nee 55 : 
e solemn coye- 


and they again, in the most potential manner, rat 


nant. 

This being the true situation, and believing that the object of the 
Government was simply the vindication of its own authority and to 
compel obedience to its laws, and that it takes no pleasure in persecu- 
tion, we 8 pray that full amnesty may be extended to all who 
are under disabilities because of the operation of the so-called Bd- 
munds and Edmunds-Tucker laws.” Our ple are scattered, homes 
are made desolate, many are still imprisoned, others are ed or in 
hiding. Our hearts bleed for these. In the past they followed our 
—— and while they are thus afflicted our souls are in sackcloth and 
ashes. 

We believe there are nowhere in the Union a more loyal people than 
the Latter-Day Saints. They know no other country except this. They 
expect to live and die on this soll. 

chen the men of the South who were in rebellion against the Gov- 

ernment, in 1865 threw down their arms and asked for tion 

song the old lines of citizenship the Government hastened to grant 
eir prayer. 

To be at peace with the Government and in harmony with their 
fellow-citizens who are not of their faith, and to sbare in the confi- 
dence of the Government and people our ple have voluntarily put 
5 which all their lives they have believed to be a sacred 
principle. 

Have they not the right to ask for such clemency as comes when the 
claims of both law and justice have been fully liquidated? 

As shepherds of a pn and suffering people we ask amnesty for 
them and pledge our faith and honor for their future. 

And your petitioners will ever pray. 

WILFORD WOODRUFF. 
GEORGE Q. CANNON, 
JOSEPH F. SMITH. 
LORENZO Snow. 
FRANKLIN D. RICHARDS. 
MOSES THATCHER. 
Francis M. LYMAN. 


Mr. DUBOIS. I will read the proclamation of President Har- 
rison granting amnesty: 


H. J. GRANT. 
. JOHN HENRY SMITH. 
Joun W. TAYLor. 

M. W. MERRILL. 
ANTHON H. LUND. 
ABRAHAM H. CANNON. , 


WASHINGTON, D. C., January 4, 1893. 

Whereas Congress by a statute approved March 22, 1882, and by 
statutes in furtherance and amendment thereof, defined the crimes of 
bi y, polygamy, and unlawful cohabitation in the Territories and 
other places within the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States, 
and prescribed a penalty for such crimes; and 
Whereas, on or about the 6th day of October, 1890, the Church 
of the Latter-Day Saints, commonly known as the Mormon Church,” 
through its president, issued a manifesto proclaiming the purpose of 
said church no longer to sanction the practice of polygamous marriages, 
and calling upon all members and adherents of said church to o the 
laws of the United States in reference to said subject-matter ; s 

Whereas it is represented that since the date of said declaration the 
members and adherents of said church have generally obeyed said laws 
— have abstained from plural marriages polygamous cohabitation ; 


an 

Whereas by petition dated December 19, 1891, the officials of said 
church, pledging the membership thereof to a faithful obedience to the 
laws against plural marriage and unlawful cohabitation, have Ro geo 
te me to grant amnesty for t offenses against said la w re- 


To a 75 large number of influential non-Mormons residing in the 
erritories have also strongly urged; and 
Whereas the Utah Commission, in their report bearing date Septem- 


ber 15, 1892, recommend that said petition be granted and said amnesty 

roclaimed under pro conditions as to the future observance of the 
— 5 with a view to the encouragement of those now disposed to become 
Ma chorea ating: th p t two years such amnesty has been granted 

ereas aurin, e n 

individual applicants ia very large number of cases, conditioned upon 
the faithful observance of the laws of the United States against un- 
r ul cohabitation, and there are now g many more such appli- 
cations : 

Now, therefore, I, Benjamin Harrison, President of the United States, 
by virtue of the powers in me vested, hereby declare and grant a 
full amnesty and pardon to all persons Hable to the penalties of said 
act by reason of unlawful cohabitation under the color of poly ms or 
plural marriage who have, since November 1, 1890, abstained from such 
unlawful cohabitation; but upon the 2 condition that they shall 
in the future faithfully obey the laws of the United States hereinbefore 
named, and not otherwise. Those who shall fail to avail themselves of 
the clemency hereby offered will be vigorously prosecuted. 

BENJAMIN HARRISON. 

By the President: 

Jonx W. FOSTER, Secretary of State. 

Mr. President, I call attention to these messages of the 
Presidents for two purposes: One, to indicate the views of our 
former Executives; the other, to mark the contrast between 
them and the present occupant of the White House. Mormon- 
ism is more insidious, more dangerous, and a greater menace to 
eur Government and civilization to-day than it was at any par- 
ticular period when these messages were addressed to Con- 
gress. Yet President Roosevelt does not deem the subject 
worthy of mention in a message filled with suggestions. A 
majority of a great committee of the Senate, after patient and 
exhaustive research, have reported that REED Smoor is not en- 
titled to his seat as a Senator. It was not a partisan report. 
It should not be a partisan subject. No President heretofore 
has made it a matter of partisan politics. President Roose- 
velt has. 

Mr. President, I can not help but think that my position would 
be similar to that of a Senator from the South if he were asked 
to make a plea against negro domination in the South to an audi- 
ence having the power to grant him relief, but which was ig- 
norant of the subject in its detail. I imagine if I were a Sen- 
ator from the State of Mississippi and were called upon to plead 
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for the American white citizenship of the South to a body 
powerful enough to grant relief, I would confine myself to the 
State of Mississippi, because negro domination in Mississippi is 
the same as negro domination in North Carolina or elsewhere. 

I should like to make an impression on the Senate and the 
country, because I stand as the last representative of the Ameri- 
can citizenship of the Rocky Mountain country opposed to the 
domination of the Mormon hierarchy in our politics; and I 
think perhaps it would be as well for me to do as I imagine I 
would do if I were from the South. I have lived among these 
people for a quarter of a century, for more than twenty-five 
years. I went there from Illinois, after having been graduated 
from an eastern college. I knew nothing of the Mormons. My lot 
fell there. My life has been spent there. Mormons everywhere 
are the same, and perhaps I had better tell you of conditions as 
they have been and now are in Idaho rather than to deliver a 
thesis on the Mormon question. 

When, in 1880, I went to Blackfoot, where I now live, the 
polygamists were on all sides. They held the high church posi- 
tions, the high official positions. No one could be preferred, 
either ecclesiastically or politically, unless he were a polygamist. 
There were no laws on the statute books then by which they 
could be punished, and I am sorry to say that in my State— 
Idaho—there are now no laws on our statute books by which 
they can be punished there. That has been my contention in 
my State—that we pass laws; but we can not; we are power- 
less. 

That entire western country was divided into Territories in 
those days— Montana, Utah, Idaho, Wyoming, Washington, the 
Dakotas. We had no Senators or Representatives in Congress 
then. If we had none now we would put an end to this 
question, as we did then, because then so flagrant had become 
the practices of this organization that the prayers and en- 
treaties which went up from that western country finally 
reached your ears here in the East, penetrated your minds, and 
in March, 1882, Congress passed the Edmunds Act, which pro- 
vided for the punishment of- those living in unlawful cohabita- 
tion. 

I had much to do with the enforcement of that act. Under 
it hundreds and thousands of Mormons were sent to the peni- 
tentiary for unlawful cohabitation, hundreds of them in south- 
eastern Idaho. In no case did a judge ever sentence a convicted 
Mormon until he asked him the question, “ Will you, in the 
future, agree to obey the laws of your country?” If the con- 
victed one said, “I will,” the judge allowed him to go free on 
his own parole. But in no instance did one of these convicted 
Mormons agree that in the future he would obey the laws of his 
country. The Mormons are very technical, and perhaps their 
defenders will be as technical; so I will qualify that statement 
by saying Bishop Sharp, in Utah, did agree to obey the laws of 
the country, and he was removed from office and pursued by 
the church in consequence thereof, so that no other Mormon at- 
tempted it. 

The political domination of the Mormon leaders over their 
followers was as absolute then as it is now. There was a little 
difference in methods. They were more open and brutal then. 
Now they are more covert. Now they employ men by making 
them governors and Senators and Representatives to say there 
is no such thing. Then they made no pretense of conceal- 
ment. 

Conditions had become such in Idaho that there was organized 
an anti-Mormon party in the southeastern belt of Idaho which 
embraced every non-Mormon. In a fierce campaign, because in 
that great county the Mormons and Gentiles were about equally 
divided, the anti-Mormons won. They sent six members to the 
Territorial legislature of Idaho out of thirty-six. The senti- 
ment of the Territory had been aroused. The good people from 
the other sections stood with the anti-Mormons of the southeast, 
and they passed through the Idaho legislature a test oath, so- 
called, under the provisions of which no Mormon yoted or held 
office in Idaho for ten years. 

Neither the Edmunds Act nor our action in Idaho seemed to 
make any impression on the Mormon people. They were just 
the same. They were just as defiant. So in 1887 Congress 
passed the Edmunds-Tucker Act, which provided additional 
penalties against these people and, amongst other things, took 
away from them their vast church belongings. ‘Chink of it, 
my brother Senators. From the beginning to this day and now 
and forever wherever there are Mormons living with Gentiles 
there is this perpetual conflict; and in the past Congress took 
away from it its church belongings, its church property. Would 
the American citizenship there during all these years do all 
those things to persecute any religious sect on account of its 
religion? Would your fellow American citizens there be making 
this fight now on account of anybody’s religion? Does it not 
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occur to the Mermons themselves, or to you, perhaps, that there 
is something inherently wrong in their organization or else this 
conflict would not be perpetual? 

Congress took away their property and put it into the hands 
of the United States marshal as a receiver. This did not seem 
to affect the Mormons. Congress contemplated other legisla- 
tion. So that finally here they were, going to the penitentiary 
by the thousands; their church property had been taken away 
from them; they were disfranchised in one of the Territories; 
bills were pending in Congress, the Struble bill amongst others, 
to disfranchise them everywhere. They were sorely beset. Their 
leaders were in hiding or in the penitentiary. ‘Their followers 
had left their families and fled into the mountain fastnesses to 
evade the officers of the law. It was a trying time. And in ad- 
dition to that there was then what I am sorry to say I do not 
observe now—a movement among the younger members of the 
church against the leaders. 

The younger members then said to the leaders, “ You must 
give up this unequal contest. You can not carry on this struggle 
against the great power of the United States. You must live as 
other citizens live. You must obey the laws of the land. You 
must yield or we will be destroyed.” Pressed on all sides, by 
the Government from without, by their younger men from 
within, President Woodruff, on the 25th day of September, 1890, 
issued a manifesto to the world that from that time on there 
would be no more polygamous living, there would be no more 
dictation by this organization in political affairs. 

Unless one were in that fight in southeastern Idaho and in 
Utah in those days, he can not begin to comprehend or realize 
the sigh of relief which went up from our friends when that 
manifesto was issued. We had stood for ten years solidly ar- 
rayed one against the other—the Mormons there, the Gentiles 
here. We scarcely spoke to one another. We had no business 
or social relations. Life was hardly worth the living, so in- 
tense was the conflict. They were contending for what they 
thought to be a religious principle; we were contending for . 
the sanctity and purity of the American home; and to-day in 
Utah and Idaho, in the southeastern part, the Gentiles are once 
more united, making a fight for the sanctity and the purity of 
the home, and once more they will win the fight. 

We took the Mormons by the hand and said to them, “ Let us 
forget past animosities; let us bury differences, and together 
we will live as American citizens and here build up a young 
Commonwealth to be the pride of our sister States.” Every 
party hastened to remove the restrictions against the Mormons. 
I myself was the first. I think I can say—and I think my col- 
league will not charge me with egotism when I say—that at 
that time I was the undisputed leader of the Republican party 
of my State. I was its representative in this Chamber. I sent 
a letter to the chairman of our State committee on this subject, 
dated July 24, 1892, which I wish to read. I had just been 
elected to a six-year term in the Senate: 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. C., July 24, 1892. 


Chairman Republican State Central Committee, 
Boise City, Idaho. 

Sir: Your telegram inviting me to meet the Republican editors of 
the State on August 1 to consult with them regarding plans and meas- 
ures and policies which will best tend to maintain the supremacy of 
Republican principles is at hand. 

here is a local 1 still with us and with which our party 
has contended united i and aggressively for many years. I refer to the 
Mormons. I would like to be with you all to exchange views fairl 
and freely in regard to it. There is a law on our statute hooks whic 
disfranchises them. So long as it remains there it is the duty of every 
ford citizen to see that it is obeyed. The Mormons themselves will ` 

quick to recognize the absolute necessity for this if, as they claim, 
they are now law-abiding citizens in every sense of the word. 

Bad laws should be repealed. Laws which have been enacted to cure 
certain evils and which are harsh in their provisions, and in their 
workings make hardships for individuals, should likewise be promptly 
n when they have served their ‘tho nee and have cured the evils 
which they are enacted to correct. e Republican party has always 
been the party of liberty and progress, and it Is its boast that it guar- 
antees a free ballot and a fair count to every citizen, however humble. 
The course of our party on the Mormon question in Idaho in the past 
is one of which we may all feel justiy proud. We made it a question 
of party fealty that its members should demand that the Mormons 
should give up polygamy and that the leaders of the Mormon Church 
should not exercise political control over their followers. Our party 
demanded that there should be no union of church and state, and that 
the individual members of the Mormon Church should be allowed to 
exercise, untrammeled, perfect freedom of action in all political affairs. 
The people of the State sustained our party in this position. The Mor- 
mons have acknowledged that we were right by openly and repeatedly 
proclaiming that they have abandoned polygamy and that their leaders 
no longer attempt nor will they attempt to use their positions to influ- 
ence the 2 — of their followers in political matters. If this is so, 
if polygamy has been given up for all time, if members of the Mormon 
Chureh are taking sides with the different parties according to their 
individual judgment and as their conscience dictates, the pavucan 
party should be the first to extend to them the right hand of fellowship 
and to use its best endeavors to make them feel welcome as full citizens 


in every sense of the word. Our party, as a party, can not afford and 
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will nat prosecute any class of men for past mistakes nor through 
R to each one present individually my best wishes, and 
accept my sincere regrets that I can not be with you. 
3 Yours, very truly, 

Frep T. DUBOIS. 

The church not only issued the manifesto, but a plea for am- 
nesty was sent to President Harrison, signed by the authorities 
of the church, in which plea they set forth that from that time 
on there would be no more polygamous living nor would they 
dictate in political affairs, and asking pardon for past offenses. 
The authorities of the Mormon Church are twenty-six in num- 
ber—the president and his two counselors, the twelve apostles, 3 
patriarch, three high bishops, and seven presidents of the seven- 
ties, making twenty-six. But as a matter of fact, as was shown 
in the testimony, the authority is exercised by and resides in the 
first presidency and the twelve apostles. Every one of them 
signed this plea for amnesty, saving, I think, two, who were in 
Europe. They signed their names. These authorities have full 
_ control over their followers in all things. They speak for them, 

and when the president of the church receives a revelation from 
God it is binding on the church. 

This manifesto of President Woodruff came to him as a reve- 
lation from God. That sounds queer in the United States Sen- 
ate, but there is not a Mormon anywhere who does not believe 
that the president of his church receives communications di- 
rectly from God Almighty—not one. In addition to that, when 
the president of this church receives a revelation from God and 
submits to the people of the church and they accept it, it is 
binding on them as a command from God. This manifesto re- 
ceived by the president from God Almighty was submitted to 
the Mormon people in conference shortly after its reception. 
There gather in the great temple in Salt Lake City twice in every 
year ten to fifteen thousand of the leaders of this church in their 
great conferences. At their first conference shortly after the 
manifesto was received it was submitted to the people, and 
these ten or fifteen thousand, speaking for all the people, with 
uplifted hands ratified and accepted the manifesto. And again, 
six months afterwards, in another conference the Mormon people 
accepted this manifesto which came to their president as a reve- 
lation from God. That is the record. 

As I say, no one can understand the joy with which we ac- 
cepted the changed conditions. The Republican party and the 
Democratic party in their first State conventions after the 
manifesto put planks in their platforms favoring the repeal of 
the statutes making effective our test oath, and in the legis- 
lature which followed, the legislature of 1893-94, the statutory 
provisions making effective our test oath were repealed, I think, 
without a dissenting voice. Gradually, too, since then all other 
statutes in Idaho reflecting on these people have been repealed. 
Gradually all your Congressional action has been repealed. 
The Edmunds-Tucker Act and the Edmunds Act were wiped out 
by statehood. You have restored to them their church property, 
and in 1896 we gave statehood to Utah, and it stood there as a 
sovereign State, with no law against it except those of its own 
manufacture and to be enforced by itself. 

Things went along quietly after the manifesto and until 
statehood was secured for Utah. It was not long after that, 
however, before the signs became ominous, and I will tell you 
a few things which happened which have caused the renewal 
of this contest. It was none of our seeking; it was forced upon 
us by the church itself. 

In the election of 1902 there appeared in southeastern Idaho 
a polygamous apostle, John Henry Smith, from Utah; a polyga- 
mous apostle, Mathias F. Cowley, of Utah, and a polygamous 
apostle, Francis Lyman, of Utah, all Republicans, who went 
among the Mormons and told them how they should yote. We 
all understood what it meant. That portion of Idaho was then 
Democratic. In the early days, when the Republican party was 
passing the Edmunds Act, there was not a Republican Mormon 
in Idaho; every Mormon in Idaho was a Democrat. There is 
not a Democratic Mormon in Idaho now. 

I went down to one of the Mormon counties, Oneida, a Demo- 
cratic county then, as they were divided. There was David L. 
Evans running for the State senate. His brother Lorenzo was 
chairman of the Democratic county committee. Both were 
Mormons. I met them. I said, “We are beaten; the church 
once more is taking possession of our politics.’ They said, 
“Yes, it is;“ and David L. Evans, one of the brainest men 
of the organization, wanted to withdraw the county ticket; but 
finally he concluded to let it go through. Matthias F. Cowley, 
the polygamist apostie of the Mormon Church from Utah, was 
going into this county of Oneida, distributing the Republican 
ticket to the church people, telling them it was the will of the 
Lord, and that they must obey Him politically as they did in 
spiritual affairs. After that, of course, they were successful. 


XLI——22 


In the legislature following the election in Idaho of 1902-3 
this same polygamous apostle, John Henry Smith, of Utah, 
appeared at Boise City to pass a resolution through the Idaho 
legislature for a new constitutional convention to take the test 
oath out of the Idaho constitution. He testified about it before 
this committee, and so did Gentiles. He went to the leading 
Republicans there. He went to Governor Morrison, the Re- 
publican governor. John Henry Smith himself testifies that 
Morrison tried to dissuade him. I do not know that it had 
any bearing on it or not. Governor Morrison was a worthy 
gentleman, apparently a good governor. We generally give 
our governors two terms. He was not renominated. The 
solid Mormon vote was against him for renomination. Whether 
it was on account of the advice he gave John Henry Smith or 
not, I will not say. The editor of the Boise Stateman testified 
before the Committee on Privileges and Elections that John 
Henry Smith came to him and said: “I want a constitutional 
convention to take the test oath out of your constitution.” He 
asked, Why do you want to take it out?“ He said, “ Because 
it is obnoxious to our people.” He replied, Lou can not take 
it out. The people of Idaho will not submit to it. You will 
destroy the Republican party if you attempt it.” 

All the Republican leaders apparently gave him the same 
advice, and they thought they had dissuaded him, because he 
left the city. But he came back in about ten days and he 
slipped so quietly a resolution through the legislature calling 
for a constitutional convention, the avowed object of which was 
to take the test oath out, that no one knew it. It was not 
published in any paper. No one knew that we were to be con- 
fronted with such a question as that for six or eight months 
after its passage, and when the attention of the people of the 
State was called to the fact there was a protest from one end 
to the other, so much so that the attorney-general of the State, 
in answer to a communication, delivered an opinion, which was 
published, that the resolution had been improperly passed and, 
therefore, could not be submitted to the people. The only 
thing that restrained them was the knowledge on their part 
that the people of Idaho were not yet sufficiently educated to 
stand for that; the Mormons must be a little more patient before 
they can lead the people of Idaho up to that step, because unless 
that provision was in our constitution of Idaho to-day we would 
be as helpless as they are in Utah. 

I know the attorney-general would not have rendered that 
opinion except for fear of the consequences, because the attor- 
ney-general then was a Mormon. The attorney-general then 
was a polygamist, and I stated time and time again in Idaho 
without contradiction that the attorney-general of Idaho, three 
years ago occupying the highest judicial office in that State, 
took a polygamous wife while attorney-general, and we can not 
pass laws in Idaho to punish him. 

To show the utter subseryiency to the Mormon power and 
the care which they exercise for their material interests, the 
same legislature in Idaho of 1902 and 1903 passed a sugar- 
bounty bill, which provided for the payment of a cent a pound 
on manufactured sugar for the first year and half a cent a 
pound for the second year and a flat bonus of $20,000 for 
the sugar factories. It did not provide a bounty for the 
grower of the beet, the farmer. It gave it to the manufac- 
turer, to the manufactured product, to the factory. There are 
three sugar-beet factories in full operation in Idaho now, one 
in my town, Blackfoot, with a capacity of 500 tons a day; one 
in my county, at Idaho Falls, with a like capacity, and an- 
other one in the adjacent county of Fremont, at Sugar City, 
with a capacity of 1,000 tons a day. 

The president of the Mormon Church and the polygamous 
apostles are the directors of every one of these factories. So 
this legislature voted directly to the Mormon Church some three 
or four hundred thousand dollars as a bounty. They have put 
the Gentiles of that State to paying tithings the same as the 
Mormons. z 

The auditor of the State, one of the most capable auditors we 
have had, serving his first term, refused to pay the bounty when 
they presented it. The Mormons refused very promptly to re- 
nominate him as State auditor. The Democratic party of the 
State, however, called attention to these facts which I have 
narrated, and up to date the Republican party has not yet paid 
that bounty. But they passed the law, and it is there to-day. 
My judgment is that it is unconstitutional; but whether it is 
or not, the law was passed. 

These were large incidents in Idaho. There were many 
smaller ones. At about the same time the apostle from Utah 
was elected a Senator of the United States from Utah. The 
right to his seat was questioned. An investigation was had. I 
happened to be a member of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections before I knew there was such a man as RsED Smoot, 
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I was on that committee when his case came before it. I heard 
all of that appalling testimony which has brought the blush of 
shame to the cheek of every right-thinking and pure-minded per- 
son in the world. I heard it all. 

. There come times to you, to every one of us, in our lives 
when we pause for most serious meditation. We are confronted 
with our conscience. There is an easy way for us to go, but 
there is a conscience which says you must go the other. It 
comes to all of us in our lives. It came to me. When I heard 
that testimony and when these occurrences took place in Idaho 
I thought of the bitter fight of ten years of my early manhood. 
When it was finished I thought no power on earth could induce 
me to enter upon another such. I wanted to flee from it all. 

On the other hand, there were the people of Idaho, who had 
honored me far beyond any deserts of mine for twenty years. 
For twenty years, no matter to what party I had belonged, 
they had made me their leader. They were there, those good 
men and women, to follow again in a fight for American citi- 
zenship. I had to quit or I had to fight. It was none of my 
seeking. 

I heard that testimony. You are all familiar with it. I shall 
not go into it in great detail. The president of the church, 
the president of the quorum of twelve apostles, who will be- 
come president of the church if he outlives the president, and 
the first five apostles in line of succession to the presidency 
all testified that they are now living in the polygamous rela- 
tion, and everyone of them had signed his name to the solemn 
covenant måde with the President of the United States to 
the people of the United States, that from that time on they 
would cease these practices. 

Some men undertake to excuse them because they are old 
eases of polygamy, entered into years ago. The president of 
the church testified, the head of the quorum of apostles testified 
that their living in the polygamous relation now was not con- 
trary to the laws of God and man. I ask these apologists for 
these old polygamists, “ Where is your sympathy for the chil- 
dren? They are brought into this world to carry through life 
the awful brand that they come here contrary to the laws of 
God and man.” 

It was shown in this testimony that several of the apostles 
haye gone into new polygamy since the manifesto. It was 
proved that John W. Taylor married two sisters, he being an 
apostle of the church, at the same ceremony, in 1897, he having 
two wives at the time. 

I might say in passing that it is very common for polygamous 
Mormons to marry sisters. They do it almost invariably if the 
opportunity affords; and there is scarcely a leader among the 
Mormons in Utah to-day who is not married to two sisters. 
Joseph F. Smith himself is. This John W. Taylor, who mar- 
ried two sisters into polygamy in 1897, was one of the author- 
ities who signed his name to the amnesty plea and who was 
granted pardon by the President of the United States. Do you 
attribute to the apostle Senator from Utah so little intelligence 
as to think that he did not know of these occurrences, sitting as 
a brother apostle with Taylor? 

Abraham H. Cannon, another apostle who signed this plea 
for amnesty, married Lillian Hamlin as his wife in 1896, and 
the ceremony was performed by Joseph F. Smith, the president 
of the Mormon Church. 

I do not know how much testimony you expected the commit- 
tee to wring from the lips of reluctant Mormon witnesses. The 
chairman of the committee, the Senator from Michigan, re- 
ferred to the cases of Thatcher and Roberts from a political 
standpoint. They were candidates, respectively, for Congress 
and the United States Senate on the Democratic ticket, Thatcher 
having been nominated in the State convention. In the middle 
of the campaign the church issued a ruling that no officer of the 
chureh, from a bishop up, inclusive, could be a candidate for 
office without getting the consent of the church. Thatcher and 
Roberts were the most conspicuous Mormons of them all, the 
two most eloquent men of the church, and I think Thateher was 
the most beloved man in his church, the most beloved of any 
who has appeared among them for twenty years, and the au- 
thorities evidently intended to make a lasting example of these 
two shining lights. They had a reconvened Democratic State 
convention in Utah, which undertook to denounce this action of 
the church. Thatcher published letter after letter and made 
speech after speech, claiming that as an American citizen he 
had a right to aspire to office, notwithstanding the orders of his 
church, and Roberts did the same thing. 

They carried the controversy into the election. Their ad- 
dresses appealed to the highest type of American citizenship 
and would have been a credit to American statesmanship any- 
where Both were beaten at the polls, the Republicans win- 
ning the election. Both were candidates two years after for 


the same offices, but in the meantime Roberts had recanted, 
had written an open letter saying that the church had a right 
to dominate him and all other followers in politics. He then 
asked the consent of the church to become a eandidate for 
Congress. Consent was given by the church. Thatcher con- 
tinued his opposition. The Democrats were successful, and 
Roberts was elected to Congress. The legislature was Demo- 
cratic, and the Mormon leaders then took away from Thatcher 
his Democratic following, and finally had one Republican Mor- 
mon change his vote in order to elect some one besides 
Thatcher. 8 

REED Smoor in the committee's investigation was asked if 
it was necessary for him to get the consent of the president of 
the church to become a candidate for the United States Sen- 
ate, and he said yes. Joseph F. Smith was asked if it was nec- 
essary for Senator Smoor to get his consent, and he said it 
was. Some Senator, I think it was the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN], asked, and the same question may 
occur to you perhaps, what would become of one if he would 
insist on running notwithstanding he did not get the consent 
of the church. That question was asked, I think, of Roberts, 
but, at any rate, whoever answered the question, whatever 
Mormon it was, on the witness stand, he replied that he would 
be out of harmony with the quorum. 

Now, it does not seem probably very dreadful to you, Sena- 
tors, to be out of harmony with your quorum, but it is of con- 
siderable moment to a Mormon. Mr. Thatcher was out of har- 
mony with his quorum, and after they had beaten him out of 
the Senatorship they took away his apostleship. They dropped 
him. They took away every ecclesiastical office which he had, 
until now, I think, he is the only Mormon living who has not 
any office. They stripped him of his temporal possessions. 
They have reduced him to nothing. They made him a pitiable 
object. They destroyed him financially, ectlesiastically, phys- 
ically, and finally made him apologize abjectly in a written 
open letter to the world in which he said “ the church has a per- 
fect right to command me in all things.” That is what it means 
to be out of harmony with your quorum. 

So far as the Gentiles of Utah and Idaho are concerned, it is 
about equally as bad with them. We had a Democratic plat- 
form in Idaho in 1904, which reads as follows—this is the 1904 
platform: : y 

We demand the extermination of polygamy and unlawful cohabitation 
within the State of Idaho and the complete separation of church and 
state In political affairs. 

We had hard work to pass that plank. There were many 
Mormons in the convention. But it was finally adopted, and it 
cost the Democratic party every Mormon yote in Idaho. That 
was the sum total of the platform. That was all there was to 
it. That was in the 1904 campaign. We went before the people 
demanding the power to enact laws to punish these people and 
to separate the church from the state in politics. Finally, at 
the end of the campaign, the Republican leaders from the stump 
pledged the people that if they were given the power again they 
would enact adequate laws. That pledge was made by Governor 
Gooding and Judge Richards and two or three other leading Re- 
publicans plainly and everywhere. The people evidently took 
them at their word, because Idaho is strongly Republican, and 
they preferred to remain with their party. So they voted the 
Republicans in almost overwhelmingly ; and the first thing that 
the Republicans did when they met in legislature was to elect a 
Mormon bishop speaker. 

There was a judge, J. H. Richards, one of the leading attor- 
neys of the State, who had canvassed the entire State pledging 
the Republicans to the enactment of sufficient legislation. He is 
a man of high character and standing in the party. While he 
was making the campaign through the State he was elected to 
the legislature from Boise City, Ada County. When the legisla- 
ture assembled he introduced bills against unlawful cohabitation 
and for a ehange of venue—what we had then been demanding. 
They were carefully drawn, carefully considered bills. He intro- 
duced them. The Mormons and the Republican authorities throt- 
tied them and passed what they called an “administration bill ”— 
that is, a bill against polygamy—and, as I have demonstrated 
here to-day, you might as well pass a bill to divide the moon into 
four equal parts, so far as its effectiveness is concerned, as to 
pass a law against polygamy. It is a dead letter. They stifled . 
the bill against unlawful cohabitation, because under that we 
could punish these practices, provided we had a change of venue. 

Polygamous children are being born constantly in my State. 
We have the names, we have the dates, but we can not prose- 
cute the polygamous parents. The Mormons absolutely control 
in southeastern Idaho as they do in Utah, and even more so. If 
the officers are not Mormons, they are those who were elected 
by the Mormons and are dependent upon them, and in these 
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Mormon communities in southeastern Idaho you can not any 
more than you can in Utah proceed against these offenders; 
and not so well in Idaho, because we haye not the laws. In 
humerous instances I see their political power here as well as 
in Idaho. They have become an object of solicitude now. They 
are a political factor because they control Senators and electoral 
votes and Members of Congress. They are to be reckoned with, 
not as a criminal organization, but as a political factor. 

I will refer to an old soldier. I will not call attention to a 
number of things that I could, but will confine myself mostly to 
the political aspect of it. There was an old soldier, a major in 
the Union Army, who was holding the postmastership in the 
town of Montpelier, in Bear Lake County. It is a Mormon 
county, strongly so, but Montpelier itself is a divided town. 
From what I gather and from my knowledge I should think 
that considerably more than one-half of the business of the post- 
office at Montpelier is done by Gentiles. This Major Under- 
wood was a Gentile. His place was filled by the appointment of 
a Mormon bishop, and the Gentiles of Montpelier protested to 
me, and I went to the Departments about it. The Gentiles 
thought that they ought to have that office. I called the at- 
tention of the President and the Postmaster-General to the facts 
in the case, but without avail. I can not better tell the story 
than by reading my letters to both the President and the Post- 
master-General. The letter to the President is as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., April 22, 1906. 
To the PRESIDENT: 


I hand you herewith some papers in regard to the appointment of the 
Mormon postmaster at Montpelier, Idaho. I haye no recommendation 
to make as to the appointee. There are a number of qualified Gentiles 
in Montpelier, any one of whom would be glad to be postmaster. 

I am sure that it would be much more in the line of good govern- 
ment if Congressman FRENCH would select a postmaster from among the 
Gentiles. I think a mistake was made in displacing the present post- 
master. 5 

Unless a Gentile is . postmaster at Montpelier the very 
large Gentile population of this county will not have a representative 
in any office, county or Federal. It does seem to me that no church, 
or alleged church, is so 8 in its membership that every office in 
the county should be in the possession and under the control of this 
organization. I have an agreement with my colleague, Senator HEY- 
BURN, that the Senate will pass upon the confirmation of Mr. Winters, 
the Mormon bishop, Thursday, the 28th. I will acquiesce in your deci- 
‘sion. If you think the Gentiles, under the circumstances, are entitled 
to this position, and will ask Mr, FRENCH to recommend a Gentile and 
will get him to consent to the withdrawal of Mr. Winters for that pur- 
pose, you will gratify those in Montpelier who are not Mormons, as well 
as myself, If you think, under the circumstances, that Mr. Winters 
should be confirmed and will so intimate to me, I will raise no objection. 

I ask that you kindly give me your answer before Thursday of this 


week. 
Respectfully, 


I received no answer to that communication. 
following letter to Postmaster-General Cortelyou: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., April 30, 1906. 


FRED T. DUBOIS. 
I wrote the 


Hon. GEORGE B. CORTELYOU, 
Postmaster-Gencral, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Corretyou: I hand you herewith another 
the appointment of Marcus F. Whitman as postmaster at 
Idaho. 

I desire to call attention to this fact, that all the county offices in 
Bear Lake County, where Montpelier is situated, are held by Mormons, 
and every Federal office, excepting the post-office at Montpeller, is 
held by Mormons. 

Montpelier Is a 
being Gentiles. 

1 14008854 with the letters filed with you a little typewritten statement 
showing the vote of the ronne for President and governor and lieuten- 
ant-governor at the last election, from which it will be seen that the 
Republican vote was between 1,500 and 1,600 and the Democratic vote 
between 30% and 400. 

At the same election there was a Gentile candidate for superintendent 
of schools and for treasurer on the Republican county ticket, yet both 
of them were beaten by Mormons who were running for the same offices 
on the County Democratic ticket. 

The situation there means the disfranchisement of every American 
citizen by this political organization which calis itself a church. 

The domination of this so-called “church” in political affairs and 
the complete union of church and state is perfectly exemplified in this 
county of Bear Lake, Idaho. Under existing circumstances the Amer- 
ican citizens there are helpless so far as county affairs are concerned, 
but I do think they are entitled to the support of the National Govern- 
ment in the unequal bs in which they are engaged in trying to main- 
tain American citizenship. 

Respectfully, 


I received no answer to that communication. 

Now, I will read you the Democratic platform adopted prior 
to the last election; and when I am describing conditions in 
Idaho, I am describing conditions wherever Mormons are found, 
and these are so familiar to me that no one can dispute any 
statement which I make. There was this plank in our plat- 
form during the last election, viz: 


STATE BOARD OF HEALTH LAW. 


We pledge the party to enact a State board of health law for the con- 
pelt Be 55 and infectious diseases, and for the collection of vital 
statistics 


tition for 
ontpelier, 


Gentile town, a considerable majority of the people 


FRED T. DUBOIS. 


“who, at the time of such election, is confined in 


It was rather strange that it was necessary to put a plank of 


that sort in a political platform. Idaho is the only, State in the 
Union which does not have such a law. It is one of the most 
fayored States. Our climate is such that if vital statistics were 
published, the State would become famous as a health resort. 
Yet we can not pass a law to control contagious or infectious 
diseases or to collect vital statistics, because, of necessity, it 
carries with it a provision for a registration of births, and the 
Mormons in the legislature and the Republican leaders will not 
let us pass such a law. The Mormons say so openly. They do 
not disguise it. They say, Lou can not pass that law, because 
you could then locate the polygamists, and our people would 
not submit to it.” 

A Democratic State senator from south Idaho, in the legisla- 
ture before the last, spent almost the entire session—and he is a 
doctor—trying to get such a bill through, but he failed. The 
medical association of the State has been urging it for years. 
A Republican doctor and State senator from north Idaho spent 
the last session in trying to have a similar bill passed, and he 
failed for the same reason. We adopted our plank of 1904 in 
our last State platform demanding the extermination of po- 
lygamy and unlawful cohabitation within the State of Idaho, as 
follows: 


EXTERMINATION OF POLYGAMY AND UNLAWFUL COHABITATION, 


We demand the extermination of polygamy and unlawful cohabita- 
tion within the State of Idaho and the complete separation of church 
and state in political affairs. We pledge the 1 5 of Idaho that, in 
the event of Democratic success at the polls In November, we will make 
effective by legislative enactment the wise and patriotic declarations in 
our State constitution, contained in section 3, Article VI, which reads 
as follows: 

No pares is permitted to vote, serve as a juror, or hold any civil 
ofice who is under guardianship, idiotic, or insane; or who has, at 
any place, been convicted of treason, felony, embezzlement of the public 
funds, bartering or selling, or offering to barter or sell, his vote, or pur- 
chasing or offering to purchase the vote of another, or other infamous 
crime, and who has not been restored to the rights of citizenship, or 
prison on conviction 
of a criminal offense; or who is a bigamist or polygamist, or who is liv- 
ing in what is known as patriarchal, plural, or celestial marriage, or in 
violation of any law of this State or of the United States forbidding 
any such crime, or who in any manner teaches, advises, counsels, aids, 
or encourages any person to enter into bigamy, lygamy, or such 
patriarchal, plural, or celestial marriage, or to live in violation of any 
such law, or to commit any such crime; or who is a member of or 
contributes to the support, aid, or encouragement of any order, or- 
ganization, association, corporation, or society. which teaches, advises, 
counsels, encourages, or aids any person to enter into bigamy, polygamy, 
or such patriarchal or plural marriage, or which teaches or advises 
that the laws of this State prescribing rules of civil conduct are not 
the supreme law of the State; nor shall Chinese, or persons of Mon- 
gollan descent, not born in the United States, nor Indians not taxed, 
who have not severed their tribal relations and adopted the habits of 
civilization, either vote, serve as jurors, or hold any civil office.” 

That is the test oath, The platform further declared: 

We favor further legislation in harmony with the unanimous recom- 
mendation of our supreme court to the last session of the legislature, 
providing for a change of venue on the application of the State upon 
a proper showing on behalf of the prosecution that justice demands 
such change. 


I will say in passing that the Supreme Court of the United 
States unanimously affirmed the constitutionality of that act, 
and complimented the people of Idaho for having passed it. 
The Congress of the United States, the Senate, after great de- 
liberation, admitted Idaho to statehood with that provision in 
our constitution, knowing full well what it meant. The next 
clause of our State constitution, following immediately after 
that, says: 

Section IV, ARTICLE VI. The legislature may prescribe qualifica- 
tions, limitations, and conditions for the right of suffrage additional 


to those prescribed in this article, but shall never annul any of the pro- 
visions in this article contained. 


That is the constitution of the State of Idaho. 

Immediately after that was passed—and it was passed unani- 
mously—delegates had come there from every portion of the 
State, and the Democratic party of Idaho was in a more hope- 
less minority than it is in Vermont. Two years before that its 
candidates had not received nearly one-half of the votes of the 
State. The party had driven from their support all the Mor- 
mons; yet they were there in their seats in that convention in 
Coeur d'Alene, in the extreme north of the State. The Demo- 
cratic party put that plank in their platform which said from 
this time on no Democratic politician shall trade or barter away 
the principles and rights of the people of this State for a Mor- 
mon vote. They had no hope or expectation of winning. Every 
Democratic county convention in the Mormon counties repudi-. 
ated that platform and the Democratic party after it was passed. 
In Fremont County the Mormons nominated on the Republican 
ticket six members of the legislature, all of whom were Mormon 
bishops. ‘The other Mormons nominated what they called a 
citizens’ ticket. They also put up for the legislature six Mor- 
mon bishops. The American citizenship party there nominated 


a ticket, but it was, of course, hopelessly beaten. In my county 
of Bingham the Mormons nominated a Democratic ticket, so 
called, but they repudiated that platform, denounced the Demo- 
cratic State ticket, and put up candidates for the legislature 
pledged to yote, at any rate, against the nominees of the Demo- 
cratic State convention. In my county the Americans nominated 
a ticket; and I am proud to state that it received a great many 
more votes than the so-called Democratic ticket. 

In Oneida County they nominated four bishops on each 
ticket—three or four, I have forgotten the exact number—and 
in Bear Lake County they did the same, repudiating utterly the 
Democratic party on account of that platform. 

I will ask that the address of the chairman of the Democratic 
committee of the State of Idaho, Mr. Lockhart, be inserted in 
the Recorp. I will not read it. The address is confined entirely 
to the Mormon question. 

The address referred to is as follows: 


CHAIRMAN LOCKHART’S ADDRESS ON THE POLITICAL SITUATION. - 
To the people of Idaho: 

In view of the great consequences which will arise from the cam- 
paign of 1906, and which may reflect for good or evil the destinies of 
the people of Idaho for a long time to come, I have deemed it propor 
that a statement should be given to the people of this State relative 
to the course to be — by the Democratic State Committee, of 

which I have the honor to be the chairman. 


DEMOCRATIC STATE CONVENTION, 


A convention of the Democratic party lately held in Coeur d'Alene 
City has declared in unmistakable words that polygamy and unlaw- 
ful cohabitation must cease, and that the interference in the political 
affairs of this State by the Mormon hierarchy must stop; and it pledged 
itself, if given the power by the people at the polls, to carry into 
effect by statutes punishing such offenses, that clause of the State 
eonstitution which has heretofore been at once the bulwark of moral- 
ity and decency in the homes of this State and the weapon of defense 
against the litical domination of an unscrupulous and fish alien 
oligarchy which seeks to confuse.the religious sentiments of its people 
by directing them in thelr political actions. $ 


NO PARTISANSHIP DICTATED COURSE. 


No partisanship bas dictated the course of the Democratic pz in 
presenting this issue, for at ali times, disregarding the ibilities of 
deriving advantage by truckling to the Mormon hierarchy, the Demo- 
cratic party has sought to occupy the high und of citizenship which 
looks solely to the welfare of the State and the preservation of those 
homes which are at once the glory and safeguard of a republic. 


POLYGAMY IN IDAHO. 


We affirm unhesitatingly that polygamy is not pay racticed in this 
State, but is increasing to an alarming extent, the people of 
Idaho will intrust the affairs of government of the State of Idaho to 
the nominees of the Coeur d'Alene convention and the legislators from 
the various counties who indorse the Coeur d'Alene platform, we will 
pass such laws at the next session of the Idaho legislature as will 
enable us to prove this assertion; without laws we are po ess to 
act. We affirm that children, the future citizens of this State, are 
png born branded with illegitimacy and deprived of their legal birth- 
right, and reared in an atmosphere which must undermine their moral 
natures. To absolutely stamp out this crime, prohibited by the moral 
sense of mankind, and to rescue these little children, so that each 
may stand equal in the eyes of the law, unashamed of its parentage, 
we appeal to the motherhood of this State to stretch out 3 
a i vated the children reared in this vicious practice of unlawful co- 
n. 
WOMEN’S PRIVILEGE AND DUTY. 


The women of Idaho have been given at once a great privil and a 
great duty, and we 5 them so to act in this campaign at the 
claims made in their behalf shall be vindicated, viz, whenever a ques- 
tion of bse A should be presented to the people, the votes of the 
women would cast fearlessly for the right. Can ant women of 
Idaho, looking into the clear, innocent eyes of your ildren, fail to 
help us free the polygamous children of the curse of bastardy? Was 
it not taught on the shores of Galilee that, It were better that a 
millstone were hanged about his neck and that he be 
sea, rather than that he should offend one of these little ones.” Is 
that not living truth to-day in Idaho? Is not the question whether or 
not you will continue to permit these little ones to be offended put 
straight to the hearts of the women of Idaho to-day in this campaign; 
or whether, joining with us, you will put down forever the peice of 
polygamy in this State? There have 1 apologists for the old 

lygamists, but who, if not women of this State, shall be heard in 

fense of their young children? 


FRENCH’S TESTIMONY. 


The State of Idaho stands pilloried before the United States, placed 
there by the sworn testimony of Representative French before the REED 
Subor investigating committee of the United States Senate, where, 
sitting between two polygamous apostles of the Mormon Church, he 
unblushingly testified that the people of Idaho condoned the crime of 

lygamy and unlawful cohabitation in the cases of old 8 
Bo you, women of Idaho, condone the birth of children of old polyg- 
amists, tainted from their infancy with this r deta of crime? (Last 
July a forty-third child was born to the th poly, us wife of 
Joseph F. Smith, president of the Mormon Church.) 
this statement to stand 
women of this State repud 

CHURCH INTERFERENCE. 


No less momentous in its effects upon the future of Idaho is the 
Interference in political affairs of the Mormon hierarchy. As is well 
known, the Mormon voters hold the balance of power een the two 
great parties—the Republican and Democratic—and these Mormon 
voters are absolutely controlled by the hierarchy. It is ble for 
the authorities of the Mormon Church, sitting in Salt Lake City, to 
say to either party in Idaho: “If you will agree to our demands, we 
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will place you in power.” It can say to any individual in elther 
party: “If you agree to support measures favorable to us, we will 
make you, Senator, vernor, or put you in whatever office you may 
aspire to. Is not this great power inimical to the best interests of 
the State? Will it not build up in our polities the system of “ boss- 
ism,” 83 * — the aspirations of our le? Was not this 
or power of the Mormon,hierarchy lately exerted at Pocatello, when 

a convention in which three polygamists sat two men were permitted 
to prepare a “slate” and parcel out the offices of this State without 
regard to the cholce of the people, but always with the approval of the 
Mormon leaders? The motto of that convention seems to have been: 
“If we can please the hierarchy, the people can be disregarded.” 


APOSTLES COME TO IDAHO, 


LAST LEGISLATURE. 


Who can view the last session of the Idaho legislature without the 
blush of shame 3 his cheek? Did not Representative Ainey, a 
8 of Canyon County, stand up in the house of representatives 
and declare that he had been approached by members of the ecclesias- 
tical organization and told that if he voted for certain measures his 
usefulness as a legislator was ended? Have the men of Idaho become 
so docile in their subjection to Joseph F. Smith, of Salt Lake, that such 
a statement can be made by one of their representatives and they not 
resent it? Was it partisan politics when, acting under their constitu- 
tional duty, the SP — of the supreme court of this State wisely sug- 
gested to the legislature of this State that a change of venue bill be 
passed in the interest of justice? And yet was this Democratic politics 
when this measure adyocated by the supreme court (composed of two 
Repnblicans and one Democrat) and introduced by so prominent a Re- 
publican as Judge Richards, of Ada County, in the house, the Mormon 
speaker left the chair and, descending to the floor of the house, charac- 
terized the bill as the weapon of character assassins and with passion 
declared it an insult aimed at the Mormon people. Why? When this 
change of venue bill was being discussed in the senate Senator M 
in advocating its enactment, stated that if this bill should be passed it 
would be the death blow to polygamy, and on this statement, notwith- 
standing the recommendation of the supreme court of the State and in 
order to continue this abhorrent practice, the influence of the Mormon 
hierarchy in the senate forthwith killed it. 


POWER OF CHURCH, 


Are the citizens of Idaho, who are trying to lift Idaho to the high 
place occupied by her sister States in civic authority and public mor- 
ality, to be called partisan when they insist that laws that have proven 
efficacious in other States in preventing disease and in fostering public 
health be adopted in this State? If in agitating against the control of 
the affairs of Idaho by the Mormon hierarchy we be called par , we 

int to the experience of Doctor France, Republican representative from 

hoshone County in the last legislature, as an example of the pore of 
the church to or and defeat the best interests of this e. Doc- 
tor France, at the uest of the State medical board, introduced a 
board of health bill, whieh in effect provided the machinery for stamp- 
ing out epidemics and contagious diseases and provided for the collec- 
tion of the vital statistics of the State. Idaho is the only State of the 
American Union which has not such a law, and to the credit of the 
medical profession of the State, they endeavored to place Idaho in line 
with the best medical and scientific information by collating and copy- 
ing the best part of each law from the different States on this subject. 
Doctor France in uced this bill, and was thereupon told by the repre- 
sentatives of this Salt Lake hierarchy that if he eliminated the provi- 
sion regarding the registration of births the bill could be passed, other- 
wise it could not. upon his refusal to truckle to this plainly immoral, 
demand the bill met the same fate as its predecessors by being defeated 
at the hands of the Mormon influence. Thus to hide the evidence that 
they still preach and practice polygamy the Salt Lake hierarchy have 
exposed the people of Idaho to contagious disease and possibly death 
by keeping the State from having the necessary machinery to effectually 
quarantine against disease. : 

THE GREAT ISSUE. 


There is but one issue to be 8 to seat get of the State in 
view of these incontrovertible facts above stated, viz, whetlier or not 
the people of Idaho shall enjoy political independence and whether or 
not they shall cleanse this State of the crimes now ae practiced 
within its borders. I shall not permit the personalities of the different 
candidates to enter into the discussion, but shall insist at all times that 
the question of the sanctity of the home and political liberty is greater 
than the aspirations of any candidate: that the great question to be an- 
swered and settled at the polls in November is whether vice shall be 
effectively suppressed and individual political liberty. be preserved to 
each citizen of Idaho. We must make sure that the State lives before 
we discuss the question of politics. 


APPEAL TO PATRIOTIC CITIZENS. 


I am not apres to the partisan sentiments of the Democratic 
party, but, rather, I am addressing in this campaign all the citizens of 
daho regardless of party; to Democrats and Republicans alike, because 
their interests are being injured in the most vital places; to the women 
of Idaho, regardless of party affiliations, because crime is practiced in 
this State which particularly affects them. We have before us the ever- 
continuing strugg e of a democracy—thbe preservation of a liberty dearly 
bought and heroically maintained. It is a fight for first principles-and 
all that is most dear to men. 

Before any other question can be answered the ple of this State 
must, by their solemn votes, affirm that liberty is dearer to them than 
their party affillations and that the purity of the home must be pre- 
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served and that the children born in this great Commonwealth shall 
face the world without a stain upon their birth. For the accomplish- 
ment of these great ends I appeal to the whole people of Idaho to unite 
with the Democratic part K the pledges of its platform may be 


CAERA eek eRe ied H. W. LOCKHART, Chairman, 
Boise, IDAHO, August 30, 1906. 
Mr. DUBOIS. I will read the letter of the chairman to those 

whom he invited to speak for the Democratic party during the 

campaign. It is as follows: 


„ CHAIRMAN LOCKHART’S LETTER TO SPEAKERS. 


My Dran Sm: The campaign in this State is going to be a very 
interesting one. The greatest question to be submit to the voters 
of Idaho is whether or not the Mormon hierarchy is going to domi- 
nate in the political affairs or whether the people of this State are 
going to, settle the question this time by making it plain that the good 

ple of Idaho will never submit to church dictation of politics and 
Phe ractices of those vices which are against the moral sentiment and 
the law of the land. 

We are very anxious to enlist in this campaign the services of those 
who believe in advocating strongly a straightforward fight along the 
lines of noninterference in politics by the Mormon church and the 
eradieation of the practice of polygamy and unlawful cohabitation. 
We desire very much to have the services of such as speakers in this 
campaign, and I cordially extend to you, on behalf of the committee, 
an invitation to speak at such places and at such times as the com- 
mittee can avail themselves of your services, and we would appreciate 
it very much if you would kindly respond to this letter at your very 
earliest convenience. 

Thanking you for your prompt response, I remain, 

Yours, truly, 
. LOCKHART, 


W. H 
Chairman Democratic State Committee. 
Borse, Ipano, September 1, 1906. 


The whole campaign from beginning to end was made on the 
Mormon question. We put in our platform a plank lamenting 
the death of ex-Governor Steunenberg and calling for justice to 
be meted out to his murderers. The Republican State platform 
was entirely silent on that question. Not a-speaker, not even 
the governor himself, at the State convention said one word 
about this subject. Our recent candidate for governor is and 
was the chief justice of Idaho. As chief justice he handed 
down the decision in the Moyer-Haywood cases, denying the 
writ of habeas corpus, which decision has been affirmed by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, There was no law or order 
issue in Idaho of that kind. 

Senator HEYBURN, my colleague, made a speech in Boise City 
on Friday evening, September 14, 1906, which, I presume, you 
might call a keynote speech. I addressed the people of Boise 
from the same platform in the same theater on the Tuesday 
preceding. My colleague was kind enough to attend my meet- 
ing, but I was not in Boise when he spoke. I presume my 
speech was a keynote speech, and his was in answer and a key- 
note speech for his party. Among other things, my colleague in 
a measure ridiculed me for putting in our platform the provi- 
sion regarding the enforcement of our State constitution. In 
that carefully prepared speech at Boise, after reciting in full 
the test oath which I have just read to you, my colleague said: 

That is the constitution; that is higher law than any statute. The 
legislature, without regard to party lines, repealed the statute on 
that subject. They needed no statute; the constitution is sufficient 
to prevent them from voting. If they come within this provision, 
they are disfranchised now. 

I think that is good doctrine, whether or not it is sound law, 
especially when our State constitution says further that the 
legislature shall not take out any of those limitations in our 
constitution. 

At the end of the campaign we instructed our men to chal- 
lenge the Mormons at the polls; to present to them that con- 
stitutional provision, and ask that they conform to the con- 
stitutional requirement before they voted. I will ask the Sec- 
retary to read what our chairman says in regard to challenging 
yoters. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


REGARDING CHALLENGES. 
To the people of Idaho: 


At the beginning of the present campaign I addressed you in an open 
letter in which I insisted, in obedience to the mandate of the Demo- 
cratic State convention, which was held at Coeur d'Alene city on Au- 
gust 6, the Mormon question was the paramount issue in Idaho politics 
and that the Republican party, as a result of their State convention held 
at Pocatello on A t 1, were firmly allied with the Mormon Church. 

The Democratic State cam: has been conducted in entire harmony 
with the spirit and letter of the Democratic State convention. The 
Republican State campaign has been conducted in entire harmony with 
my su tion in my former address at the beginning of this campaign, 
that the Republican party was firmly allied with the Mormon urch. 

In his final address to the election judges of the State of Idaho James 
H. Brady, chairman of the Republican State central committee, em- 
phasizes this fact and shows now for his party an attempt to ride over 
the constitution of the State of Idaho and to eos favor with the 
cohorts of his organization, the Church of Jesus Christ of the Latter- 


Without objection, the Secretary 


Day Saints. This is especially emphasized in his closing sentence, 
which is as follows: 

“Any attempt to challenge voters on account of their being members 
of churches or organizations, or associations, or on account of their 
religious or other beliefs is ilegal and is an intimidation of voters, and 
it is your sworn duty to see that this is not done.” 

Senator HEYBURN, in an address delivered at Columbia Theater, 
Boise, on Friday evening, September 14, 1906, said, after reading the 
Idaho test oath: 

“That is the constitution; that is higher law than any statute. 
The legislature, without regard to party lires, repealed the statute on 
that subject. They needed no statute; the constitution is cient 
to prevent them from voting. If they come within this provision they 
are disfranchised now.” 

The Democratic State central committee has undertaken to and 
will call to account at the polis, by way of challenging, all the Mor- 
mons which it is ible to reach by challenge, that they may be made 
to comply with the spirit and letter of our constitution, which is the 
fundamental law of the State of Idaho, and with that part in par- 
ticular found in section 3 of Article VI. This announcement was 
made a week ago, since which time Governor Gooding and the Re- 
publicans generally who belong to his machine have threatened onr 
challengers with arrest. They put this on the flimsy ground that it 
is the desire of our organization to delay this election. 

Our challengers are hereby instructed to preserve order and to act 
with all possible dispatch. e appeal by the governor and this notice 
of Chairman Brady to the election judges of the State are exciting 
trouble. The notice of Chairman egy to the judges of election is 
issued for the purpose of avoiding the issue. b 

The American people must rally to us and help us in the defense of 
the people exereis the legal rights of the citizens, and our challengers 
should supported in doing their duty. The Democratic State central 
committee will stand behind everybody while performing his duty both 
before and after election. ; 

The claim of Chairman Brady that none but I of election can 
challenge voters is erroneous and unwarranted by law. The law re- 
lating to challengers (see ion Laws of 1899, pp. 52 and 53 and sees. 
77 to 86, inclusive) provides that any elector may challenge anyone 
who offers to vote, and should do so if he believes the person is not a 
qualified voter. There is no law forbidding an elector c henging any- 
one who offers to yote. The wording of section 5, above erred to, 


says: 
“ It shall be the duty of any judge of election to challenge any person 
offering to vote whom he believes not to be qualified as an elector.” 

This enjoins upon the judges of election the duty of chal- 
lenging, but does not ag a to them the sole right to challenge. It 
has been the custom in this State for any elector to challenge when he 
believes the person offering to vote is not entitled to vote. 

The constitution, the h ge law in this State, disqualifies a mem- 
ber of any order from voting who encourages, advises, teaches, coun- 
sels, or aids polygamy, plural or celestial marriage, or teaches that 
any rule of action or law is greater than the laws of this State in 
matters of civil conduct. The membership of an organization which 
does these things prohibits anyone from 9 any civil office or 
from voting. The election laws prescribe what questions shall be 
asked the person offering to vote who is challenged upon certain 
ground, viz: First. Upon the ground that he is not a citizen. Second. 
That he has not resided in the precinct, county, or State a sufficient 
length of time to vote. In no other case does it prescribe what ques- 
tions shall be asked. To hold that one can not challenge a polygamist 
or anyone who teaches, advises, or counsels members in the organiza- 
tion that does believe in polygamy, or who places the ecclesiastical 
abọye the civil law, is erroneous and contrary to sections 2 and 3 
of Article VI of the constitution. Such claim is absurd, and the 
threat to arrest a person who challenges others offerin to vote is 
not sound in law nor fair to our constitution, upon which rests the 
entire superstructure of our young Commonwealth. The right to 
challenge is the privilege accorded by the law above mentioned, and 
is not an offense. It may be exercised, it should be exercised, to the 
end that anyone not a qualified elector should be prevented from 
23 The election law daho (Session Laws 1899, p. 34, see. 5) 
especially provides that— 

„ Electors are privileged from arrest except for treason, felony, or 
breach of the peace during their attendance on election.” 

Our advice to challengers in Idaho is that you challenge any person 
who offers to vote in your precinct when you believe such person is not 
entitled to vote under the provision of our constitution, as well as of 
statute, but in doing so we advise you to act in a peaceable, dignified, 
and determined manner, without disturbing the peace; that you state 
the grounds of challenge and ask that the person be sworn and ques- 
tioned in regard to his constitutional right to vote. 

I hope that the higher’ citizenship may guide all challengers in the 
e of this ge e e netion. The good citizens of this 

tate should rally to the support of those who are aiding to insist 
upon the adherence to this on, which 
Was placed there by the leading citizens of Idaho, regardless of party 
affiliations, and which affords such a splendid safeguard to our people, 
if enforced. 

I remain, with great respect, 


H. W. LOCKHART, 
Chairman Democratice State Central Committee. 

Borse, Ipano, November 1, 1906. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, the chairman of the Repub- 
lican State committee also issued an address to the voters and 
3 judges, in Which he advised them in regard to their duty. 
He said: 


rovision of our State constitu 


ELECTION JUDGES TAKE NOTICE! 


An organized attempt has been threatened to prevent thousands of 
8 1 7 who are duly qualified and registered voters from casting their 
ot. 
It is your sworn duty to see that qualified electors have an oppor- 
ee to cast their ballots without molestation or interference of any 
nd. 


The election laws of Idaho regarding the duties of the judges of election 
are plain and simple. By an act of the legislature you are furnished 
by the county clerk with the election laws of the State, which is your 
only guide in the performance of your duties. When you go beyond 
this law vou interfere with the rights of citizens of the State, and you 
violate the laws you have sworn to uphold, and you are amenable to the 
law governing such cases. 


and the proper election officers. 


190—. 
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It is your sworn duty to keep all persons out of the room where the 
election is being conducted, except persons who are authorized to vote 
ou are empowered to remove all 
other persons, and it is your duty to do so, and especially such persons 
as interfere in any manner with the voters. 

If you should allow any person to be present for the purpose of 
challen: ng, it is your duty to see that it is done in good faith and that 
such challenge must not result in intimidation or interfering with 
voters or delaying the voters from casting their ballots. 

No one except the pages should be permitted in any manner to inter- 
rogate a voter after he is challen; The cħallenger can not ask him 
any questions. It is your duty, if you believe the challenge is made in 

ood faith and upon any of the grounds mentioned in the election laws 
furnished you, to state the qualifications of an elector to the person 
challenged, and if the person challenged declares himself qualified and 
the challenge is not withdrawn, then you should administer to him the 
elector’s oath as provided in the election laws, and you are prohibited 
from administering any other oath, and he is not compelled to take any 
other oath in order to be allowed to vote. 


Then the chairman of the Republican State committee says: 


The elector's oath prescribed by the statute, and which is the only 
oath that you can administer, is found on page 17 of the election laws, 
and is as follows: 


ELECTOR’S OATH. 


“I do swear (or affirm) that I am a citizen of the United States, of 
the age of 21 years, or will be the y - „A. D. 1900— 
(naming the date of next succeeding election); that I have (or will 
have) actually resided in this State for six months and in this county 
for thirty days next preceding the next ensuing election; that I have 
never been convicted of treason, felony, embezzlement of public funds, 
bartering or selling or offering to barter or sell my vote, or purchasing 
or offering to purchase the vote of another, or other infamous crime, 
without thereafter being restored to the rights of citizenship; that I 
will not commit any act in violation of the provisions in this oath con- 
tained; that I am not now registered or entitled to vote at any other 
pate in this State; that I do regard the Constitution of the United 

tates and the laws thereof, and the constitution of this State and the 
laws thereof, as interpreted by the courts as the supreme law of the 


land: (when made before a judge of election as: and I have not 
previously voted at this election’) so heip me God. 
“Subscribed and sworn to before me this day of A. D. 


Register of precinct, county, Idaho.” : 

I will say in regard to the elector’s oath that it does not 
prescribe one of the qualifications which are in our constitu- 
tion. Every one of them which affects a Mormon is carefully 
eliminated by the legislature from the elector’s oath. The 
chairman of the Republican State committee says: 


The elector’s oath prescribed by the statute * + œ 
oath that you can administer, 

And then the chairman of the Republican State committee 
says: ; 

The grounds of the challenge must be stated by the challenger, and 
a challenge can not be made except for the following reasons, to wit: 

That the 5 has been convicted of a felony; 

Or that the person has not resided in the State six months; 

Or that the person has not resided in the precinct thirty days: 

Or that the person is not a citizen of the United States or is not 
21 years of age; 

That the person is registered and entitled to vote in some other place 
in the State; 

That the person has previously voted at this election. 

If the challenge is made on the ground that a person has been con- 
victed of a felony, he shall not be questioned by anyone, not even the 
judges, but the laws you are furnished with provide the proof to be 
produced in order to prevent him from voting. 

If the challenge is made on any of the other four grounds mentioned, 
the law provides what questions shall be asked by the judges, and when 
this is done your full duty and authority is performed. 

When a voter is registered the law makes the registration prima facie 
evidence of his right to vote, and he should be allowed to cast his bal- 
lot unless it is shown to you that he is disqualified under the law, and 
you are furnished with the law pertaining to your duties and what 
the qualifications of the legal voter are. 

Any attempt to challenge voters on account of their being members of 
churches or organizations or associations, or on account of their reli- 

ious or other beliefs, is illegal and is an intimidation of voters, and it 
your sworn duty to see that this is not done. 
JAMES H. BRADY, 
Chairman Republican State Committee. 


BOISE, IDAHO, October 13, 1906. 


In these instructions to judges and Mormons every one of the 
disqualifications in our constitution is left out. 

Governor Gooding, in a speech at Rexburg just before the 
election—I will say that the vote at Rexburg on election day 
was 644 for Gooding and 66 for Stockslager, 644 to 66—Goy- 
ernor Gooding, in this Mormon precinct, said: “Arrest these 
challengers if they interfere or intimidate you. I will stand 
by you as governor of the State if you arrest them.” And the 
Weiser World, the known organ of Goyernor Gooding, had this 
to say on November 2: 

To citizens of Idaho: 

Carry arms on election day in sections where it may be necessary to 
defend the rights of citizens, and use such means to protect the ballot 
as the occasion may demand. 

They followed the advice. We sent our challengers to the 
polls, and the Mormons arrested at Rexburg and threw into 
jail Mr. H. A. Buchman, who was running for sheriff on the 
American ticket, and J. A. Kinney, a druggist from St. Anthony. 
They were there to put the constitutional challenge to Mormons, 


is the only 


as they had the right to do under the statutes of Idaho. They 
were arrested by the Mormons and thrown into jail and de- 
prived of their right to vote. Will Mulkins and Robert Hop- 
kins, as reputable citizens as there are anywhere, were thrown 
into jail at Sugar City. The vote there stood, Gooding’ 422, 
Stockslager 27. They were thrown into jail for intimidating 
422 votes against 27! 

Down in Bannock County, at McCammon, H. O. Harkness, one 
of the most reputable citizens of Idaho, who has been a leading 
character there for thirty years, a lifelong Republican, was ar- 
rested for challenging Mormon voters. He was there and helped 
to make the State. He was one of the pioneers. _ He is one of 
the leading characters of the State. He was arrested by a. 
Mormon constable and taken 25 miles to Pocatello. 

Our challenger was arrested at Oxford, also in Bannock 
County. One hundred and five men were challenged there, and 
the judges refused to administer the constitutional oath. Gray, 
the Mormon county attorney of the county of Bannock, tele- 
phoned to arrest the challenger and throw him in the ditch, 
and they arrested him. At no place would the Mormons take 
the constitutional oath. They refused. At Rose precinct, in 
my county and near my town, a Mormon named Johnson, whose 
brother has just been elected to the legislature from Bingham 
County (he is a Mormon bishop), threatened to arrest the 
judges of election at Rose, two of whom were Gentiles, and pre- 
vented them as judges from challenging the voters. It was that 
way all through this southeastern country. There were fights 
in some precincts—that is, the great masses of the Mormons 
would throw out the Gentiles; and in no case did the Mormons 
take the constitutional requirement. 

The Mormons elected twenty-seven members of the legislature 
in Idaho out of a total of seventy-two. They absolutely elected 
by force of numbers in those counties twenty-one members. 
Their votes elected six more. Out of these twenty-one whom 
they absolutely control they elected sixteen Mormon bishops. 
They allowed the Gentiles to have, I think, three members of 
the legislature in southeastern Idaho, but they were careful that 
they were as subservient to the church as a Mormon bishop 
would be. 

The result of the election—and the whole fight was, as I say, 
made on the Mormon question, from one end of the State to the 
other, and from the beginning to the end—was that Governor 
Gooding carried the six Mormon counties in south Idaho out of 
the sixteen, and none other. He lost the ten Gentile counties, 
although all but three of them are strongly Republican. He car- 
ried, two years ago, Canyon County, where Governor Steunen- 
berg lived and died and is revered. It is a purely agricultural 
county, and Governor Gooding carried it two years ago by 1,200. 
This time he lost it by 600. 

Ada County, in which Boise City is situated, which is nor- 
mally Republican by 2,500, and which Governor Gooding car- 
ried two years ago by 3,000, he lost by over 500 this time. It 
is a purely agricultural county. He lost the Republican. coun- 
ties—every one of them—in south Idaho. He carried three 
counties out of five in the north by a slight majority. So in 
the State outside of the Mormon counties he carried three 
counties only. 

Judge Stockslager came to the Mormon belt with a majority 
of between two and three thousand, which these six Mormon 
counties wiped out, and planted to the credit of Governor Good- 
ing 8,800 majority. The people of Idaho intended to elect last 
time a Democratic governor and a Democratic legislature, and 
they would have elected a Democratie legislature, but that the 
Socialist vote defeated it. The Democrats were beaten in the 
county of my colleague, Shoshone County, by 200 as respects 
their legislative ticket. The Socialist vote was 700 in the 
county. The Socialist vote added to the Democratic vote would 
have made a Democratic legislature. 

The Democratic party was not making a campaign for the 
Socialist ticket. The Republicans were encouraging the Social- 
ists to keep up their organization, and in the midst of it Presi- 
dent Roosevelt sent Secretary Taft to Idaho to speak in behalf 
of law and order and for Governor Gooding, who was advising 
the Mormons to mob American citizens who were attempting to 
exercise the right of challenge at the polls. 

I will submit the official vote of the State, prepared by the 
secretary of state, which, if anyone is curious to read it, will 
show that if the Socialists are against law and order, they were 
the adjuncts of the Republican party; and I trust that the 
President of the United States does not mean that every mem- 
ber of a labor union is against law and order, because, as I say, 
these overwhelmingly Republican counties went for Judge 
Stockslager on the Mormon question, and they were agricultural 
counties, without a mine in theni. 


1906. 


Abstract of votes cast for governor and 5 of the Idaho State 
legislature for 1904 and 1906. 
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BOISE COUNTY. 

Senators 

Walter F. at Fuhr TT—:᷑T 109 

John. O. Barbon, Democr at = 725 
3 

rederick S. N Republican — 285 
Augustus F. Walters, Democrat FF.... ey 
3 CANYON, COUNTY. 
mators : 

William M. Wayman, Republican______-_________________ 2, T31 

WaW: Snell Democrat eee , 480 

Alvah J. Hand, Soclalist 304 

R. E. Haynes, ETRE E aac ee 1 
Representatives 

Daniel W, Ainey, BODOC ae eee 


Gilbert T. Ham ù, Republican 
rw A. Rich: ubliean 


aa | E. W. Patison, Democrat- 
2, 5 Henry Reimes, Socialist. 
2.875 8 Willie E. Snodgrass, Socialist___--—-_-_-=___~—-__"_" 7 
2282 1 a John v. Wheeler, jr., Botlek- aaa 
2 = 111 1 CASSIA COUNTY. 
2.146 225 150 gen A. Day, Republican 933 
i eor epu — — 
1,478, 159| 26 an i Alhet. Demmerat a ES 
294) 4l. . 
401 12 7 Louis II. Sweetser, OT ae a I ee a A 
3, 4,841 Richard K. Lessey, . —.— 513 
2, 1.750 1 27 
8. 2, 947) 108) CUSTER COUNTY. 
2, 2, 252 194 Senators: 
5 15 h Charles F. Baker, Republican... „4„„ 453 
691! 1 |- % r ———T—T—T—V— 516 
953; 135}... epresen ves: 
> itt We 228 79 15 George L. Morgan, Republican 506 
'| Pr Joshua D. Woods, Democrat 2 424 
2 233° ELMORE COUNTY. 
— Dra Pen Senators: 
! John P. ome Republican. —TT 511 
* £ William A. Ru: SR ag Se ES SE PS 539 
ee ee ee a eee Representatives: 
Abstract of votes caer for State senators and 2 at the Thomas W. Rlekford. — Se E 505 
general election held November 8, k Robert D. Gorby, ——. ae 559 
eee ADA ‘COUNTY. ct FREMONT COUNTY. 
John W. Walker, Republican -~--~ 4,100 ators : 
Samuel H. Hays, Democrat. 4 — 2 Snag 3 
Robert L- Creek, Socialist__- kS Ee Comune NAE ooo 
Representatives: . — — —ͤ— 
Orren V. Allen, Republi ea 4; 054 | “Representatives: SETAE 
Harvey B. Powers, Republican 4.077 Charles Ore, — ———— ---------- 
James H. Richards, Republican 4.112 William N. Stephens, epublican 
Erwin W. Johnson, Republican 3. 890 Olney ae Ha 8 
Marion S. Parker, Democrat 2.017 James B. 11. ter, a can 
John B. Wilburn, Democrat- 1,813 George E. Hill, jr.,, Democrat. 
re aing, Democra ed ae ere T 874 Joseph L. Larsen, Democrat__ 
William T. Booth, Democrat_________---____ 1, 915 „55 
bert F. Knapp, Solaltet———.—— 207} . . 
T) ^. Carter, — — 275 75 75 5 
Fletcher F. Lovejoy, See 263 1 
rt L. cc — 210 TR KG PO a 
BANNOCK COUNTY. 
Senators : | IDAHO COUNTY. 
a J. aye Ma Ss tan er seo TTT 2,443 Senators: 
1, 341 | Charles H. . nner... .... S808 
Wlan Liddell, eee 195 Martin L. Butler, Democrat_________-______ de 714 
Representatives : f Wesley Chapman, OAT , SS eee 4 
Norman ear Mi DU I TMINA 2,371 Reb N 
John 1 DT 2, 388 Gustavus J; Wright, Republican 
E Frank H Aaa rem 2, 327 
eimer, 1, 487 J. Loyal Atkinson, Republican 2, 392 
es W. Fry ar, Democrat „384 Benjamin D. Knorr, Democrat. 827 
Benjamin W. Henderson, Democra 1, 434 George L. H Democrat — 1, 657 
Frank D. Brown, Socialist. 200 Matt Fuchs, Democrat- -~ 1, 651 
J. E. Trimm Socialist 205 Henry T. Smith, Soelalist 38 
Frank Gibson, Socialist- 210 William V. Manring, Socialist_____. 41 
3 BEAR LAKE COUNTY. Henry Lyons, Socialist 1 
William L. Rich, Repullean- 1,811 | Senators 3 
Joseph C. Rich, De 1.035 Herman H. Taylor, Republican 3, 535 
Representatives : Simon P. Donnelly, Demoerat ! i 
Grove C. an Re 1,365 James C. Schurlock, Socialist 
Wilford 19 7 Richa 1. 415 K T 
Thomas Turnbull, Independent 
George C. Hillier, 980 | Representatives : 
Christian Wallantine, Democrat 876 William Ashley, | jr Republican- 
BINGHAM COUNTY. A. A. aaa 
Senators: J. H. Spa ae Spans rr 
a B. Senin Republican______. = 2, 762 Charles O. Callahan, Democrat 
6 5 ae I of 8. H. W. 
Bri e, Socialis = 337 A. A. 
Representatives: J. Rand Sanborn, Socialist___ 
Fred H. Turner, Republican => 3,070 Amos C. 
1 . Porter. Republican — 8,010 David E. Biglow, Sotisliist SS 555 
Alfred Chistensen, Topup ——— — 2, 946 
J. G. Hinkle, Demoe — 97 LATAH COUNTY. 
A. A. Dewey — _ 955 | Senators 
L. NMI. Ca 1, 006 Maris B. ‘lewis, Republican. nn ieee 2, TT8 
F. S. Fry, — 2 William H. Harris, Demoerat . 1, 412 
Bingham Matthews. Socialis — 386 Adge M. Ho t_---------------------------. 228 
Henry H. Trowbridge, uh ee 344 8 
James J. Mulalley, Re 
Senators : BLAINE COUNTY. James S. 
W. Hastings, Republlean— „444? 1. 119 Samuel M. Smi 
George A. Ene 6 — 068 Henry H. Ban 
Representa R Tho 
1 BPs Fuld, Republican- . Mix, 
Daniel D. 
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LEMHI COUNTY. 


Senators 
Robert W. McBride, Republlean—— 711 
Williaa... Ststhem, e y i T E — 8 
Representatives : 
r d 669 
Orin E. Kirkpatrick, Democrat_ ~~ -2~~_-___- 721 
LINCOLN COUNTY. 
Senators: 
Joseph S. Darrah, Republican_-...--..----_..------_-_. 640 
James P. Stevenson, Demoerat ~~ ~~~ 353 
Representatives : i. ' 
Samuel J. Donaldson, Republiean „ — YOSS 
John H. Condit, Democrat „ 326 
NEZ PERCES COUNTY. 
Senators: 
George E. Crum, Republican — 3. 509 
Zire S 2, 054 
Representatives: 
Churles D. Thomas, 3 — . ˙ A 3, 376 
Len McGill, Republican > 383 
Jacob L. Goodni ht, Republican , 462 
Wyckliffe R. Smith, at Gee 3, 312 
Eben Mounce, 2, 248 
es E. Foge d 2,183 
Shannon 2, 081 
Danial Green, 2, 197 
Kiney G. Osterhout, Socialist 397 
Victor H. Fitzgerald, Socialist 392 
William H. Buncy, Socialist 392 
Joseph N. Hanks, Prohſbitlonist 158 
Edward Dowling. Prohibitionist 162 
Alveny Rickle,* Prohibitlonist 156 
8 Talbott, Prohibitionist 161 
. Holcomb, Independent. —— 4 
Senators: ONEIDA COUNTY, 
Lend Bh sone, P 5 coon meneame 1, 794 
Davi Evans, ae | Se ODER REE NE mt OE yn tay oe a SY 1,435 
Representatives 
Wilford Bennion, ROPU TTTTb—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—TT—T—TWTT—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—V— 1, 828 
1 Denmark Jensen, Republican 4c„„6„ 1,811 
George Foster, Republican TAE N 
Lewis Williams, Democrat.. - 1,425 
k Stephen Collan, Democrat. — 1,438 
eee. .... a 1, 342 
OWYHER COUNTY. 
Senators: 
John Lamb, Republican C adie 620 
Redmond J. Hanlon, Democrat_--------___ eae aes i ONS 
Representatives : 
Harry Avery, Republican Ga 574 
Milton E. Reynolds, Democrat — 644 
SHOSHONE COUNTY. 
Senators: 
Alfred P. Republican 
Charles eim, mocrat — 2, 295 
John W. Vincent, Socialist.. — 106 
Representatives: 
Rufus J. Anderson, Republican - 2,778 
Hugh France, ublican — 2,659 
Adam Aulbach, Republican - 2, 858 
Alexander 2 NcKinlay, — 2, 665 
Leon O. Whitsell, Democrat___..._-..--------.-.-----..- 2, 228 
Andrew M. Roberts, Democrat. SE OES 2,217 
Moses 1 Sommons, Ded... eoe , 048 
Admon R. Oxy; E ae r A OATS ERT TTA 2, 093 
John: M. ‘Hughs, Socialist. = an ee ene 463 
Emil n Sita lint es ae ea 457 
Theodore Kru Pee ES PELT i SEERA ES ARS rs Ss IES 450 
— Ludwig Kann Nee 446 
WASHINGTON COUNTY, 
Senators : 
Leander W. Smith, Republican 
Thomas C. Galloway, emocrat_—__ 
Fred A. Wilkie, Soc A Se Re PSS Ia AES 
Representatives : 
Lester P. Smith, Wenne — — 


William McBratney, Republican 
Archibald Hudelson, Democrat 
C. Howard Denison, Demoerat 
Festus Foster, Socialist poe 
Milam R. Morris, Socialist.-___.__..__._....-.---~---.-~..--- 


‘Abstract of votes cast for State senators and „ at the 
f general on held November 6, 1906. 
ADA COUNTY, 
Sohn im 5 Republican- s ——-- 
Fletcher H. Lovejoy, eee Sita boos 
Erwin W. Johnson, Citizen 
Homer G. Patterson, Prohibition FERES 
FRED DUBOIS, Independent 
W. E. Borah, Independent 
Jonas Brown, Independent.. 
Milton Sebern, Independen 
. 
Chas. C. Cavanah, Republlean —-- oe 
Frank T. Wyman, sigan 
D. D. Shaw, Republica 
Arch Cunningham, Republican. 
Willard White, Republi 
I. Wilson Wright, Socialist- 


Clemson “Underwood, Socialist 344 
Robert L. Creek, Socialist 335 
E. Francis Atwater, Socialist 332 
Roland H. Robb, Prohibitionist. 291 
William re Lawrence, Prohibitionist 287 

A. Swartz, Prohibitionist----------------------— 285 


oe 


C 
Ralph F. Quarles; Citizen . T—:—. '. 1, 387 
William R. Butler, Citizen 1. 202 
Marion S. Parker, ease 2 378 
John H. Ross, Citlzen „264 
E. B. Matthews, Citizen 1, 220 


John Daly, sr., Independent —— 
BANNOCK COUNTY. 


Senators: 
. Jacobs, Republican_—.._-.--._.._-..-..-.--.--. 
5. Worth Clark, Democrat 
William Liddell, Soeiallsc 2 
9 
3 Hunt Republican. TTT 2, 368 
V. . Lovesy, Republican 2. 407 
W. 2 Staley, Republican 2,429 
Joseph B. aina Demoecrat 1, 378 
Timothy M. earner Democrat. 1,331 
Charles W. Fry Democrat- 1, 287 
Claud C. Smith: Socialist — E 145 
Dennis J. O'Mahoney, Socialist 143 
Robert George, Socialist 145 
BEAR LAKE COUNTY. 
William L. Rich, Republica 1, 348 
2. F. Guyon, Democrat- 81 
William Ridd, Socialis 1 
Joseph O. McCart, Prohibition 1 
Joseph C. Rich, Citizen 778 
FRED T. Dvusors, Independent 1 
Representatives: 
James Redman, net ee a 
John H. Grimmett, Republican 
gone MeCart, Democrat 222 
Fitzpatric, Democrat... 


Christian Wallantine, Citizen 
Fred.L. Crinkshank, Citizen 
E. F. Guyon, 8 . 
McMillen, In 


BINGHAM COUNTY, y 

Senators : ‘ 

Otis E. McCutcheon, Republican 

S. J. Rich, Democrat 

Frank E. Wierman, Socialist 

John G. Brown, American. 

D. Worth Clark, Independen 
Representatives: 

Peter G. Johnston, Republican 


Robert M.. McCracken, Republican 677 
Christian Anderson, Repu can , 628 
Ed. Holden, Democrat- .----- 700 
W. W. Adamson, Democrat... 723 
John C. Rushton, Democrat... T44 
Joseph Vance, Socialist-..........--......__ 260 
CW NeoN / T0 a eee 270 
John A. Modin, Socialist 294 
Andrew Burkman, Amerlean 1, 044 
John W. Jones, American 1. 074 
Ralph Edmunds, Amerlean 2 874 
BLAINE COUNTY. 
Senat 
Reginald F. Buller, Republican_ 1, 092 
James W. Ballantine, mocrat. 974 
Representatives: 
Thomas C. Stanford, Republican 1,012 
James L. Baxter, Republſean 921 
Charles H. Porter, Democrat.. 1, 004 
George A. MeLeod, Democrat 1 ꝗf. 1,198 
BOISE COUNTY. 
Senators 
F. *. Tinker, Republican. — ——% 716 
L. R. Walters, AL O anei e be A Se ae Rae 888 
8 
S. Logue, T 771 
6. ye TS Pe) SN a Se ee ee 832 
CANYON COUNTY. 
Senat 
Arthor A. Richards, neo pee 
G. W. Lamson, imp ge See ewe! 
Frank Fouch, Socialist 
James H. Egbert, Prohibitionist. 
Representatives : 
George F. Zimmerman, Republiean————— 2, 362 
Samuel Ballantyne, Repub ican 2, 397 
L. x Patch, Republican 2, 348 
C W. Whi!ffin, Democrat - 2. 41 
Eng eae J. Deane, Demoecrat 2 
J. Sewell, Demoerat 2 
Daniel D. Besse, Socialist... ~~~ 


5 


CASSIA COUNTY, 
Senators: 
Geo, A. 


DAVA RODOR eS SS eee 
Jobn fee 


Democrat.. 
Sam T. She 


R eh EEE R Ea SBE 

Representatives : 
Ha rr ee 
Orville L. Beecher, Democrat 
J. E. Barnhurst, Socialist 


CUSTER COUNTY. 
Senators 
Chas. F. Baker, Re 
Ravenel Macbeth, 
Representatives: 
Leslie E. Dillingham, Republican 22 ͤ Ea, 
Nathan H. Clark, Democrat 
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ELMORE COUNTY, 


Senators : 
Henry O. Manz, Republican 588 
Robert D. Gorby, Democrat 525 
Ralph W. Simpkins, Socialist — 145 
Representatives : 
William Pickrell, Republican 493 
L. J. Weaver, Democrat_____ 579 


een AE oe ee EEE 166 
FREMONT COUNTY. 


Senators : 
John W. Hart, Republican 5, 014 
C. H. Moon, American- 401 
A. M. Slatery, Socialist 633 
Geo. S. Young, Citizen 3 
Fred T. Dubois, Independent 3 
Representatives : 

ames E. Fogg, Republican rana a 4, 897 
YOU AL. Harris, “Rennbliiean =o 2 22 8 oe 4,777 
John D. Killpack, jr., Republican_.._-...-_____-.-_.--.__ 4, 880 
James W. Webster, Republican 4, 802 
OUP CROW Giton CLL er etapa 336 
oo CE ERT CIC TN E i ee 424 
Joseph: NEOP Socialist... eee 598 
E. S. Mathias, Socialist. 653 
C. H. Cammons, Socialist.. 582 
L. J. Maurer, Socialist- 25 
A. C. Langley, American — 482 
O. H. Olive,“ American- 459 
N. N. Burggraf, American 456 
CTTT—T—T—T—W—T—T—T—T—T—————— — 466 

o „Independent — 1 


8 
oody, Independent 225452 TES 2 
Alfred Ricks, Independent — 6 
Geo. Hjort, independent -aea ð ß foa 1 
William Pettit, dependent se 1 
Henry Fisher, Independent 1 


IDAHO COUNTY. 
Senators: ` 
Chas. H. N c ee 1, 788 
ee y 5 ea eet 1, 734 
Representatives : 
Enoch W. Whitcomb, Republica „ 1.712 
Fred G. Painter, 5 TTT 1, 679 
2 William A. Jones, Republican 1, 500 
: William S. M. Williams, Democrat. 1, 858 
G James Surridge, Democrat_____ 1, 884 
John A. Cassell, Democrat-_.-...--..--------_--- 1, 894 


KOOTENAI COUNTY. 
Senators: 
Ignats. Well, Republican aaa 
S. McClear, mocret... .25--7 = 
Willlam S. Sommers, Socialist. 
Representatives: 
J. P. Fallon, Republican 


* William L. Gleason, Republican 2,931 
Jacob C. Finstad, Republican. 2, 929 
S. D. Taylor, Republican 2, 964 
W. B. Hagar, Democrat 2,815 
Arthur A. Darknell, Democrat 4 2. 835 
r none oka eo oe ae ene 2,814 
Chas. E. R SS a Oe ee re 2, 809 
Amos: C Rmh, | BoC tn E a 673 
Jay Rand Sanborn, Soelalist 227 677 
David H. Bigelow, Socialist-..--....--.--__-_-__+__--- 670 
erarry, Atwater; Sotialints> =e 0s 220 ee eee 670 


LATAH COUNTY. 
Senators: 


Warren ‘Troitt, Republican. nn — ü 
nnis E. Miller, oelalist 
_ J. C. Carrick, Prohibitionist 
ß Page 2 AH Ca NBS SY GS es ae A 


Robert I. Hutchison, Socialis 
William M. Duthie, Prohibitionist_ 
Colden B. Sanders, Prohibitionist__ 


Samuel . Citizen 
Thos. H. Christ 


LEMHI COUNTY. 


Senators: 

M. M. McPherson, Republican_.____..-...-_-.....-..----. 728 
William C. Whitwell, Democrat.--.-----.-__------------ 739 

Representatives : < 
Arat D. Sh, Republican — —:]—b8 679 
James e Kirtley, , Dewoer gk —ͥ 767 

LINCOLN COUNTY. 

Senators; 

William Van Iorns, Republican 810 
Henry A. Seecor, Democrat — 592 
Dr ee 169 

Representatives : 

a Ass. A: Abbott, Reput inne nanan 727 
Hardy Sears, Democrat 662 
re ee A eS Se i eS eS 173 

NEZ PERCES COUNTY. 
Senators: 
Elmer 9 Republican 
Marner D. Mills, Democrat 
John T. Lough, Soelalist 44% 
Edwin F. Beaudreau, Prohibitionist 152 


Representatives: 

L. G. Bradley, Republican a 2, 597 
Wickliffe R. Smith, Republican 2, 605 
Charles C. Miles, Republican- 2, 615 
Seneber S. Brooks, Republican 2, 624 
Ole A. Anderson, Republican- — 2. 646 
Eben Mounce, Democrat — 2, 284 
Ernest L. Parker, Democrat 2, 257 
in Wood,. Democrat_-—__ . . a 2, 295 
Frank Gaffney, Demoerat: T 
Nathaniel G. Looney, Democrat . 2,186 
Nichalaous Jacobs, Soelalist— 2757 460 
452 

456 

451 

8 8 452 
Clarence E. Talbott, Prohibitionist 145 
James L. Pearson, Prohibitionist 153 
Emory Smith, Prohibitionist 139 


John C. Carlson, Prohibitionist__ 
Joseph M. Hawks, Prohibitionist - 142 


ONEIDA COUNTY. 


Representatives: 
Wilfred Bennion, Republican — 1,845 
T=. Jones, Republican. - 255 — 1,965 
Lewis Williams, Democrat 472 — 1,404 
Hugh S. Geddis, Demoerat—— — Ay 21S 
Darid O TTC cc 72 
r = Se eee 70 
W. T. Oliver, Independen „„ 25 
James S. Frew, Independent ĩ„„C 24 

OoWwrunn COUNTY. 

Senators: 
Edwin Herrington, Republican 476 
Arthur Pence, Democrat 516 
Robert E. Morrow, Soelalist— 4 !. 99 

Representatives: 
John 30: r 505 
Michael Downs, Democrat 487 
Nathanial G. Massey, Socialist 88 

SHOSHONE COUNTY. 

Senators: 
Ewen McIntosh, Republica 4 2, 076 
Edward H. Moffitt, Democrat. š 
Davia:C.Caites; Socialist. 2-2 se he 612 

Representatives : 
Albert H. Conner, Republiean 2, 219 
Thos. R. Jones, Repu pean . — 2,219 
Hernam J. Rossi, Republican . — 2012 
Abner G. Kerns, Democrat—— +i — 1,879 
Hans M. Thostenson, Democrat- = 1788 
Chas. Heim, Democrat 1, 864 
Peter O. Swanson, Socialist 524 
Danl. C. Hudson, Socialist- 515 
Geo. L. Cloud, Soclalist 506 

WASHINGTON COUNTY. 

Senators : 
Lot L. Feltham, Republican----________________ „5 — 1. 177 
Edward A. Van Sicklin, Demoerat 1, 630 
J. H. Morrison, Socialist „%.: —B OU 

Representatives : 
F. E. Brown, Republican 1, 264 
P. H. Miller, Republican 1,135 
Albert L. Freehafer, Democrat 1,718 
Archibald B. Hudelson, Democrat — 1,518 
ies, n AOE — 212 
FH Roctaliet oo ee 216 


The Socialist vote would have elected the member in Canyon 
County. There were two Democratic members elected out of 
four in Canyon County. It went twelve hundred Republican 
two years ago, and, as I say, it is the place where Governor 
Steunenberg lived and died. They elected half of the Demo- 
cratic legislative ticket there, and they beat the district judge 
who was sitting in this case. 

There is nothing in the law-and-order case, except that a self- 
confessed murderer named Orchard testified, I think, that he 
stood with his rifle leveled on ex-Governor Steunenberg as he 
sat by his window, surrounded by his family, during the Christ- 
mas holidays. He did not shoot, because he feared the pane 
of glass might deflect the ball. He waited, and put dynamite 
between the gateposts, knowing the habits of ex-Governor 
Steunenberg, and as the ex-governor was going to his home at 
Christmas time, in the dusk of evening, he struck the string, the 
bomb exploded, and tore him to pieces. The man who testified 
to this says that three members of a great organization em- 
ployed him to do it. 

The Idaho authorities had these men arrested in Colorado 
and taken to Idaho. Friends of these men endeavored to get 
them out on a writ of habeas corpus. The courts of Idaho 
passed on the case, there being on the bench, among others, our 
eandidate for governor, Chief Justice Stockslager. They denied 
the writ of habeas corpus. It came here to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. It was pending during our election. It 
was decided only a few days ago in accordance with the decision 
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of the courts of Idaho. And out of that they tried to make the 
President of the United States and others believe that there was 
a law-and-order issue in Idaho, as if any citizen of Idaho does 
not want to see the murderers of ex-Governor Steunenberg exe- 
cuted—Orchard or the other men or anybody else. It was not 
mentioned in the campaign by anyone, unless it was by Governor 
Gooding, and then in a way designed not to alarm the labor 
vote. 

I will read a letter from Mr. Buchman, who was thrown into 
jail at Rexburg. It is from St. Anthony, Fremont County, 
Idaho, a Gentile town: 
Senator FRED. T, DUBOIS 
Washington, D. 0. 
* * . * * * 

Immediately after election a number of prominent Mormons, among 
them Mr. James Fogg, the bishop of this ward, called on the merchants 
of this place and demanded from them that I be dism from office 
as chief of police because I went to Rexburg and challenged voters. 

The majority of the merchants refused to take this action against me. 

Mr. „the leading merchant here— 

Mr. Buchman gives his name, but I will not mention it, be- 
cause the Mormons would drive him out of town. They would 
boycott this merchant if I read his name. So I will not give 
his name: 

Mr. „the leading merchant here 
bishop had been to see demanding my d ), came to me and 
offered to pay my salary to the end of ay term in ofice, or six months, 
amounting to $450 cash, in full if I would hand in my resignation to the 
city council. Mr, remarked that it was strictly a matter of 
business with him, as they (the Mormons) threatened to boycott 
a ace unless he used his efforts with other merchants to gain my 

isc 

I piy Republican, yet I have been appointed chief of police by two 
Democratic as well as two Republican mayors, and I received the larg- 
est vote of any candidate on any ticket in my own precinct for sheriff 
this ae aocha on the American ticket. 


and one of them whom the 


Ly, H. A. BUCHMAN. 

Mr. Sam Rich, a leading Mormon of my county, who was run- 
ning for the State senate, went into the Mormon counties and 
appealed to them to boycott eyeryone who was supporting the 
American ticket. They said they would do it. Those are the 
conditions which confront our American citizens in that section 
of the country, and the governor proclaims to men who cast 
votes 175 to nothing, as they did in many precincts, to see that 
they are not intimidated by a challenger; that if a challenger 
comes along to arrest him. 

You naturally wonder why we do not seek redress in the 
courts. Tou. can not get it in southeastern Idaho any more than 
you can get it in Utah. There is not a beneficiary of the Mor- 
mon political power that will not make some excuse and some 
apology for this state of affairs, but not one of them will stand 
for effective legislation. 

In Utah there is a Republican-Mormon party and a Demo- 

_eratic-Mormon party, both equally controlled by the Mormon 
hierarchy. The American party in Utah is composed of Gen- 
tiles, both Republicans and Democrats, who are battling there, 
under the very shadow of this tremendous ecclesiastical power, 
for American citizenship, for the separation of chureh and 
state, and against the degradation of womanhood and home. 
It is a noble, magnificent contest they are making. 

They have abandoned all hope of political preferment and 
suffer financially in their unequal struggle for American prin- 
ciples. President Roosevelt throws the weight of his mighty 
influence against the Americans and for the Republican-Mor- 
mons in Utah led by President Smith and Senator Ssoor. 
He demands in Utah an indorsement of Smith and Smoor. 

The Mutual Improvement Era is the organ of the Mutual Im- 
provement Association of the Mormon Church, and these asso- 
ciations comprise practically all membership of the church rang- 
ing between the years of 16 and 35. Joseph F. Smith is the 
editor, Anything emanating from him in his capacity as editor 
is considered to be the word of the Lord to the Mormons. His 
instruction through the Mutual Improvement Era is assumed by 
him and by all the zealots in his following to be the command- 
ment from the Most High. While he does not name the Re- 
publican ticket and the Republican organization as being the 
special objects of his regard, such specific designation in words 
is unnecessary, because his following is so tutored as to under- 
stand what he means, and every Republican priest who desired 
to do so could utilize this article and place the intended interpre- 
tation upon it. Furthermore, it was ample notice to every 
Democratic priest to waive his partisanship and assist the Re- 
publican cause. 

I will read an article of November 2, 1906, just before elec- 
tion, signed by Joseph F. Smith: 

[Improvement Era, November, 1906.1 


At no time have the leaders of this people counseled evil, and it is 
true that where individuals have heeded the counsels of the church 
such persons have in the end succeeded best and have recognized the 
wisdom and justice of their counsels. The contrary course has uni- 
versally ended in failure, often in spiritual death and moral degrada- 


tion, while the fruits of obedience through their counsels are pros- 
perity, spiritual life, moral purity, advancement, contentment, and joy. 

Now, these are facts. These have been the fruits of “ Mormonism" 
and the results of following the counsels of the church authority. 
Why, then, should any young man, or old either, when malicious false- 
hood is hurled recklessly at the devoted leaders, doubt their in ity 
or disregard their advice? Has not history proved the servants of the 
Lord to be honest, just, secure in the right, and their counsels safe 
guides the way, ending in ultimate blessing? 

Just now there is a tendency among some of the thoughtless young 
men to join in or sympathize with the fight against the church au- 
thority waged by the assassins of virtue, the supporters of vice and 
riot, and wine and lewd women, gambling, robbery, and general cor- 
ruption. It is a senseless tendency, and they who follow it will do 
so to their own destruction, À 

At the present time we are about to make a choice of some political 
leaders. It is scarcely necessary to say that a man who has the inter- 
est of himself and his people at heart Will choose his friends. Who are 
our friends? Men who haye kept informed on the trend of affairs in 
the nation for the past two years or more may easily surmise. ‘To vote 
any other way would be ungracious, against our own best interests, and 
would show a spirit of ungratefulness such as this people do not natur- 
ally possess. ‘ Wherefore, by their fruits ye shall know them.“ 

JOSEPH F. SMITI. 


Here is a letter from one Musser. It is written by A. Milton 
Musser, a lifelong devotee of the hierarchy, a polygamist, an em- 
ployee in the Church Historian office. He would not have dared 
to commit one sentence of this communication to the public 
print except by permission of the chief hierarch. Musser claims 
to be a Democrat and is appealing to Mormon Democrats, 


. = 
PLAIN FACTS ABOUT THE TWO GREAT POLITICAL PARTIES. 


To whom it most concerns: 


President Theodore Roosevelt and his Administration are fair to 
“Mormons” in common with all other citizens. Federal appoint- 
ments in this State were made in the face of violent Li sob from 
anti-“ Mormon” parties, the anti-“ Mormon" party. he Gt 
ments made by the President show that in such matters he listens 
exclusively to. the Congressional delegation from the State. 

he proposition to put in its platform a plank reflecting adversely 
on the Mormons” was rejected ya an pers by the last Republican 
national convention—that of 1904, at Chicago—while the same propo- 
sition was accepted by the last Democratic national conyention—that 
of 1904, at St. Louw the anti-“ Mormon” plank as presented by 
Frep T. Dusois at that time being incorporated into the Democratic 
national platform. 

The Republican leaders in regs er on the recommendation of Sena- 
tor Reep Smoor, struck out of the Arizona-New Mexico statehood law 
the amendment of Democratic Senator DUBOIS, which was intended to 
disfranchise the Mormons ™ in that State. 

The Republican leaders in Congress, on the recommendation of Sena- 
tor GEORGE SUTHERLAND, struck out of the new immigration law the 
clause placed there at the instigation of Democratic Senator DUBOIS by 
which * Mormon ” immigrants were to be excluded from the Unit 
States on the ground of belief in polygamy. 

The Republican party leaders prevented the consideration and pas- 
sage by Congress this year—19 f an amendment to the National 
Constitution framed by Democratic Senator Dunois and intendeed to 
disfranchise the “ Mormons" in the United States. 

The minority report of the Senate Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, which rt is a complete vindication of the “ Mormon” 

ple on the issues raised in the Smoor case, is signed excluslyely by 
Republicans, the signers being among the strongest, brainiest, and 
most influential members of the United States Senate. The majority 
report of the Senate Committee on Privile and Elections in the 
Reep Smoor case, which report is an assault upon the citizenship of 
all “ Mormons,” is signed by every Democratic member of that com- 
mittee. This case became practically a party question, with the real 
force and strength of the Democratic party nationally lined up on 
the side of depriving “ Mormons” of their rights as citizens, while the 
real force and strength of the Republican party nationally is lined up 
on the side of maintaining the rights of Mormons” en citipean Demo- 
cratic success in Utah means the strengthening of the Democratic line- 
up against “ Mormons,” and the weakening—possibly the breaking up 
Pte Republican line-up in defense of the rights of “ Mormons” as 
citizens. 

The Republican party, having control in the nation, having the Na- 
tional Administration, the United States Senate, and the House of 9 55 
resentatives, has the power (and the inclination and courage to use it) 
to protect “Mormons” in their rights as citizens, which power, if 
alienated or directed into other channels as advocated by Democratic 
leaders, would prove most. disastrous to the “ Mormon” pt au 
The Democratic party in Idaho, being an integral part of the national 
Democratic party and therefore of necessity in accord with its general 
pariy policy, is openly and actively cont ing for the disfranchisement 
of the “ Mormon” people, while the Republican party, and therefore of 
in accord with its general party policy, is openly and actively 
contending for equal rights to “ Mormon” citizens in the face of an 
extensive anti-“ Mormon” prejudice. The most prominent feature of 
the present political campaign in Idaho is the warfare which the Demo- 
cratic party is waging against the “Mormon” people and the fight 
which the publican pore is putting up there on behalf orf Mor 
mons” being protected in their rights as citizens. ; 

The Democratie party or; in Utah—the Salt Lake Herald—has de- 
cared in favor of the election of the Democratic State ticket and Demo- 
cratic Senator Dusois in Idaho; these are all pledged to the disfran- 
chisement of the “Mormon” people. This is not surprising, since the 
party organ must be with the general party policy, and the protest of 
any small section of that party that it does not agree with such policy 
is not only futile, but is misleading. 

The Republican party in Utah, at its last State convention, gave a 
decided rebuke to efforts to inject into the State platform a criticism 
of Mormons” exercising full political privileges, while the Democratic 

arty in Utah, at its last State convention, committed itself to the vir- 
ual disfranchisement of a portion of the “ Mormon” people, by de- 
elaring against Mormons” who may hold church positions exercising 
their constitutional rights to the full 5 of citizenship. The 
Democratic State platform there adopted app les a religious test to 
“Mormons” for office in violation of the National Constitution and 
ives direct encouragement to the fight of the Democracy in Idaho for 
the disfranchisement of “ Mormons.” 


necessit: 


1906. 


So far as it has been able the e party nationally, by its 
control of legislation in Congress, by its Chicago platform, and by the 
voice and action of all its strong Representatives on the United States 
Committee on Vrivileges and Elections, has declared in favor of the 
Mormon" people retaining and exercising the full rights of citizens 
in common with other 3 in this nation; the Republican per in 
Idaho, being an integral part of the national Republican party, is in 
accord therewith, and is now leading the fight for preserving the rights 
of the Mormon” people; the Republican party is in harmony there- 
with, and is outspoken in upholding the rights of ‘‘ Mormons" in com- 
mon with those of all other citizens. On the other hand, so far as it 
has been able, the Democratic party nationally, by its St. Louis con- 
vention platform, i the unanimous vote of its Senators on the Senate 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, and by the efforts of its leaders 
in Congress to disfranchise the “Mormons in Arizona and New Mexico 
and to exclude , Mormons” from entering the United States as immi- 

ants, has declared against the “Mormon” people; the Democracy 
n Idaho, being a part of the national Democratic party and in accord 
therewith, is leading the fight against the Mormon” people; the 
Democracy in Utah, an inseparable part of the national Democratic 

arty and in harmony therewith, so far as it has ventured to express 

tself, has not dared to utter a word in protest against the attack of 
the Democratic party elsewhere on the rights of the“ Mormon “ people, 
but so far as its utterances have gone these are in line of encouraging 
and abetting that attack on the “Mormons.” 

Will any “ Mormon” who heretofore has voted the Democratic ticket 
do so again in the face of these stubborn facts, which are so 
positive that no sane man can be blind thereto? Can any * Mormon” 
who heretofore has supported the Republican ticket be cajoled, threat- 
ened, or beguiled into voting the Democratic ticket or any part thereof 
at this time, in view of the hostile attitude of the Democratic party 
toward the Mormon” propos 

It is an incontrovertible fact, already demonstrated well beyond the 

sibility of doubt—no matter how much boasting, sputtering, protest- 
ng, und deception may be engaged in to the contrary—that so far as 
the “ Mormon” Re are concerned the Democratic party has aban- 
doned whatever high principles it once had and has become the party 
of intolerant, selfish, cruel, relentless religious persecution, and is a 
violator of the Natioral Constitution in so far as that great charter of 
human liberty guarantees freedom to worship God to all citizens, ** Mor- 
mons” or otherwise, and to exercise the full rights of citizenship now 


enjoyed. And, further, the policy now being followed by the mo- 
cratic party toward the “ Mormon” people is a rank and inexcusable 
betrayal of every trust reposed in the party by any “ Mormon" who 


ever voted a Democratic ticket. By its treachery to the “ Mormon” 
voters, who have honored and trusted it so oft. the Democratic party 
merits the Seger ihe ce execration of every “Mormon” and of every 
lover of human liberty, political or religious. 

Summed a the facts show conclusively that the Republican party 
throughout the whole nation is united in 3 the rights of the 
Mormon people as citizens. On the other hand, they also show that 
the Democratic party throughout the whole nation, with perhaps the 
exception of the Democrats In Utah, is antagonistic to and arrayed 
against the Mormon people. In fact, there is no difference in that 
respect between the so-called “American” party and the Democratic 
party. Even in Utah, while the Democratic party has not declared for 
the wholesale disfranchisement of the Mormon people, it has declared 
practically for the disfranchisement of a certain class of Mormons. 

It can be shown conclusively that not only is the Republican party 
stronger in this State than the Democratic pony: but it is also stronger 
in Salt Lake County, and consequently all good citizens, irrespective 
5 party, should vote the Republican ticket to overthrow the Amer- 
can“ party. ‘ 

Conservative Democrats peor admit that there are very few of 
their class teft in the Democratic ranks; they also admit that there 
are now more Gentiles in the Republican party than in the Demo- 
cratic party. 

In the last city election R. P. Morris, the Democratic nominee for 
mayor, ran considerably ahead of the ticket, and received a large num- 
ber of Republican votes. The Democratic councilmanic ticket was 
ahead of the Republican only about 412 votes. This year it is a county 
election. About one-third of the-vote is outside of Salt Lake City. In 
the last county election, with the “ American ticket in the field, Con- 
gressman Hower, had 1,616 votes in excess of O. W. Powers. It is con- 
ceded that the article ene in the Deseret News the night before 
election drove Gentile Republicans into the American“ ranks and 
* Mormon “ Republicans into voting the Democratic ticket. The last 
election returns show that the Republican party, while in the county 
outside of the city, it is over 1,600 votes ahead. 

I have been a life-long Democrat, but for the foregoing reasons I will 
not give further support to the political party which has shown so 
much unjust discrimination and bitter enmity toward an unoffending 
and patriotic people. 

A. MILTON MUSER. 


This is signed by A. Milton Muser, and published in the Inter- 
mountain Republican, a paper which is understood at any rate 
to be the official organ of the senior Senator from Utah, and it 
would not have been published, as I have stated, unless with 
the advice and consent of Joseph F. Smith. 

The following resolution, referred to by Mr. Muser, was pre- 
sented to the Republican State convention September 21, 1906: 

Be it further resolved, That the Republican party of the State of 
Utah hereby declares and affirms that it is ‘opposed to the union of 
church and state, and that it is unalterably opposed to any high 
ecclesiast of any denomination whatsoever seeking and asking for po- 
litical preferment and benefit of civil office, or unduly interfering with 
politics while he is holding any high ecclesiastical or church position, 
and for the future, and in order to promote tranquillity, perfect equality, 


and the best possible progress of the State, the Republican party will 
use its endeavors to enforce and maintain this principle. 


That was offered by a young Mormon, and they immediately 
asked him when he had apostacized; how long he had been out 
of the church. They did not eyen give the poor young Mormon 
the privilege of allowing the resolution to be voted on. They 
simply smothered it out with ridicule. 

That was the situation of affairs in Utah and in Idaho, as I 
have tried to convey it. 


In Idaho the Republican party is allied with the Mormons. 
The vote of the State is divided about as follows: 


Republicans 


Mormons. 


The Democratic party is making its fight in Idaho against the 
domination of the polygamous Mormon hierarchy in the polities 
of the State. : 

In southeastern Idaho, where the Mormons are in absolute 
control, there are American county tickets, the same as in Utah, 
composed of Republican and Democratic Gentiles. It is an un- 
equal fight. The Mormons absolutely dominate the Republican 
party and elect its ticket. President Roosevelt sent Secretary 
of War Taft to Idaho to aid the Mormon nominee for governor 
and to say to the Gentile Republicans of Idaho that the Admin- 
istration desires the election of the Republican-Mormon ticket. 

ASSOCIATED PRESS ACCOUNT OF TAFT GOING WEST. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., October 22, 1906. 


It was announced to-day that Secretary Taft would speak in Repre- 
sentative WacuTer’s district in Baltimore next Friday night, and that 
according to a programme arranged jointly by Representative SHERMAN, 
of the Congressional committee, Senator Dick, of Ohio State commit- 
tee, and Representative Burton, of Cleveland, he will speak at Clove- 
land Saturday, in Mr. Burron’s district, and at Lancaster and Logan, 
Ohio, on Monday next. 

It has not yet been determined whether he will deliver an address in 
Speaker Cannon’s district or at Omaha, but he will speak in Idaho in 
the interest of Governor Gooding on the subject of law and order.” 


* * a . „ * > 

This was October 22, 1906, and I immediately wired the Presi- 
dent the following: 

Press dispatches say you are grading Secretary Taft to Boise, 
Idaho, to speak for Governor Gooding, in behalf of law and order, 
and on account of the character of the canpa being made against 
him. If this is true, you are entirely misinformed. No law and 
order campaign is being waged in Idaho. 

The 7 — issue is against the domination of the Mormon Church in 
ur cs. > 
ei I SMOE you that you have been misinformed and that it will be 
understood that aera Taft will be sent here to speak in behalf 
of Mormonism, as that is the sole issue in the Idaho campaign. 

The announcement that Secretary Taft was to come brought 
joy to the hearts of every polygamist in Utah and Idaho. It 
may not make any difference to the President of the United 
States, but it does to me, that every minister in Idaho, without 
exception—Methodist, Presbyterian, Catholic, Episcopalian— 
supported our contention. Republican ministers everywhere ap- 
peared on the platform and introduced me to the audiences. 
They are familiar with the conditions there, they know what 
they are, and every Christian minister—I defy them to name 
a single exception in Idaho—supported the Democratic party in 
their last campaign. It may not appeal to President Roose- 
velt, but for me I would sooner have their support and that of 
the good women of this land in this fight for principle than 
to haye the support of this polygamous hierarchy. 

One million and more petitions came here to this Senate ask- 
ing that the apostle Senator from Utah be denied his seat. Do 
you think those good women did not know what they were do- 
ing? Who pass for you your child-labor laws, your juvenile- 
court laws? Who look after your hospitals? Who keep pure 
the home, the foundation on which this Republic can rest only 
with security? Were it not for the good women of this land we 
would wander far from the right. It is through their exertions 
that all this legislation which makes us an enlightened nagion 
comes to pass. They knew what they were doing. They have 
their missionaries in Utah and Idaho and Wyoming and that 
part of the country all the time. They get reports from them 
every month. They know what are the conditions there, and 
they appeal to you to help the womanhood of the country and 
the childhood of the country. 

It may make no difference to President Roosevelt that he has 
lost the respect and support of these great women organizations, 
He may not care, because he has this great political asset which 
can return six Senators and soon can return ten to this body. 
I received this letter, which I will read, signed by high officers 
of these great women organizations of the country: 

Dear SIR: The women of the country a ee the right to re- 
ligious liberty, which is a fundamental principle of our Government, 
but they are fully justified in their claim that the Mormon hierarchy 
is a polygamous, commercial, and political organization that, because 
of its cloak of religion, received protection for its unlawful acts. 

The desire to secure the solid vote of the Mormons, which Joseph F. 
Smith can promise to whom he will, has caused the investigation into 
REED SMOOT’S right to a seat in the Senate to drag on for three years, 
because In that time Presidential and Congressional elections have 
been held. It has been a bitter sorrow and disappointment to the 
women to learn that the terrible conditions revealed in Utah and ad- 


ining States sink into insignificance when a political rty needs the 
ormon yote. Has the time come when the great Republican party, 
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the party of moral issues, the party formed to free the coun of 
polygamy and the union of church and state, will condone these 
offenses and support those who are responsible for them? 

The investigation has proved to any unbiased individual that to-day 
in Utah, Idaho, and other States there exists In intensified degree a 
condition of lygamy and union of church and state which, when 
Utah was a Territory, caused the President and the Congress to con- 
parate we property of the Mormon Church and deprive them of the 
ranchise. . . 

Leaders of the women’s national organizations have traveled exten- 
sively through Utah, Idaho, Oregon, and Washington during the last 

, and have heard the claim of the Mormon leaders that President 

velt is their friend. And in the last election in Utah a letter 
was written oy Elder A. Milton Musser, historian of the Mormon 
Church, printed and distributed to every Mormon voter, citing instances 
to prove the friendship and support of the Republican party for the 
Mormons and 5 to vote the Republican ticket; also the in- 
* 1 from esident Joseph F. Smith as to how Mormons 
should vote. 


Last May representatives of women’s ng do numbering in 
their constituency 10,000,000 women, met at New Willard. in Wash. 


ington, and unanimously adopted resolutions urging the Senate Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections to report on the Smoot case before 
the closing of the session. They also called on -the President at the 
White House and placed in his hands a copy of the resolution, assuring 
him that the women of the country, realizing his interest in the sance- 
tity of the home, believed he would aid in destroying this enemy of the 
home, the wife, and the mother. 

Women in Utah and in Idaho who were standing for the protection 
of their 2 Spe the protection of their children, and for the freedom 
from the weight and thraldom of this un-American power, were. with 
the women of the nation, dismayed when, by the order of the Chief Execu- 
tive, Secretary Taft visited Idaho just previous to the election in sup- 
port of the Republican party, which is dominated in these States by the 

55 th listed in this battle 

e rity o e women enlis n for tħe honor of 
womanhood, for the 1 $ of childhood, and for freedom, purity, 
and honor, have been lifelong Republicans, and it is with the grief and 
shame that a mother feels when a loved child wrong that the 
women of the nation note the attitude of those from whom they had 
e help and guidance, but who have wandered far from the prin- 
ciples of Lincoln and Grant in condoning the crimes of the Mormon 
hierarchy and upholding one of its highest ‘officials as a Senator of the 
United States. 

All honor to the brave men who have placed principle above party, 
and who by either vote or influence have r to perpetuate the 
greatest crime of the century. 

To them and to God the people must look for relief from the terrible 
wrongs to womanhood, to childhood, and to the moral tone of the whole 
community, which would fill volumes if they were printed. 

EXECUTIVE BOARD, 
League of Women’s National Organizations. 
Mrs. FREDERIC SCHOOF, Chairman. 
Mrs. MARGARET DYE ELLIS, Secretary. 


PHILADELPHIA, PA., December 10, 1906. 


I appeal to you, brother Senators, as representatives of Amer- 
ican States, to aid us in the continuation of the struggle for 
American institutions in these States of the American Union. 
The burden, the hardship, falls on us who live amidst these con- 
ditions, as it always has and always must. We ask you not to 
allow the apostle Senator from Utah to retain a seat in this 
great body of lawmakers for an enlightened nation. Should you 
do so and thus vote your approval of Mormonism and your con- 
demnation of our efforts, you will make the fight the harder for 
us and for them. We think we are entitled to your earnest 
support. If you will not give this, we demand as our right that 
the President of the United States cease allowing the power of 
his great name and office to be invoked and made use of against 
our efforts. È : 

Mormon domination and American Commonwealths can not 
exist together under our system of government. One or the 
other must be destroyed. The American States will survive in 
our mountain country, and no President or party, however, great 
or powerful, can make them long continue subservient to priestly 
rule. 

In closing, I warn the Republican party not to reenact the 
darkest page of its history when they undertook to place the 
negro in control in the South. It has resulted in a solid white 
South against you. If you attempt to put in control of the 
American citizenship of the Rocky Mountain States this Mor- 
mon hierarchy you will find your support narrowed in the fu- 
ture to the followers of the Mormon hierarchy. [Manifestations 
of applause in the galleries. ] 

EMPLOYERS? LIABILITY BILL. 


During the delivery of Mr. Dusots’s speech, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated by the Secretary. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 5133) to promote the safety of 
employees and travelers upon railroads by limiting the hours of 
service of employees thereon. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. It is 
so ordered. The Senator from Idaho will proceed. 

After the conclusion of Mr. Dusots’s speech, 


KONGO. FREE STATE. 
Mr. LODGE. I ask that the pamphlet which I send to the 
desk may be printed as a Senate document. It is the report of 
the debate in the Belgian House of Representatives in regard to 


the Kongo, and contains a great many very interesting matters. - 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts desire to have it referred? 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, no; I desire merely to have it printed as a 
document. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

- EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty-five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 
o'clock p. m.) the Senate adjourned, the adjournment being 
until Monday, December 17, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate December 13, 
1906. 
SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


George B. Cortelyou, of New York, now Postmaster-General, 
to be Secretary of the Treasury, to take effect March 4, 1907, 
vice Leslie M. Shaw. 

SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


James Rudolph Garfield, of Ohio, now Commissioner of Cor- 
porations in the Department of Commerce and Labor, to be 
Secretary of the Interior, to take effect March 4, 1907, vice 
Ethan A. Hitchcock. 

POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 

George v. L. Meyer, of Massachusetts, now ambassador ex- 
traordinary and plenipotentiary to Russia, to be Postmaster- 
General, to take effect March 4, 1907, vice George B. Cortelyou, 
nominated to be Secretary of the Treasury. 


SURVEYOR. QF CUSTOMS. . 


Benjamin H. Barrows, of Nebraska, to be surveyor of customs 


for the port of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska. (Reappoint- 
ment.) 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Lock McDaniel, of Texas, to be United States attorney for 
the southern district of Texas, commencing January 16, 1907, 
in the place of Marcus C. McLemore, resigned, to take effect 
at the close of January 15, 1987. 0 


CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE. 


John T. De Bolt, of Hawaii, to be first judge of the circuit 
court of the first circuit of the Territory of Hawaii. A reap- 
pointment, his term expiring January 13, 1907. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 


Thomas Ives Chatfield, of New York, to be United States dis- 
trict judge for the eastern district of New York, commencing 
January 1, 1907, in the place of Edward B. Thomas, whose res- 
ignation will take effect at the close of December 31, 1906. 

MEMBERS, MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 

Lieut. Col. William T. Rossell, Corps of Engineers, United 
States Army, for appointment as member of the Mississippi 
River Commission, provided for by the act of Congress ap- 
proved June 28, 1879,. entitled “An act to provide for the 
appointment of a Mississippi River Commission’ for the im- 
provement of said river from the Head of the Passes near its 
mouth to its headwaters,” to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice Lieut. Col. James. L. 
Lusk, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, relieved. 

Maj. James G. Warren, Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, for appointment as member of the Mississippi River 
Commission provided for by the act of Congress approved June 
28, 1879, entitled “An act to provide for the appointment of a 
‘Mississippi River Commission’ for the improvement of said 
river from the Head of the Passes near its mouth to its head- 
waters,” to which office he was appointed during the last recess 
of the Senate, vice Maj. Thomas L. Casey, Corps of Engineers, 
United States Army, relieved. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 
To be first lieutenants. 

Second Lieut. Roger D. Black, Corps of Engineers, from Sep- 
tember 17, 1906, vice Wigmore, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Theodore H. Dillon, Corps of Engineers, from 
September 26, 1906, vice Putnam, promoted. 
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ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 
To be colonel. 


Lieut. Col. Daniel M. Taylor, Ordnance Department, from 
November 12, 1906, vice Pitman, retired from active service. 


To be lieutenant-colonel. 


Maj. Charles H. Clark, Ordnance Department, from Novem- 
ber 12, 1906, vice Taylor, promoted. 5 


To be major. 

Capt. Kenneth Morton, Ordnance Department, from Novem- 

ber 12, 1906, vice Clark, promoted. 
CAVALRY ARM. 
To be majors. 

Capt. Guy Carleton, Thirteenth Cavalry, from October 2, 1906, 
vice Edwards, Fourth Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. Thomas B. Dugan, Twelfth Cavalry, from October 28, 
1906, vice Willcox, Fourth Cavalry, retired from active service. 

ARTILLERY CORPS. s 
To be captain. 

First Lieut. Louis S. Chappelear, Artillery Corps, from No- 

vember 26, 1906, vice Farrar, detailed as quartermaster. 
To be first licutenant. 

Second Lieut. William E. Murray, Artillery Corps, from No- 

vember 26, 1906, vice Chappelear, promoted. 
INFANTRY ARM. 
To be colonel. 

Lieut. Col. Edwin B. Bolton, Tenth Infantry, from December 
2, 1906, vice Macklin, Fourth Infantry, retired from active 
service. 

0 To be lieutenant-colonel. 

Maj. Henry B. Moon, Tenth Infantry, from December 2, 1906, 

vice Bolton, Tenth Infantry, promoted. 


To be majors. 


Capt. Benjamin W. Atkinson, Sixth Infantry, from October 
20, 1906, vice Rogers, Fourth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Benjamin M. Purssell, detailed paymaster, from -October 
30, 1906, vice Young, Eighteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Fielder M. M. Beall, Third Infantry, from October 31, 
1906, vice Bullard, Twenty-eighth Infantry, promoted. 
- Capt. Maury Nichols, Third Infantry, from December 2, 1906, 
vice Moon, Tenth Infantry, promoted. 


To be captains. 


First Lieut. Robert E. Frith, Twenty-ninth Infantry, from 
July 28, 1906, vice Davis, Seventeenth Infantry, detailed as 
quartermaster. 

First Lieut. Samuel T. Ansell, Eleventh Infantry, from Au- 
gust 7, 1906, vice Walker, Eighth Infantry, retired from active 
service. 

First Lieut. Robert H. Peck, Twenty-fourth Infantry, from 
August 7, 1906, vice Perkins, Eighth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Halsey E. Yates, Fifth Infantry, from August 15, 
1906, vice Ely, Twenty-ninth Infantry, detailed as paymaster. 

First Lieut. Clement A. Trott, Fifth Infantry, from August 20, 
1906, vice Burnham, Ninth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Wilson B. Burtt, Fifth Infantry, from September 
11, 1906, vice Arrasmith, Eighteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Walter S. Brown, Tenth Infantry, from Septem- 
ber 12, 1906, vice GHdden, Twenty- fifth Infantry, resigned. 

Under the provisions of an act of Congress approved April 23, 
1904, I nominate Col. James E. Macklin, United States Army, 
retired, to be placed on the retired list of the Army, with the 
rank of brigadier-general from December 2, 1906. 

Under the provisions of an act of Congress approved April 23, 
1904, I nominate Col. George P. Borden, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
to be placed on the retired list of the Army, with the rank of 
brigadier-general from the date on which he shall be retired 
from active service. 

I nominate the following-named officers on the retired list of 
the Navy to be advanced from the 29th day of June, 1906, to the 
rank and retired pay of one grade above that actually held by 
them at the time of their retirement, as indicated, in accordance 
with a provision contained in the naval appropriation act ap- 
proved June 29, 1906. 


Assistant engineers with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade) 
to be passed assistant engineers with the rank of lieutenant 
(junior grade) on the retired list. 


Henry D. Sellman, 
Alexander H. Price, 
Joseph S. Greene, 
Daniel A. Sawyer, 


James W. Patterson, 

James G. Littig, 

William G. McEwan, 

William H. Platt, and 

George C. Drinen. 

Col. Robert L. Meade, of the Marine Corps, to be a 1 
general on the retired list of officers of the Marine Corps, from 
the 29th day of June, 1906, in accordance with a provision con- 
tained in the nayal appropriation act approved on that date. 

PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Midshipman Francis J. Cleary to be an ensign in the Navy 
from the 3d day of February, 1905, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of an act of Congress approved June 30, 1906. 

POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 
John W. Magee to be postmaster at Chico, in the county of 


Butte and State of California, in place of John W. Magee. In- 


cumbent’s commission expired May 19, 1906. 

Stanley Morehead to be postmaster at San Rafael, in the 
county of Marin and State of California, in place of William 
N. Anderson. Incumbent’s commission expired March 18, 1906. 

Walter Mundell to be postmaster at Sawtelle, in the county 
of Los Angeles and State of California, in place of Walter H. 
Metcalf, resigned. 

COLORADO. 

R. Lincoln Pence to be postmaster at Ault, in the county of 
Weld and State of Colorado. Office became Presidential Octo- 
ber 1, 1906. 

INDIANA. 

John Sharp to be postmaster at Frankton, in the county of 
Madison and State of Indiana, in place of Howard C. Daugh- 
erty. Incumbent's commission expires December 20, 1906. 

10WA. 

Le Roy E. Cox to be postmaster at Belle Plaine, in the county 
of Benton and State of Iowa, in place of Le Roy E. Cox. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 9, 1906. 

Gustavus F. Peek to be postmaster at Algona, in the county 
of Kussuth and State of Iowa, in place of Gustavus F. Peek. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 9, 1906. 

Charles H. Smith to be postmaster at Marshalltown, in the 
county of Marshall and State of Iowa, in place of John Q. Saint, 
Incumbent’s commission expired June 30, 1906. 

KANSAS. 

Jennie R. Reed to be postmaster at Almena, in the county of 
Norton and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential Oc- 
tober 1, 1906. 

8 MAINE. 

Joshua W. Black to be postmaster at Searsport, in the county 
of Waldo and State of Maine. Office became Presidential Oc- 
tober 1, 1906. 

Lewis C. Flagg to be postmaster at Berwick, in the county of 
York and State of Maine, in place of Lewis C. Flagg. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires December 15, 1906. 

. MICHIGAN. 

Everett N. Clark to be postmaster at Wyandotte, in the 
county of Wayne and State of Michigan, in place of Everett N. 
Clark. Incumbent’s commission expires December 15, 1906. 

Orrin J. Hoover to be postmaster at Chelsea, in the county of 
Washtenaw and State of Michigan, in place of Orrin T. Hoover. 
Incumbents commission expires December 15, 1906. 

Milo N. Johnson to be postmaster at Northville, in the county 
of Wayne and State of Michigan, in place of Milo N. Johnson. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 10, 1906. 

Charles H. Pulver to be postmaster at Dundee, in the county 
of Monroe and State of Michigan, in place of Charles H. Pulver. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 10, 1906. 

NEBRASKA. 

O. K. Paddock to be postmaster at South Omaha, in the county 
of Douglas and State of Nebraska, in place of Frederick J. 
Etter, deceased. 

Alfred H. Thomas to be postmaster at Trenton, in the county 
of Hitchcock and State of Nebraska. Office became Presiden- 
tial October 1, 1906. 

NEW YORK. 

Frank B. Barnard to be postmaster at Dunkirk, in the county 
of Chautauqua and State of New York, in place of Frank B. 
Barnard. Incumbent’s commission expired December 9, 1906. 

Adolph Bluestone to be postmaster at Canaseraga, in the 
county of Allegany and State of New York, in place of Adolph 
Bluestone. Incumbent’s commission expired December 9, 1906. 

Samuel R. Riley to be postmaster at Bronxyille, in the county 


‘of Westchester and State of New York, in place of Anna AG T 


Smith, resigned. 
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Frederick R. Smith to be postmaster at Norwood, in the 
county of St. Lawrence and State of New York, -in place of 
Frederick R. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expires Decem- 
ber 20, 1906. 

Selah II. Van Duzer to be postmaster at Horseheads, in the 
county of Chemung and State of New York, in place of Selah 
H. Van Duzer. Incumbent's commission expires December 20, 
1906. 

Edward Williams to be postmaster at Granville, in the 
county of Washington and State of New York, in place of John 
G. Williams. Incumbent’s commission expires February 16, 
1907. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

J. Wersler Thomson to be postmaster at Phoenixville, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in place of J. 
Wersler Thomson. Incumbent’s commission expires December 
17, 1906. 

j -RHODE ISLAND. 

Jonathan Bateman to be postmaster at Manville, in the county 
of Providence and State of Rhode Island, in place of Jonathan 
Bateman. - Incumbent’s commission expired December 10, 1906. 
Arthur W. Stediman to be postmaster at Wakefield, in the 
county of Washington and State of Rhode Island, in place of 
Arthur W. Stedman. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 9, 1906. 

VERMONT. 

Georgia E. Lewis to be postmaster at North Troy, in the county 
of Orleans and State of Vermont. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1906. 

WASHINGTON. 

Alexander Jolley to be postmaster at Elma, in the county of 
Chehalis and State of Washington, in place of Alexander Jolley. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1906. 

WYOMING, 

William Rogers to be postmaster at Green River, in the county 
of Sweetwater and, State of Wyoming, in place of Willis F. 
* Hoadley, resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 

BDerecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 13. 
1906. 

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSIONER. 


John Avery McIlhenny, of Louisiana, to be a Civil Service 
Commissioner. 
COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. 


William B. Ridgely, of Illinois, to be Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency. $ 

r INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONERS. 

Edgar E. Clark, of Iowa, to be an Interstate Commerce Com- 

missioner for the term ending December 31, 1912. 

Judson C. Clements, of Georgia, to be an Interstate Commerce 

Commissioner for the term of seven years from January 1, 1907. 

James S. Harlan, of Illinois, to be an Interstate Commerce 

Commissioner for the term ending December 31, 1911. 

MARSHAL. 

Eugene L. Lewis, of Ohio, who was appointed during the last 

recess of the Senate, to be United States marshal for the south- 

ern district of Ohio. 

ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

Charles R. Skinner, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of 

merchandise in the district of New York, in the State of New 

York. 

CONSULS. 

Hilary S. Brunot, of Pennsylvania, lately consul of class 8 at 

St. Etienne, to be consul of the United States of class 8 at Jeres 

de la Frontera, Spain. 

William H. Hunt, of New York, lately consul of class 8 at 

Tamatave, to be consul of the United States of class 8 at St. 

Etienne, France. 

Felix S. S. Johnson, of New Jersey, lately consul of class 8 at 

Puerto Cortes, to be consul of the United States of class 8 at 

Bergen, Norway. 

Augustus G. Seyfert, of Pennsylvania, lately consul of class 

8 at Matamoros, to be consul of the United States of class 8 

at Collingwood, Ontario, Canada. 

ASSISTANT COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Frank F. Patterson, of New Jersey, to be assistant collector 

of customs for the port of Camden, N. J., in the district of 

Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania. 

ASSISTANT TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Clarence C. Pusey, of Maryland, to be assistant treasurer 

of the United States at Baltimore, Md. 


DEPUTY AUDITOR FOR THE INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


James B. Belt, of Maryland, to be Deputy Auditor for the 
Interior Department. 

CHIEF OF BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS. 

Civil Engineer Harry H. Rousseau, United States Navy, to be 
Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, in the Department of 
the Navy, with the rank of rear-admiral, from the 5th day of 
January, 1907. 

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


James J. Donoyan, of Michigan, to be Regimes of the land 
office at Marquette, Mich. 

Henry S. Chubb, of Florida, to be register of the land office 
at Gainesville, Fla., by transfer from receiver of public moneys 
at Gainesville. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 


John H. Knapp, a citizen of Missouri, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 5th day of December, 1906 (sub- 
ject to the physical examination required by law). 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Capt. Franklin J. Drake, on the active list of the Navy, to 
be a rear-admiral on the retired list of the Navy from the 10th 
day of December, 1906, in accordance with a provision con- 
tained in the naval appropriation act approved June 29, 1906. 

Lieut. Commander John A. Dougherty to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 11th day of December, 1906. 

Lieut. Commander John B. Bernadou, an additional number 
in grade, to be a commander in the Navy from the 1ith day of 
December, 1906, with Lieut. Commander John A. Dougherty, 
promoted. 

Lieut. Walter S. Crosley, an additional number in grade, to 
be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy from the 11th day of 
December, 1906, with Lieut. Edward H. Campbell, promoted. 

Surg. George P. Lumsden to be a medical inspector in the 
Navy from the 6th day of September, 1906. 

Commander Albert Mertz to be a captain in the Navy from 
the 2d day of November, 1906. 

Lieut. James F. Carter to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 2d day of June, 1906. 

Lieut. David Van H. Allen to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 10th day of October, 1906. 

Asst. Surg. Winfield S. Pugh to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Navy from the 23d day of September, 1906, upon the 
completion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

The following-named assistant surgeons to be passed assistant 
surgeons in the Navy from the 12th day of October, 1906, upon 
the completion of three years’ service in their present grade: 

Elwin C. Taylor. 

Franklin E. Campbell. 

James E. Gill. 

Isaac S. K. Reeves. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

The following-named officers on the retired list of the Marine 
Corps to be advanced from the 29th day of June, 1906, to the 
rank and retired pay of one grade above that actually held by 
them at the time of their retirement, as indicated, in accordance 
with a provision contained in the naval appropriation act ap- 
proved June 29, 1906: 

Col. William S. Muse, United States Marine Corps, to be a 
brigadier-general on the retired list of the Marine Corps. 

Majs. Augustus S. Nicholson and Erastus R. Robinson, United 
States Marine Corps, to be lieutenant-colonels on the retired list 
of the Marine Corps. 

Capts. Frederick H. Corrie, Frank D. Webster, and Archibald 
S. Taylor, United States Marine Corps, to be majors on the re- 
tired list of the Marine Corps. 

Second Lieut. Edward R. Miller, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a first lieutenant on the retired list of the Marine Corps. 


POSTMASTERS. 
ARKANSAS. 
Edward Hall to be postmaster at Stuttgart, in the county of 
Arkansas and State of Arkansas. 
COLORADO. 
Wesley A. Martin to be postmaster at Mancos, in the county 
of Montezuma and State of Colorado. 
Daniel W. Stone to be postmaster at Trinidad, in the county of 
Tas Animas and State of Colorado. 
CONNECTICUT, 
Frank M. Buckland to be postmaster at West Hartford, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 
James Graham to be postmaster at Taftville, in the county of 
New London and State of Connecticut. 
Bradley S. Keith to be postmaster at Norwalk, in the county 
of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 
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Charles W. Munsinger to be postmaster at Coscob, in the 
county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 
FLORIDA, 
Louis €. Lynch to be postmaster at Gainesyille, In the county 
of Alachua and State of Florida. 


IDAHO. 
Julia Conners to be postmaster at Mullan, in the county of 
Shoshone and State of Idaho. 
Fred Evans to be postmaster at Burke, in the county of Sho- 
shone and State of Idaho. 
W. H. Greenhow to be postmaster at Twin Falls, in the county 
of Cassia and State of Idaho. 
ILLINOIS. 
James O. Burton to be postmaster at Dahlgren, in the county 
of Hamilton and State of IIIInois. 
James S. Courtright to be postmaster at Normal, in the 
county of McLean and State of Illinois. 
Charles S. Randolph te be postmaster at Ipava, in the county 
of Fulton and State of Illinois. 
INDIANA. 
John C. Fudge to be postmaster at Dunkirk, in the county of 
Jay and State of Indiana. 
William H. Gostlin to be postmaster at Hammond, in the 
county of Lake and State of Indiana. 
Omer Guyton to be postmaster at Cambridge City, in the 
county of Wayne and State of Indiana. 
Winfield S. Keith to be postmaster at Bicknell, in the county 
of Knox and State of Indiana. 
Andrew Morrissey to be postmaster at Notre Dame, in the, 
county of St. Joseph and State of Indiana. 
William E. Netherton to be postmaster at Winamac, in the 
county of Pulaski and State of Indiana. 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 
W. H. Harrison to be postmaster at Poteau, District 14, 
Ind. T. 
0 IOWA. 
John W. Burns to be postmaster at Keosauqua, in the county 
of Van Buren and State of Iowa. 
James C. Dinwiddie to be postmaster at Marengo, in the 
county of Iowa and State of Iowa. 
S. G. Goldthwaite to be postmaster at Boone, in the county 
of Boone and State of Iowa. 
Walter F. Hall to be postmaster at Columbus Junction, in the 
county of Louisa and State of Iowa. 
C. E. Haverly to be postmaster at Ames, in the county of 
Story and State of Iowa. 
A. F. Morse to be postmaster at Newell, in the county of 
Buena Vista and State of Iowa. 
Sherman F. Myers to be postmaster at Anita, in the county 
of Cass and State of Iowa. 
Robert B. Oldham to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the 
county of Adair and State of Iowa. 
Malcolm Peterson to be postmaster at Pomeroy, in the county 
of Calhoun and State of Iowa. 
Minnie A. Phoenix to be postmaster at Ruthven, in the county 
of Palo Alto and State of Iowa.. 
William G. Ray to be postmaster at Grinnell, in the county of 
Poweshiek and State of Iowa. 
Adelbert J. Weeks to be postmaster at Correctionville, in the 
eounty of Woodbury and State of Iowa. 
KANSAS. 
Jacob B. Callen to be postmaster at Junction City, in the 
county of Geary and State of Kansas. 
Herbert Caveness to be postmaster at Chanute, in the county 
of Neosho and State of Kansas. 
MAINE. 
Edward Brown to be postmaster at Thomaston, in the county 
of Knox and State of Maine. 
Samuel F. Davis to be postmaster at South Paris, in the 
county of Oxford and State of Maine. 
Frank L. Field to be postmaster at Belfast, in the county 
of Waldo and State of Maine. 
William M. Stuart to be postmaster at Newport, in the county 
of Penobscot and State of Maine. 
Abraham L. Wallace to be postmaster at Millbridge, in the 
eounty of Washington and State of Maine. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Althamer E. Chamberlain to be postmaster at Holliston, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 
Elbridge Nash to be postmaster at South Weymouth, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 
David D. Streeter to be postmaster at Mount Hermon, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Massachusetts. 


MICHIGAN. 
James W. Bedell to be postmaster at Wakefield, in the county 
of Gogebie and State of Michigan. 
Margaret Duncan to be postmaster at Au Sable, in the county 
of Iosco and State of 1 
Josephus C. Mustard to be postmaster at Scottville, in the 
county of Mason and State of Michigan. 
C. Guy Perry to be postmaster at Lowell, in the county of 
Kent and State of Michigan. 
Leonard M. Sellers to be postmaster at Cedar Springs, in the 
county of Kent and State of Michigan. 
MINNESOTA. 
William D. Hale to be postmaster at Minneapolis, in the 
county of Hennepin and State of Minnesota. 
Frank H. Kratka to be postmaster at Thief River Falls, in 
the county of Red Lake and State of Minnesota. 
A. O. Lea to be postmaster at New Richland, in the county of 
Waseca and State of Minnesota. 
MISSOURI. 
Andrew J. Seibert to be postmaster at Ste. Genevieve, in the 
county of Ste. Genevieve and State of Missouri. 
NEBRASKA. 
Frank McCartney to be postmaster at Nebraska Gity, in the 
county of Otoe and State of Nebraska. 
William A. Price to be postmaster at Laurel, in the county of 
Cedar and State of Nebraska. 
Edward B. Richardson to be postmaster at Ulysses, in the 
county of Butler and State of Nebraska. 
NEW YORK. 
George D. Genung to be postmaster at Waverly, in the county 
of Tioga and State of New York. 
James M. Pitkin to be postmaster at Newark, in the county of 
Wayne and State of New York. 
Minnie N. Slaight to be postmaster at Tottenyille, in the 
county of Richmond and State of New York. 
Eugene Vreeland to be postmaster at Dundee, in the county 
of Yates and State of New Tork. 
NORTH DAKOTA. 
Chris Fuoter to be postmaster at Ray, in the county of Wil- 
liams and State of North Dakota. 
QELAHOMA, 
George Y. Walbright to be postmaster at Stroud, in the 
county of Lincoln and Territory of Oklahoma. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
James C. Jacobs to be postmaster at Burnham, in the county 
of Mifilin and State of Pennsylvania. 
George W. MeCauslin to be postmaster at Narberth, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 
Nora L. Pickering to be postmaster at Peckville, in the county 
of Lackawanna and State of Pennsylvania. 
VIRGINIA. 
Annie G. Davenport to be postmaster at Gordonsville, in the 
county of Orange and State of Virginia, 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
George E. Work to be postmaster at Sistersville, in the county 
of Tyler and State of West Virginia. 


RECIPROCAL PROTECTION OF PATENTS WITH 
GUATEMALA. 

The injunction of secrecy was removed December 13, 1906, 
from a convention between the United States and the Republic 
of Guatemala for the reciprocal protection of patents, signed at 
Guatemala city on November 10, 1906. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuunrspar, December 13, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o’elock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

HON. ERNEST M. POLLARD. 

Mr. POLLARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a privileged 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman from Nebraska offers the 
following resolution as a matter of privilege. The Clerk will 
report the same. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PER nati ns on July 18, 1905, Brvest M. Poutanp was elected to fill the 

im the -ninth Congress caused by the resignation of Hon. 
E J. BURKETT ; 


Whereas the "Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of nnn paid 
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ERNEST M. POLLARD for the period intervenin 

the beginning of the Fifty-ninth Congress, and 

of his election thereto; and 

Whereas Mr. POLLARD'S epa right to receive pay for this period has 
00 


between March 4, 1905, 
July 18, 1905, the date 


been questioned and his ac 
cised by certain parties; and 

Whereas section 51 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
under which payment was made, has never been construed by the courts 
in-a case exactly like this: Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That this whole matter be 
referred to the Judiciary Committee of the House with instructions to 
investigate the legal questions involved and report its conclusions to 
this House before the termination of the present Congress. 


Mr. POLLARD. Mr. Speaker, I moye the adoption of the 
resolution. 
The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 


INVESTIGATION OF PRICES OF LUMBER. 


Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up resolution No. 
652, and ask unanimous consent for that privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolution No. 652. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be, and is 
hereby, wa eosin to investigate the cause of the high prices of lumber 
in the various stages of manufacture, and the said investigation shall 
be conducted with the particular object of ascertaining whether or not 
these high prices have resulted in whole or in part from any contract, 
agreement, or combination in the form of trust or otherwise, or con- 
spiracy in restraint of commerce among the several States and Terri- 
tories or with foreign countries; also whether the said prices have 
been manipulated in whole or in part by any corporation, joint stock 
company, or corporate combination engaged in commerce among the 
several States or with foreign nations, and if so, to investigate the 
organization, capitalization, profits, conduct and management of the 
business of such corporations, companies, or corporate combinations, 
and make early report of his 8 according to law. 

To carry out and give effect to the provisions of the resolution the 
Secretary shall have power to issue subpœnas, administer oaths, ex- 
amine witnesses, require the production of books and papers, and re- 
ceive depositions taken before any proper officers in any State in the 
United States. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands this is a request to 
discharge the Committee on the Judiciary from the further con- 
sideration of the resolution and to consider it in the House at 
this time. Is there objection? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. What resolution is that? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution which has just been read. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a 
question? I do not object to the consideration of the resolu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands there is no objec- 
tion to the consideration. Does the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. MILLER. I do. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to know what provision is made 
in the resolution to pay the expenses of this investigation, or 
whether there is a fund provided by law for the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor to pay the expense of having this investi- 
gation made? In other words, it would be useless to pass a 
resolution directing the investigation to be made, witnesses to 
be summoned, and testimony taken if money is not provided for 
it. I did not hear read any provision in the resolution provid- 
ing money for the investigation. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the gentleman’s 
question, if I get it correctly, there is no question about the 
fund to carry out this investigation, and the House, I think, is 
exceedingly anxious that an investigation of this kind should 
be made, at least the country is, and we are exceedingly 
anxious to get it passed just as soon as possible so that this 
investigation may be commenced. - 

Mr. BARTLETT. If the gentleman will permit me to say, 
I do not object to it. I am as much in favor of an investiga- 
tion as anyone, and I hope the resolution will be passed. The 
gentleman misunderstands me. He thinks I am opposing the 
resolution and I am not. I am merely suggesting to the gen- 
tleman that in undertaking to provide for the investigation 
there ought to be means provided for the purpose of doing it 
completely. You remember the President returned a like reso- 
lution in respect to the oil investigation and the coal investiga- 
tion to the House with the suggestion they had not provided 
funds for the purpose of carrying on the investigation, and if 
this resolution needs such an amendment providing for a fund 
I think the gentleman ought to provide for it, and for one I 
will vote for it. 

Mr. MILLER. As far as the question of money for the pur- 
pose of carrying out the investigation is concerned, if they have 
not a sufficient fund on hand it will be immediately provided for 
by an appropriation, and I think the gentleman will agree 


n in accepting it has 
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been severely eriti- 
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heartily with me, as far as the subject-matter is concerned, that 
it ought to be passed, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question. As I caught the reading of the resolution it applies 
only to manufacturers of lumber. Now, I think it should read 
so as to cover the wholesale and retail dealers also, and if in the 
first case it does not include them it should be amended so as 
to include wholesale and retail dealers as well as manufacturers. 

Mr. MILLER. In my judgment, Mr. Speaker, the whole field 
will be covered by the language of this resolution. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I would like to have the resolution 
read again. 

Mr. MILLER. It is the question of the high price of lumber 
through all the stages of its production, and it is sufficiently 
broad to cover that entire question. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I do not believe that the language is 
broad enough to cover the wholesalers and retailers. 

Mr. MILLER. I want to say to the gentleman that this reso- 
lution was referred by the Judiciary Committee to the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor for its views upon the subject, and 
they have reported back to that committee. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Has the gentleman any objection to 
amending the resolution? 

Mr. MILLER. I would have no objection to that; no. But 
I think it is sufficiently broad to include all dealers in lumber. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I ask that for this reason, that many 
of the mill owners state that the price of lumber has not been 
raised by them, but that it has been raised entirely by the whole- 
sale dealer and the retail dealer. If they are the guilty ones, 
we ought to amend the resolution. I ask that the resolution be 
read again. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Mir- 
LER] yield for an inquiry? N 

Mr. MILLER. Yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman have any objection to 
amending his resolution so as to ascertain whether or no the 
present high price of lumber is due in any degree to the present 
very high prices that the Government is demanding for stump- 
age of its timber on the forest reserves? 

Mr. MILLER. I will answer that question, Mr. Speaker, and 
I will say again that in my judgment the resolution is broad 
enough to coyer that whole question. 

Mr. GILBERT and Mr. HEPBURN rose. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. MILER] yield? 

Mr. MILLER. To the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention 
of the gentleman to the fact that his resolution only refers to 
the manufacture of lumber in its various stages; that it will 
have no application whatever to the dealer, either wholesale or 
retail, after it leaves the manufacturer’s hands, and it is the 
contention on the part of dealers, at least, that the high price 
of lumber is owing to combinations among the manufacturers, 
while they in turn say that it results from these combinations 
among the dealers. Now, it seems to me the resolution ought 
to be modified. This resolution was sent to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. I suppose that they failed to report it because 
they recognized the fact that it was not a subject properly be- 
fore them. If it had been sent to the proper committee, it 
would have béen reported upon long ago and in proper shape. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the gentleman from 
Iowa I desire to state that the Committee on the Judiciary has 
not reported this resolution for the reason that they have not 
been able to hold a meeting of that committee for the purpose 
of considering this question, and I am informed now by a mem- 
ber of that committee, the chairman of it, that the probabilities 
are they will not have another meeting until after the holidays. 
That is why I asked this morning for unanimous consent to 
call up this resolution. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the resolution 
be read. 

Mr. MILLER. Will the Clerk read the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Miaxn] wish the resolution to be read in his time? 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope the gentleman from Kansas will let the 
resolution be read in his time. 

Mr. MILLER. I would like to have the resolution read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution the 
second time. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Now, if the gentleman will yield a 
minute, I want to suggest that we add, after the words “various 
stages of manufacture,” the words “purchase and sale,” and 
then you wili cover the points which have been raised. 

Mr. MILLER. I am willing to accept that amendment—that, 
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after the word “ manufacture,” in line 3, page 1, the words “ and 
sale” be inserted. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 1, line 3, after the word “ manufacture,” insert the words 
“and sale,” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend by striking out 
lines 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7, on page 2, as I find upon examination of 
the law on the subject that they are not necessary. The Secre- 
tary now has ample power under the law as it exists. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2 strike out all of lines 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. Has unanimous consent been given for present 
consideration? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. MANN. Then I would like a moment’s time. 

Mr. MILLER. I will yield to the gentleman from Ilinois. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I simply wish to call the attention 
of the House to these resolutions for this reason: A resolution 
somewhat similar to this one went through the House a year 
or two ago, introduced by the gentleman from South Dakota 
{Mr. Martin], and, as a result of it, it was held by the Federal 
courts that the beef trust, so called, could not be prosecuted. 
No one knows just how far an inquiry of this sort might go, 
and while I have no objection to a proper resolution upon sub- 
jects of this kind, it is a very poor legislative method to pass 
a resolution involving so much without the consideration of the 
proper committee of the House. 

The Judiciary Committee may have given consideration to 
this subject, but we have no reports from that committee before 
the House. If the Secretary of Commerce and Labor should 
desire in his inquiry, or any of his subordinates without desire, 
should call upon these people to testify under subpœna, all 
` prosecution of them would be ended. The very purpose of reso- 
lutions of this kind should be not to excuse the persons who 
are guilty, but to punish the persons who are guilty. We 
already have under the railread-rate law that was passed at 
the last session of Congress—under a little amendment which 
was put in from the best of motives—the probability that the 
Standard Oil Company and its agents will escape conviction, 
because of the little harmless amendment inserted in that bill 
from the best of motives. I think that these matters ought to 
receive consideration by the committee. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I will yield to the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. MARTIN]. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, the fears of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MANN] as to any immunity resulting from this 
investigation or others like it are not well founded. Of course 
the courts of the United States have been at variance on the 
interpretation of similar investigations, but at the last session 
of Congress we passed a law interpreting all of our statutes 
relating to such investigations, making it impossible in the fu- 
ture to grant immunity to parties examined in these investi- 
gations, and making it apply only to cases where parties are 
called and compelled to testify against their interest in courts. 
So far as an investigation of the meat trust is concerned, there 
was no necessity for getting into the position of that investi- 
gation of granting immunity to anyone, because it was not 
necessary to call officers of the suspected corporations upon sub- 
jects of that character. Of course, lawyers, I think, agree all 
over the country that the interpretation placed on the law by 
Judge Humphrey, as the result of that investigation, was, per- 
haps, a stretch of the law and not warranted. At all events, 
subsequent legislation has settled that question so that we can 
with propriety direct as a House, as well as the Senate can di- 
rect as a separate body, investigations in this class of cases. I 
think we can with propriety direct investigations of this char- 
acter without the fear suggested by the gentleman from Illinois. 


Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me—— 
Mr. MILLER. I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 
Mr. MANN. If I remember, the gentleman was of the same 


impression about his own resolution. He and I discussed it 
several times before I consented that the House should take it 
up by unanimous consent. He was equally confident that his 
resolution could under no circumstances permit the people en- 
gage in the claimed conspiracy of the beef trust to get out, while 
I had suspicion that it might have that result. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I will call the attention of the 
gentleman from Illinois to the fact that all subsequent inves- 
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tigations of the Standard Oil, the coal trust, and other com- 
binations have been made under resolutions following precisely 
the language of the one referred to, and the Department has 
steered clear of the complications which I think they unwittingly 
allowed themselves to be drawn into in the beef-trust investiga- 
tion, which was the first of the kind. 

Mr. MANN. It remains to be determined whether they have 
or not. They have not tried those cases in court yet. 

Mr. MARTIN. Very well; but I think we have covered the 
whole subject now by legislation, so that I think there will be no 
danger in the future. ; 

Mr. MANN. But I do not think we have. 

Mr. MARTIN. At all events, there is nothing in that sugges- 
tion that would, I think, make it reasonable that this House 
should hesitate in its effort to arrive at the facts regarding any 
of these great combinations which are oppressing the country. 
Certainly the administrative officers of the Government have 
had their eyes sufficiently opened now to proceed with due 
canion in their investigations, and I have no doubt they will 

0 So. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, Mr. Speaker, 
in the last session of Congress, as I stated before, in the rail- 
road rate bill, there was a provision put in the law stating that 
although there was a repeal of conflicting statutes, that repeal 
should not affect prosecutions then pending in court, and it was 
assumed in the House that that would cover all cases of viola- 
tion of the law previous to that date. Now, the Standard Oil 
people have been indicted for violations of section 1 of the 
Elkins law, which it is assumed has been repealed by the 
interstate- commerce law, and this little harmless provision of 
law providing that the repeal should not affect prosecutions 
pending in court is now said itself to that extent to repeal the 
general provision of the statute providing that a repeal shall 
not affect any prosecution, and to exempt the Standard Oil 
people from prosecution for offenses where they were not pend- 
ing in court at the time of the passage of the railroad rate'act, 
leaving them out from prosecution for all offenses previous to 
the time of the passage of the railroad rate act. It is just such 
harmless things that creep into legislation without proper con- 
sideration by a committee which defeat the ends of justice and 
prevent the prosecution of these men engaged in these combina- 
tions; and it seems to me a violent presumption to think that a 
resolution brought in here without consideration by a committee 
is equally guarded with one considered by the great Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gentle- 
man from South Dakota. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I think the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [ Mr. MANN] upon the subject of the repeal 
clause in the railroad rate bill hardly germane to the present 
discussion. Here is a resolution that now comes in proper form 
before this House for consideration. It is upon a matter of 
vital importance. The investigation ought to be had. Anyone 
familiar with the subject knows that the great advances in lum- 
ber oyer the country during the past five years have been so 
enormous as to properly attract the attention of the legislative 
branch of this Government and to demand an investigation. I 
think the resolution is in the form that we have adopted time 
and again in substance, and I think we can safely proceed to 
its passage at this time. 

Mr. MILLER. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. GAINES]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, this resolution, 
whether carefully digested by its author or not—and I take it 
that it has been—does not cover what might be called the “ log 
trust.” It provides for the high prices of lumber in the various 
stages of manufacture. It seems to me that it may be made a 
broader and a better resolution if it would apply also to timber 
and logs and lumber, ete. I suggest something of that sort. 

Mr. BANNON. Is not a log in process of manufacture as 
soon as it is cut from the tree? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am coming to that. Suppose 
these great concerns have bought in bulk, as they have done, 
great counties of trees fit for lumber, and they hold that tim- 
ber there and put it on the market when they choose, and put 
up the price when they choose, when it is in the tree, and when 
it is in the log, and before it is manufactured into lumber—be- 
fore it is lumber at all. I think if this matter be referred to 
the Judiciary Committee or to the Committee on Commerce, 
with directions to report a bill back here in three or four days, 
we can get a better resolution than this, though I shall vote for 
this. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS]. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, in view of the remarks of the 


gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], I think perhaps I owe 
the House an explanation. I would like to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Illinois to the faet that this resolution 
was introduced into the House on the 10th of this month. Im- 
mediately upon its being received by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary I sent a copy of the resolution to the Department of 
Commerce and Labor, with a letter. I have not yet had a reply 
to that communication, but just a few moments ago the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. MILLER] submitted to me a letter ad- 
dressed to myself from the Department of Commerce and Labor 
with reference to this subject. Now, the gentleman will see 
from my statement that it has been absolutely impossible for 
the Committee on the Judiciary to consider this resolution. We 
did not feel like taking it up until we had heard from the De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor. T will now ask the Clerk 
to read in my time the letter from the Department of Commerce 
and Labor which was handed to me by the gentleman from 
Kansas and which I send to the desk. 
The: Clerk read as follows: 7 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 
BUREAU OF CORPORATIONS, 
Washington, December 13, 1906. 

wb J. JENKINS 


hairman Judiciary Committee, House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 


Dran Sin: By . conversation with Congressman MILLER yes- 
terday I understand that_both he and you desire 2 when of opinion 
from this Bureau upon House resolution No. 652, ber 10, 1906, 


pia pe investigation of the lumber industry by the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor. 


rry 

“ United States,” be stricken out entirely, for the reason 
that the organie act of this Department now gives the Commissioner of 
Corporations power issue such subpænas, administer oat! etc., as 
set forth in the said five lines. There is, therefore, no n to give 
this power in the said resolution. Furthermore, the said powers in the 
organic act and the results of the exercise thereof have been carefully 
Gefined by “ the act defining immunity of witnesses,” ete., approved June 
30, 1906, with the purpose of clearly determint all questions of im- 
munity which 7 arise under the powers given the Commissioner. 

Should the said lines refe to remain in the said resolution it is 
obvious that Sinan aeeai might arise on this question of immunity. 


enn. HERBER? Knox SMITH 
Deputy Commissioner. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote on the resolu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Kansas. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Miter, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


TEMPORARY WITHDRAWAL OF CERTAIN COAL LANDS. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I present for consideration a 
privileged resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolution No. 643. 


A of ne Md trained 155 gs he RA re- 
uested to transmit to the House o resentatives a and com- 
hiete description of all public lands which have been withdrawn or re- 
served from entry, filing, or selection since the Ist day of July, 1906. 
together with a report as to the reasons for the said withdrawals an 
reservations, and as to the character of the same, and the present 
status of the lands relative to entry, filing, and selection under the 
land laws; also a tabulated statement of the areas withdrawn for va- 
rious purposes in each public-land State and the total areas withdrawn 
in each State and in all of the public-land States. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

he word “State,” where it first appears in line 11, insert the 

— 325 ane Territory : In line 11 strike out the words “in each State 
and: and at the end of the bill add the words “and Territories,” and 
as amended that it do pass. 

Mr. MONDELL. I ask that the amendments be agreed to. 

The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed to. 


The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
-itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 21574, be- 
ing the bill providing for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union to consider the bill H. R. 21574. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, pending the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, I ask unanimous consent that an 
amendment or amendments be considered and be in order to the 
bill making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government (H. R. 21574) in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, increasing the compensation of the Speaker, 
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Members, and Delegates of the House of Representatives, the 
Vice-President and Senators, and members of the Cabinet. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the request. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

I ask unanimous consent that an amendment or amendments may be 
considered and be in order to the bill making appropriations for the - 
islative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government (H. R. 
21574) in the Committee of the Whole, increasing the compensation of 
the Speaker, Members, and Delegates of the House of Representatives, 
the Vice-President, Senators, and members of the Cabinet. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. GILBERT. Would it be in order to add to that resolution 
“and clerks in the Departments?“ If that is in order, I moye 
that as an amendment. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I could not now accept such an amendment, 
It is an entirely different field of service and has very broad 
bearings, differing widely from those concerned in this request 
for unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I trust the gentleman from Alabama will 
withhold his objection to this request for unanimous consent in 
order that it may be considered in Committee of the Whole, so 
that we may get an expression of the Committee of the Whole 
on the subject. The request for unanimous consent will pre- 
clude a point of order being made in the committee against the 
consideration of a subject which has received general approval 
outside of Congress as well as in it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is my very proposition. If this 
was a proposition that it should be considered in the House, it 
would be another matter. If the gentleman will ask unanimous 
consent to consider the proposition in the House and the House 
wishes to consider it, while I am against the proposition, I 
would not object to that. 

Mr. LITTAUER. This is an appropriation and would neces- 
sarily have to go to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I do not look upon it as a proposi- 
tion to appropriate money; I look upon it as a change of exist- 
ing law, so far as that is concerned. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Which, in effect, requires an appropriation’ 
of money. 

Mr. MANN. Would not the gentleman agree to an amendment 
giving consideration in the House, and if the amendment should 
be adopted to the bill, that that amendment would be consid- 
ered separately in the House? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I not only agree to that, but 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman 
from New York that it is quite competent for the House by 
unanimous consent, if it desires so to do, after this bill is re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole House, to agree at this 
time that the matter about which the gentleman asks unani- 
mous consent shall be considered in the House as an amendment 
t the bill, if it be reported from the Committee of the Whole 

ouse. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will say to the 
gentleman from New York that so far as I am concerned; if he 
desires to make his request that this matter may be considered, 
while I am opposed to the matter and intend to vote against it, 
I am perfectly willing that the House should consider it in the 
House; and if he will make his request that this matter shall 
be considered in the House after the House comes out of the 
Committee of the Whole on this bill, and will state that he will 
allow a reasonable time for debate on the question, I shall not 
object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman modifies his objection. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I modify my request to include the condi- 
tion stated by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause] The 
Chair hears none. 

The question was then taken on the motion to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, Mr. HEPBURN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 21574 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For 5 to the 3 the office of the President of 
the Unit States: Secretary, $5, ; two assistant secretaries, at 
$3,000 each; executive clerk, $2,500; executive clerk and disbursing 
officer, $2,000 ; seven clerks, at $2,000 each; one clerk of class 4, who 
shall be a telegrapher; four clerks of class 3; two clerks of class 2 
steward, $1,800; chief doorkeeper, $1,800; eight doorkeepers, at $1, 
each; four messengers, at $1,200 each; five messengers, at $900 each ; 
watchman, $ ; one fireman; laborer, $720; laborer, $600; in all, 
$67,740: Provided, That employees of the Executive Departments and 
other establishments of the executive branch of the Government may 


the transfer, very well. 
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be detailed from time to time to the office of the President of the 
United States for such temporary assistance as may be necessary. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
upon the paragraph, and wish to ask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill a question. I would like to ask the gentleman in 
charge of the bill whether there is any record as to the number 
of employees who are temporarily transferred from the different 
Departments to the office of the President? 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman will refer to the bill, from 
line 14 to and including line 18, page 35, that is in existing law. 

Mr. MANN. I understand it is in existing law, but that does 
not authorize it here. I have no objection to the item, but I 
would like—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. The view the committee took was that 
the existing law seemed to be acceptable, and no proposition to 
change haying been submitted, your committee as a rule con- 
tinues current law. 

Mr. MANN. I do not understand that to be the rule. 

Mr. LITTAUER. There was no information brought to our 
committee, at least, as to how much advantage was taken of the 
privilege, 

Mr. MANN. Are any of these people permanently employed 
up there, do you know? ; 

Mr. LITTAUER. None; of that I am quite confident. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There was no statement submitted what- 
ever. 

Mr. MANN. I withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Rural carrier examining board: For one chief of division, $2,000 
one clerk of class 3; two clerks of class 2; three clerks of class 1; 
three clerks, at $1,000 each; ten clerks, at $900 each, and one assistant 
messenger ; in all, $22,720: Provided, That no detail of clerks or other 
employees from the Executive Departments or other Goyernment estab- 
lishments in Washington, D. C., to the Civil Service Commission, for 
the performance of duty in the District of Columbia, shall be made for 
or during the fiseal year 1908. The Civil Service Commission shall, 
however, have power to transfer or detail any of its employees herein 
provided for to or from its office force, field force, or rural carrier ex- 
amining board. 


Mr. MANN. 
lines 14 to 17, page 37. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state to the gentleman that is current 
law. 

Mr. MANN. If it is law it does not need to go in here, and 
if it is not law it is not entitled to go in here. 

Mr. LITTAUER. It is current law, and I will give you an 
explanation of it. The Civil Service Commission has, year after 
year, asked us to amalgamate three forces together—the office 
force, the field force, and the rural carrier examining board. 
We have, however, declared we will not accept these lumpings 
of clerical assistance, but we want to know what each one has 
to do. Consequently we divided the force into three branches, 
and yet there are times when the clerks from one branch—for 
instance, the rural carrier examining board—must help out the 
field force or the office force, and in order to give them the privi- 
lege of utilizing services not required in one branch in another 
branch we have added that provision, which obtains in every 
Department. 

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I do not think it 
is a provision that obtains in every Department, and I see no 
special reason why the Civil Service Commission should be the 
first to violate the law. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I think you are wrong. I think every De- 
partment has a right to transfer clerks from one bureau of the 
Department to another bureau, and it has the express statutory 
privilege. Here is a small bureau, or department you can call 
it, with three branches. We specify the force for each one of 
the three and then say if you have at any time an emergency in 
any one of those three branches take your additional assistants 
required from one of the other branches. 

Mr. MANN. If you say “in case of an emergency ” they can 
do this, I have no objection; but the fact is, you divide the force 
into three branches and then provided that they could use the 
men in any branch for the work in another branch and not pay 
any attention whatever to the division. 

Mr. LITTAUER. But they do pay attention to the division, 
and come here every year asking us to wipe out the three divi- 
sions. They did it this year. 

Mr. MANN. I understand that; but I understand also that 
in effect they do wipe out these divisions which you insist upon 
preserving and thus permit them to escape from. They do make 
an escape. If you say in case of an emergency they can make 


Mr. LITTAUER. There would be no harm at all in saying 
that. If the gentleman desires to offer an amendment, I surely 
will not object to it. 

Mr. MANN. - Will the gentleman offer it? 


Mr. BINGHAM. They will determine what is the emergency. 


* 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on 


Mr. MANN. They pay no attention to it practically at all, I 
am told 

Mr. LITTAUER. Would the gentleman suppose the use of 
the word “ emergency ” would make any difference? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, yes; it would make a difference. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I have no objection, if it will result in bet- 
ter administration. That is the purpose of your committee in 
submitting this. 

Mr. MANN. How would it do to insert “ have power in case 
of emergency to transfer or detail?” , 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is no objection. 

Mr. MANN. I withdraw the point of order, Mr. Chairman, 
and offer an amendment, to insert, after the word “ power,” in 
line 14, the words “in case of emergency.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 37, line 14, after the word “power,” insert in case of 
emergency.” 

The CHAIRMAN.. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Secretary of the Treasury shall each year prepare and submit in 
his annual report to Congress estimates of the public revenue and the 
public expenditures for the fiscal year current, and also for the fiscal 
year next ensuing at the time said report is submitted, together with a 
statement of the receipts and expenditures of the Goyernment for the 
preceding completed fiscal year. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order upon 
that paragraph. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What does the gentleman wish? 

Mr. MANN. I would like to know why it should go in the 
bill. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Is this new? ; 

Mr. BINGHAM, The chairman of the committee has had 
some correspondence in connection with this suggested amend- 
ment to the current law, and he will explain the character of 
the information that he desires. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I will state for the informa- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], and for the 
information of the committee, the reason for this provision. 
Until last year it was the custom of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in his annual report, to include not only statements of ex- 
penditures, but also an estimate of the amount of revenue the 
Secretary of the Treasury has reason, to believe the Govern- 
ment will receive during the next fiscal year. It is upon this 
estimate that the amount of the budgets or appropriation bills 
are largely based. For the fiscal year 1906 the Secretary of the 
Treasury omitted this estimate from his annual report. In 
submitting to the House, at the close of the last session, a state- 
ment of the aggregate appropriations the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations was unable to obtain from the Treas- 
ury Department an estimate of the revenues for the fiscal year 
1907 for which Congress made the appropriations. 

I personally addressed a letter to the Secretary for the pur- 
pose of obtaining an estimate. I did not care to bring it into 
the House or have the statement go to the country that we had 
appropriated about $880,000,000 for the fiscal year 1907 with- 
out being able to show that the Government was reasonably 
certain of having sufficient revenue during the year to meet 
these appropriations. Thereupon I wrote a letter to the Secre- 
tary and asked him to give me an estimate of the probable 
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revenue for that year, calling his attention to the fact that his 


annual report did not, as usual, contain this estimate. The 
Secretary declined, saying that it would be only a guess, and 
that he did not care to make a guess on the subject. There is 
no department of the Government so well equipped to esti- 
mate with reasonable certainty the revenues for the coming fiscal 
year as the Treasury Department. It has therefore been the 
custom for Congress to rely upon these estimates in preparing 
the appropriations. In view of the necessity for this informa- 
tion and the fact that it was refused, your committee felt 
justified in proposing this provision for that purpose. Without 
this estimate Congress has nothing to guide it in determining 
whether the aggregate of appropriations will exceed the reve- 
nues or not. ‘ 

Mr. MANN. Has this matter been brought to the attention 
of the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. TAWNEY. This provision? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It has not. It was brought to his attention 
by me as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations before 
the close of last session, when in a letter I requested the Sec- 
retary to give the committee an estimate of the revenue and 
he declined. 

Mr. MANN. And in response he stated it was impossible. 
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Thereupon you propose by law to compel him to do that which 
he says is impossible. 


Mr. TAWNEY. It has not been impossible in the past. It 
has been the uniform custom for a great many years for the 
Secretary of the Treasury to submit an estimate of revenue 
for the coming fiseal year, and the present Secretary himself 
submitted an estimate in the annual report preceding his annual 
report for the fiscal year 1906. 

Mr. MANN. He says now that those estimates are yalue- 
less. 

Mr. TAWNEY. They have served as a guide, and it is very 
important to the general public and to Congress to know 
whether or not 

Mr. MANN. I would not dispute the word of the eminent 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, although I have 
neyer noticed that Congress paid much attention to that esti- 
mate in making appropriations. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from Illinois can not cite us 
to an instance when Congress deliberately appropriated beyond 
the estimated revenue. The gentleman must also know that in 
the preparation of appropriation bills Congress must neces- 
sarily have information as to the probable revenues of the 
Government for the fiscal year for which it makes appropri- 
ations. 

Now, to what Department of the Government can Congress 
look for that information if not to the Treasury Department? 
That Department controls all the machinery for the collection 
of revenue. It is in touch with the revenues of the Govern- 
ment and is charged with the execution of the revenue laws. 
Certainly if it is not possible for the Treasury Department to 
give it, it would be impossible for any other Department to 
furnish it. The estimate submitted at the last session is an 
estimate that the chairman himself made, showing a surplus of 
$40,000,000, and is the only official estimate of revenue for this 
fiscal year Congress or the country has had. There is no for- 
eign government that does not submit to the legislative depart; 
ment its estimate of the reyenues, and upon these estimates the 
appropriations are based. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Why does the Secretary of 
the Treasury decline to give this information? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, the only answer we received was that 
it would be a mere guess. That is the langnage, as I now recall. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman disagree 
with the Secretary of the Treasury upon the matter? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will this impose additional 
labor on the Government? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not at all. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will it cost the Government 
anything at all? i 

Mr. TAWNEY. Nothing at all. : 

Mr. MANN. That is what I want to know about. - 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Secretary is guessing upon ihe reyenues 
of the current year from day to day. We are now told by the 

Department that the surplus during this fiscal year 
will amount to in the neighborhood of $55,000,000 or $60,000,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent for five minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. What the gentleman says is so patent, appar- 


. ently, that it seems to me that before enacting legislation along 


these lines to compel a public servant to do this thing which 
he has been doing in the past, but which he now refuses to do, 
that we ought to know from him why he has refused. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I did say why he has refused. 

Mr. MANN. Would the gentleman tell us why? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I said he refused because he considered his 
estimate a mere guess. 

Mr. MANN. He refused to give the gentleman the informa- 
tion in response to a private letter? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; it was not a private letter, it was an 
official letter. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman stated he addressed it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I addressed him as chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MANN. He was not required by law or custom to do so. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. He was required by custom to submit esti- 
mates of the revenues, and I maintain that a fair construction 
of his duties as defined by law requires him to do so. As to why 
it was not done this year I do not know. I do not say this or 
propose this provision in any spirit of criticism or as any reflec- 
tion upon the Secretary. 

Mr. MANN. I do not care whether you are making a reflec- 
tion or not. 


Mr. TAWNEY. I have no doubt that the Secretary will com- * 
ply, and all Secretaries will comply with this provision here- 
after to the best of their ability, and that is all we expect. I 
do not think Congress ought to be put in the position of being 
left to depend upon the whim of any future Secretary of the 
Treasury as to whether he shall give information as to what the 
revenues of the Government will be for the next fiscal year. 
Certain it is he can give a reasonably accurate estimate with 
the information the Treasury Department has at its hand and . 
its facilities for obtaining information. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman assumes here is a matter of 
interesting information that must be obtained from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, information that the Secretary has here- 
tofore afforded, and that the Secretary has now refused to give 
that information, and thereupon the gentleman stops. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No, I do not. 

Mr. MANN. We ought to know from the Secretary of the 
Treasury why he has declined to give this information. 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is nothing further to do in respect to 
obtaining that information but to put a provision in here 
zegmring the Treasury Department, as a matter of law, to sub- 
mitit. 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman ought to ask the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury why he declined to give the information. 

Mr. BRICK. He did. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I can submit the letter to the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. I take the gentleman’s word for it. 

Mr. BRICK. The gentleman stated that the Secretary did 
not give the information because it would be a mere guess. 

— 47 BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Who disputes his explana- 
tion? 

Mr. MANN. If that be the truth, that this is a mere guess, 
then it ought not to be enacted into law. 

Mr. BONYNGE. The chairman does not agree with him that 
this is a mere guess, 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is not necessarily a mere guess. It has not 


been so in the past, and I do not think it will be so in the future. 


Mr. MANN. Does the chairman think this is necessary? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The Clerk will not read until we dispose of the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand the gen- 
tleman had made any point of order. 

Mr. MANN. I reserved it, but I now withdraw the point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Office of assistant treasurer at Chicago: For assistant treasurer, 
$5,000; cashier, $3,000; vault clerk, $1,800; paying teller, $1,800; 
assorting teller, $1,800 ; silver and redemption teller, and change teller, at 
$1,800 each; receiving teller, $1, 700; clerk, $1,600; 8 — 
two bookkeepers, at $1,500 each; assistant fe paving | teller, four 
ear pon ga and currency clerks, at $1,5 each ; twenty-six clerks, 
at ae Se each; one detective and hall man, $1,100; messen: $840; 
= ace 285.460 $900; janitor, $600; and tliree watchmen, at $ 20 each; 


Mr. MANN. I move to strike out the last word. I have 
called the attention of the committee upon several occasions to 
the discrepancy in the salaries paid in the offices of the assistant 
treasurers. Chicago, which does the largest business in volume 
outside of New York City—and possibly in the number of trans- 
actions almost as large a business as New York City, because 
Chicago has an immense field from the Post-Office Department, 
which makes daily remittances, much larger than New York 
City—Chicago is discriminated against even in this bill. 

In Boston there are four employees in the subtreasury. recelv- 
ing salaries of $2,000 and upward. In Philadelphia there are 
three, in St. Louis there are two, in New Orleans there are three, 
in San Francisco there are six; while in Chicago there is but 
one. 

In addition to that fact, the responsibility which some of these 
tellers assume is very great. During the last year or two in Chi- 
eago, when a new assistant treasurer was appointed, one or two 
of the tellers, who had taken in money theretofore passed and 
accepted by the Government in the form in which it was, under 
the rules and regulations of the Treasury Department, had coin 
thrown back upon them to the extent of several hundred dollars 
each. These gentlemen receive the munificent salary of seven- 
teen or eighteen hundred dollars a year. Now, I wish to ask 
the gentleman if he is not willing to make some increases in this 
office? If there ever was a time when we could make an in- 
crease, it is now. If there ever was a time when it was needed, 
it is now. With the exception of the one increase that is pro- 
posed in the bill and two increases which were made two or three 
years ago, there has been no increase in the salaries of these 
employees for many, many years. 
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Mr. BINGHAM. 
been no intentional discrimination against Chicago. 
Mr. MANN. No; I understand that. 


I submit to the gentleman that there has 


Mr. BINGHAM. So far as the Chicago office is concerned, I 
have no doubt the gentleman approves. of the increase of $500 
which we have given. There is no doubt that Chicago is the 
second subtreasury—next to New York; but during the past ten 
years there bas been a large increase in the force of the Chicago 
office; perhaps larger than in any other subtreasury in the 
country. 

Mr. MANN. An increase in the force and in the business, but 
not In the compensation of individuals. 

Mr. BINGHAM. An occasional increase in compensation and 
a large increase in the force, and there has never been, if I 
remember, what might be called a serious complaint. All the 
subtreasurers asked increases, and there was no special insist- 
ence with regard to this subtreasury; and your committee felt 
that as the force was ample for the work and that they have 
been receiving a reasonable compensation, with the one excep- 
tion which we increased and which we called an exception, it 
was fair to continue the office under its present ratings and 
allowances, 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, he says there 
has been no insistence before the committee. The subtreasurer 
in Chicago is forbidden, and the officials of the subtreasury there 
are forbidden, to appear before your committee, and they are 
forbidden to appeal to Members of Congress. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That fs true. 

Mr. MANN. They are forbidden to do anything, and there is 
nothing that can be done except a recommendation through the 
Department. I take it that that recommendation was made to 
your committee. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In a general way, yes, just as the Depart- 
ment makes many recommendations, but your committee reached 
the conclusion, after hearing Mr. Keep, who went into the mat- 
ter with considerable detail, as the gentleman knows if he has 
read the hearings—— 

Mr. MANN. I have never seen the hearings on that subject, 
so I do not know. But I know this, if I may say so to the 
gentleman—I know there has been a most insistent demand on 
the part of the retiring assistant treasurer and upon the part 
of the one who has recently been appointed that these salaries 
be increased, this recommendation having been made after in- 
vestigation, and I know they have not been able to obtain and 
retain good employees in some of these places. There have been 
a number of changes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. . i 

Mr. MANN. I move to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have made all the explanation that it is 
possible to make. T think it is a fair explanation. The work is 
being done well. There may be some reasonable criticism as to 
the compensations, but your committee reached the conclusion 

that the conditions at the independent treasuries might remain 
as they were, with the little change made in Chicago, without 
any injury to the public service. 

Mr. MANN. I assure the gentleman that it is injuring the 
public service in Chicago. They have a row on now, growing 
out of having these very clerks held responsible for the accept- 
ance of this coin. There has been a row between the Treasury 
Department and the retiring subtreasurer in reference to that. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is in litigation. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no, it is not, and we will never submit to 
its going that far; but the Government is requiring a very nn- 
just thing on the part of the subtreasurer, for the reason that 
these employees were not able out of their salaries to replace 
the coin which they had on band, but which the Government 
would not accept as current funds. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman sees that that would open 
up a question of which we could not take cognizance, unless 
the gentleman sees proper to offer independent legislation as 
to the responsibility whenever in the operation of any financial 
institution such a question as this should arise. 

Mr. MANN. If we hold a clerk responsible for such things, 
after the coin has once been accepted by the Government, I 
want to see the clerk paid salary enough so that we may 
properly hold him responsible. But why should the teller in 
Chicago receive a salary of $1,800, and tellers in Boston, Phila- 
delphia, St. Louis, and San Francisco, doing not one-tenth of the 
business, receive salaries of $2,000, $2,200, or $2,500? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, yes; they do more than the gentleman 
says, because Philadelphia comes next to Chicago in the amount 
of business. 

Mr. MANN. I do not mean to say that all of these places do 
not do one-tenth of the business. 


Mr. BINGHAM. The committee haye endeavored to do sub- 
stantial justice. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I suppose there is no arguing 
with the gentleman, but I move to amend by striking out, in line 
11, page 65, the words “one thousand eight hundred” and 
inserting in lieu thereof the words “ two thousand.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 65, line 11, strike out one thousand eight hundred“ and insert 
two thousand.“ 


Mr. BINGHAM. I make the point of order against that. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I make the point of order that it changes 
existing law. The authorization of the law is $1,800, 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman the statute before 
him—the present law? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The present appropriation law governs the 
proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman from Illinois state 
whether the statute fixes the salary at $2,000? Will the gen- 
tleman from Illinois cite the statute, if such a statute exists? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, there is no statute fixing the 
salary of any of these officers, except the current appropriation 
act. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair would ask the gentleman 
what was the amount carried in the last appropriation bill? 

Mr. MANN. I have no doubt the gentleman is correct. As 
I understand, the gentleman from Pennsylvania states that it 
was the same amount that is in this bill—$1,800. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the point of order is sustained. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, before the Chair finally rules, 
may I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that under the 
ruling of the Chair last year the whole item is probably sub- 
ject to a point of order, because, as I understand, the ruling of 
the Chair last year was that where there was no authority of 
law for an office the item was subject to a point of order. If 
the item in the original instance in this case was subject to a 
point of order, changing the nmount is not subject to a point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that this item 
was appropriated for in the identical language of the last ap- 
propriation bill. If that is so, then the point of order is sus- 
tained, 

Mr. MANN. The ruling last year by the gentleman in 
the chair at that time was, that although the current appropri- 
ation act appropriated for certain clerks at a certain salary, 
that did not warrant the same item being included in the bill 
then pending unless it was authorized by statute. That was the 
ruling last year, resulting in the throwing out of a great num- 
ber of these officers, clerks, and salaries, to such an extent that 
the committee were compelled to appeal to the Committee on 
Rules, which brought in a special rule giving the right to the 
consideration of these items in the bill. If that ruling was 
right last year, this item in the original instance was subject 
to a point of order. I know there has been a lot of holding, 
and I think the Chair can find authority to hold any way the 
Chair desires on this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. In view of that suggestion, the Chair 
will adhere to his ruling. [Laughter.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. SHERMAN having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. Pharr, one of its clerks, announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed bill of the following title, in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. 6855. An act to amend the act approved August 19, 1890, 
entitled “An act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions 
at sea.” 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT. 
Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secretary of War, 


$8,000; Assistant Secretary, $4,500; chief clerk, $3,000; private sec- 
retary to the Secretary, $2,500; clerk to the Secretary. 82. > stenog- 
rapher to the 8 $1,800; clerk to the Assistant Secretary, 
$2,100; clerk to the chief clerk, $2,100; disbursing clerk, $2,500; ap- 
pointment clerk, $2,000; four chiefs of division, at $2, each; su- 
5 of bulidings outside of State, War, and Navy t 
nilding, in addition to com tion as chief of division, $250; chief 


four clerks of class 3; 


six messengers ; 
switchboard 
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eight laborers; two laborers, at $470 each; hostler, $600; tw» hostlers 
and one watchman, at $540 each; one telephone operator, $480; two 
elevator conductors, one at $600 and one at $470; four charwomen; 
in all, $138,620. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. i 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 81, line 3, strike out the words “six hundred and twenty“ 
and insert in lieu thereof “ five hundred and sixty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 


Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secre of the In- 
terior, 88,000; First Assistant Secretary, $4,500, and for additional com- 
pensation while the office is held by the present incumbent, $1,500; 
Assistant Secretary, $4,500; chief clerk, $2,500, and $500 additional as 
superintendent of the Patent Office building and other buildings of the 
Department of the Interior; additional to one member of Board of Pen- 
sion Appeals, acting as chief of the board, $500; twelve members of a 
Board of Pension a rs to be appointed i the Secretary of the In- 
terior, at $2,000 each, including three members to be selected by the 
Secretary of the Interior from the sixteen additional members of the 
Board of Pension Appeals appropriated for and employed during the 
fiscal peek 1907; three additional members of said Board of Pension 
Ap 8, to be p aeg by the Secretary of the Interior and to be se- 
lected from the force of the Pension Office, at $2,000 each; special land 
inspector, connected with the administration of the public-land services, 
to appointed by the Secretary of the Interior and to be subject to his 
direction, $2,500; five special inspectors, Department of the Interior, to 
be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior and to be subject to his 
direction, at $2,500 each; clerk in charge of documents, $2,100; custo- 
dian, who shall give bond in such sum as the Secretary of the Interior 
may determine, $2,100; seven clerks, chiefs of division, at $2,250 each, 
one of whom shall be disbursing clerk; four clerks, at $2, each; 
private secretary to the Secretary of the Interior, $2,500; sixteen clerks 
of class 4; sixteen clerks of class 3; twenty-five clerks of class 2; thirty- 
six clerks of class 1, two of whom shall be stenographers or typewriters ; 
returns office clerk, $1,200; female clerk, to be designated by the Presi- 
dent, to sign land patents, $1,200; six clerks, at.$1,000 each; one clerk, 
$900; twelve copyists; two copyists or typewriters, at $900 each; 
switchboard telephone operator; nine messengers; seven assistant mes- 
sengers; eighteen laborers; two skilled mechanics, one at $900 and one 
at $720; two carpenters, at $900 each; plumber, $900; electrician, 
$1,000 ; one laborer, $600; six laborers, at $480 each; one packer, $660; 
two conductors of elevator, at $720 each; four charwomen; captain of 
the watch, $1,200; forty watchmen; additional to two watchmen acting 
as lieutenants of watchmen, at $120 each; engineer, $1,200; assistant 
engineer, $1,000; seven firemen; one clerk, to be appointed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, to sign, under the direction of the Secretary, in 
his name and for him, his approval of all tribal ceeds to allottees and 
deeds for town lots made and executed according to law for any of the 
Five Civilized Tribes of Indians in the Indian Territory, $1,200; in all, 
$327,690. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the follow- 
ing amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out after the word “ each,” in line 9, page 106 of the bill, the 
following: 

Including three members to be selected by the Secreta of the 
Interior from the sixteen additional members of the Board of Pension 
Appeals, appropriated for and employed during the fiscal year 1907; 
three additional members of said ard of Pension Appeals to be ap- 

inted by the Secretary of the Interior and to be selected from the 
orce of the Pension Office, at $2,000 each,” and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 

“Sixteen additional members of the Board of Pension 8 to be 
selected and appointed by the Secretary of the Interior from persons 
not now employed in the Pension Office, and without compliance with 
the conditions prescribed by the act entitled ‘An act to regulate and 
improve the civil service,’ approved January 16, 1883, for the fiscal 
year 1908, at $2,000 each; and vacancies occurring in this force of 
sixteen additional members of the Board of Pension Appeals during 
the fiscal year 1908 shall not be filled.” 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order 
that the proposed amendment is a change of existing law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I 
have submitted is identical, with the exception of one word, 
with the current appropriation bill. It is a continuance of 
the board as created three or four years ago and as carried 
year after year in the appropriation bill. The only change is 
of a single word, which is this: In the present appropriation 
bill it provides that vacancies occurring during the fiscal year 
of 1907 shall not be refilled. This amendment provides that 
yacancies occurring in the year 1908 shall not be filled. The 
provisions are identical, except the word“ eight“ instead of the 
word “ seven.” 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes; and that is the radical change in the 
law. 

Mr. DALZELL. No; it is the purpose to continue the law. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In other words, you continue the board 
which the law says shall expire. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; the law says vacancies occurring dur- 
ing the year shall not be filled, and I say that vacancies occur- 
ring during the coming year shall not be filled. We do not ask 
any other change. 

Mr. LITTAUER. The law also adds that at the end of 1907 
said employment shall cease. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In other words, you continue the current 
law another year. The current law distinctly sets forth that 


it shall conclude at the end of 1907. Gentlemen understand 
how reluctantly I do this, because I am a soldier myself. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, the situation is that the 
law originally provided for the appointment of what is called 
the permanent board of appeals,” consisting of twelve mem- 
bers. Later on there was legislation increasing that member- 
ship by authorizing twenty temporaries, and that provision was 
earried on from year to year, and last year the current appro- 
priation bill provided for sixteen members only of the temporary 
members of the board, and provided that at the end of the fiscal 
year their employment should cease. Now, the committee has 
reported an appropriation for three of that sixteen, and that is 
a part of the bill, and no point of order was made against it, 
so that it is in the bill, but it is new legislation. The commit- 
tee now reports an appropriation for three members of a tem- 
porary board of appeals for which there is no law. The effect 
of the proposed amendment is to increase the number from 
three to sixteen.. I assume that where the committee brings in 
legislation that is subject to a point of order, if no point be 
made the provision is amendable. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That original provision was subject to a 
point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; and it is amendable. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If an amendment is in order to. in- 
crease the number to four, it certainly is in order to increase it 
to sixteen. That is the situation of this question as it is now 
presented. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. LITTAUER. If it be in order to increase the number 
from three to sixteen, is it in order to increase it to sixteen 
with the various additions added to the amendment? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Those provisions are pure limitations. 
We may increase the force with limitations, providing how 
the additional members shall be paid and how they shall be 
appointed. I think those provisions are proper limitations, 
Now, I insist, since the committee has made proyision for three 
for which there is no authority in law, it opens the door for 
any sort of a germane amendment. It is a new subject, and 
we may increase the number from three to sixteen and may fix 
terms and limitations that are germane. It is a new subject 
of legislation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to diseuss the 
point of order further than to emphasize what the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Crumracker] has said, that it has always 
been held that where a provision is brought in whieh is sub- 
ject to a point of order and no point of order is raised against 
it, an amendment perfecting that provision is in order. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to occupy the 
time of the committee, except to emphasize what the gentle- 
man from Indiana has said. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is the other side that the Chair desires 
to hear from. ; 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered by 
my colleague from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] did not, as I- 
understand it, attempt to amend that part of the paragraph 
where provision is made for the additional three members to 
the permanent force, but did seek to reinstate the language of 
the present current law, wherein a provision was added that 
“at the end of which year such employment shall cease.” I 
can not appreciate the point made by the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. CrumpackKer] that in the method in which this 
amendment is presented it does not contravene the rule against 
new legislation. It appears to me to be an entirely different 
set of pension-appeal examiners, one temporary and the other 
permanent. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I want to call 
the attention of the Chair to this fact, that if the committee can 
add three it can add six or nine or sixteen. If three are in 
order, the whole sixteen are in order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. All of which would be subject to a point of 
order. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Would have been, yes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes; would have been. 

The CHAIRMAN. If a point of order had been made against 
the text of the bill the Chair would have sustained that point 
of order, but no such point of order was made, That being so, 
it is clear to the Chair that any amendment that is germane to 
that matter is competent for the committee to consider. The 
point of order is therefore overruled. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, before that question is taken 
it seems to me that the Committee of the Whole should at least 
be placed in possession of the facts in connection with this tem 
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porary board of pension appeals. The committee will remember 
that a board of nine members was originally established and 
was then increased to twelve and then, I believe some three 
years aco, an additional force of twenty temporary appointees 
was placed there at a time when the number of appeals accumu- 
lated in the office of the Secretary of the Interior numbered 
about 20,000. The work had gone on, I believe, for two or three 
years when last year we were confronted with the fact that the 
number of these appeals had been reduced from 20,000 to about 
3,000. We then amended the law, or the provision for the law, 
so that vacancies that then existed could not be filled, and that 
no further vacancies could be filled during the current year. 
Moreover, we added the provision that the force itself should be 
entirely discontinued at the end of the current year—that is, the 
temporary force. The original nine, with the added three, are 
there under a permanent order. This is one of the temporary 
forces added to clean up work in a great Department, to do jus- 
tice to the old soldier in order that his claims of every kind and 
character might have final and proper consideration before a 
great board of pension appeals. Unfortunately the only way to 
get such a board is to give temporary employment. The employ- 
ment was given, of course, without civil service examination, 
and the result is that, as far as my experience has gone, when- 
ever you get such a force in you can never get it out, and the 
only way to do is to amalgamate it with the regular force. 

Now, the facts in the case are that we have had about twenty- 
eight of these pension-appeal examiners, and they passed upon 
one case of appeal a day, just one appeal during the seven or 
seven and a half hours’ work which we have here, and bear in 
mind that these appeals come to them after having passed 
through, I believe, three or four prior examinations in the Pen- 
sion Office. The appeals come all briefed, and they include 
some appeals in reference to pension attorneys’ fees, perhaps 
not a great number, but quite a good number of them. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I do. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understood the gentleman to say these mem- 
bers of the pension-appeal board dispose of but one appeal a 
day. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Just one. 

Mr. KEIFER. Just one. The record shows that twenty- 
eight members have disposed of an average of 824 per month. 

Mr. LITTAUER. No; 867. 

Mr. KEIFER. Well, I am speaking of an average for a par- 
ticular five months. How do you make that out? 

Mr. LITTAUER. During the last seven months, commencing 
February, 1906, during that period 6,059 cases have been dis- 
posed of, averaging 867 each month. Divide the twenty-eight 
into the 867 and you get—well, one is not exactly right, because 
there are only twenty-six working days, but in twenty-six 
working days thirty-one of these appeal cases are disposed of 
by each examiner. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. How many appeals are now pending? 
How nearly up is this board? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Seventeen hundred and twelve. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I will get to that. A year ago we were 
advised that there were 3,000 cases yet undetermined and that 
at that time the force was catching up at quite a rapid rate, 
so we attempted last year to eliminate this board, but in order 
to give ample force to continue the work all places which were 
filled at that time were continued to the number—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will my colleague permit an interruption? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact the limitation upon the life 
of the board carried in the current law was placed there upon 
the recommendation of the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. LITTATTAR, On the express recommendation of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, reenforced by the recommendation of the 
at that time Commissioner’ of Pensions. All of them advised 
us that board could well cease and end at the end of the cur- 
rent fiscal year. - 


mr Er iR. I would like to interrupt the gentleman 
again. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York 
yield? 


Mr. LITTAUER. I do. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand that both the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations and the gentleman on the floor 
say that this reduction was made at the instance of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior last year. I beg leave to say that the 
Secretary of the Interior qualified all that original recommenda- 
tion both before the Committee on Appropriations and in the 
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House and Senate, and stated if there was an increase in the 
appeals it would not be sufficient. 

Mr. LITTAUER. When was that qualification made? 

Mr. KEIFER. Made in the Rrecorp. The chairman read it 
the other day. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Now, the Recorp shows that during the 
years this pension board has been at work, the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1903, 13,719 cases were disposed of. The next 
year, with the same force, 10,496 cases received final attention. 
The next year it jumped up again to 13,715, and the last year, 
ending June 30 last, when this board had the full number of 
thirty-two members, there were 10,173 cases disposed of, a re- 
duction of 3,542 from the previous year. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the e from New York yield 
to the genfleman from Kansas? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Yes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. What number of cases are now 
pending for consideration by the board of appeals? 

Mr. LITTAUER. We are advised here, October 1, 1906, 
1,712 cases. That is about two months’ work, and your com- 
mittee, considering all the circumstances of this 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Does that make provision for 
cases subsequently appealed to the board? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I have given you simply a statement of 
the number of cases before the board on that day—that is, 
October the ist. The cases appealed during the month of 
September were of course in that. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Has the gentleman from New 
York any information as to the number of cases that were 
pending before the commission a year ago? 

Mr. LITTAUER. A year ago there were 3,000—just about 
3,050, if my memory serves me right. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. At that ratio it would take a 
full year, at least, to catch up with the work? 

Mr. LITTAUER. It depends altogether, of course, on the 
number of new cases that come along. It used to take two or 
three years to have one of these appeals attended to. It now 
takes less than two or three months. I maintain that if the 
appeals were doubled up from what they are to-day the old 
soldier’s interest would be promptly attended to. I believe the 
last advice I had was that 7 per cent of these appeals are 
reversed. 

Mr. KEIFER. Nine. 

Mr. LITTAUER. My last information, from a very reliable 
source, was that it was 7, although I must admit that the 
Secretary of the Interior in here says that he thinks it was 
15; latterly we got information that it was 9. But whether it 
be 9 or 7, those are the only individuals who can in any way 
suffer any harm from this appeal of two or three months. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. But if the gentleman will per- 
mit me, when a man makes an appeal it is important to him 
that he have a decision on it one way or the other. 

Mr. LITTAUER. That is unquestionably so, and the decision 
he no doubt would like to have that very minute, but most of 
the appeals take more than two months to be disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me 
this question resolves itself into whether or not this temporary 
force shall be continued a sufficient length of time to bring the 
work up current. The board is now over 1,400 cases behind. 
On the statement of Assistant Secretary Wilson the appeals run 
from 800 to 900 a month. This board with the present force 
will take care of just about that number. It has been reduced 
by resignations and otherwise by four members. When it had 
the full number it took care of about 1,000 cases a month. 
Now it takes care of between 800 and 900. The appeals have 
constantly increased since appellants find they can get a com- 
paratively early decision from the court. ‘There is no reason to 
think that that condition of things will not obtain in the future; 
that the number of appeals will at least remain where it is now. 
That being the case, it is necessary to have the full number if 
you would give a prompt decision to these men, to many of 
whom delay means death before the decision is made. I say 
to you, gentlemen, that we can well afford to give the veterans 
the benefit of any doubt for twelve months more. That is the 
limitation put upon the 3 of the court by the pend- 
ing amendment. 

Put these trained men at work twelve months more and give 
them an opportunity, at least, to bring the appeals down current 
with the applications made. What harm can come of it? Sup- 
pose you do not do it? Then, on the statement of the Assistant 
Secretary of the Interior, your appeals will continue to increase 
month by month until sooner or later you will have to go over 
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this same course of procedure and employ not a trained body of 
experts, but a new body of men, to take up the work where 
these men leave off. The time has come when we can not afford 
to dally with interests vital to many of these men for the pit- 
tance involved in this amendment. Let us pass it, and let these 
men who now take their appeal be responded to promptly, as 
they responded promptly when the nation appealed to them to 
save its life. [Applause.] 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
before he takes his seat? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
GARDNER] yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Crum- 
PACKER]? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Certainly. : 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I have statistics, obtained from some 
source, and I want to know if they were submitted to the com- 
inittee. They show that last year, 1905, for five months from 
July 1, there were 2,658 appeals, at the rate of 531 per month. 
The same month this year, beginning July 1 last, there were 
4,120 appeals taken, at the rate of 824 a month ` à 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. That is substantially in the 
hearings. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That was in the hearings? 

Mr, GARDNER of Michigan. Substantially. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And on the basis of the statistics last 
year this recommendation contained in the current bill was 
incorporated, providing that the tenure ceased on the Ist of 
July; and the increased number of appeals, I understand, is 
one of the chief reasons why the gentleman insists upon keeping 
the whole board in operation. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. If the gentleman will allow me 
to read. Mr. Wilson, Assistant Secretary of the Interior, says: 
But the appeals are coming in between 800 and 900 a month now. 

The gentleman will find that on page 227. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does he recommend the retention of 
the entire board this year? : 

Mr. KELFER. He says they could only dispose of a thousand 
cases when they had four more members than they have now. 
He says repeatedly, in substance, that they can not dispose of 
the appeals if you reduce the board, because of the accumula- 
tion of appeals, and he urges the retention of the full board. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, my honored colleague makes 
the suggestion that the only people who would be harmed by the 
provisions of the bill in doing away with this special board are 
the appellants. I know so well, Mr. Chairman, that my honored 
colleague is desirous of serving in every legitimate way the old 
soldiers that I do not believe he wants that statement to re- 
main unqualified, especially when we remember that there is no 
body of men in this country that Congress is more desirous of 
serving than this same body; there is nobody that they are 
more desirous to save from any harm whatever. 

Now, my colleague suggests that last year the Secretary said 
that this board could be done away with. He substantially said 
that upon the recommendation of the Secretary a year ago they 
inserted the provision that the board should cease to exist at 
the end of this fiscal year. In other words, the position of the 
committee then was to take its stand upon the recommendation 
of the Secretary; whereas this year, when the Secretary, the 
Assistant Secretary, and the Commissioner all unite in recom- 
mending that this board be continued, they propose not to fol- 
low that recommendation. It is very easy, when the recommen- 
dations of the Secretary are in accordance with our ideas to ap- 
peal to the recommendation to sustain our position, but when it 
is adverse, why we override it. 

My colleague says, and says erroneously, that there is but one 
appeal decided a day. It is not quite correct, but the average is 
less than two. But, Mr. Chairman, do we wish to have these 
appeals hurriedly passed upon, without doing justice to the ap- 
pellant and to the Goyernment. The report and the hearings 
before the committee, and the statement of the Secretary, show 
that varied ‘and numerous legal questions, as well as questions 
of fact, arise in these cases—questions relating to the marriage 
laws of the various States, etc. Certainly it is not the desire 
of Congress, in the work of passing upon these appeals, to be 
so hurried as to do injustice either to the appellant or the Goy- 
ernment of the United States. 

Now, before this board was created there were 16,000 cases 
unheard, and it took more than two years for an appeal to be 
heard, and I am making that statement from the hearings be- 
fore the Committee on Appropriations. Two years ago there 
were 3,000 cases pending at the end of the year, and the board 
was continued for another year. On the ist of October last 
there were 1,700 cases pending, and taking an average from 
this report from the hearing before the committee there will 
come in, as has been stated, an increase from month to month, 


Will the gentleman allow a question 
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but taking the average last given here there will be 9,606 new 
eases to be disposed of, and there were 1,712 pending on the Ist 
day of October; so that there will be 11,318 cases to dispose of 
during the next fiscal year, and the present board disposed of 
10,173. So that if the average of new appeals is not increased, 
there will still be at the end of the next fiscal year cases pend- 
ing that the board will not have been able to consider even if 
it is maintained at its present number.“ 

Mr. Chairman, where the interests of the old soldier and the 
interests of the Government are so vital as they are in this case 
it does seem to me that in justice to the Government and in jus- 
tice to them that we ought to continue this board, in accordance 
with the recommendation of all the people who know about it 
and make report and appear before the committee and make 
statements of fact. We ought to continue this board for at 
least one more year. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, if I know myself, I have 
not the slightest disposition to do an injustice to the old soldier; 
but how any intelligent man can vote for this amendment, after 
the clear and comprehensive statement made by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Lirraver], I can not understand. From 
the remarks that have been made in support of this amendment 
one might conclude that there was a disposition here on the 
part of somebody not to serve the old soldier, but, on the con- 
trary, to do an act of injustice to the old soldier. Is this true? 
As a matter of fact, and every man here knows it, on the statute 
books are found the most liberal, yes, the most generous, pen- 
Sion laws that have ever been enacted by any country during 
the history of the civilized world. We have a horde of clerks 
in the Pension Bureau—all of whom are favorable to the old 
soldier—to construe these pension laws when he files his ap- 
plication under them. After these generous luws have been 
construed by clerks who are, as I have said, biased in favor of 
the old soldier, if perchance their action is adverse to the claim 
of the old soldier he has the right to appeal to a Board of Re- 
view, and on that Board there is not one single individual 
hostile to the old soldier. If, again, this Board’s decision is 
again adverse to the old soldier, he has the further right to 
appeal to the Board of Rereview, as it is termed; and if here 
the decision is adverse he can carry his case to the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, and from the Commissioner of Pensions he 
can finally appeal to the Secretary of the Interior. At each of 
these points you afford him, if he can show an act of injustice 
has been done, the opportunity to have it righted. And, yet. 
Mr. Chairman, we are importuned to be cautious for fear that 
an injustice will be done the old soldier. 

There is no necessity for this Board of Appeals now, and, as 
for that matter, there was no need for it at the time, a few 
years ago, when the original item was embodied in the appro- 
priation bill. It never should have been in here, and if now 
stricken out the only ones hurt by it will be certain favorites 
who are now holding the places. You may be sure no injustice 
will be done any soldier by unnecessarily delaying action on his 
claim for pension or increase of pension. . 

Mr. Chairman, I charge—and there may be some men on this 
floor who will deny it, but I assert it as a fact, and no man on 
the Appropriations Committee will deny it—originally the 
places created by this item was rank patronage, nothing but 
patronage, intended to serve Members of Congress rather than 
to serve the old soldier. And now, when the recommendation 
has been made to discontinue this in the interests of economy, 
a motion is made here to embody it in the permanent law. 
And, as a matter of fact, gentlemen, I know full well that this 
amendment will be voted up. You will adopt it; and as a mat- 
ter of fact it would have been adopted just as easily if the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. SHerMan] had moved to put in 
thirty-two instead of sixteen persons on this board. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I am sure the gentleman from 
Texas does not wish to make a misstatement. 

Mr. BURLESON. No; I never do if I know myself. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I say I am sure of it. Hence 
the gentleman will allow me to correct him when he says the 
purpose of this amendment is to enact this additional force into 
permanent law. It is simply for one year, to enable the work 
to be brought up. 

Mr. BURLESON. And the gentleman, who has been upon the 
Committee on Appropriations for many years, knows—yes, out 
of the storehouse of his experience there can be had a certain 
knowledge—that when once an item finds place in an appropria- 
tion bill it is nearly impossible to get the item out. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I want to address myself for one moment 
to the necessity for this Board. There are 1,700 cases now pend- 
ing on appea! and about 800 new appeals every month. The 
information that comes to us is that this Board disposes of about 
800 cases a month. No wonder they do not bring the business 
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abreast of current work. Here we have the sixteen mem- 
bers of this Board, each disposing of about one case a day, or, 
to be perfectly accurate, one and five twenty-sixths, or one and 
two-thirteenths cases each day. Of course it is not to their 
interest to work themselves out of a fat job. Yet, Mr. Chair- 
man, every lawyer of intelligence here knows that these cases 
come to this Board thoroughly briefed, and the most compli- 
cated of them ought to be easily disposed of in one hour's time. 
It would be curious, Mr. Chairman, if we could ascertain just 
where the various men who hold these places and who are to 
be appointed come from. I doubt not a flood of light would be 
turned upon this discussion, and really we could then under- 
stand matters just as they are. 

I stand here to confirm every word that has been uttered by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Lrrraver], and I stand 
here to assert that there is absolutely no necessity for the con- 
tinuation of this Board one day longer, much less convert it 
into a permanent Board by adopting this amendment. They 
could all be abolished without any fear of doing the old soldiers 
an act of injustice. f ; 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman who has just 
taken his seat says that he stands here to confirm every word 
uttered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Lrrraver]. 
That gentleman says that the records show that the board, 
continued as is proposed by the committee, would amply dispose 

of the pension-appeal cases. I beg to say that that statement 
can not be confirmed, and I want to say, in the hearing of the 
gentleman from New York, that he received from the Interior 
Department a letter, which he never presented to the committee 
and never referred to here, which shows that that statement 
is absolutely untrue. Does the gentleman dispute that? 

Mr. LITTAUER. If the gentleman will permit me—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to 
the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes. Do you dispute that? I have the letter 
here. 

Mr. LITTAUER. If the gentleman will permit me, the ques- 
tion as to the correctness of the statement that the Board as 
composed would amply dispose of the pension-appeal cases is 
simply an inference. The letter was a personal letter, reen- 
forcing somewhat the testimony which the Assistant Secretary 
gave as printed in the hearings. It was not an official commu- 
nication. In my rehearsal of the facts in connection with this 
matter before the full committee I read to the committee every 
single figure that was in that letter, and the gentleman from 
Ohio sat there, perhaps listening and perhaps not. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I beg to say that the letter 
was never read there, or the gentleman would not haye made 
the statement just made. That letter shows that for the 
months of July, August, September, October, and November, 
1906, the appeals filed were 4,120, and the appeals disposed of 
were 3,984, less by about 200 than the appeals filed, without 
going to the old cases in arrears at all. Does that justify the 
statement that a board that would dispose of three-fifths as 
many as haye been disposed of in the past five months could 
keep up promptly? 

Mr. LITTAUDR. I should like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. Can he explain to me why this same Board in the year 
ending June 30, 1906, disposed of 10,173 cases, while in the 
previous year, with the same number of men on the Board, it 
disposed of 13,715? 

Mr. KBIFER. The question contains an error. The same 
Board did not exist before this fiscal year by a great way. The 
Board before this time you refer to consisted of thirty-two in- 
stead of twenty-eight, added to by two men detailed from the 
Attorney-General's office and a man from the Land Office to help 

-them, thus adding three more to the efficiency of the Board. 

Mr. LITTAUER. The gentleman wants to state the facts cor- 
rectly? 

Mr. KEiIFER. The facts I gave in my speech a few days 
ago. You had an opportunity to show by the statement of the 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior that it would not be possible 
for you to cut the Board down as is proposed and eyer get in 
sight of clearing up the pension appeals. We would run behind 
in one year about 4,000 at least. We had also on the ist day of 
December arrears, according to this letter of December 6 to the 
gentleman from New York, of 1,776 appeals. Now, somebody says 
the appealed cases come briefed. Surely that is a very nice state- 
ment, If you are asking for a case to come briefed against the 
old soldier who appeals, and then ask the person who is re- 
viewing to decide it on the brief that is made up to reject his 
claim, well and good. But it has to be rebriefed by some mem- 
ber of the Board and then taken to another portion of the 
twenty-eight, and finally be reviewed before the whole Board. 
It is not one man sitting as an appeal board, but you have to 


rebrief it, and the larger the record the greater the labor. That 
is the way justice is often done to these old soldiers. Now, 
there is nothing anywhere in the record that justifies the state- 
ment that the Board continued as last year, with twelve perma- 
nent and sixteen additional members, will be able to keep up 
with the filed appealed cases when thirteen of the members are 
dropped, and we will certainly make no mistake if we leave it 
as it was the last year. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- : 


ment offered by the gentleman from New York. 
The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Pension Office: For the Commissioner of Pensions, $5,000: First 
Deputy Commissioner, $3,600; Second Deputy Commissioner, $3,600; 
chief clerk, $2,250; assistant chief clerk, 12.900 medical referee, 
$3,000; assistant medical referee, $2,250; 2 qualified surgeons who 
shall be experts in their profession, at $2,000 each; 35 medical exam- 
iners who shall be surgeons of education, skill, and experience in their 
profession, at $1,800 each; 9 chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; law 
clerk, $2,250; chief of board of review, $2,250; 55 principal examiners, 
at $2,000 each; private secretary, to be selected and appointed by the 
Commissioner of Pensions, $2,000; 18 assistant chiefs of division, at 
$1,800 each; 3 stenographers, at $1,600 each; 69 clerks of class 4; 85 
clerks of class 3; 265 clerks of class 2; 335 clerks of class 1; 200 
clerks, at $1,000 each; 94 copyists; superintendent of building, $1,400; 
2 engineers, at $1,200 each; 3 firemen; 27 messengers; 12 assistant 
messengers; 20 messenger boys, at $400 each; 43 laborers; 10 female 
laborers, at $400 each; 15 charwomen; 1 painter, skilled in his trade, 
$900; 1 cabinetmaker, skilled in his trade, $900; captain of the watch, 
71.078 Ts rae of the watch, at $750 each; 20 watchmen; in all, 

„618, | . 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the follow- 
ing committee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 114, line 23, strike out the words “two hundred and sixty- 
five” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ three hundred; in line 
strike out the words three hundred and thirty-five ” and insert in leu 
thereof the words “ three hundred and seventy;"’ in line 25 strike out 
the words “two hundred” and insert the words “one hundred and 
sixty-five.’ On page 115, line 1, strike out the word “ ninety-four ” 
and insert the word “ sixty-nine; “ and in lines 12 and 13 strike out 
the words “six hundred and seventy-eight thousand seven hundred and 
fifty’ and insert the words “seven hundred and three thousand two 
hundred and fifty.” 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, the bill provides for thirty- 
five men of class 1 and thirty-five men of class 2—— 

Mr, LITTAUER. If I may be allowed, the Commissioner ad- 
vised us that we could reduce the number of clerks in the sery- 
ice, and this is in the line of his recommendation. 

Mr. MANN. I thought this was an increase. 

Mr. BINGHAM. No; it is a decrease. 

Mr. LITTAUER. It is the elimination of seventy ‘clerks. 


The committee reported to eliminate thirty-five at $1,400 and 


thirty-five at $1,200. The purpose of the amendment is to elimi- 
nate thirty-five out of the $1,000 class and thirty-fiye out of the 
$900 class instead of as at first proposed. 

The amendment was considered and agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


No vacancy now eat nn Ap the clerical or other classified service of 
the Pension Office, or which may occur after March 1, 1907, and prior 
to July 1, 1908, shall be filled by original appointment or by transfer 
from ony other office or bureau of the Department of the Interior. 
Nor shall any transfers from said Pension Office existing March 1, 
1907, be returned to said Office. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following com- 
mittee amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 14, on page 115, strike out the words “or other classified,” 
and in line 17 strike out the word “eight” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ seven.“ 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Patent Office: For the Commissioner of Patents, $5,000; Assistant 
Commissioner, who shall perform such duties pertaining to the office of 
Commissioner as may be assigned to him by the Commissioner, $3,000; 
chief clerk, $2,500; 2 law clerks, at $2,500 each; 3 examiners in 
chief, at $3,000 each; examiner of interferences, $2,500; examiner of 
trade-marks and designs, $2,500; 41 principal examiners, at $2,500 
each; 53 first assistant examiners, at $1,800 each; 63 second assistant 
examiners, at $1,600 each;. 73 third assistant examiners, at $1,400 
each ; 83 fourth assistant examiners, at $1,200 each ; financial clerk, who 
shall give bonds in such amount as the Secretary of the Interior may de- 
termine, $2,250; librarian, $2,000; 6 chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; 
additional to 1 chief of division in charge of the Official Gazette, $250; 
3 assistant chiefs of division, at $1,800 each; 7 clerks of class 4, one 
of whom shall act as 1 clerk; machinist, $1,600; 7 clerks of 
class 3, one of whom shall be translator of languages; 15 clerks of class 
2; 70 clerks of class 1; skilled laborer, $1,200; 3 skilled draftsmen, at 

1,200 each; 4 draftsmen, at $1,000 each: 57 permanent clerks, at 
$1,000 each; messenger and propery clerk, $1,000; 107 copyists, seven 
of whom may be copyists of drawings; 31 copyists, at $720 each; 3 
messengers; 25 assistant messengers; 51 laborers, at $600 each; 50 
pore at $480 each; 39 messenger boys, at $360 each; in all, 
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Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 118, in lines 2 and 3, strike out “ machinist, $1,600;" in 
line 8 strike out “ fifty-seven” and insert “ sixty-two,” and after the 
word “clerk” insert “including five heretofore designated model at- 
tendants;” in line 10 strike out “one hun seven“ and In. 
sert one hundred and six; in line 11, after the word “drawings,” 


insert “ten clerks heretofore designated model attendants, at $800 
each,” and strike out “thirty-one” and insert “ thir * in line 14 
strike out “fifty” and insert “forty-eight; and in lines 16 and 17 


strike out “ fifty-six thousand eight hundred and eighty” and insert 
in lieu thereof “ sixty-five thousand seven hundred.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND “LABOR. 


Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor, $8,000; Assistant Secretary, $5,000; private secretary 
to the Secretary, $2,500; confidential clerk to the retary, $1,600; 
private secretary to the Assistant Secretary, $1,800; chief clerk and 
superintendent, $3,000; 3 clerk, $2,750; chief of appointment 
division, $2,250; two chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; ten clerks of 
class 4 (including one census clerk); ten clerks of class 3; twelve 
clerks of class 2; ten clerks of class 1; ten clerks, at $1,000 each; five 
clerks, at $900 each; two telegraph operators, at $1,200 each; five 

, Messengers ; nine assistant graye A seven messenger boys, at $480 
each; one engineer, $1,000; one skilled laborer, $840; two conductors 
of elevators, at $720 each; two firemen, at $660 each; nine laborers; 


one packer, $840; one driver and foreman of stables, $840; six hostlers, 


at $ each; one cabinetmaker, $1,000; one carpenter, $900; captain 
2181.84 8 81,200; six watchmen; fifteen charwomen; in all, 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment, which I send to the desk, and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 15, on page 143, insert: 

“For compensation of not more than $10 per day and actual neces- 
sary traveling expenses of special agents to investigate trade conditions 
abroad, with the object of promoting the foreign commerce of the 
United States, $50,000, not more than $20,000 of which shall be used 
in the investigation of the markets for cotton products, and the results 
of such investigation shall be reported to Congress.” 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Unless objection is made, I shall ask for 
a vote on that amendment. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia, which I send to the desk, and ask 
to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For compensation at not more than $10 per day and actual neces- 
sary traveling expenses of special agents to investigate trade condi- 
tions abroad, with the object of promoting the foreign commerce of the 
United States, $750,000, not more than $25,000 of which shall be used 
3 investigation of the markets for any one of the following ar- 

cles: 

Cotton and manufactures thereof, wool and manufactures thereof, 
leather and manufactures thereof, boots and shoes, wood and manufac- 
tures thereof, glass and manufactures thereof, iron and manufactures 
thereof, flax and manufactures thereof, steel and manufactures thereof, 
copper and manufactures thereof, automobiles, sewing machines, type- 
weitere: firearms, hardware, cutlery, agricultural implements, corn, hay, 
onions; and the reports of su 


sugar, rice, cattle swine, beets, 
special agents shall 2 1 
Congress. 


published by 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the sub- 
stitute offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
Is the debate upon the substitute amendment first? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard briefly 
in favor of that amendment. The usual appropriation was left 
out by the committee this year, of some 850.000 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to raise the point 
of order on the substitute. 

Several MEMBERS., That is too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is too late, debate 
having been passed. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. In the last bill $50,000 was appropriated 
for the investigation of foreign markets, with a view of increas- 
ing the commerce of the United States. In the previous bill 
$30,000 was earried, so that $80,000 has been authorized and 
probably spent for the investigation of these markets. In order 
that the House may not think that all this has been without 
fruit, I hold up for your inspection all of the reports which have 
been made so far, and which represent the $80,000 which has 
been expended. -Here is the $80,000 worth. I offer that as an 
exhibit, in order to indicate to the House how many more re- 
ports we might get, excellently written and in much greater 
bulk, if we should appropriate what I ask for, namely, $750,000. 
And to show that there is an absolute need of appropriating this 
money, I wish to call the attention of the Members to the state- 
ment made by Mr. Carson, of the Department of Commerce and 
Labor. He speaks of the great and dense ignorance of the 


wheat, potatoes, barley, to 


American manufacturer concerning the conditions of trade in 
Europe and the rest of the world. e 

That is illustrated by this remark: 

It is to exploit those facts and to inform our people as to the wants 
and requirements of foreign markets that our efforts are being directed. 
When made acquainted with these conditions our manufacturers and 
merchants will not send skates to the Tropics and fur goods to 
Jamaica. 

Now, I suppose there are some merchants and manufacturers 
in the United States who know what the temperature of the 
Tropics is, but they never had a realizing sense of the facts 
until they were incorporated in an official statement. We all 
know that unofficial statements concerning trade conditions, 
such as are gathered by merchants and their agents, are of ab- 
solutely no value to men who have goods to sell, and that the 
only fact worth considering is the fact that is stated in a sol- 
emn document prepared under the auspices of one of the offi- 
cials of the United States. So that hereafter as one result of 
the publication of these reports, which have cost $80,000 al- 
ready, we will understand officially that there is no ice in the 
Tropics upon which people of that country may skate and there 
is no necessity for fur cloaks and boas. [Laughter.] 
lat MANN. Is it necessary to have ice always in order to 

ate 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I do not know what the conditions in the 
Tropics are, but I assure the gentleman it is not necessary in 


Chicago. 

Mr. MANN. We know that. > 

Mr. SULLIVAN. It is a worthy purpose, Mr. Chairman, and 
if the money of the country is going to be spent, as I think it 
will be, there is no better way than to develop the foreign com- 
merce of this country. For a great many years, under the in- 
fluence of protective tariffs, the attention of our producers, of 
our farmers, and manufacturers was concentrated almost ex- 
clusiyely upon the home market. Now, having control of the 
home market in such manner as fo call for such investigations 
as have been propounded here to-day—for instance, the inves- 
tigation of the lumber trust—it now becomes necessary to turn 
our eyes away from local conditions and see what we may sell 
in the rest of the world. It is a subject that will take a long 
time to investigate, as the answer of Mr. Carson shows. He 
was asked by Mr. Lirraver, of the committee: 

How many years will it take to complete this investigation? 


Mr. Carson. You will find in these reports [handing to members of 


the committee printed reports] the kind of work we are doing. 
Then Mr. Lrrraver proceeded: 


Mr. Carson, here you have ial nts whose object is the exten- 
sion of the foreign commerce of the United States. Of course the field 
is almost unlimited, is it not? 

Mr. Carson. Yes; it is without limit. 

So we have the assurance that if this beneficent work is con- 
tinued in a manner befitting the dignity and glory of this great 
American nation that it will last for all time and consume a 
considerable portion of the public revenues. I for one should 
much prefer to see the money of the country spent in the de- 
velopment of our foreign commerce than spent in building a 
great navy or maintaining a great standing army. I should 
prefer to see much of it spent in the development of our rivers 
and harbors, and in the same line of reasoning considerable 
money could be well spent in the development of our foreign 
commerce. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
for five minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that his time be extended for five minutes. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Now, I know that some Member who ob- 
jects to the expenditure of such a large sum as three-quarters 
of a million dollars for this excellent purpose may say that 
these special agents are not of any value to the country. The 
contradiction is found here. Here are the reports. They speak 
for themselves. They are excellently written, some of them 
by skilled newspaper men, who have found a great deal of 
material worth reporting ané who have compiled it in a most 
excellent fashion. I know that some men will say these men 
ought to be experts in particular lines, and no others should be 
appointed, but if you have experts in the manufacture of cotton 
and other articles you will not have such beautiful and finished 
literary productions as you will when you send newspaper men 
abroad to do this work, and that is something which should 
merit the consideration of the House. 

I know that some men will object still further and say that 
much of the information gathered by these special agents, for 
which I trust we will appropriate $750,000 more, is material 
that could be just as well collected by the members of our con- 
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sular service, and they will argue that the consular service 
has recently been improved, or is about to be improved, as a re- 
sult of the excellent legislation of last year. I grant that. I 


believe it is a fact, accepted by all, that when special agents do. 


go abroad the first thing they do is to consult the resident con- 
sul in the particular district which they are exploring and get 
from him all the information he has upon the subject. But the 
fact still remains that these consuls can not make reports of 
such literary excellence as our special agents, and for that 
reason I think this work ought to be continued. 

Now, then, I do not believe that cotton should be singled out 
for the expenditure of a large sum of money, and I haye ex- 
tended the list so that it includes thirty articles, all of them 
produced in the United States and equally entitled to the pro- 
tection of the American flag and to an appropriation. No one 
can say upon this floor with any degree of confidence that we 
ought to spend the money of the country for the development 
of the market for cotton or boots and shoes exclusively. A 
Member has suggested, after hearing my list read, that I 
showed a great lack of local pride in failing to insert in my 
list the item of Boston baked beans. [Laughter.] He. said 
that that was an article which should be sent abroad, and which 
undoubtedly would improve conditions in the world generally 
outside of the United States and in the city of Boston in par- 
ticular. But in order that I might not be accused of any selfish 
local pride, I omitted that important article from my list and 
devoted my attention to some things equally meritorious. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman tell the com- 
mittee how much money the Government of the United States 
has been spending in this magnificent work? 5 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Thirty thousand dollars in the bill the 
year before last and $50,000 last year. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What would you call this agent 
that you speak of? A drummer? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I would call him the “advance agent of 
prosperity.” [Laughter.] He is sent abroad in order to as- 
certain conditions—— 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. All the drummers are that. I 
never saw a drummer in my life that did not think that pros- 
perity was ahead of him or just behind him. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. They are called “ special agents” in the 
bill. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Special agents of whom? Some 
private firm? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like five minutes 
more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
SULLIVAN] asks for five minutes more. Is there objection. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee rose. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does this gentleman represent 
the Government of the United States as such or some private 
firm? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. The gentleman represents the Government 
of the United States in general and the Treasury of the United 
States in particular. The information which he collects is, of 
course, published to the world, and our manufacturers get the 
benefit of it. I have not observed, as a result of these investi- 
gations, that our commerce has increased materially; but the 
work is still young. It is still only an infant industry, and it 
ought to get proper encouragement. In process of time it will 
unquestionably show the merits of the enterprise. 

Now, I have asked twenty-five thousand for boots and shoes, 
which are articles of great importance all the world over. The 
people of the world are entitled to know the merits of American- 
made boots and shoes. And so on through wood and its manu- 
factures, and sewing machines, typewriters, firearms, hardware, 
cntlery, and also a great many products of the farm. I find, for 
example, that corn leads the Hst in the last year’s production. 
Corn is an article of even greater value in the domestic economy 
of the United States than cotton. I find that the production of 
corn is twelve hundred and sixteen millions according to the last 
report. Then, too, hay is ahead of cotton, the value being six 
hundred and five millions. Cotton comes third, with five hun- 
dred and seyenty-five millions, and wheat follows a close fourth, 
with five hundred and twenty-five millions, and oats, two hun- 
dred and eighty-two millions, and so on. I have put all of these 
worthy and deserving articles in the list because I believe they 
are entitled to consideration equally with cotton. I would not 
neglect other articles. Take the American hog, for example. 
He is finding it extremely difficult to enter the markets of 
Durope, particularly of Germany. All sorts of discriminating 
laws are made against him. What could be better than to have 


expert agents of the United States go to Germany and find out 
how conditions might be improved, so as to facilitate the en- 
itrance—I might say, grease the passage—of the American hog, 
so that the sale of hog products might be greater in Gerinany 
than it is to-day. [Laughter.] Then there are other articles 
of the farm. Take beets, for example. Why should not the 
American beet be extolled abroad by our agents? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. They are paying three millions now to 
send it abroad. : 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Let us pay more. If it is a good thing, we 
can not have too much of it. Then take the onion. There is a 
patient and humble American yegetable just as much entitled, 
in my judgment, to the protection of the flag and as much en- 
titled to an appropriation as is cotton. What patriot is there 
who can not feel the rush of blood to his face and moisture to 
his eyes when he speaks of the American onion? [Laughter.] 
Would it not sweeten Europe, Asia, and other parts of the world 
in its passage around the globe? What more patriotic mission 
could there be than to send a special agent abroad with the 
American flag in his right hand and the American onion in his 
left hand? [Laughter.] 

Mr. STANLEY. What about the hen? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Yes; what about the hen? I thank the 
gentleman for his suggestion. I find that the Secretary of Agri- 
culture has stated in a solemn document that “ the farmer's hen 
has become a worthy companion to his cow. The annual pro- 
duction of eggs is now a score of billions.” There is the egg 
industry. See that we send an agent abroad to find a market 
for our eggs, and even for our decayed eggs. Why, it was 
rumored not long ago that they were treated with formaldehyde, 
put in barrels, and sent to China. 

I remember some years ago an American actor, speaking of 
eyewater, said that he could buy it at 50 cents a barrel and 
sell it in China at a dollar a bottle, and that there were “ mil- 
lions in it.“ There are millions in this also. So our decayed- 
egg industry should be fostered. Why not find a legitimate out- 
let for the decayed eggs, instead of allowing them to remain a 
sort of fluid criticism upon American dramatic art? [Laughter.] 
Who can not see the picture of the Orient waiting with out- 
stretched arms and, perhaps, bowed head, calling for the intro- 
duction of the decayed eggs of the United States? I might 
extend the list indefinitely, but I assure gentlemen this amend- 
ment ought to pass, in the interest of American industries. 
There is not one of these articles which could be called unpa- 
triotic; not one of them but which is entitled te an appropria- 
tion as much as cotton and other articles which are specifically 
enumerated. Let these agents be appointed; let the appropria- 
tion go on, and after a while, under the civilizing influence of 
our beets, our onions, and our decayed eggs, we will not find it 
necessary longer to appropriate for great navies; we will have 
conquered the world with our products; and therefore I beg a 
respectful consideration by this House for this amendment. 
{Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, I think, Mr. Chairman, from first to last, 
the remarks of my colleague on the committee have been quite 
unkind, in attempting to ridicule this amendment of mine off 
the floor of the House. Ridicule is not argument. It may be 
in harmony with his practice before petty juries in the court- 
room, but is not worth anything on the floor of this House. 

Mr. Chairman, over half of the articles he mentions are al- 
ready exploited abroad by special appropriations. Beef, mutton, 
butter, corn and corn bread, hen and hen fruit, and all that, 
have been cared for by the Secretary of Agriculture to a very 
great extent, and a product of this country which for the last 
five years—three out of five—has paid the balance in export 
trade against the United States is cotton. It has been settled 
by cotton, and the money furnished to prevent a financial panic 
in the United States, yet he compares that product to the 
juice from rotten eggs [laughter]—another Massachusetts 
product [laughter]—and Boston beans. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I would share its benefit with the whole 
world; I was not so selfish as the gentleman. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, the committee, in 
the preparation of this bill, saw proper to put in an appropria- 
tion for, or recommendation for, $30,000 this year. Now, the 
gentleman can still, if the limit is put back in the bill and the 
amendment prevails, can still go to the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor with this list and have them all attended to. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. There would not be enough money. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. This law was $30,000 last year; the cur- 
rent appropriation is $50,000. But $20,000 was added by an 
amendment in the Senate covering cotton products; and I am 
going to show you who are interested in cotton products, and 
you ought to take care of it. All I have asked is a reinstate- 
ment of the current law in the bill. Now, why should that 
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amendment of mine be attacked as if it was a scheme, if you 
wish to call it a scheme, as the gentleman from Boston seems 
to think it is. It is not giving a fair chance to the tax payer 
of the United States as to whether it is proper to be expended 
in this way or not. The gentleman holds up in his hand a 
great body of reports of the special agents, and does not show 
how the expenditure of $80,000 has benefited this country. 

I say that if you will read these reports you will see that our 
special agents, sent abroad to enlarge and broaden the trade 
of this country, have been very efficient and useful. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Will the gentleman particularize? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Another Boston man. [Laughter.] 
Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, if I had more than ten or 
fifteen minutes I would take these reports and particularize, 
but the gentleman from New York knew that no man could do 
it under the five-minute rule when he put the proposition up 
to me. I say this appropriation ought to be continued, so as 
to give this scheme, if you call it a scheme, a fair deal. 
I stand in my place on the floor of this House and declare that 
these reports sustain the argument I am making, without par- 
ticularizing, and I leave it with the gentleman from New York, 
if he-can get the time, to particularize. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, I ask unanimous consent for ten minutes 
in order to make me even up with the Boston party. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that his time be extended ten minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, let us see about the necessity. I 
shall have to be brief about it. We produce 70 per cent of the 
raw cotton of the world. England produces 64 per cent of the 
cotton fabrics of the world. I have not the time to dwell on 
that. Let me repeat it, and you take it home with you. We 
produce in the United States TO per cent of all the raw cotton 
of the world. England produces 64 per cent of all the cotton 
goods of the world. England exports annually $447,657,600 of 
cotton fabrics. The United States, that produces TO per cent of 
the raw cotton, sends abroad $55,189,700 in cotton goods; $55,- 
000,000 against $447,000,000. Is it not about time that Asia 
and Africa knew that we have cotton and cotton mills in this 


country, and can manufacture and sell cotton goods cheaper 


than England? That is the object of this amendment. 

Listen! In 1905 England sold to Asia $202,212,600 worth of 
cotton goods. The United States sold in Asia only $36,988,200 
worth of manufactured cotton. There were $36,000,000 of our 
cotton fabrics going to Asia against $202,000,000 of English 
goods going to Asia. How did they get that trade? By doing 
just what I propose in this amendment. That is how they got 
it, they went after it like the nigger went after the Christmas 
turkey. He got it because he went after it. 

Again, Africa took from England last year $29,456,100 in cot- 
ton goods, and she took from us $428,200. There is a difference 
of $29,000,000 that Africa took from England more than she 
took from us. South America, right at our doors, took from 
England last year $32,002,800, and took from us $3,476,500, a 
difference of $28,000,000 that England sold right at our doors 
more than we sold of manufactured cotton goods. Canada and 
Mexico took from England five times as much cotton goods as 
they took from the United States in 1905. Think of it. Mexico 
on our south Canada on our north, and both on our borders, took 
five times as much manufactured cotton from England as from 
the United States. Let any man look at these figures, which are 
all official, and he will see that when we have one crop worth 
from five to six hundred million dollars, and only a small per 
cent of it manufactured within the limits of the United States 
and 64 per cent of it manufactured in England—if any man look- 
ing at this fact will tell me that it is not time for the United 
States to get a part of that trade or all of it, then I am mistaken 
in the man. He must be from Boston. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, when I offered that amendment I intended to 
insert three words between cotton“ and the word “ products,” 
and those words were “and cotton-seed;” but knowing the 
amendments the gentlemen had to propose, and knowing them 
to be outside of the current law, I refrained, because it would 
open the gates to the gentleman from Boston, and to every other 
gentleman, to put into the current law foolish, ridiculous amend- 
ments such as my friend from Boston has proposed here to-day. 
I ask for nothing except the current law. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. May I ask the gentleman 
a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield to 
the gentleman from North Carolina? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I do. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Does not your amendment 
provide specifically for the investigation of trade conditions and 


the extension of the trade of the United States in other prod- 
ucts besides cotton and its manufactures? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to say that there is $30,000 that 
absolutely covers the very articles mentioned by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. That is the point, and only 
$20,000 of the $50,000 goes for the investigation and extension 
of the cotton trade in foreign markets. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I desire in 
the time allowed me to give my hearty indorsement to the 
motion of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livrneston]. The 
effort, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. SuLtivan] makes in regard to this question in opposition 
to the desired appropriation is to use the shaft of ridicule. 
That always reacts against a man who attempts to use it on a 
subject as grave and of such magnitude as this. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts certainly does not know, and if he does 
know he can not appreciate it, that for this one product, for 
this one staple of cotton, Europe pays us annually more 
than all the gold developed and mined annually in the world. 
It is true that this enormous amount for one staple goes into 
the lap of the South. 

And yet the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN] 
stands here in the presence of this House and facetiously and 
flippantly compares this gigantic article of the world’s com- 
merce with “rotten eggs” and “onions.” Does he know, Mr. 
Chairman, when he talks in this spirit of idle ridicule, that 
every day, including Sundays and holidays, Great Britain for 
our raw cotton is paying the cotton producer of the United 
States more than $1,000,000? And yet his purpose, in an effort 
to display his native wit, is to underestimate and belittle, if 
you please, this great southern product that is destined in the 
development of the South to clothe the people of all the world 
who wear clothes and are civilized. I have thought, among 
Democrats and Republicans, regardless of place of residence, 
the sentiment prevailed that we should expand and extend our 
trade with foreign countries. 

No man on the floor of this House is more in favor of such 
a policy than I am. Why not prepare to meet the Inevitable 
demands of the world for cotton cloth? We are bound to have 
an outlet for this great and valuable crop. The Eastern States 
as well as the Southern States are alike interested in the man- 
ufacture of cotton. It is true the South produces quite 80 per 
cent of the raw cotton that supplies the world, and the South, 
to the amazement of the world, is now manufacturing about 
one-half of the cloth manufactured in the United States. Great 
sections of the world await the new exportation and the ex- 
tension of our cotton-fabric trade. 

There stands China, with more than 450,000,000 of people, 
awaiting to-day the cotton cloth and clothing which is the 
joint product of the mills of the South and East. We see that 
Great Britain buys from us raw cotton, manufacturing it, and 
by tactful metheds in foreign countries governs that great 
trade throughout the world that the United States ought to-day 
to control and will control in the near future if we will be 
broad enough to give our cotton a fair chance. There stands 
Japan, a great, growing, and aspiring country that has recently 
entered on the stage of the great nations of the world, with 
45,000,000 of people who can use our cotton. Great Britain 
is extending the tentacles of her trade greed and will soon 
have in her grasp the cotton-cloth interests and demands of 
that people. It is the proper time for us to seek this develop- 
ing trade in Japan. If we lose it, the completion of the Pan- 
ama Canal will lose many of its commercial advantages. for 
the South. Let us understand the proposition submitted to us 
and then apply the wit and humor in the remarks made by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. It is this: The gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Livinaston] moves to reinsert in the 
bill the provision that calls for an appropriation of $50,000 
“to investigate trade conditions abroad,” to promote our foreign 
commerce, but only $20,000 of this amount shall be used to 
investigate foreign markets in the interest of cotton products. 
It appears that the $30,000 appropriation ought to be sufficient 
to investigate foreign markets in the interest of “rotten eggs 
and onions.” 

Why, Mr. Chairman, there can be no comparison with any 
one single product that is made in the United States to this 
great one of the product of cotton and its manufacture. I in- 
sist, Mr. Chairman, not in any spirit of sectionalism, not in any 
spirit except that which is broad and patriotic, that we ought 
to investigate matters of this kind, for such investigations 
will add to the commercial growth of our Republic. We ought 
to send skilled and trained men to these markets that we can 
develop—men who can tell us what the existing conditions are, 
what the customs are, and what kind and character of cotton 
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cloths we ought to send to that country and what kind would 
suit the tastes of those people, so that it will increase and ad- 
yance our trade there. I insist that the provision offered by the 
gentleman from Georgia should be reinserted in this bill. [Ap- 
plause.] é 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, of course the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN] 
will be voted down, because it was offered for the purpose of 
being voted down. But I do sincerely hope the members of this 
committee will not treat the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Livincston] with ridicule. It is entitled 
to serious consideration, and when you come to vote upon it, 
and you will do so, if you vote down a substitute which will later 
be offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Lrrraver] it 
is my purpose to offer an amendment to the amendment, adding 
after the words “cotton products” the words “and cotton-seed 
products.” 

The amendment as amended would then read as follows: 


For compensation, at not more than $10 per day and actual neces- 
sary traveling expenses, of special agents to investigate trade condi- 
tions abroad, with the object of promoting the foreign commerce of the 
United States; $50,000, not more than $20,000 of which shall be used 
in the investigation of markets for cotton preducts and cotton-seed 
products, and the results of such investigation shall be reported to 
Congress. s i 


I can give reasons why I think the amendment as amended 
should go into this bill, and these reasons are not at all incon- 
sistent with the views expressed by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. I concur generally in the propositions laid down by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN] that it is 
the duty of the consular officers to develop the trade of the 
United States. I recognize that the service of each of our 
consular officers, regardless of the State from which he is ap- 
pointed, belongs alike to all the States, but at the same time I 
submit in all fairness that each section should be given a just 
and fair proportion of these appointments, in order that we may 
have those in our consular service who are thoroughly familiar 
with the resources and industries of the various sections of our 
country. 

I also contend that these consular officers from the different sec- 
tions should be stationed in those countries with which the 
citizens of the particular section have established trade rela- 
tions or where there is a hope of developing or extending their 
trade. "Tis true a consular officer is a commercial agent whose 
duty it is to advance the commercial interests of the country he 
represents and of the individual citizen of the country he repre- 
sents, but to do so we all will admit he must, have a particular 
knowledge of the industry which he endeayors to promote, and 
it is for that very reason that I urge upon the committee to put 
this item in this bill, Now, why? a 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield to a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BURLESON. Yes. : 

Mr. MANN. Agreeing with the gentleman as to the appropri- 
ation, I would like to ask him this question: How is it possible 
for the special agents appointed to differentiate between the 
work they do for cotton, cotton seed, and cotton fabrics and the 
work they do for other items, each one being engaged in a coun- 
try by itself, observing the trade relations of that country, and 
making a general report upon the trade of that country? 

Mr. BURLESON. I suppose agents will be appointed who 
are thoroughly familiar with the cotton-seed oil industry and 
who know something about where additional markets for the 
same could probably be found. It is to secure such services, 
which can not be rendered by our present consular officers, that 
I contend*for the continuance of this appropriation. Mr. Chair- 
man, that is the very reason why this item ought to go into 
this bill. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will just state to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann] that there were two men specially ap- 
pointed for cotton, and they did not mix up with anything else. 

Mr. BURLESON. I do not want my time consumed by fur- 
ther interruption, because my time is limited and I have several 
suggestions which I desire to offer this committee in support of 
this item. As a matter of fact—and I do not say this now in a 
partisan sense; I desire to emphasize the assurance that I am not 
stating what I now propose to state in a partisan sense—as a 
matter of fact, there is not to-day a consular officer in the sery- 
ice of the United States who knows anything whatever about 
the manufacture of cotton-seed products, who is located where 
there is even a remote chance to widen a market for same or aid 
in extending its uses or assist in increasing a demand for same. 
The truth is we have for the entire eleven Southern States, the 
cotton and cotton-seed oil producing States, only fourteen con- 
sular officers—fourteen for that entire section, while Massachu- 
setts alone has nineteen. ‘ 


And, Mr. Chairman, the fourteen consular officers who have 
been selected from the cotton States have been sent to obscure 
points in Central or South America, or Bergen, Norway, or 
some other point with which the great agricultural South has 


no trade relations. 1 will admit that it is the duty of our 
consular officer who hails from Massachusetts (many of whom 
are stationed in Europe, where the cotton and cotton-seed oil 
interests are important) to further the commercial interest of 
the South and the commercial interests of the individual citi- 
zens of that section; but, Mr. Chairman, this they can not 
properly do. They might, as far as cotton products are con- 
cerned, but I assert they can not so do with reference to cotton- 
seed products, for they are wanting in knowledge of the in- 
dustry. 

I do not mean to reflect upon our consular officers. Of course 
they represent all parts and all interests of the United States. 
I believe they are the best in the world, but those in Europe, 
where this great interest is involved, have no knowledge of cot- 
ton-seed products, and consequently can not represent its merits. 
New York can oppose this, but it is not becoming in her Repre- 
sentatives to do so, because New York has thirty-seven of her 
citizens abroad as consular officers to represent the commercial 
interests of that State, to exploit the manufactured wares of 
that great Commonwealth, and they do it, and do it well, and I 
am glad of it; but why should she now oppose this item which 
affects the great staple crop of the South? 

Mr. Chairman, can I be excused if I take one moment to 
speak of the value of the great staple to be affected by this 
amendment? It is undoubtedly true that cotton is the most im- 
portant crop grown in all this great country. But for this crop, 
instead of being one of the leading, if not the leading, creditor 
countries of the world, we would, when the balance of the world’s 
trade is struck, find ourselves each year on the wrong side of 
the ledger. This great crop furnishes full 90 per cent of the 
balance of trade in our fayor. The hoard of gold now piled 
high in the vaults of our Treasury bears silent witness to the 
service rendered by cotton in bringing this precious metal from 
foreign shores. 

Mr. Chairman, millions of dollars are appropriated each year 
for the support of our consular service, and, as I have shown, 
of the 300 consular officers all the South has only 14, and these 


rare located where they can be of but little service, and now, 


when the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livrneston] by this 
amendment asks for the pitiful sum of $20,000 to exploit a by- 
product of its great crop, of which no consular officer, located 
where its interests are affected, now in the service of the United 
States knows one single thing, he is met with ridicule—with 
ridicule by a gentleman who hails from Massachusetts, a State 
that has in our consular service five more representatives than 
are to be found in the entire eleven States interested in this 
product. . 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. BURLESON. Certainly. I have no objection, if my time 
can be extended to enable me to conclude what I desire to say 
on this subject. 

Mr. NORRIS. I want to ask the gentleman if these offi- 
cials coming from Massachusetts and New York, or any of 
them, were appointed to represent any particular industry? 

Mr. BURLESON. Not at all. On the contrary, I disclaimed 
that they were there to represent particularly the wares of 
New York, but at the same time, being from New York, I say 
that they are thoroughly familiar with the wares of New 
York and thus splendidly equipped to promote her commercial 
interests. s 

Mr. NORRIS. Then why should we appoint anyone to rep- 
resent any particular industry, cotton or any other? 

Mr. BURLESON. I have not so contended, as a general 
proposition, and if the gentleman had given attention to what 
I have stated he would not have consumed my time by asking 
such a question or interjecting such a statement. I have 
clearly announced that it.is the duty of our consular officers 
to represent every section, and every interest of every section, 
of the United States, and I have also said they were doing it 
as well as they could. But, Mr. Chairman, our consuls located 
in Europe do not have a proper knowledge of this industry 
because of conditions I haye described, and for that reason we 
are asking that $20,000 be set apart to exploit this particular 
industry, and we found our contention upon the broad basis of 
right. We haye a right to ask it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BURLESON. I ask unanimous consent that I may be 
permitted to proceed for a few moments longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 


There was no objection. 
Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, this is a peculiar indus- 
try—the cotton-seed-oil industry. No consular officer living be- 
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yond the limits of the South can possibly have that knowledge 
of it which will enable him to properly represent its merits. It 
has heretofore found its principal, if not its sole, market in 
Europe, or rather, I should say, in certain countries in Europe 


England, France, Germany, Italy, and Austria-Hungary. We 
have no consular officer there with even. fair knowledge of it. 
This 1 reason why I contend that this item should go into 
this bill. : 

This industry now has $73,000,000 invested in it and 715 dif- 
ferent plants engaged in its manufacture. Last year the prod- 
uct was excluded from Austria by a prohibitive tax. It has been 
practically excluded from Germany, and now France threatens 
to exclude it. Recent cablegrams from Paris clearly indicate 
a purpose on the part of the customs committee of the Chamber 
of Deputies to increase the tariff charge on cotton seed and cot- 
ton-seed oil to so high a figure that it would amount to ex- 
clusion. So imminent is this danger that the ambassador from 
this country to France, Mr. McCormick, has made strong repre- 
sentations against the proposed increase. À 

Mr. Chairman, as is well known to us all, a very advantageous 
reciprocity treaty which had been negotiated with France by Mr. 
Kasson, under the provisions of the Dingley Act, was pigeon- 
holed at the other end of the Capitol. That treaty, it is 
believed, would have proven especially advantageous to the 
cotton producer. In fact, it is claimed that it would have been 
worth millions of dollars to those interested in that great staple. 
But, Mr. Chairman, we did not get it, and we all know we will 
not get a reciprocity treaty with France. The particular treaty 
was sidetracked, so it is said, because it happened to affect very 
slightly certain knitted goods manufactured in Massachusetts. 
Such being the case, regardless of the enormous benefit to be 
conferred on the millions who produce cotton and cotton seed, a 
distinguished Senator from Massachusetts saw that the treaty 
was not ratified. 

I am not making any complaint about it. That matter is 
passed, but I do believe it my duty to insist that because the 
interests of this product are being sidetracked in this way that 
we are entitled to ask of the Congress the pittance carried in the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Georgii. 

It is now our only hope of accomplishing anything for this 
industry, for not only have we failed in the past to secure relief 
through reciprocity, but there is no hope of doing anything 
along that line in the future. 

The reciprocity bureau of the State Department has been 
abandoned, and evidently there is no purpose to attempt any- 
thing further in that direction. 

I submit in this connection a part of the hearings on this bill 
before your Appropriation Committee and you can determine 
for yourself the chances for action from that quarter. I read 
from the statement made by the honorable Secretary of State: 


LACK OF EXPERT ASSISTANCE, 


Secretary Root. There is spores at a lack of force in what we 

call the bureau of trade relations. You will remember that there was 

a reciprocity bureau, and that when I talked with you a year ago we 

talked about the expenses of the reciprocity bureau, of which Mr. 

Kasson had been the head, and of which Mr. Coleman was secretary 

and practical chief under Mr. Kasson.. That is gone now. That ex- 
mse had been paid out of an emergency fund, and we abandoned that 
the process of reforming our salaries, with general consent. 

There is a great amount of work to be done—work that we have 
got to have done in the State Department. It is part of a pretty wide 
subject, and I do not know that I ought to take up your time withrit, 
but it. may be worth while for me to say a few words. We are very 
lame and ver . in our governmental organization in respect 
to expert assistance. We have just sent over to Germany, for the pur- 

e of reaching an understanding upon facts and an understanding of 
Phe relative ideas of the two countries on the subject of the tariff, three 
experts, and I had to go around and pick them up and get them as a 
matter of special favor from the Treasury Department and the Depart- 
ment of Commerce, and we have added a consul-general—Mr. Mason 
who has gone over to Berlin from Paris to give them the benefit of his 
assistance. : They met in Berlin a force of nine experts connected with 
the foreign office, whose entire and continuous business is to keep the 
oreo nene of Germany up to date all the time upon every commercial 

uest ion. 
0 Mr. Lrrraver. You have not a like force in your Department? 

Secretary Root. There is no such force’ here. 
> Mr. BURLESON. Is there any necessity for such a force? Germany 
is coment, engaged in negotiating n treaties with various 
countries, hat is the very character of business they are engaged in. 
They are the experts about whom Secretary Root speaks. 

Secretary Roor. We are exporsing $1,750,000,000 worth of goods, and 
all of those except those going to Great Britain herself are going to 
countries that have tariffs imposed ‘upon our goods, and there is no 
country in the world that so much needs intelligent and expert knowl- 
edge on all tariff questions as this country now, at this very time. 

$F. Lirraver. Tariff 5 ag ag from the standpoint of those coun- 
tries we are dealing with 

Secretary Root. Yes. 

Mr. Bcerueson. To do what, Mr, Secretary? 

Secretary Roor. To enable us, in the first piece to make the neces- 
sa representations to those countries which will prevent their im- 
posing Sisadvantagos upon our trade 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And crippling it? A 

Secretary Roor. Yes; crippling our trade. Changes are being pro- 
posed all the time all oyer—changes in France, changes in Germany, 


changes In Brazil, changes e Boer in the tariff. Our commercial 
competitors are trying to get changes made that will help them and 
hurt us all the time. We have got to look out for it every day in 
the week, and somebody has got to know something about the subject. 

Mr. Tawney. To what extent, if at all, has the Treasury Department 
performed this service in the past? 

Secretary Roor. I do not suppose to any considerable extent. It has 
been left to the State Department, which did not haye any experts who 
were familiar with the subject. I have only answered a single question 
about trying to prevent injury. Another thing is to try to get changes 
made in their tariffs that will benefit us. 

We have just got, incidental to a little cultivation of kindly feeling 
with South America, a reduction of the Brazilian duties on our flour. 
They gave us a 20 per cent differential, a rate 20 per cent lower to 
us on our flour than on the flour imported from other countries. 

Mr. BURLESON. Can we obtain favors of that character without 
granting similar concessions? 

Secretary Root. We have just done it. 

Mr. BURLESON. What character of favor? 

5 5 Roor. A reduction of 20 per cent in the duty on flour with 
razil. 

Mr. BURLESON. Without granting any concessions ourselves? 

Secretary Roor, Yes. 

Mr. Tawney. Is it not fair to say that coffee, the chief and almost 
sole importation of that country, Brazil, comes to this country free? 
That is the reason we are able to make negotiations of that kind. 

Secretary Roor. Of course. But an understanding of that situa- 
tion—that is a simple situation—an understanding of it is necessary 
on our part if we are to have such a concession on their part. We 
have now, under the third section of the Dingley Act, authority to re- 
duce the duties on distilled spirits, argols, and wines coming from 
foreign countries, for a consideration, and propositions for that are 
always on the tapis here. We are making such arrangements from 
time to time. We have got to know. Other countries are making 
proposals to us for reciprocity treaties, just as Germany has a pro- 
posal pending now. We can not throw a proposition of that kind out 
of the window. 

Mr. BURLESON. I will admit the crying necessity of these experts if 
you are going to engage in that policy. ` 

Secretar oor. Whateyer the policy may be, we have got to engage 
in the pol cy of treating foreign countries with consideration and cour- 
tesy, and when they come to us and say, We want to make a reciproc- 
ity treaty” and “The tariff arrangements with us are not fair,“ we 
have got to listen to them and discuss the subject with them, and we 
have got to have somebody who knows something about it. 

Mr. BURLESON. It does not take any expert knowledge to give them 
a polite answer and to say that it is not the policy of the United States 
to do that. Is not that the situation? : 

Secretary Roor. It is not a situation that the Secretary of State is 
entitled to announce. We have got to deal with each situation by Itself 
as it occurs. 


Mr. Chairman, I have had many requests from those inter- 
ested in this industry for legislation of the character proposed 
in this amendment. I believe that it is not alone to the inter- 
est of those engaged in the manufacture of cotton-seed oil, many 
of whom reside in my district, but I am sure it is in the interest 
of every man who grows cotton. 

For a number of years the cotton planter has not received 
what I would regard as a fair price per ton for his cotton seed, 
It has been thought that this might have been brought about by 
a common understanding or secret agreement entered into by 
the cotton-seed oil people, but it may be the fact that markets 
abroad are being closed against the cotton-seed oil that has 
made it impossible for the manufacturer of cotton-seed oil to 
pay a higher price for his raw material, If this be true, and by 
this small sum relief can be afforded, undoubtedly it should be 
allowed. 5 - 

Twenty thousand dollars is all that is asked. I have tried 
to show you why we should have these special agents. I do not 
believe that our consular agents can properly serye those inter- 
ested in this industry, and when I say that I do not mean it in 
any sense as a criticism of them. I say it in the face of the 
condition that confronts us, and every man here knows that it 
eonfronts us. I will not now discuss why we have not more 
consular agents from the South or the reasons why they are 
assigned to duty at obscure places. That is neither here nor 
there. I am not making any complaint about that at this time, 
but I do say if you want to do right, and accord even-handed 
justice, you will not deny this $20,000 when millions are carried 
in the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill for the sup- 
port of consular officers who look after the trade in other sec- 
tions of the country. [Applause.] 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I will de- 
tain the House only a short time. I shall not make any 
extended remarks, but I simply want to say that I agree most 
heartily with what the gentleman from Texas has said, that 
this effort to widen the markets of the United States for the 
sale of cotton goods is not a proper subject of ridicule on the 
part of the gentleman from the great Commonwealth of Massa- 
chusetts or any other Member. We to-day in the South are 
competing with Massachusetts and New England in the manu- 
facture of cotton goods. The cotton growers of the South haye 
also become cotton spinners. 

North Carolina ranks as the third State of the Union in the 
manufacture of cotton goods. Massachusetts comes first, South 
Carolina second, and the great State of North Carolina, which 
I have the honor in part to represent, comes third in the manufac- 
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ture of cotton goods. The climate, water power, and labor in 
my State all unite to make the State a great manufacturing State. 
This amendment simply proposes, gentlemen of the House, to 
investigate trade conditions generally as to every article of 
manufacture and every product of this country sold in foreign 
markets. It proposes that there shall be an investigation as to 
trade conditions in cotton manufactures with a view to widen- 
ing the markets of the United States for cotton and cotton 
manufactures. It appropriates $50,000 for the employment of 
special agents to do this work, of which sum $20,000 only is to 
be expended with a view of widening our foreign markets for 
cotton manufactures. I believe that would be money wisely 
expended, and differ wholly with the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Is this sum not insignificant compared with the value of this 
great product of the South; this great money crop of the South? 
And as the gentleman from Texas has well said, there is linked 
with cotton and cotton manufactures also the great cotton-seed 
oil industry, which has grown, as I haye shown in my former 
speech in the House, from a few hundred thousand dollars in 
value and investment to millions of dollars in value. We want 
to devise some means to get new and wider foreign markets 
for that great industry of the South. What was once a waste 
product which brought no money to the South has grown into 
a great industry with millions of dollars invested. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Was this waste product turned into mil- 
lions of dollars of profit to the people of the South by any sort 
of reports of this character obtained through this appropriation? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. No. It was due to the 
energy of the people of the South and the fact that they pos- 
sessed this raw product; but of course they get suggestions from 
reports and investigations as to the best markets and means of 
increasing the price and widening the markets for the product. 
I will say to the gentleman from New York as the gentleman 
from Texas has well said, and as I baye shown in my former 
speeches, inasmuch as we have been unable to get reciprocity 
treaties we want at least to haye some method or means by 
which we can widen the markets of the South and the United 
States for this cotton-seed oil product as well as our cotton 
manufactures. It means much to that great section of our 
reunited country—the Southland. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Can you point to any single item in the 
reports already made from the expenditure of the $30,000 for 
the year ending the 30th of July last or the supplemental $50,000 
that is now being expended the promotion of which is in any 
way attributable to that appropriation? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Well, I am not familiar 
with the reports, but, in a general way, I should say that the 
expenditure of this money—the sending of special agents abroad 
for the purpose of investigating trade conditions to extend the 
markets of the United States for all its manufactures and prod- 
ucts, especially for cotton manufactures, throwing all possible 
light upon the subject—must necessarily tend to promote the 
widening of our markets, enabling us to know where and how 
to carry on our trade to the best advantage. We have been told 
one advantage of holding the Philippines is that they may be a 
base for our trade in cotton manufactures in the Orient. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
put in the Record resolutions adopted by the Southern States 
Commissioners of Agriculture and Agricultural Workers sent me 
to-day by Doctor Kilgore, of the North Carolina department of 
agriculture. I am heartily in favor of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina de- 
sires to print in the Recorp the matter to which he has referred. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The matter above referred to is as follows: 

RESOLUTION. 

Whereas cotton is the principal money crop of the South; that this 
will continue to be so for years to come is a matter about which there 
can be no difference of opinion. We note with a degree of great satis- 
faction that the United States Congress at its last session appropriated 
a small sum to be used in the commendable work of extending the mar- 
ket in foreign fields: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That we, the Southern States Commissioners of Agri- 
culture and Agricultural Workers, in eighth annual session convened 
in the city of Jacksonville, Fla., take advantage of this, the first op- 
portunity, to express our appreciation of the recognition given our 
greatest crop, and heartily commend the good work undertaken for the 
benefit of the cotton planter and the manufacturer, and urge our 
southern Congressmen and Senators to use every effort to secure ade- 
quate 1 for the active continuation of this work. 

Respectfully submitted. 

H. E. BLAKESLEE, Commissioner for Mississippi, 
T, H. Hupson, Commissioner for Georgia 


Tarra BUTLER, Veterinarian for North Carolina, 
s Committee, 


Adopted ec session held at Tampa, Fla., Wednesday, No- 


vember 21, 1 


Attest : 
B. W. KILGORE, 
Seerctary-Treasurer. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, my colleague [Mr. Livrne- 
STON] has offered the following amendment: 


For compensation, at not more than $10 per day and actual neces- 
sary traveling expenses, of special agents to investigate trade condi- 
tions abroad, with the object of 88 the foreign commerce of the 
United Stat $50,000, not more than $20,000 of which shall be used 
In the investigation of markets for cotton products; and the results 
of such investigation shall be reported to Congress. 


I had prepared to offer the same amendment, and it is in the 
language of the current law as contained in the appropriation 
bill for the present fiscal year. It has been of great benefit and 
valuable results haye been obtained from it, and I hope it will 
be continued. 

Under this appropriation investigations have been made by 
experts abroad, especially in China and other foreign countries, 
whose people use, to a great extent, cotton goods for clothing 
and other domestic purposes, and the results are contained 
and have been made known to us by the Chief of the Bureau of 
Manufactures, and they are, and will continue to be, of great 
benefit to our people, especially to the producers of cotton and 
its products. The sum proposed is so insignificant in compar- 
ison with the benefits that have been received, and will con- 
tinue to be received, that it is surprising that anyone should 
oppose it. 

The Chief of the Bureau of Manufactures, in his report, says: 
WORK OF SPECIAL AGENTS. 


Under the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act for 
the year 1906 the sum of $30,000 was appropriated for an investigation 
of trade conditions abroad. Under this authority four special 1 
were appointed, one of whom was assigned to Canada, Mexico, and Cuba; 
one to Central and South America, and two to China and Japan. 
These officers not only furnished the country with valuable reports 
describing fully trade conditions and pointing out opportunities that 
invited American competition, but supplied other information of a 
practical character conveying object lessons to manufacturers, 5 
those of cotton goods, that has been productive of good results, 
which has received the highest commendation from many of those 
whose interests were thus served. Under the appropriation act for the 
year 1907 the sum of $50,000 is 3 tor continuing the inves- 
tigation of trade conditions abroad, of which sum $20,000 is provided 
for an inquiry into the markets for cotton products, Under this gen- 
eral authority investigation of foreign mark is being continued. o 
experts in the manufacture of cotton goods, who were recommended 
very generally by manufacturers of such peo À throughout the country, 
were appointed and have been enga in that special work since July 
1. 1906. Investigation by men trained in particular fields of activity, 
whose mental equipment has been supplemented by practical applica- 
tion, possessing in addition to these basic qualifications zeal to prose- 
cute and ability to describe results of their Investigations, can not fail 
to be highly valuable to the country and advantageous to the special 
interests that are served. Numerous letters have reached the Bureau 
from representative men in a number of the leading industries urgin, 
that Tiye ig be made of markets for the promotion of their p 
ucts through the agency of experts, as in the case of manufactures of 
cotton. It is recommended that the attention of the Congress be invited 
to this matter, and that provision be made for extending investigations 
abroad in special fields. 


Referring to the markets for cotton products, he says: 


EXTENT OF VALUE OF COTTON-CLOTH MARKETS, 


The cotton plece-goods trade of China is one of large extent and is 
constantly growing. For the year 1905 the value of such cloths ex 
to China and Hongkong by Great Britain was $49,625,000, a large pro- 
portion of which was composed of printed goods. For the year ended 
une 30, 1905, the value of cotton piece goods exported to China from 
the United States was $27,761,000, out of a total exportation for the 
ER of $41,320,000, and for the fiscal year 1900 we sold to China 


E. J. Warson, President. 


29,641,200 of cotton cloths out of a total for the year of $43,182,000. 
t will be observed that the exports of cotton cloths from Great Britain 
to China alone for 1905 were greater than those of the United States 
to all countries for that har N The figures of the cotton trade of 
Great Britain and the United States with South America show a much 
greater disparity than the figures for China. ‘The entire value of ship- 
ments of cotton piece goods from the United States to South America 
for the year ended June 80, 1906, was $3,246,567, while the shipments 
of Great Britain for the six months ended June 30, 1906, were valued 
at nearly $18,000,000 and for the ten months ended October, 1906, at 
nearly $32,000,000, To Argentine alone Great Britain in the six months 
ended with June, 1906, sold about $7,000,000 worth of cotton piece 
goods, or twice as much as the United States sold for the entire fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1906, to all the countries of South America. 

There seems to be no reason why the United States should not dis- 
pose of a large quantity of cotton printed goods and increase the sale 
of plain goods in the Orient, and reports of all observers agree that 
this can be done if our manufacturers will consult the conditions of 
the market, the requirements of the trade, the methods of doing busi- 
ness, and the tastes and desires of the people, and adjust their business 
to those conditions. The samples of printed goods sent by the special 
agents of the Department from China, accompanied by elaborate de- 
scriptions and r meget were a revelation to our manufacturers 
and clearly established that these goods can be produced in the United 
States and sold in China in successful competition with those of 
European manufacturers. 


The special agents of the Department of Commerce and Labor 
appointed to carry out the provisions of the present law, for 


which this appropriation wis made by Congress, in a report 


which has been published, and which I have, show that there 
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is a growing demand for cotton and cotton goods in both north 
and south China, and that the American manufacturer can find 
an increasing market there, provided he can be informed in a 
well-defined way of the needs of the market. Not only is the 
foreign trade in cotton and cotton manufactures of great im- 
portance, but the cotton-seed industry and the products of cot- 
ton seed, most of which in former years was thrown away, have 
become one of the greatest industries in the country, especially 
in the South, where cotton is raised, until now products of the 
value of $100,000,000 a year are produced from cotton seed, of 
which thirty million and odd dollars was exported this year, in- 
creasing from $13,000,000 in 1897 to $31,000,000 and over in 
1906. 

It may well be said that the cotton industry—the production 
of raw cotton and the manufactured products from the raw 
material and other by-products—is not only the greatest and 
most valuable industry in the United States, but in the world. 
This statement can not be answered by ridicule or comparison 
of the great staple product of the South, which produces this 
great wealth for the country and the world, with other insig- 
nificant products of the United States, as the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. SurttivaAn] has undertaken to do. Two- 
thirds of the raw material of cotton raised by the Southern 
States, which is the cotton-producing country of the world, is 
exported, to be converted by England, Germany, France, and 
other nations, into manufactured goods for the clothing of 
the world. But more than that, this great staple crop of the 
South has brought into the United States untold millions of for- 
eign gold, and through it has not only made the South prosper- 
ous, but the entire country. In 1905 the value of raw cotton ex- 
ported and the by-products of cotton, other than goods manufac- 
tured from cotton, brought into the United States $380,000,000 
of the $400,000,000 of excess of exports over imports for that 
year. This great staple agricultural product of the South pro- 
duces annually all of this excess except about $20,000,000. In 
five years the cotton crop and its by-products from seed 
amounted in value to $2,974,000,000, which was $400,000,000 
more than the entire output of gold and silver of the world for 
those years. So that this small sum asked for by this amend- 
ment is to be expended not simply to aid the farmers and man- 
ufacturers of the South, but to aid the entire United States, 
which but for this great staple product of our farms would not 
to-day enjoy the prosperity that it does. 

Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand the reports, not those made 
by one of our consular agents, but of the special agents ap- 
pointed under the appropriation made last year to make these 
investigations, and I hold in my hand the summarized report 
of the Chief of the Bureau of Manufactures upon that subject, 
from which I have quoted. We are informed of the competition 
we are to meet and how we are to meet it. These investigations 
haye been made both in northern and southern China and India 
and South America. The people of the South who are engaged 
in producing this great wealth of our country have outstripped 
our brethren of the North in the manufacture of cotton goods, 
because, from manufacturing only a small portion thirty years 
ago, we now manufacture more raw cotton in the South than 
in the Northern or Eastern States. And for this great staple 
product of ours, which is turned into cloth for the clothing 
of the world, we simply ask that the small sum of $20,000 shall 
be appropriated in order that we may be informed where this 
trade can best be found and the conditions existing, so we can 
compete with the world. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Lrrraver] asked the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. THomas] if there was any 
proof or any statement that these investigations had been of 
any benefit. I have in my possession a telegram signed by many 
manufacturers of cotton-seed oil in my district, and they have 
appealed to me asking me to see that this appropriation shall 
be had, because it has been of inestimable benefit to them and 
to the manufacturers of cotton-seed oil. I make this state- 
ment on information furnished by gentlemen who dre engaged in 
the manufacture of at least $100,000,000 worth of this product 
a year. 

Mr. Chairman, this product, the cotton of the South, not only 
brings wealth to the South, as it has done, but it has brought 
wealth to the entire people of the United States. For more than 
three or four years the value of the product has increased from 
$540,000,000 until the product this year will amount to $650,- 
000,000 and more, not for the manufactured product, but for 
the raw material. No other product of this country can compare 
with it except the great corn crop. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I would like just a minute 
more. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BART- 


LETT] asks unanimous consent to continue his remarks for one 


minute. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I started to say this great 
crop of ours is greater in value than all of the other crops of 
the country except corn, and the most remarkable thing is that 
with that crop, amounting to $650,000,000 a year, the raw ma- 
terial is not consumed at home like that other great agricul- 
tural product which exceeds it in value, but two-thirds of it is 
shipped and brings into this country every year hundreds of 
millions of dollars of foreign gold to create and increase our 
prosperity, not simply of its producers, but of the entire country. 
[Applause. ] . 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is òn agreeing to the sub- 
stitute offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
SULLIVAN]. 

The question was taken; and the substitute was rejected. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following substi- 
tute to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. LIVINGSTON]. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr Li 
TAUER] offers a substitute, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For F io np and actual necessar, 
agents to in 


traveling expenses of special 


vestigate trade conditions abroad, with the object of pro- 
moting foreign commerce of the United States, $30,000, and the re- 
sults of such investigation shall be reported to Congress. 

5 CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the substi- 

e. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, the difference between the 
provision I haye offered and the provision offered by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Livinaston] is that, in the first 
place, it eliminates the specific compensation to be paid to a 
special agent. I believe the gentleman’s provision calls for 
compensation at the rate of $10 a day, and, secondly, my substi- 
tute omits the words “ twenty thousand dollars” as the specified 
sum to be used in the investigation of markets for cotton prod- 
ucts, and, further, I propose to reduce the total amount appro- 
priated from $50,000 to $30,000. I am in complete sympathy 
88 the end that is sought to be attained with this appropria- 
ion. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then, Mr. Chairman, why does the gen- 
tleman cut out cotton, when he knows 

Mr. LITTAUER. If the gentleman will give me but two 
minutes I will try and explain my position. I want to develop 
the commerce of the United States in every possible way. I 
am a manufacturer, even a manufacturer of cotton goods. I 
have read these reports one after the other, for I haye been on 
the Appropriation Committee which has suggested to the House 
this legislation from its origin. We submitted it originaily 
through the urgent appeals of the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, to the effect that if he could but have a sum so as to 
send agents into one country and another, he could report to 
Congress facts that would enable our manufacturers to extend 
their trade in a very large way. The result of that first 
$30,000 of expenditure was that a professor of the faculty of the 
University of California was appointed one of the agents. He 
visited the countries of South and Central America with two 
other agents. One of them, I believe, was assistant commis- 
sioner at the Paris Exposition, and I believe the other one a 
newspaper writer, who visited various countries, and sent us 
back these reports, which gentlemen can obtain and read. 

Now, gentlemen, you can not develop the trade of the United 
States by statistics; you can not develop the trade of the 
United States by having a newspaper writer send you an 
attractive description of various conditions of any particular 
trade in a country, neither can you do it by gathering from 
guidebooks and trade journals certain peculiarities of trade. 
If you want to develop the trade of the United States in any 
particular way, send some competent manufacturer abroad; 
keep him abroad long enough that he can go into the details 
of production and distribution that will enable the home manu- 
facturer to understand in detail what he must do to compete 
with his competitors in that market. I do not believe that the 
expenditure of the $80,000 already appropriated will ever bring 
back $80,000 to the United States, We are all intensely inter- 
ested in the cotton industry and hope to see it extended year 
after year, as it has in the last half dozen years begun to be 
extended in the South, until it conquers a large part of the 
trade of manufactured cotton goods throughout the world. 
But you can not do it in this way; you can not do it by 
attractive reports of newspaper men sent around the world. 
Nor can you aid the cotton-seed people to find a market in 
this way. If the cotton-seed oil industry, trust or otherwise, 
wants to extend its trade, it has competent men, who thoroughly 
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understand the details of that business; and if this country 
does not furnish a large enough market for their oil they will 
send men throughout the world and use every shrewd business 
method to extend their trade, and they will get results that will 
inure to their profit. 

Now, the appropriation last year as it passed the House was 
amended by an addition of $20,000 to be specially devoted to 
cotton. I know nothing about whether it has resulted in any 
good or not. This year we have been appealed to by various 
manufacturers, by manufacturers of machines and machine 
tools, by boot and shoe manufacturers, and by many other trades 
to extend specifically appropriation to cover their particular 
articles, By the way, there is a report on the boot and shoe 
trade in England. I do not believe that report is worth—I was 
going to say 10 cents. I do not believe there is a fact in it—and 
I personally deal with leather and leather goods, so that I know 
something about it—that will ever enable an extra pair of shoes 
to be sent out of the country or keep a man in this country a 
day longer at work. I believe that this entire appropriation 
will lead to no good result. There is a great deal of sentiment 
connected with the question, and a great deal of sentiment con- 
nected with the $20,000 with respect to cotton goods. When 
the United States will no longer provide the best, most profit- 
able, and most ample market for our manufactures, the energetic, 
enterprising manufacturers of our country will themselves find 
the way to extend their trade and conquer the markets of the 
world. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The question is on the substitute amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York. 

The question was taken; and the chairman announced that 
he was in doubt. t 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 70. 

Mr. HEFLIN. ‘Tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Lirraver] and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] 
will take their places as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and tellers reported—ayes 86, 
noes 77. 

So the substitute amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is upon agreeing to the 
amendment as amended. 

The question was taken; and the amendment as amended was 
agreed to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker, haying re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Hersurn, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 21574, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 


STANDARD OF ORTHOGRAPHY, 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the following House 
resolution, and I ask that the report be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the following 
House resolution, and also that the report thereon be printed in 
the RECORD. A 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HOUSE RESOLUTION 663. 


Resolved That it is the sense of the House of Representatives that 
hereafter, in printing reports, documents, or other publications author- 
ized by law, ordered by Congress or either branch thereof, or emanat- 
ing from the Executive Departments, their bureaus or branches, and 
Independent offices of the Government, the Government Printing Office 
should observe and adhere to the standard of orthography prescribed 
in. generally accepted dictionaries of the English language. 


The report is as follows: 


In reporting favorably the accompanying resolution the Committee 
on Printing has been governed by the following considerations: 

In the various reprints of the Constitution of the United States nd- 
herence to the original spelling is found in the majority of instances. 

The spelling in the original statutes reflects the forms of spelling in 
vogue at the time of their enactment. 

The various codifications of the statutes reflect the spelling in yogue 
at the time of the adoption of such codifications. 

The last codification adopted was in 1878. The Statutes at Large 
now number fourteen volumes, covering a period of twenty-eight years. 
Each yolume reflects the spelling in vogue at the time of the enactment 
of the statutes embraced therein. 

A new codification is about to be presented to Congress. Until Con- 
gress shall see fit to order the printing of this proposed codification of 
the statutes, embracing all the enactments of the law-making power of 
the Government now in force, in some form of spelling other than that 
3 accepted by the people, it would appear to be the part of wis- 

om for the Government in all its branches, in the interest of simplicity 
and economy, to adhere to a uniform system of spelling, and this sys- 
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tom houarne the one already most generally recognized and accepted 
y the people. 
If Congress shall adhere to the form of spelling already in vogue as 
applied to the statutes, it would ap anomalous to employ some other 
m 


form as applied to all of the pre nary stages of legislation, includ- 
ing the proceedings of Congress, up to the point where these proceed- 
ings are crystallized into law, and at this point order a change in the 
spelling of the perfected legisiation to preserve harmony in the orthog- 
raphy of the national statutes. 

The Executive order under which many public documents have al- 
ready been printed was issued on the 27th day of say Pu 1906, and 
has now been in force for more than three months. It has been ex- 
tensively exploited, and the public has had ample opportunity to digest 
the arguments presented in its favor. 

Without taking issue as to the relative merits of any form of spell- 
ing, it is evident that public sentiment as reflected in the newspapers, 
magazines, and other publications has not been favorable to the pro- 
posed innovation embraced in the Executive order of August. 27. 

It is, therefore, a condition and not a theory with which Congress 
has to deal. It is not believed that the attitude of the general public 
would be materially changed If the Government in all its branches 
were to adopt the form of spelling prescribed in the Executive order re- 
ferred to, and only confusion and expense would result without any 
commensurate advantage, even if the new form of spelling were deemed 

referable. Moreover, Congress hag no assurance, even if it should 
eave present. conditions undisturbed, that the next succeeding Admin- 
istration would not reyoke the present order. Much of the matter em- 
braced in the publications of the Government is preserved in the form 
of stereotyped or electroty plates, representing enormous values to 
the Government in the saving of labor and other expense. All of these 
plates would be rendered worthless in a moment by an order in a suc- 
ceeding Administration 9 the Executive order of August 27 last. 

The sentiment in Congress is such that it must be taken without 
question that in the ara done for Congress the standard diction- 
aries will continue to the accepted authority. If some other form of 
spelling is to apply to the Executive Departments, it means a dual form 
of spelling in the Government printing. ? 

Much of the printing that is done for Congress is reproduced in ex- 
ecutive documents. Much of the printing that is done for the Execu- 
tive Departments is reproduced in Congressional publications, If the 
Government is to have two forms of spelling, this will necessarily mean 
double composition, double stereotyping an sloctrotyp ing, double proof 
reading, and other incidental expense. It will mean a double force of 
proof readers, for it is inconceivable that a proof reader could be re- 
quired to adapt himself to more than one system of spelling with the 
expectation of rendering efficient service. ‘ 

n justice to Government officials, it may be said, an order which 
dictates a 3 form of orthography, involving a departure from 
the recognized standard in popular use, imposes upon the head of an 
Executive Lobe py great as well as upon all of his subordinates, a policy 
that may well be considered in many instances offensive. 

In the opinion of the committee, en departure from the recognized 
standards of orthography can not with safety, satisfaction, or econ- 
omy be taken until Congress and the Executive shall agree upon the 
adoption of other orthographic methods. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to the resolution, 
Mr. GILLETT. Will the gentleman yield to me a minute? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will. . 

Mr. GILLETT. I want to say one word, because if this reso- 
lution goes through by unanimous consent without explanation 
it might look as if everybody who believed in the simplified 
spelling had changed his mind overnight. While I am per- 
fectly content with this resolution, it is not because I have in 
the slightest changed my opinion; but I recognized yesterday 


that this House prefers the spelling now approved by the stand-. 


ard dictionaries. I believe it is very proper and economical that 
ali Government documents should follow the same system of 
spelling. I do not believe some of us should have our speeches 
printed in one system and others in another, or that the Execu- 
tive documents should be printed in one form and the documents 
of the House of Representatives in another. I should prefer 
that all documents should be printed with the new spelling, but 
inasmuch as they should all be uniform, and I am obviously in 
the minority, I bow to the will of the majority and approve the 
adoption of this resolution. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday I referred to 
the origin of the law identifying or pointing out the English 
language as the language of England, from which, as I claim, 
we inherit the language that we have in this country. 

I now ask unanimous consent to extend these remarks in the 
Recorp, to the extent of publishing the law under which the 
official language of the people of England was changed from 
the Norman-French to the English of to-day. ; 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio to extend his remarks? i 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ‘The statute in question was passed in 
1362, in the reign of King Edward III, and is as follows: 

CAP. XV.—Pleas shall be eager geet the English tongue, and inrolled 
n atin. 


Item, because it is often showed to the King by the prelates, dukes, 
earls, barons, and all the commonalty of the great mischiefs which have 
happened to divers of the realm, because the laws, customs, and statutes 
of this realm be not commonly holden and kept in the same realm, for 
that they be pleaded, shewed, and judged in the French tongue, which 
is much unknown in the said realm, so that the people which do im- 

lead, or be impleaded, in the King's court, and in the courts of other, 
ave no knowledge nor understanding of that which is sald for them 
or against them by their serjeants and other pleaders; (2) and that 


reasonably the said laws and customs the rather shall be perceived and 
ert and better understood in the tongue used in the said realm, 

— so much every man net the said realm may the better govern 
re t without ORAR o? che law, and the better keep, save, and 
defend his — and possessions; (3) and in divers regions and 
countries, where the King, the nobles, and other of the said realm have 
been, governance and full right is done to every person, because 
that their laws and customs be learned and used in the tongue of the 
re i eth.) the King, desiring the good governance and tranquillity 
of his e, and to put out and eschew the harms and mischiefs 
which 28 or may happen in this behalf by the oecasions aforesaid, hath 
ordained and established by the assent aforesaid, that all pleas ‘which 
shall be pleaded in any courts. whatsoever, before any of his justices 
whatsoever, or in his other places, or before any of his other ministers 
whatsoever, or in the courts and places of any other lords whatsoever 
within the realm, shall be pleaded, shewed, defended, answered, de- 
bated, and judged in the English tongue and that they be entered and 
inrolled in Latin; (5) and that the laws and customs of the same 
realm, terms, and processes, be holden and kept as they be and have 
been before this time; (6) and that by the ancient terms and forms 
‘of the declarations no man be prejudiced, so that the matter of the 
action be fully shewed in the declaration and in the writ. (7) And it 
Is accorded by the assent aforesaid that this ordinance and statute of 
pleading begin and hold place at the fifteenth of St. Hillary next 
coming. 

Thus it will be seen that the English language became ours 
first, by the statute itself here cited, and second, by our in- 
heritance. While it may be true that we do not in terms in the 
United States adopt the common law of England in all our mat- 
ters of legislation, it is equally true that the pioneers who came 
to Jamestown believed that they brought with them the common 
law of England as their guide, and for all these years since the 
reign of Edward III, more than five hundred years, the English 
language as specified in the dictionaries of the language has been 
the true language of the English speaking people. It would seem, 
therefore, that the standards which have built up the language 
are the proper guides to the present condition, and that the 
changes must come more gradually, as they have been coming, 
and which will no doubt in the long run continue to modify 
the orthography of the language to a full and satisfactory 
result. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS. 
` Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire the privilege of ex- 
tending my remarks on the amendment to the appropriation bill 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, I also ask the same privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas makes the same 
request. Is there objection to either request? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I also make the same re- 
quest. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
THOMAS] also makes the same request. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appro- 
priate committee, as indicated below: 

S. 6855. An act to amend the act approved August 19, 1890, 
entitled “An act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions 
at sen —to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
erles. 


RESIGNATION OF REPRESENTATIVE PATTERSON, OF TENNESSEE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the folowing communi- 
cation : 
COMMITTEE ON INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
OUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., December 15, 1806. 
To the SPEAKER: 
I herewith tender my resignation as a Member of the Fifty-ninth 
* to take effect on the 15th day of January. 1907. 
ave the honor to Inclose a copy of a letter a dressed to the Hon. 
John I. Cox, governor of Tennessee, notifying him of my said resigna- 


tion. 
I baye the honor to be, respectfully, 
R. PATTERSON, 
Member of Congress, Tenth District Tennessee. 


DECEMBER 13, 1906. 
His Excellency Jony I. Cox, 
Governor “of Tennessee. 

Sır: I have the honor to notify you that I have this 2 tenders 

resignation as a Member of the ifty-ninth Congress to the 8 
of 185 ewe of Representatives, said resignation to take effec 
baer 

n of said resignation is herein inclosed, 

have the honor to be, respectfully, 


Jan. 


M. R.. PATTERSON, 
Member of Congress, Tenth District Tennessee. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, this communica- 
tion will lie on the table. 
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ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now, 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
copy of a memorial of the Chickasaw legislature in reference to 
sale of coal and asphalt lands—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an esti- 
inate of appropriation for dredging and piers at Jamestown Ex- 
position—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, requesting attention to 
the accumulation of useless papers in his Department—to the 
Joint Committee on Disposition of Useless Papers, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a letter from the Assistant Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor, submitting an estimate of appropriation for a 
site for a house and an outbuilding at Duluth (Minn.) range 
light station—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be pr inted. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, submitting 
an estimate of appropriations for rent of additional quarters for 
the Auditor for the Navy Department—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, recommending legislation 
to regulate the compensation of the superintendent of the na- 
tional cemetery at Arlington—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed, 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, submitting 
a detailed statement of the expenses of the Reyenue-Cutter 
Service for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1906—to the Comimit- 
tee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit: 
ting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for construction and maintenance of 
military and post roads, bridges, and trails in Alaska—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an 
estimate of urgent appropriation for pay of the Military Acad- 
emy—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of State sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for expenses of the Inter- 
national Water Boundary Commission—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for expenses of hearings on 
land entries and of depositing public moneys—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting a re- 
port of disbursements for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1906, 
for colleges of agriculture and mechanic arts in the several 
States and Territories—to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Interior Department, and ordered to be printed. 

-A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting a copy 
of a memorial of the Chickasaw legislature relative to public 
highways in the nation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
memorial of the Chickasaw legislature protesting against the 
enrollment of certain children, and transmitting an opinion of 
the Assistant Attorney-General in the case of Ethel Pierson—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, submitting papers relating 
to the claim of Gutierrez Hermanos—to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in ac- 
cordance with the act of June 29, 1906, certain documents per- 
taining to the construction of a new vessel for the Navy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for contingent expenses of the Terri- 
torial legislature of New Mexico—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (II. R. 9250) granting an inerease 
of pension to Obediah B. Nation, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5423); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14862) granting an increase of pension 
to Ann E. White, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5424); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16249) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Miller, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5425); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16389) 
granting a pension to Jefferson Wilcox, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5426); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 16488) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles Hopkins, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5427); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16546) 
granting an increase of pension to Louis F. Beeler, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5428); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18608) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary E. Strickland, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5429); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DICKSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18677) grant- 
ing a pension to Martin A. Luther, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5480); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bfll of the House (H. R. 18758) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary A. Daniel, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5431); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18791) grant- 
ing a pension to Michael Bocoskey, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5452); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19363) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Theodore Bland, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5433); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19510) 
granting an increase of pension to Richard B. West, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5434); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19577) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary L. Patton, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5435); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (II. R. 19579) granting an increase of pension 
to Robert Mayfield, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5436) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar, 
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Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19648) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah A. Wilson, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5437); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19713) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary B. Mason, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5438); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19715) granting an increase 
of pension to Susan M. Brunsonn, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5439); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 19716) granting an increase of pension 
to Mary F. Johnson, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5440); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19722) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Burns, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5441); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. : 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19818) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William F. Clinkscale, reported the same’ 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5442); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19907) 
granting an increase of pension to James Butler, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5443); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19923) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Bettie Ferguson, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5444); which said 
bill and report were referred to: the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 
19998) granting an increase of pension to Eunice Cook, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5445); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20087) granting an in- 
erease of pension to Cassia C. Tyler, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 546); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 20088) granting an increase of pension 
to Mary J. Thurmond, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5447); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 20146) granting an increase of pension 
to Harriet C. Kenney, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5448); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 20166) granting an increase of pension 
to Sarah Salmon, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5449) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 20198) granting an increase of pension 
to Mary E. Maddox, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5450); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 20219) granting an increase of pension 
to Ellen Downing, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5451) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20250) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas McBride, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5452) ; 
8 said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 
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Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the Eease (H. R. 20269) granting an increase 


of pension to Sarah A. Galloway, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5453) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20357) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jane Auldridge, reported the same with 
amendinent, accompanied by a report (No. 5454); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 

_ bill of the House (H. R. 20363) granting an increase of pension 
to Otis E. Rush, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5455) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20391) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary Jane Meldrim, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5456) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20424) 
granting an increase of pension to George W.. Wheeler, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5457); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky, from the Committee on, Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21142) 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph Rose, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5458); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21216) 
granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. McCardel, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5459) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21578) granting an increase of pension 
to A. J. Gashey, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 5460) ; which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7211) granting 
a pension to James C. Southerland, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 5461) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18582) granting 
a pension to Josephine Hoffman, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5462); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 22332) to construet a canal 
from Rio Grande to Mississippi River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 22333) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Bradford, Pa.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 22334) to amend an act to reg- 
ulate the sitting of the United States courts within the district 
of South Carolina—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POLLARD: A bill (H. R. 22335) to amend section 2 
of the act of June 27, 1890, entitled “An act granting pensions 
to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the perform- 
ance of manual labor and proyiding for pensions to widows, 
minor children, and dependent parents“ —to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 22336) for the better 
protection of depositors and creditors of national banks—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GRONNA: A bill (H. R. 22337) to increase the com- 
pensation of rural mail carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 22338) to 
bridge Bayou Bartholomew, in Louisiana—to the Committee on 
Interstate and 5 Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22339) appropriating $250,000 to eradicate 
the Texas fever ees the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 22340) to provide for a 
survey of Sabine River, in Louisiana and Texas—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. | 


By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 22341) making an appro- 
priation toward the construction of a dry dock at the Ports- 
mouth Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 22342) for the erection of a 
public building at Hopkinsville, Ky.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 22343) to provide for the 
erection of a District of Columbia building and an appropriate 
exhibit therein at the Jamestown Ter-Centennial Exposition, and 
5 l purposes—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 22344) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Hickory, N. C.—to the sen 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22345) to provide for the erection. of a 
publie building at Gastonia, N. C.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 22346) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to sell the lands in Mays Gulf of 
Little River, Alabama—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 22347) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to provide for the final disposition of 
the affairs of the Fiye Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes, approved April 26, 1906”—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. i 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R. 22348) authorizing a public 
building at Monroe, N. C.—to the Committee on Public. Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 22349) to increase the 
amount fixed as the limit of cost of site and building at Mur- 
freesboro, Tenn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. z 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (II. R. 22350) to authorize the recorder 
of deeds of the District of Columbia to recopy old records in 
his office, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (II. R. 22351) to survey 
and allot the lands embraced within the limits of the Blackfeet 
Indian Reservation, in the State of Montana, and to open the 
surplus lands-to settlement—to the Comm tee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 22352) to amend sections 2 
and 3 of an act approved May 9, 1900, in amendment of sections 
2 and 3 of an act entitled “An act granting pensions to soldiers 
and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of man- 
ual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor children, 
and dependent parents,“ approved June 27, 1890—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 22353) establishing a minimum 
rate of pensions for soldiers of the civil war—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. J 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 22354) to pro- 
vide for the improvement of Broad Creek River, Delaware—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RIVES: A bill (II. R. 22255) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a publie building at Litchfield, III.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 22356) to remove 
restrictions on the sale of certain lands in the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
By Mr. BIRDSALL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 204) dis- 
approving certain laws enacted by the legislative assembly of 
the Territory of New Mexico—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

By Mr. HAYES: A resolution (H. Res. 660) requesting cer- 
tain information of the Secretary of War concerning the Chinese 
and Japanese coolies now employed on the Panama Canal—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A resoiution (H. Res. 661) authorizing 
the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills to appoint.an 
additional clerk—to the Committee ou Accounts. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A resolution (H. Res. 662) concerning 
the pay of employees of the folding room—to the Committee on 
Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 22357) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Silas Chase—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22358) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver D. Pearson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A pill (H. R. 22359) grant- 
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ing an increase of pension to Louisa L. Wood—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bili (H. R. 22360) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Benjamin F. Bean—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 22361) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Favorite—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 22302) mak- 
ing an appropriation to pay Esther Rousseau for horses killed 
upon the Cheyenne Indian Reservation, in the State of South 
Dakota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 22363) 
granting an honorable discharge to Alfred L. Dutton—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 22364) grant- 
ing a pension to James F. Humphtey—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22365) granting a pension to Charles B. 
Fessenden, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22366) for the relief of Adam R. Hart- 
zell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22367) for the relief of Patrick Conlin— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22368) for the relief of Alonzo Rich—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22369) for the relief of James B. Callison— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22370) for the rellef of Danlel Sands—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 22371) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Hickman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 5 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 22372) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James C. Corder—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 22373) granting an increase of pension to 
Willis Hargrave—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22374) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin Elam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22375) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Halcomb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 22376) granting a pension 
to William M. Colby—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22377) granting a pension to Robert R. 
Montgomery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 22378) granting an increase 
of pension to Lidia A. Patterson—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 22379) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of George F. Har- 
ter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H, R. 22380) granting a pension 
to Sylvester S. Ingals—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22381) granting a pension to William H. 
Belknap-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22382) granting a pension to Josie I. 
Blair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 22383) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick R. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a, bill (H. R. 22884) granting an increase of pension to 
William S. Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22385) granting an increase of pension to 
James S. Brackett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22386) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Tripp—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22387) granting an increase of pension to 
William Warren—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22388) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel A. Peabody—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22389) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriett M. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22390) granting an increase of pension to 
Helen R. Worcester—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22391) granting an increase of pension to 
David Y. Kenion—to the Cominittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22392) granting an increase of pension to 
Eugene W. Rolfe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22393) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles F. Wentworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 22394) granting an increase 
of pension to M. V. Easterday—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22395) granting a pension to Edward 
Miller—to the Committee on Pensions, 


By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 22396) granting 
an increase of pension to William L, Alyea—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22397) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis B. C. Rall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22398) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca J. Forry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22399) granting an increase of pension to 
William Sauvain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22400) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin S. Lester—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 22401) to provide 
compensation to Daniel Yancey for buildings constructed by 
him in the Yellowstone National Park—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 22402) granting an bonor- 
able discharge to Alfred Childers—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 22403) granting a pension to 
Pleasant H. Farmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22404) granting a pension to William 
Lay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22405) granting an increase of pension to 
Horatio M. MeGoughey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 22406) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ignatious Lentenbacher—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22407) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Peacock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 22408) granting 
an increase of pension to Aaron Preston—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 22409) granting an increase 
oF pension to Margaret A. McAdoo—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GILHAMS: A bill (H. R. 22410) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles F. Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22411) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Yeakey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 22412) granting an increase of 
ee to Hugh Hubbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22413) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Samuel S. Caldwell—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 22414) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Buckhardt ‘Schoenstein—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22415) granting an increase of pension to 
T. W. David—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 22416) granting an increase of 
pension to Barbara E. Schwab—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 22417) granting an increase of 
pension to David B. Willard—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 22418) granting an increase 
of pension to Timothy Ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 22419) granting a pension 
to Elizur F. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 22420) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward Wesley Ward—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 22421) granting an in- 
crease of pension to D. H. Moredick—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (II. R. 22422) granting an 
increase of pension to William J. Johnson—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22423) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis Miller—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 22424) granting an increase of 
pension to William Faulkner—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 22425) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Sires—to the’ Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 22426) granting an increase of 
pension to Louisa A. Robertson—‘ the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LILLEX of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 22427) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Edwin W. Braman—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 22428) granting a pension to Dora T. 
Bristol—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 22429) grant- 
ing a pension to George R. Woodruff—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill. (H. R. 22480) granting an 
increase of pension to Alonzo C. Horton—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLAY of California: A bill (H. R. 22431) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Alden Youngman—to the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 22432) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles F. Matteson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 22433) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew J. Moore—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 22434) granting an increase 
of pension to Peter MeCormick—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22435) granting an increase of pension to 
Knud R. Syveraid—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 22436) granting an increase of 
pension to Franklin Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22437) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis A. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22438) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Beck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 22489) granting an increase 
of pension to Martin N. Briggs—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 22440) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel Mose—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22441) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Mose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POLLARD: A bill (H. R. 22442) granting an increase 
of pension to John Clark—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 22443) granting an increase 
of pension to Lyman S. Strickland—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 22444) 
granting an increase of pension to W. O. Anderson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (II. R. 22445) granting a pension to 
Adaline T. Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22446) granting a pension to William F. 
Myers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22447) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Schadler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 22448) granting a pension 
to F. Medora Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of California: A bill (H. R. 22449) granting 
a pension te Charles L. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. j 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 22450) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel W. Brewer—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 22451) granting 
an increase of pension to John McCaslin—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22452) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Narrin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 22453) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Swendeman—to the Committee on 
invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22454) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry R. Darst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22455) granting a pension to Louisa Fil- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 22456) granting a pen- 
sion to Ella Fall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 22457) granting an increase 
of pension to Julia Churchill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 22458) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Redding—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 22459) granting an 
increase of pension to James Tetlow—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 4 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22460) granting an increase of pension to 
Ja20b Bower—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 22461) granting a pension to George A. 
De Voe—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 22462) 
granting an increase of pension to Aaron Chamberlain—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 22463) granting a pension 
to Virgil H. Parks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22464) granting a pension to Berthina 
Cold—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22465) granting an increase of pension to 
George Hoffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22466) granting an increase of pension to 
Walter Florida—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 22467) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas A. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 22468) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Kelso—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22469) granting an increase of pension to 
William S. Mooney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 22470) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Flavius J. Ruley—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 14998) for the relief of John Shuffelbarger— 
Committee on War Claims discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 21701) for the relief of Joseph V. Cunningham 
and other officers of the Philippine Volunteers—Committee on 
Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 22073) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
M. Scott—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 22084) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
W. Jenkins—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R, 22095) granting an increase of pension to Wil 
liam C. Montgomery—Committee on Invalid Pensions dis 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Lodge No. 178 of the Bakery 
and Confectionery Workers of America and other labor organi- 
zations, favoring the Merchant Marine Commission shipping 
bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. AIKEN: Petition of Greenwood Council, No. 19, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Eliza O. Calyard— 
to the Committee on Pensions, 8 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of C. Tussing, of Tonawanda, 
N. V., against section 1, subsection 9, of the copyright bill, rela- 
tive to the feature against mechanical musical instruments—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Papers to accompany bills for relief 
of John Hand, Isaac N. Bliss, and William J. Turpin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Spanish-American Memorial Association, 
for an appropriation to erect at Washington, D. C., an appro- 
priate memorial of the Spanish war—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of national committee of the 
Spahish War Veterans, for restoration of the Army canteen at 
military posts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petition of Macon Council, No. 9, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: ‘Paper +o accompany bill for relief 
of William O. Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Benjamin James— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. BENNET of New York: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Louisa L. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: Resomrions of sundry labor organiza- 
tions, favoring postal savings banks, as follows: Kalamazoo 
(Mich.) Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 208; Muskegon ( Mich.) Cigar 
Makers’ Union, No. 24; Sault Ste. Marie (Mich.) Cigar Makers’ 
Union, No. 19; Detroit (Mich.) Brotherhood of Painters, Dec- 
orators, and Paper Hangers; Biddeford (Me.) Cigar Makers’ 
Union, No. 40; Paterson (N. J.) Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 3; 
Binghamton (N. Y.) Cigar Makers’ Unions, Nos. 218 and 16; 
New York City Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 141; Gloversville 
(N. Y.) Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 483; Philadelphia (Pa.) 
Bakers’ Local Union No. 6; Davenport (Iowa) Cigar Makers’ 
Union, No. 172; Muscatine (Iowa) Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 
120; Marysville (Kans.) Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 163; Louis- 
ville (Ky.) Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 32; St. Louis (Mo.) Cigar 
Makers’ Union, No. 44; Minneapolis (Minn.) Cigar Makers’ 
Union, No. 77; Memphis (Tenn.) Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 266; 
Norfolk (Va.) Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 240; Aberdeen ( Wash.) 
Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 109; Canton (III.) Cigar Makers’ 
Union, No. 297; Elgin (III.) Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 71; Mon- 
mouth (III.) Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 305; Peoria (III.) Cigar 
Makers’ Union, No. 118; Cincinnati (Ohio) Steam Fitters and 
Helpers’ Union, No. 53; Cincinnati (Ohio) Central Labor Coun- 
cil; Cincinnati (Ohio) Boot and Shoe Workers’ Union, No. 15; 
Cincinnati (Ohio) Boot and Shoe Workers’ Union, No. 222; 
Canton (Ohio) Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 115; Columbus (Ohio) 
Protective Union, No. 75; Springfield (Ohio) Cigar Makers’ 
Union, No. 45; Eau Claire (Wis.) Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 
85; Manitowoe (Wis.) Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 477; Mil- 
waukee (Wis.) Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association, No. 15; 
-Watertown (Wis.) Cigar Makers’ Union, No.-381; also the fol- 
lowing, all of Chicago: Amalgamated Sheet Metal Workers’ 
Union; Amalgamated Association of Street and Electric Rail- 
way Employees; Amalgamated Association of Street and Elec- 
tric Railway Employees, No. 260; Amalgamated Glassworkers’ 
International Association, Local No. 1; Amalgamated Wood- 
workers’ Local Union No. 5; Amalgamated Woodworkers’ 
Local Union No. 7; Amalgamated Woodworkers’ Local Union 
No. 44; Amalgamated Woodworkers’ Local Union No. 75; 
Amalgamated Woodworkers’ Local Union No. 17; Amalga- 
mated Association of Street Railway Employees, No. 266; 
Horse Nail Makers’ Union No. 7180; International Association 
of Bridge and Structural Ironworkers, No. 1; International As- 
sociation of Machinists, Progressive Lodge, No. 126; Interna- 
tional Association of Machinists, Tool and Die Makers, Lodge 
No. 510; International Association of Machinists, Unity Lodge, 
No. 134; International Association of Machinists, Reliable Lodge, 
No. 253; International Association of Machinists, Brassworkers’ 
Lodge, No. 766; International Association of Steam, Hot Water, 
and Power Pipe Fitters, No. 54; International Brotherhood of 
Blacksmiths and Helpers, No. 324; International Union of Steam 
Engineers, No. 115; Independent Wood Carvers’ Association of 
North America; International Brotherhood of Teamsters, No. 
12; International Brotherhood of Teamsters, No. 721; Interna- 
tional Longshoremen, Marine and Transportation Workers, No. 
861; International Union of Elevator Constructors, No. 2; Jour- 
neymen Horseshoers’ Local Union No. 4; Journeymen Tailors’ 
Union No. 5; Metal Polishers, Buffers, and Platers’ Union No. 
6; Lithographers’ International Protective and Benevolent Asso- 
ciation, Local Union No. 70; National Stonecutters’ Society of 
the United States; Plasterers’ Local Union No. 5; Plumbers’ 
Union No. 189; Photo-Engravers’ Union No. 5; Sprinkler Fitters’ 
Union No. 281; Shipwrights, Joiners, and Caulkers’ Interna- 
tional Union, No. 17; Switchmen’s Union, Chicago Lodge, No. 
199; Sheet Metal Workers’ International Alliance, No. 115; 
Amalgamated Sheet Metal Workers’ Union; Amalgamated Asso- 
ciation of Street and Electric Railway Employees; Amalgamated 
Association of Street and Electric Railway Employees, No. 260; 
Amalgamated Glassworkers’ International Association, Local 
No. 1; Amalgamated Woodworkers’ Local Union No. 5; Amalga- 
mated Woodworkers’ Local Union No. 7; Amalgamated Wood- 
workers’ Local Union No. 44; Amalgamated Woodworkers’ Local 
Union No. 75; Amalgamated Woodworkers’ Local Union No. 17; 
Amalgamated Association of Street Railway Employees, Divi- 
sion No. 266; Bakery and Confectionery Workers’ International 
Union No. 62; Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, No. 1; 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, No. 141; Brotherhood of 
Carpenters and Joiners, No. 181; Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Engineers, Chicago Division, No. 96; Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Engineers, Mount Pleasant Division, No. 429; Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, John Player Division, No. 458; Butchers 
and Grocery Clerks’ Association, No. 3; Boiler Makers and Iron- 
Ship Builders and Helpers, No. 39; Brotherhood of Engravers, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


375 


No. 1; Chicago Trades Union Label League; Cigar Packers’ In- 
ternational Union, Local No. 227; Coopers’ International Union, 


No. 1; Carriage and Cab Drivers’ Union No. 17; Elevated Rail- 
way Employees’ Union, Division No. 308; Glove Workers’ Union, 
No. 18—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. ; 

By Mr. BURKETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: Papers to accompany bills 
for relief of Patrick Conlin, James F. Humphries, and Charles 
B. Fessenden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Alonzo Rich and 
Daniel Sands—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Adam R. Hart- 
zell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: Petition of the Newburgh News Pub- 
lishing Company, against tariff on linotype machines—to the, 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of Hazel Glen Council, No. 208, 
and Laurel Council, No. 126, Junior Order United American 
Machanies, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Union No. 299, Amalgamated 
Sheet Metal Workers’ International Alliance, of Davenport, 
Iowa for the subsidy shipping bill—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 
Will P. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Petition of Central City Council, No. 52, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Syracuse, N. Y., 
favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Commit: 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Alfred Childress—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Lincoln Council, No. 14, and McKinley 
Council, No. 81, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
for restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of Coopers’ Machine Operators, 
No. 75, of Minneapolis, Minn., for the subsidy shipping bill—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
W. Hudson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Arkansas, for an appropriation 
to make the waters of White River available for electric-power 
purposes—to. the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. . 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William Pearson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: Petition of Saginaw Reading Club, for 
free-art legislation, as per bill H. R. 15268—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARRETT: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 
Margaret A. McAdoo—to the Committee on Pensions. + 

By Mr. GOEBEL: Petitions of Bethlehem Council, No. 
of Cincinnati, Ohio; Queen City Council, and Victory . 
No. 180, Junior Order United American Mechanics ; Phenix 
Council, No. 58, and Concord Council, No. 134, Daughters of 
America, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403) to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of Vesuvius Council, No. 116, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Sharpsburg, Pa., 
favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of William W. 
Tyson and Edward Hadfield—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Lady Unity 
Council, No. 51, Daughters of Liberty, favoring restriction of 
immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of Pride of Bridge- 
port Council, No. 3, Daughters of America, fayoring restriction 
of immigration (8. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: Petitions of Old Glory Council, No. 18, 
Daughters of America, of Terre Haute, Ind., and Lipord Coun- 
cil, No. 70, and Lincoln Council, No. 56, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HUFF: Petitions of Bolivar Council, No. 570, and 
Paintersville Council, No. 211, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of New Stanton, Pa, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KiTCHIN: Taper to accompany pill 
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for relief of Charles F. Pratt to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP; Resolutioas of Pomona Grange, Jefferson 
County, N. Y., for reduction ef duties on Philippine products— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of the Fruit Growers’ Association 
of Adams County, Pa., for legislation to secure admission of 
American fruit to German markets at minimum duties—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Federation of Trades Unions of York, 
Pa., for the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Andrew Rick- 
rods—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Ella K. Wolf—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 

Also, paper to áccompany bill for relief of Annie K. Sloth- 
ower—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Louis N. Brady— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John Roth—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of the Telegram, Holyoke, 
Mass., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LEE: Petition of Mary E. Rainey, heir of Thomas R. 
Couche, deceased, praying for reference of her claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of Edwin W. Brayman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Dora T. Bristol— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of William Marvin et al., for an appropriation to 
open, widen, and deepen the channel of Eightmile River, in 
Lyme, Conn.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Mary S. Houghtaling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of the Business Men's Associa- 
tion and the city council of Rock Island, Ill., for an appropria- 
tion to improve the upper Mississippi River—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Andrew J. Moore, of Hamilton County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Br Mr. OLMSTED:, Petitions of Annville Council, No. 954; 
Swatara (Middletown, Pa.) Council, No. 858, and Steelton Coun- 
cil, No. 162, Junior Order United American Mechanics; Silver 
Star Council (Harrisburg, Pa.), No. 130, and Lincoln Council 
(Carlisle, Pa.), No. 117, Daughters of Liberty, favoring restric- 
tion of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of Milwaukee Division, No. 46, Rail- 
way Conductors of America, for the ship-subsidy bill—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: Papers to accompany bills 
for relief of heirs of Aurela Robillard, and of II. P. Morancy, 
ndministrator of estate of Zachary White—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
heirs of Philip Houser and heirs of Daniel Ruggles—to the 
Committee on War Claims. ` 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Frank Schadler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany biH for relief of William F. Myers— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of the Cattle Raisers’ 
Association, praying Congress to require the railways to furnish 
sufficient cars to ship live stock to market—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STERLING: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Isaac L. Stine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of John S. Bray, 
Joseph W. King, James D. Cox, and Richard H. Jones—to the 
Committee on lifvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN WINKLE: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Maria Cross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William Kelso—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALLACE: Petition of J. H. Parkhurst et al., for an 
appropriation to reimburse said petitioners for over daily hours 
of work on Georgetown pumping station from May 1, 1871, to 
December, 1890—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Lansdale Council, No. 111, 


Daughters of Liberty, of Lansdale, Pa., favoring restriction of 
immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee om Immigration and 
Naturalization, 

By Mr. WEBB: Papers to accompany bills for relief of Mary 
C. Jones, Mary Ann Cody, Margaret L. James, Susan Baker, 
Mary Leyina Williams, and Isabel Manney—to the Committee 
on Pensions. ‘ 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of the Somerset (N. J.) Democrat, 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fnwmax, December 14, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. : : 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. SPERRY, by unanimous consent, was given leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, pa- 
pers in the case of William C. Manning (H. R. 1857, Fifty- 


eighth Congress), no adverse report having been made thereon. 


PENSION DAY. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that bills on the Private Calendar in order to-day shall be in 
order to-morrow immediately after the approval of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks 
unanimous consent that bills on the Private Calendar in order 
to-day shall be in order to-morrow immediately after the ap- 
proval of the Journal. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. ’ j 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL BILL. 


Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 21574, 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. HEPBURN in 
the chair. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

Sec. 2. The pay of telephone switchboard operators, assistant mes- 
sengers, firemen, watchmen, laborers, and charwomen provided for in 
this act, except those employed in mints and assay offices, unless other- 
wise specially stated, shall be as follows: For telephone switchboard 


operators, assistant messengers, firemen, and watchmen, at the rate of 
$720 per annum each; for laborers, at the rate of $660 per annum 


‘each; assistant telephone switchboard operators, at the rate of $600 


each, and for charwomen, at the rate of $240 per annum each. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order to 
section 2 in order to make an inquiry. Does this section in- 
crease or decrease the compensation of these employees, or sim- 
ply classify them? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It does not in any way increase or decrease 
the compensation, but it is for the purpose of preventing th 
continual repetition throughout the bill. . 

Mr. MANN. I withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: $ 

SEC, 4. Only such books, periodicals, and pamphlets shall be pur- 
chased out of any appropriation made in this or any other act for the 
use of any library or office or officer as are strictly essential to the 
technical and professional work of the particular Department, Bureau, 
office, or officer authorized to use such library or collection of books; 
and all books, periodicals, and pamphlets which now form a part of or 


belong to any library or office collection of books and which are not 
strictly essential to the technical and professional work of the par- 


ticular Department, Bureau, or office shall be transferred on or before 


January 1, 1908, to the Library of Congress, except that books of 
fiction and belles lettres shall be transferred to the Free Public 
Library of the District. of Columbia, and all expenses of making this 
transfer, not otherwise sufficiently provided for, shall be paid from 
appropriations made for contingent Ne eye ied of the several Executive 
Departments or other Government establishments to which this section 
shall apply. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order upon 
this section. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amend- 
ment to that section. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I will reserve the point of order 
until an explanation can be made. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, in the preparation of the ap- 
propriation bill the fact appeared unt there is in every Depart- 
ment of the Government and in some of the bureaus of some 
of the Departments miscellaneous libraries, libraries of fiction 


1906. CONGRESSIONAL 


and belles-lettres, libraries wholly and entirely foreign to the 
administration or technical work of these Departments. These 
several Departments receiv. appropriations annually for the 
purchase of books without veference to the kind of books they 
are authorized to purchase, the theory of Congress being that 
certain books were essential in connection with the work of 
these Departments and that only such books were being pur- 
chased. But the fact is, Mr. Chairman, that these appropria- 
tions have been expended in the purchase of novels and other 
books of a literary and miscellaneous character, until some of 
these libraries haye become extensive circulating libraries. 

The Keep Commission some time ago appointed a subcom- 
mittee to investigate the extent and character of the libraries 
in the different Departments, to ascertain the character of the 
books, and also whether or not the maintenance of these libra- 
ries to the extent they now exist and are being maintained were 
essential to the public service and the administration of the 
Departments. 

The chairman of the subcommittee when before the Committee 
on Appropriations gave our committee the information upon 
which this recommendation is based, and informed us that this 
provision is in line with the recommendation of the subcommit- 
tee made to the Keep Commission on this subject, and that the 
Keep Commission would later embody this recommendation in 
its final report to the President. It appears from the testimony 
of this committee that in the Interior Department the fiction and 
belles-lettres library alone occupies room in that Department 
three times the size of the largest room occupied by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations here in the Capitol. No man would 
pretend to say that standard or current novels, or any work of 
fiction, is necessary in the work of the Department. That being 
so, why should we maintain them? Why should we not vacate 
this room and make it available for the legitimate work of the 
Department. Every Department of the Government is crowded 
because of the want of space. Congress is constantly asked to 
appropriate money for the rent of new buildings, or to appro- 
priate money for the erection of new buildings to accommodate 
the Departments. So urgent has this demand for space become 
that the Committee on Appropriations last session presented to 
the House, and the House adopted, a resolution directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to ascertain the number of square feet 
of space occupied by old files in different Departments, files that 
have become useless or are no longer of service in the work of 
the Department, with a view to ascertaining how much space 
can be obtained for the use of the Department by remoying 
these files and thus increase the available space for legitimate 
purpéses. The Treasury Department is now making that inves- 
tigation. 

This provision is for the double purpose of securing addi- 
tional space and of putting a stop to the purchase of books 
that do not pertain to or are of no essential use in the Depart- 
ments and the bureaus in the transaction of their legitimate 
business. Some of these libraries are circulating libraries solely 
for the use of the Department clerks. I am unable to see 
how any Member of Congress can justify the maintenance of 
a circulating library in the workshops of the several Depart- 
ments of the Government in Washington or anywhere else. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman yield for a sug- 
gestion? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Just one word more. In addition to that, 
we are maintaining a free circulating library of sufficient size 
to accommodate the people of this city, independent of these 
Departmental libraries. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. No, Mr. Chairman, I am in full Sym- 
pathy with the purpose of this section, if it is accurately ex- 
plained by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney], and 
I have no doubt that it has been. The criticism that I desire 
to make of the provision is that it is altogether too strict. It 
prohibits the purchase by any office or officer under this or any 
other act, so that it applies to all Departments of the Gov- 
ernment, of books, periodicals, ete., except such as are strictly 
essential. That means such as can not be dispensed with. 
There are a good many publications that may contain valuable 
information, valuable suggestions respecting methods of re- 
form, of improvement, that I believe it would be proper for the 
departmental officers to purchase and have access to, but this 
provision shuts that out. It seems to me that if you would 
Strike that clause out, “are strictly essential,” and insert 
something like this, “such books as have relation to the tech- 
nical work of a Department.” 

Mr. TAWNEY: Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to the gentle- 
man from Indiana that the gentleman in charge of the bill 
[Mr. BrxcuHast} has sent to the Clerk’s desk the amendment 
which the gentleman from Indiana proposes, 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is all right. 
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“ adminis- 


We have included the words 
trative, and scientific,’ following “technical and professional 
work.” 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
purchase of any books that bear on the professional work of 
the Departments. 


Mr. BINGHAM. 
This would practically prevent the 


Mr. TAWNEY. This was prepared, I may say, by the libra- 
rian in charge of the Supreme Court library, who is chairman 
of the subcommittee of the Keep Commission that made the 
investigation I have referred to, and after further considera- 
tion he suggested the amendment which the gentleman in 
charge of the bill will now propose. I trust that the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Mann] will not insist on his point of 
order, because I think this provision is absolutely in the in- 
terest of good administration as well as economy. There is 
another phase to this question, to which I will refer briefly. 
It is the opportunity the presence of these libraries afford for 
the failure to give that attention to their duties which the 
Government has a right to expect from the clerks. It may not 
be true, and I do not state it as a fact, but members of the 
committee have it upon reliable authority that the convenience 
of these libraries in the Departments and the facility with 
which the clerks can in the morning go to the library and get 
a book, take it to their desks, prompts them occasionally, if 
the book is more interesting than their work, to engage in 
reading the book rather than in the discharge of their duty. 
This information influenced the committee to some extent in 
thus trying to put a stop to this practice, which we are in- 
formed obtains to some extent in certain Departments. The 
adoption of this provision will also release a large amount of 
space in the Department buildings and relieve the Government 
from the expense of caring for these libraries, these extensive 
miscellaneous and fiction libraries, now being maintained 
therein. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, I agree fully with the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAwNey] in regard to this abuse 
that has grown up in the bureaus and Departments of the Goy- 
ernment, and, in addition to the facts that he so clearly Staal, 
I desire to call the attention of the House to the fact that out 
of one appropriation one of the Departments of this Government 
expended $10,000 for novels, and that appropriation was made 
for the construction of battle ships. How it ever passed the 
auditor, under what sort of a name or what sort of a purchase, 
I do not know. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is a fact. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would state to the gentleman “that that 
appropriation to which he refers was called to the attention of 
the committee in Congress some six or eight years ago, and there 
was a prohibition inserted in the succeeding bill. There has 
been no use of the fund to which he refers—the increase of the 
Navy—from that time to this for that purpose. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I do sincerely hope that 
the point of order will not be insisted on as against this item. 
There is no question but that a great abuse has arisen in nearly 
eyery Department of this Government in connection with these 
so-called “ libraries.” They are filled with novels, works of cur- 
rent fiction, books which have no relation whatever to the par- 
ticular work being done. In fact, the practice of establishing 
libraries has grown to such an extent that now a library is 
being conducted in connection with every one of the high scheols 
in this city. To show the gentleman from Illinois to what ex- 
tent this abuse has grown, I direct attention to the fact that in 
some, if not all, of the high school libraries last year there was 
expended many dollars for the purchase of magazines and peri- 
odicals—hundreds of dollars for current magazines and peri- 
odicals—for the alleged use of the pupils of these schools. I 
will further give him a sample of the character of books ordered 
by those in authority for these high schools. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BURLESON. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Do I understand the gentleman thinks, under 
that expressed provision of law, there would be any authority to 
purchase periodicals or magazine 

Mr. BURLESON. Unless they related to the work of the par- 
ticular Departments, I do not think they would have authority 
to purchase them. 

Mr. MANN.. Technical periodicals are one thing, but Scrib- 
ner’s and Harper’s are not technical magazines. Now, would 
there be any authority on the part of any Government official 
under this to purchase a magazine or newspaper which was not 
technical or scientific? 

Mr. BURLESON. If there was an article in a particular 
magazine that related to the work be!ng done by a particular 
department—technical work—they could purchase it; other- 
wise they could not and ought not to be permitted to purchase 
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it. Now, I want to call the attention of the committee to the 
character of books boug'it for these libraries, and the same 
abuse has been practiced m the departments that obtains in the 
high schools. What do you think of the authorities purchasing 
Little Boy Blue for a library that is conducted in connection 
with the high school and which it is claimed is needed as a 
reference library? The Fairies’ Lullaby, Pudd’nhead Wilson, 
Four Feet, Two Feet, and No Feet, The Swallows’ Flight; 
in fact, some ridiculous. publications are purchased to 
be placed in these high school libraries. And there are more 
ridiculous purchases made in connection with libraries that are 
now being maintained in the various departments. Thousands 
of volumes of modern fiction bought-with public money and car- 
ried in these libraries. The truth is many of these libraries 
have become mere circulating libraries, and there can be and 
ought not to be any attempted justification of their continuance. 

The-CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman make the point of 
order? The Chair is ready to rule upon this proposition if the 
point of order is made. 

Mr. MANN. I understand, but having reserved the point of 
order I think I ought to say a word in defense of myself. I 
shall at the proper time insist upon the point of order. The 
provision in the bill is not well considered, although it has been 
considered by very able gentlemen. It is contradictory to the 
bill itself. The bill authorizes an appropriation, for instance, 
for the purchase of books and periodicals in the State Depart- 
ment, which can make no use of technical or professional 
works, It authorizes the purchase of books and periodicals 
in various Departments which make no use of so-called “ tech- 
nical” or “ scientific ” works. I do not know whether Webster's 
Dictionary would be considered a technical work for the special 
and professional work of a particular Department, and perhaps 
the gentleman thinks that since we have had a new order of 

` orthography it is not necessary to have dictionaries. I do not 
agree with him. ‘ 

Mr. TAWNEY. We have not now the new order of orthog- 
raphy. 

. Tbe CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield 
to the gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I would state to the gentle- 
man from Illinois that this provision does not limit the De- 
partment necessarily to scientific works pertaining to the De- 
partment. The gentleman refers to the State Department. 
There is a great deal of literature published, historical and cur- 
rent literature, bearing upon questions pertaining to our for- 
eign relations—— of 

Mr. MANN. Which they ought to have. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Which they ought to haye and which under 
this provision 

Mr. MANN. And which they could not buy unless they vio- 
late the law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. They could buy it. 

Mr. MANN. Here is the reading of the language of the pro- 
posed amendment, “Only such books, etc., shall be purchased, 
ete, as are strictly essential“ 

Mr. TAWNEY. Wait a moment 

Mr. MANN. I am reading the provisions of the bill, if the 
gentleman will pardon me, “strictly essential to the technical 
and professional work of the particular Department.” Why, 
under that provision you could not buy a directory for the use 
of the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, if the gentleman will permit me, and I 
think he wants to be fair on this proposition 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman knows that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Before the gentleman reserved the point of 
order, the gentleman in charge of the bill sent to the Clerk’s 
desk a committee amendment so that it would read “ adminis- 
trative, scientific, professional, and technical.” Now, that would 
admit of the purchase of books essential to the administration 
of the Department and prevent the maintenance of large circu- 
lating libraries in these various Departments. That is the object 
of this provision. It is not proposed to curtail the Department 
in the purchase of anything which is essential to the adminis- 
tration of the Department itself. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment proposed now by 
the committee, which I have heard for the first time, and which 
the members of this committee have heard for the first time 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is the second time, because I stated it to 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Crumpacker] a few moments 
ago when answering his inquiry. 

Mr. MANN. But I have not heard it. 
Mr. BINGHAM. ‘The gentleman's point of order cut me off. 
Mr. MANN. Certainly, “ the gentleman from Illinois ” is wise 


enough not to permit the gentleman to offer an amendment 
which would absolutely cut out the point of order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It was not for that purpose. 

Mr. MANN. It would have that effect, whatever the pur- 
pose was. The amendment now proposed shows that when the 
committee offered the original proposition they had not duly 
considered it. They now propose to change, admitting that the 
original proposition is wrong. It may be that the committee 
has given due consideration to the subject now, but it is evi- 
dent they had not given it due consideration before. As for 
myself I bave not been able to give due consideration to the 
subject since, just now for the first time hearing the amend- 
ment read, and before this goes into a law I want the op- 
portunity to duly consider it, and I therefore insist upon the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to line 9, on page 19, and to line 2, on page 12, for the 
purpose of offering an amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We have no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Those are two about which I talked to the 
chairman of the subcommittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SHERMAN] asks unanimous consent to return to line 9, on page 
19, and to line 2, on page 12. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I would like to 
have the amendment reported for information. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk the 
amendment that I propose to offer if the request is granted. 

The CHAIRMAN: The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 19, line 9, strike out “two” and insert “ four.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will explain to the gentleman, if I may 
be permitted, Mr. Chairman, that this is the only one of the em- 
ployees especially provided for that has not been increased to 
$1,400, and it affects the doorkeeper at this door, Mr. Jennison, 
who has been here for sixteen years, and this amendment puts 
him on an equality with the others. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to introduce an 
amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN]? 

Mr. MANN. There is only one amendment, as I understand, 
that has been explained so far, and he will offer two or three. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the second amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MADDEN] 
will offer the other amendment. : 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Mr. MADDEN. I would ask the Clerk to report the amend- 
ment which I have just handed up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

Page 12, line 2, after the words “ Journal clerk,” strike out “and” 
and insert “four thousand dollars.” 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, this amendment provides 
that the Journal clerk’s salary shall be raised from $3,600 to 
$4,000, and is only in keeping with the services which, I believe, 
that official renders. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York, which 
the Clerk will now report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 9, page 19, strike out “two” and insert “ four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 12, line 2, after the words “ journal clerk,” strike out the word 
“and” and insert “four thousand dollars.” 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to page 23 for the purpose of moving to strike out the 
provision which was inserted day before yesterday in respect 
to spelling, or the orthography used in printing public docu- 
ments. The action of the House yesterday, just before adjourn- * 
ment, in adopting the resolution presented by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. CHARLES B. Nis], and as the papers 
announced this morning it is the purpose of the President to 
to-day issue an order revoking his former order issued some 
time ago with respect to simplified spelling, leaving the matter 
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of the orthography in which public documents shall be printed 
under authority of law ty remain just as it has been in the past, 
it is entirely unnecessary that this limitation should remain in 
the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unan- 
imous consent to return to page 23 for the purpose of giving 
him an opportunity to move to strike out line 20 and the fol- 
lowing lines of the page. Is there objection. [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I now move to strike out the words indicated 
-by the Chair—the limitation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lieu of the paragraph stricken out insert: 

No money appropriated in this act shall be used in connection with 
printing documents authorized by law or ordered by Congress or either 
branch thereof unless the same shall conform to the orthography 
PeR and used by generally accepted dictionaries of the English 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
for the consideration of the amendment, on a motion to strike 
out the language just read. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The question was taken; and the motion to strike out was 
agreed to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Clerk be authorized to correct the totals in the bill 
where there are errors from the action of the committee in 
the last few moments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the Clerk may correct any erroneous 
totals in the bill. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I now move, Mr. Chairman, that the bill 
with amendments be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HEPBURN, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill (II. R. 
21574) and had directed him to report the bill to the House 
with sundry amendments, with the recommendation that the 
amendments be adopted, and that the bill as amended do pass. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I now moye the previous question on the 
amendments to the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote asked on any of the 
amendments? If not, the vote will be taken in gross. 

No separate yote was demanded. 

The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed 
to in gross. ; 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, in accordance with the unan- 
imous consent granted yesterday, I now offer the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: i 

On and after the 4th of March, 1907, the compensation of the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives and Vice-President shall be at 
the rate of $12,000 per annum. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I do not belieye—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Before the gentleman starts into a dis- 
cussion of the question, can we agree on a division of the time? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I have no disposition to limit debate. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then the gentleman will agree that 
the opponents of the amendment shall be recognized before he 
moves the previous question? 

Mr. LITTAUER. So far as I am concerned. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no comment whatever to make on the 
amendment I have offered. Everyone recognizes the dignity of 
the position of Speaker of this House, recognizes that the 
duties are arduous, and that the pay is altogether unequal to 
the position. No Speaker can live and pay his expenses out 
of the $8,000 now appropriated. As far back as fifty years ago, 
in 1856, Congress appropriated twice the amount of salary to 
the Speaker as to Menibers of this House. It appears to me 
that this amendment, at least, ought to be adopted unanimously. 

Mr. BURLESON. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Certainly. 

Mr. BURLESON. Can the gentleman give the House in- 
formation as to what compensation is allowed the spehker of 
the House of Commons? 

Mr. LITTAUER. The Speaker of the House of Commons is 
allowed a salary of $25,000 a year and a magnificent gothic 
residence, At the end of his term of service he is usually made 
a peer and given a further pension of $20,000 a year. The 
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speaker of the French Chamber of Deputies, again, is given a 
palace to live in, $15,000 a year, and a regiment of soldiers 
laughter], and the drum corps plays every time he takes his 


seat. [Renewed laughter.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to any fur- 
ther increase of salaries for legislative and executive officers. 
I do believe that the salaries of some of the minor clerks in the 
Government must necessarily be increased on account of the 
increased cost of living, but this- does not apply to the higher 
governmental officer. I am opposed and have always been op- 
posed to increasing the salaries of Members of the House or 
Senators. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield to an 
inquiry? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Did not the gentleman favor the 
proposition and speak in favor of the raising of the salaries of 
the Federal judges here not long ago? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not know that I did. ` 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I know you did, for I heard you. 
[| Laughter. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I was in favor of paying the Federal 
judges additional salary, but that is a very different proposi- 
tion from paying a legislative salary. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You also voted to pay for the 
offices they used. I pay for my own office and you pay for 
yours. We are Members of Congress. Are the judges any 
better than we are? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; I think they are. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, I never saw a judge who 
I thought was any better than you or myself. [Laughter and 
applause.] We are all equals under the law and under the 
Stars and Stripes, and I want to keep it that way. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, when I said that prob- 
ably some of the judges were better than ourselves I was re- 
ferring to myself and the average Member of Congress, but 
of course not to my friend from Tennessee. 

Mr. Speaker, there is a reason why a judge should receive a 
greater salary that a Member of Congress, or a member of the 
legislative branch of the Government. The Federal judges 
are appointed for life. Eminent lawyers are able to earn very 
large incomes in their private law practice, and if you want 
the strongest and ablest men on the bench you have got to pay 
them commensurate salaries. But that is not true as to the 
man who occupies a legislative position. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not until I finish what I have to say. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There is no legislative body in the world 
that pays its members as much as the Members of the Congress 
of the United States are paid. It is looked on as an honor for 
a man to represent his government in its legislative branch, and 
it is not expected that he should represent the people for the 
monetary consideration. It is expected in all legislative bodies 
that he should represent them for the honor that he receives, 
not as a permanent avocation in life, but as a temporary propo- 
sition, and it is so in the American Congress. I do not believe 
that the average Member of Congress serves as much as two 
terms. He does not come here to make his living, as the judge 
goes to the Federal bench, to stay there for a lifetime and sup- 
port himself from his salary and lay aside something for his 
family. It is true there are some few men in this body and in 
the Senate whose constituents have honored them by keeping 
them here for nearly a lifetime, but that is the exception to the 
rule. The average man comes here for only a short time. He 
does not come here to make money, and he should not come here 
to make money. He can not make money out of the salary that 
is paid, and he should not make money in his legislative capac- 
ity by using his office for that purpose. Now, I claim that the 
only reason for giving a salary at all to a member of a legisla- 
tive body is that a poor man may come here and represent his 
constituents, whether he has independent means or not, and I 
do not think any man can deny the proposition that any man 
in the United States, no matter how poor he is, can come here 
with his family and live comfortably on the salary that is paid 
to a Member of Congress. I do not contend that he can live 
here and keep pace with the modern society of Washington. 
And if we should make the salary $7,500, he could not live here 
with his whole family at the best hotel and keep carriages, 
horses, and automobiles, and keep pace with modern society in 
Washington, and that is not expected. 

Mr. HUGHES. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 
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Mr. HUGHES. Will the gentleman state to us what his 
monthly expenses are during the time he is here in Washing- 
ton? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I am willing to state that. I can 
not state accurately, but when I am in Washington it takes 


about all my salary to live. It does not take all of my salary 
to support me when I am at home. If the gentleman wants a 
candid answer, I have given it to him. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I have no desire to limit any debate in con- 
nection with the amendments I shall offer. But I think it is a 
wrong precedent. If we start out by increasing salaries now— 
and I am discussing this question from this standpoint because 
I believe if this resolution goes to the Senate it will not be lim- 
ited to the Speaker of the House and the President of the Sen- 
ate and the Cabinet officers as it is when presented here to- 
day; but when it goes to the Senate it will be amended in the 
Senate and cover the salaries of the members of the Senate and 
of the House and will come back here in that shape, and if it 
comes back here in that shape it will come in a conference re- 
port, where it will be impossible for this House to meet the 
question singly and alone. Therefore I think we might as well 
consider it from this point now. 

As to gentlemen who think they are not getting enough salary 
and think that the salary ought to be increased and are willing 

to take the responsibility to vote themselves more salary, I have 

no personal criticism to make. But I want to say to the House 
that, so far as I am concerned and my constituency is con- 
cerned, I do not believe that the constituency that I represent 
would uphold me in putting into my pocket now or for the fu- 
ture an increased salary, and therefore I intend to vote against 
this proposition when it comes before the House. 

The gentleman from Alabama understands that this amend- 
ment only applies to the Speaker of the House and the Vice- 
President? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes, I understand; but when it comes 
back from the Senate it will come back with Members of the 
House and the Senate included. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Well, it is only fair to say to the gentleman 
that I will offer other amendments later, one covering the salary 
of the Members of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I anticipated what I knew would 
ultimately come. But I wanted to present now this question to 
the House. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I would be glad to vote 
for even a larger salary for the Vice-President and Speaker of 
the House. : 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield to 
the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understood the gentleman from Ala- 
bama had closed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to ascertain about the 
time, and whether the gentleman from Alabama yielded the 
floor, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield the floor so that 
the gentleman can be recognized in his own right. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is recog- 
nized in his own right. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I said that I should be 
glad to vote a much larger salary to the Vice-President and to 
the Speaker of the House. The proposed $12,000 salaries are 
not, in my judgment, sufficiently large for the offices. For the 
information of the House, I desire to call attention to the fact 
that five officials, other than judicial officers, in the city of New 
York, receive salaries larger than those proposed here, while a 
number of others receive compensation equal to the sum named 
in the pending amendment. The mayor of the city of New York 
receives a salary of $15,000 a year; the comptroller, the city’s 
chief financial officer, $15,000, and the corporation counsel, the 
chief law officer of the city, $15,000. The sheriff of New York 
County receives $12,000 and one-half of the fees of his office, 
which aggregate a considerable sum, and the sheriff of the 
county of Kings receives $15,000. Both counties are within the 
city. The district attorney of New York is paid $12,000; three 
members of a water-supply commission, $12,000 each, and the 
city chamberlain, $12,500. 

I can not believe, Mr. Speaker, that there is a single Member 
of this House who does not realize that the Vice-President of 
the United States and the Speaker of this House occupy posi- 
tions of greater dignity, larger responsibility, and greater im- 
portance to the people than any of those mentioned. The com- 
pensation of these two officials should be such as to enable 
them to live in that style or manner befitting the dignity of 
their honorable places. This country is rich and can well 
afford to pay such salaries to its officials as will enable them to 


meet the requirements in their mode of living universally de- 
manded by the people. 

In my opinion, the amount proposed for their compensation 
is not sufficient. It is with much reluctance that I refrain 
from testing the sense of the House upon the question of fixing 
these salaries at a sum at least equal to the chief- officials of 
one of the municipalities of the country. I withhold the 
amendment merely because, after consultation with those Mem- 
bers who have had the pending amendment under consideration 
for some time, it is deemed best to ask only for the amount 
proposed. d 

I understand that there will be presented other amendments 
increasing the compensation of members of the Cabinet from 
$8,000 to $12,000 and the compensation of Members of Con- 
gress from $5,000 to $7,500 a year. I shall vote for both amend- 
ments, 

The compensation of Members of this House should be such 
as would enable them to maintain themselves and their families 
while in Washington in a mode of life as comfortable as that 
to which they are accustomed at their homes. I do not mean 
in the style of men of great or even large wealth. I refer to 
those men of limited means who live neither extravagantly nor 
luxuriously, but only in a manner that is respectable and at the 
same time befitting their positions as Members of this House. 
They can not do so upon the salary of $5,000 a year with- 
out practicing economies that they should not be compelled to 
practice. 

In the large cities of the country it is undoubtedly true that 
the cost of living is much greater than in other sections, and 
the demands upon the purse of Members are somewhat more 
burdensome. Knowing the conditions that a Representative 
from a large city has to meet, I know that the increase in sal- 
aries about to be proposed is reasonable and proper. I have 
hastily prepared a list of more than 150 officials of the city 
of New York, which I shall insert in the Recorp, who receive 
salaries of $5,000 or more a year. The list by no means ex- 
hausts the number.. Familiar as I am, after eight years’ sery- 
ice in this House, with the responsibilities and duties of a 
Representative; knowing as I do the duties and responsibilities 
of many of the officials whom I shall enumerate, I assert with 
conviction that the salaries paid to Members of Congress are 
not at all commensurate with their duties, responsibilities, and 
the burdens which their official positions impose upon them. 
Convinced that the salaries should be increased, I shall sup- 
port the amendment when offered. I am ready to vote what I 
believe to be a fair, proper, and decent compensation to those 
serving in the executive, judicial, and in the legislative de- 
partments of the Government. I shall vote for the amend- 
ments gladly and willingly, and I should do so even if I knew 
that the price of such a vote would be the termination of my 
career in this House. [Applause.] 

SALARIES OF SOME OFFICIALS OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK RECEIVINC 
$5,000 A YEAR OR MORE. 

Mayor, $15,000; mayor’s secretary, $5,000; president of the 
borough of Manhattan $7,500, secretary to president Manhat- 
tan borough $5,000; president borough of Brooklyn $7,500, sec- 
retary $4,000; president borough of Queens, $5,000; president 
borough of Richmond, $5,000; president board of aldermen, 
$5,000; city clerk, $7,000; first deputy, $5,000; chief clerk, 
$5,000; four coroners in the borough of Manhattan, each 
$6,000; two coroners, borough of Bronx, each, $6,000; two cor- 
oners, borough of Brooklyn, each $6,000; comptroller $15,000, 
two deputy comptrollers, each $7,000, assistant deputy $5,000; 
chief auditor, $5,000; receiver of taxes, $5,000; city paymaster, 
$5,000; city chamberlain $12,500, deputy chamberlain $7,500; 
commissioner of public works borough of Manhattan $6,000, 
assistant commissioner $5,000; commissioner in Bronx, $5,000; 
commissioner in Brooklyn, $6,000; commissioner in Richmond, 
$5,000; superintendent of highways Manhattan $5,000, chief en- 
gineer $6,000, superintendent in the Bronx $4,000, in Brooklyn 
$5,000; superintendent of sewers Manhattan $5,000, chief en- 
gineer $6,000, superintendent in the Bronx $4,000, in Brooklyn 
$5,000; superintendent of public buildings Manhattan $5,000, 
in Brooklyn $5,000; commissioner of water supply, gas, and 
electricity $7,500, deputy $6,000; commissioner of bridges 
$7,500, deputy $4,500; commissioner of street cleaning $7,500, 
deputy $5,000; commissioner of tenement-house department, 
87,500; commissioner of police $7,500, deputy $5,000; commis- 
sioner of health $7,500, secretary $5,000, sanitary chief $5,000; 
corporation counsel $15,000, two assistants at $10,000, a number 
of assistants (at least fifteen) with salaries of more than 
$5,000; chief bureau of recovery of penalties, $5,000; fire 
commissioner $7,500, deputy $5,000; three park commissioners, 
at $5,000 each; superintendent of buildings, $5,000; president 
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of department of taxes 43,000, six commissioners of taxes $7,000 
each; commissioner of charities $7,500, deputy $5,000; commis- 
sioner of corrections, $7,500; commissioner of docks and ferries 
$6,000, deputy $4,500; commizsioner of jurors, $6,000; two com- 
missioners of accounts, $3,000 each; president civil-service 
commission $6,000, two commissioners $5,000 each; public ad- 
ministrator $10,000, assistant $5,000; superintendent of build- 
ings in board of education, $8,000; three commissioners of water 
supply $12,000 each, secretary $6,000; superintendent city rec- 
ord, $5,000; four aqueduct commissioners $5,000, chief engineer 
$12,000; county clerk New York County $15,000, deputy $6,000 ; 
clerk of Kings County $8,000, deputy $5,000; sheriff of New 
York $12,000 and one-half the fees, undersheriff $5,000; sheriff 
in Kings County $15,000, undersheriff $6,000; register New 
York County $12,000, deputy $5,000; register Kings County 
$8,000, deputy $5,000; sheriff Richmond County, $6,000; commis- 
sioner of records, Brooklyn, $5,000; recorder, city judge, and 
three judges of general sessions, $12,000; six justices of special 
sessions, $9,000 each; fourteen city magistrates, at $7,000 
each; district attorney New York County $12,000, eight assist- 
ants at $7,500 each; district attorney Kings County $10,000, 
one assistant $7,000, two assistants $6,000 each; in New York 
County about twenty justices of the supreme court, $17,500 
each; seven judges of the city court of New York, $10,000; two 
surrogates, $12,000; two county judges Kings County, $12,500 
each; surrogate, $10,000; fifteen justices of supreme court in sec- 
ond judicial district, almost entirely within city of New York, 
$17,500 each. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I certainly have no personal ob- 
jection to increasing the salaries of the members of the Cabinet, 
the Vice-President, the Speaker, or the other Members of the 
Senate and House, and sir, if there were not other interests of 
the country that are much more in need of national aid than 
the distinguished officials that I have just enumerated, and the 
condition of the Treasury justified it, I am free to say that by 
reason of the growing demands that are being made upon them 
because of the great increase of the cost of living I would vote 
for these amendments that are now being offered to this bill to 
increase their salaries. But, sir, that condition does not exist, 
and hence I am unalterably opposed to the increase of the sal- 
ary of anyone that is now in the employ of the National Govern- 
ment in any capacity, with the single exception, perhaps, of the 
poorly paid rural mail carriers. The people of this country are 


clamoring for river and harbor improvement from one end of it |- 


to the other, and yet when they ask Congress to appropriate 
money for that purpose they are politely informed that the 
Treasury is in such a depleted condition that their projects, no 
matter how pressing and worthy, must wait until we get more 
money: They have had that old story poured into their ears 
for years, and they have believed that it was perhaps true, but 
right in the face of that pauperized answer to their requests 
we are met with a proposition to increase our own salaries 50 
per cent, The river and harbor interests of the country have 
suffered for many long years, and the result of our neglect of 
them has caused the people of the country to be fairly robbed of 
millions of dollars per year because our waterways were not in 
a condition to furnish them with a water rate that would force 
the railroads to be reasonable and just in their charges. As 
long as that condition exists, as long as our finances are so low 
that we can not afford to appropriate sufficient funds to carry 
out the worthy river and harbor projects of the country so as to 
give the toiling masses better and cheaper transportation facili- 
ties, we ought to blush to eyen think of increasing our own pay. 
I mention the river and harbor interests specifically, because, 
with me, the improvement of our rivers and harbors and the 
construction of proper and necessary canals is the great eco- 
nomie question of our time and should not be longer delayed. 
Sir, I will not vote one cent for the increase cf salaries of pub- 
lie officials at this time, but I will gladly vote for an appropria- 
tion of $100,000,000 for river and harbor improvement at any 
moment of this session of Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, there are many other interests in our country 
that are much more in need of national aid than are our public 
officials, but the short time allotted to me in this discussion will 
not permit me to enumerate them. I will, therefore, content 
myself by asserting that they exist, and that any man of sense 
and justice can find them if he will try just a little. I know 
that each and every Member of this House can do so if he will 
take a trip over his district. 

Ah, Mr. Speaker, the greatest evil connected with the legisla- 
tion of our day and generation is to be found in the fact that 
our legislators are too prone to legislate “to give to him that 

_ hath and to take from him that hath not even that which he 
hath. 7 


I deplore the inhuman spirit that prompts it and condemn the 
acts of all who practice it. 


The SPEAKER. 
ment, 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
UNbERWoop) there were—ayes 214, noes 51. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama demands the 
yeas and nays. As many as are in fayor of ordering the yeas 
and nays will rise and stand until counted. [After counting.] 
Twenty-two gentlemen have arisen, not a sufficient number, and 
the yeas and nays are refused. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following addi- 
tional amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

New section to stand as section 7: 

“On and after March 4, 1907, the compensation of heads of Executive 


Departments, who are members of the President's Cabinet, shall be at 
the rate of $12,000 per annum.” . 


Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I haye no desire to make any 
extended comment on the submission of this amendment. The 
members of the President’s Cabinet for nearly fifty years have 
received a compensation of $8,000 per year. A dollar does not 
go as far to-day in the city of Washington as it did when this 
compensation was established. The requirements in official life, 
and in social life, warrant us at least in increasing this salary 
10 $12,000. Even this increase is not an attempt to make the 
salary adequate to services rendered, for no moderate salary 
would make such compensation. It has been suggested to me 
that while money does not go as far to-day in the city of Wash- 
ington as it did fifty years ago it goes somewhat faster. Just 
to add a little bit to the interest of the question, I desire to call 
the attention of the House to the fact that in the Philadelphia 
Enquirer of Friday morning, December 14, is the picture of the 
president of the American Baseball League, and a notice to the 
effect that his salary has just been increased from $10,000 to 
$15,000 per year. [Laughter and applause.] 

4 Mr: MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
on? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. I suppose the gentleman is aware that there is 
no place in the statutes where there is any recognition of the 
President’s Cabinet. The gentleman in his amendment provides 
for an increase of salary for the heads of Departments who con- 
stitute the President's Cabinet. There is no definition in law as 
to what constitutes the President’s Cabinet. Would it not be 
wiser to designate the nine secretaries—the heads of the yarious 
Departments—who, in fact, constitute the Cabinet? 

Mr. LITTAUER. The language of the amendment carries 
that out—heads of Departments who are members of the Presi- 
dent's Cabinet. 

Mr. MANN. For instance, there is the head of the Depart- 
ment of Labor. So far as the law is concerned, there is noth- 
ing in the statutes to indicate whether he is a member of the 
Cabinet or not, because the statute does not recognize the Cabi- 
net. The law has been invariably to fix the salary of the Sec- 
retary ar State, or the Secretary of the Treasury, etc., at such an 
amount. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I have no pride in this language, but if the 
gentleman will permit me to suggest, the head of the Department 
of Labor, as he designates him, should be called the head of the 
Bureau of Labor. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I beg the gentleman’s pardon; the law says 
that there shall be a Department of Labor with a Commissioner 
at the head of it. The Bureau of Commerce and Labor calis it 
a bureau, but that is in violation of the statute. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I am quite willing to accept any amend- 
ment which will carry out this intent, which is that the compen- 
sation of heads of Executive Departments, who are members of 
the President’s Cabinet, shall be compensated at this salary. I 
do not believe such designation can ever be misunderstood. 

Mr. DALZELL. Why have any doubt about it? 

Mr. LITTAUER. There is none, to my mind. 

Mr. MANN. Why not designate- the nine Secretaries who are 
now members of the so-called“ Cabinet?“ 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gantlemam from New York yield. to 
his colleague? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I do. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I would like to ask my colleague from New 
York whether or not he has guy more resolutions? 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
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Mr. LITTAUER. I deidedly have, and one that deals with 
salaries of Members of Co.igress and Senators. [Applause.] 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Is that the only additional one? 

Mr. LITTAUER. That will be the only additional one it is 
my present purpose to offer, and the only one that unanimous 
consent, under which we are now acting, authorizes. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 204, noes 60. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The question was again taken; and 33 gentlemen arising in 
favor thereof, not a suflicient number, the yeas and nays were 
refused. [Applause.] 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I offer a final amendment. 
[Laughter and applause.] a 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The compensation of Senators, Representatives in Congress, and Dele- 
gates from Territories shall be at the rate of $7,500 per annum, which 
compensation shall be in Lieu of all other pay and allowance except 
actual individual traveling expenses from their homes to the seat of 
Government and return, by the most direct route of usual travel, once 
for each session of the House to which such Senator, Member, or Dele- 
gate belongs, to be certified to under his hand to the disbursing officer 
and filed as a voucher. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, first a word of explanation 
as to the amendment. 

Mr. KEIFER rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Certainly. 8 

Mr. KEIFER. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to ask the gentleman 
whether the purpose of this amendment is to take away, in case 
the salary is increased to $7,500, all pay for clerks as well? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Decidedly not. I was about to state that 
the purpose of this amendment is to raise the salary of Senators, 
Representatives, and Delegates from $5,000 a year to $7,500 a 
year and not to interfere with the clerical service allowed nor 
the stationery allowance made, but only to wipe out the present 
provision in reference to mileage and in place thereof to pay 
actual expenses in traveling to and from each session of Con- 


ress. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, the statement of the gentleman 
from New York is quite clear as to his purpose. I would like 
to have the amendment read so that we may pass upon the 
effect of it ourselyes, as there seems to be some doubt among 
the Members. 

The SPEAKER. 
again reported. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. KEIFER and Mr. LIVINGSTON rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield further to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not want to be captious, but as I under- 
stand the language as read I think the purpose of the mover 
is made different from that which he states he intends, and I 
think where there is so much doubt it would be better to put it 
in shape so that we will not misunderstand the matter. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I think that I can correct any misappre- 
hension there may be here by submitting an amendment in a 
new form rather than in the one read from the desk. 

I would offer a new amendment to read, “ Which compensa- 
tion shall be in lieu of all mileage,” thereby taking out of the 
amendment other pay and allowance. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman another ques- 
tion. I call his attention to the fact that this is merely not an 
appropriation, but the enactment of a law. The gentleman does 
not fix the date when this goes into operation. Consequently 
he would change the law as to compensation from the date of 
the approval of this act, which might be next week. Conse- 
quently he changes the compensation and strikes out the mileage 
of the present Congress. 

Mr. LITTAUER. It was my purpose to call the attention of 
the House to that very matter, and my purpose to leave the 
time in which this shall become effective to be determined by 
the House. 

Mr. LACEY. If this amendment was adopted in its present 
form, it would be immediately operative. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I believe as a part of the legislative, exec- 
utive, and judicial bill it would not be operative until the Ist 
of July next. 


Without objection, the amendment will be 
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Mr. LACEY. This is not a part of the legislative bill. It 
becomes a law. The appropriation would not be operative, 
but any law we put in this bill is immediately operative as 
soon as approved. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I think the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Lacey] is correct. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman have 
the right to withdraw under the rules the amendment he of- 
fered, and submit the other one. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I ask permission to with- 
draw the amendment and offer the following. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The compensation of Senators, Representatives in Congress, and 
Delegates from Territores shall be at the rate of $7,500 per annum, 
which compensation shall be in lieu of all mileage except actual indi- 
vidual traveling expenses from their homes to the seat of govern- 
ment and return by the most direct route of usual travel, once for 
each session of the House to which such Senator, Member, or Dele- 


gate belongs, to be certified to under his hand to the disbursing officer 
and filed as a voucher. 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
offer an amendment to the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BUTLER] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Provided, That the compensation named in this amendment shall 
not be paid each Senator and Member prior to March 4, 1909. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to suggest to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Born] that the amendment would be better 
if it came in at the beginning—that “on and after March 4, 
1909.“ the compensation shall be as follows, and so forth. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I have no pride in my amend- 
ment, except 

Mr. PAYNE. I suggest that to the gentleman. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I have no pride whatever in 
the form of the amendment. I am perfectly willing that the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] shall phrase it as he 
sees fit, provided its purpose is not altered. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suggest to the gentleman, then, that he insert, 
after the word “ that,” at the commencement of the amendment 
offered by the gentleman, “on and after the 4th of March.” 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. On and after March 4, 1909. 

Mr. MUDD rose. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Maryland. 

Mr. MUDD., Mr. Speaker, I do not want to be captious as to 
language. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment, as the Chair understands, 
is now being modified, and will be reported as soon as modified. 
Therefore the Chair would ask that the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Mupp] suspend a moment until the amendment as 
modified is reported. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On and after March 4, 1909, the compensation of Senators, Repre- 
sentatives in Congress, and Delegates from Territories shall be at the 
rate of $7,500 per annum, which compensation shall be in lieu of all 


mileage except actual individual travel se Sage Fre py from their homes to 
the seat of government and return by the most direct route of usual 


travel, once for each session of the House to which such Senator, Mem- 
ber, or Delegate . . to be certified to under his hand to the dis- 
bursing officer and filed as a voucher. 

I do not wish to be 


Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, just a word. 
captious as to language, but if you use the language “on and 
after,” you will pay the increased salary for the February of the 
Sixtieth Congress. It would seem to be a small matter, 
but it makes some difference. If we say “on and after” the 
4th day of March, 1909, we will make the increase apply to a 
part of the Sixtieth Congress, which it is not the purpose of 
3 ore who fayor this postponement of the operation of the 
aw to do. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman mean to say that the 
Sixtieth Congress will expire on the 4th of March, 1909? It 
expires on the 3d of March. 

Mr. MUDD. If that be conceded, the language as it now 
stands will be correct. I only want to make sure that we do 
not provide that the increase of salary shall take effect during 
the Sixtieth Congress. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. Speaker, I ask recognition. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I yield to a question; I do not care to yield 
the floor. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
resolution. < 
A Mr. LITTAUER. I yield such time as the gentleman may 
esire. 8 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I only care to take fiye minutes. 


I wantea to address myself to this 
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Mr. LIFTAUER. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Lr. Speaker, I have heretofore stated 
my objection to this resolution, my objection to increasing the 
salary of the membership of this House, and I baye nothing 
more to say in regard to that question, except to reply to the 
«remarks of the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD], 
wherein he cited the salaries of certain officials in New York 
City to evidence the reason why our salary should be increased. 
The cost of living varies in different parts of the United States. 
The cost of renting a small home in New York City would be as 
much as the cost of renting a very handsome house in my town. 
The cost of provisions, the cost of clothing, the cost of everything 
in a big city like New York is much greater than it would be in a 
large portion of this country. Itis very much greater than in the 
city of Washington. And there is no comparison of salary 
which is just and fair along those lines. The gentleman may 
- as well compare the salary of the officers in Alabama or some 
other State in the Union. The governor of Alabama only re- 
ceives $5,000 a year; the judges of the supreme court only 
$4,000 a year; the circuit judges $3,000 a year, and, I believe, 
the secretary of State only $2,500 a year. It is not a question 
of comparison. I think the people of the United States are 
willing to pay their Representatives in Congress a fair and rea- 
sonable salary to compensate for their coming to Washington, 
but it is not expected that a salary should be paid that a man 
can make money on or get rich on. I do not think there is 
anyone who can deny the fact that a man who lives within 
reasonable lines can live on the salary now paid Members of 
Congress, and, so far as I am concerned, I do not believe my 
constituency would justify me in voting for more. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. BOUTELL]. f 

Mr. BOU TELL. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this proposi- 
tion to increase the compensation of Members and Senators 
from five to seven thousand five hundred dollars, but at the 
same time I was very glad to vote to increase the compensation 
of the Speaker, the Vice-President, and members of the Cabinet. 
I think, however, that upon reflection we will see that their 
position presents a case entirely different from that of the Mem- 
bers of this House. The public duties of these officials, to say 
nothing of the social demands made upon the Speaker, the Vice- 
President, and members of the Cabinet, are such as to entitle 
them to an increase of compensation. With the Members of 
Congress, however, it seems to me that the case is entirely dif- 
ferent. If we were to attempt to make the compensation of 
the Members of this House adequate to the income which many 
of them renounced in coming here, the amount should be much 
larger than $7,5 If those who favor this proposed increase 
do so as an effort to make the pay of Members at all adequate 
to the earning capacity of Members, it seems to me they are 
looking at membership in this House from an entirely wrong 
point of view. This House, Mr. Speaker, considering the char- 
acter of the relations which. Members of it bear to the people, 
and in view of the power and influence of this Republic, is 
easily the greatest legislative body that ever assembled. Mem- 
bership in this House is the greatest honor ever conferred upon 
a man by a free electorate. The compensation, therefore, such 
as it is, should be regarded almost in full, if not entirely as an 
honorarium. I am opposed to the increase in the pay of the 
secretaries of Members provided for in this bill, for there are 
many employees of the Government now receiving inadequate 
pay, such as the post-office clerks, who, I think, are entitled 
to the first consideration, and I am opposed to this increase in 
the pay of Members on the theory of making it equal to the 
income which even the average Members of this House re- 
nounced in coming here. 

My view of the matter is this: That by any attempt to make 
membership of this House desirable on account of the money 
reward you thereby diminish the honor of service in this 
eminent body. By increasing the pay you lessen the dis- 
tinction. I feel sure as I look around me here that there are 
many Members in this great body who at large personal sacrifice 
to themselves would make an effort to come here even if there 
were no compensation at all. I see before me business and 
professional men, many of whom I know personally, have re- 
nounced incomes several times the sum of $7,500 for the privi- 
lege and the honor of serving their constituencies as Members 
of this body. 

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BOUTELL. I have only a few moments, but I yield with 
pleasure for a question. 

Mr. SIMS. In order to increase the honor, suppose you 
knock all the salary out? 

Mr. BOUTELL. I am free to say, in reply to the gentleman 
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from Tennessee, that while it is as hard for me to get along on 
the $5,000 as it is for most of the Members, even if the present 
compensation were taken away, 1 should make a desperate ef- 
fort by pinching and skimping and greater economy to still 
retain my membership in this House, so great do I regard the 
honor. [Applause.] 

But, as I look upon it, you diminish the honor by attempting 
to make the money payment any adequate or full compensa- 
tion for the Members of this House. And so, regarding the 
question in this light, while I was very glad to give my assent 
to the other increases, I am not willing to join in an effort to 
make the pecuniary compensation of Members equal to the 
earning capacity of the average Members of this House. 

I like to feel that the money payment to the Members is 
still, in the larger sense, an honorarium, and that membership 
in this House is to be regarded more as an honor than as 
a means of deriving an income. Therefore I shall vote against 
this proposition. [Applause] 

Mr. DUNWELL. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BOUTELL, I regret that my time is up. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I yield to the gentleman from Florida [Mr. 
CLARK]. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. About five minutes. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I yield to the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I desire to refer to this 
question from the standpoint of a poor Member of Congress. 
Poverty is not a crime, nor ought it be a deterrent to oficial 
place under the Government. The time has come, Mr. Speaker, 
when men are leaving the service of their country, retiring to 
private life, solely because the salary which they receive in their 
official positions is inadequate to maintain them, and they see 
in the future years ahead poverty for their children and want in 
their old age. I believe in dealing with this question from the 
standpoint of right. Are the salaries inadequate? Are they 
commensurate with the station and the duty to be performed? 
If they are not, then they ought to be increased, no matter if 
others would come here from our districts and gladly accept the 
position for less pay. 

I. want to say, Mr. Speaker, that I come from a district 
that I know will stand by me in this increase of salary. My 
people are in favor of decent pay for these positions. While it 
is true, as the gentleman from Illinois has said, that it is a high 
and. honorable place, the Government of the United States ought 
not to require the services of any citizen without pay commensu- 
rate to the services performed. And, Mr. Speaker, I believe 
there are not ten men on this ficor who, in private conversation, 
will not say, “ The salary is inadequate, the increase is right,” 
but, some say, “I can not afford to vote for it.“ [Applause.] 
If the time ever comes while I am a Member of this House that 
I look upon any proposition as being right, and yet I am afraid 
to vote for it, I will tender my resignation and go home. [Ap- 
plause.] I intend, as long as I am here, to vote my convictions 
as my limited ability will give me the light. And you all know 
that it is utterly impossible to maintain a family in the city of 
Washington, with all of your other expenses, on the present 
salary. Mr. Speaker, some gentlemen leave their families at 
home because they are not able to bring them here. I would 
not come here for a Senatorship if I had to remain for six or 
seven months separated from the wife of my bosom and the 
children of my loins. [Applause.] The Government does not 
require it. The newspapers of the country, representing public 
sentiment, are demanding this increase, and they are branding 
us with not having the courage to vote for it. If it is right 
Mr. Speaker, that this increase should take effect in the Con- 
gress to begin on March 4, 1909, it is right that it should take 
effect in the Congress to begin on March 4, 1907. [Applause.] 
And I intend, if this amendment of the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. Burn] is voted down, to offer an amendment 
fixing the taking effect of this law at the beginning of the next 
session of Congress. [Applause.] That is the time when it 
ought to take effect, and the sentiment “I can not vote for it 


because I am increasing my own salary” is a mere subterfuge, ` 


by which you can not deceive the American people. They know 
that the vast majority of the Members of this House consider 
that the salary is inadequate and that it ought to be increased. 
You can not fool them. They know that you want it, and they 
know that some gentlemen here will vote against it, while at the 
selfsame moment their hearts are silently sending up prayers to 
the good Lord that it may pass. [Laughter.] 

In my State, Mr. Speaker, we have a constitution adopted in 
1885. That constitution provides for biennial sessions of the 
legislature. It provides that members of the legislature shall 
not receive more than $6 per day, and 10 cents a mile in going 
and returning from the capital. During the twenty-one years 
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that that constitution has been in force and every session fixes 
its own pay—propositions have been offered at $3 a day, $4 
a day, $5 a day, and not a single legislature has ever met that 
they did not wind up by fixing it at the maximum—$6 a day and 
10 cents a mile. We increased last year the salary of the gov- 
ernor from $3,500 to $5,000, and built a mansion for him to 
live in. We have increased the salaries of the judges and the 
State attorneys, and all down the line, because our people recog- 
nize the great increase in the cost of living that has been brought 
about by this era of marvelous prosperity. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Certainly. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. With $7,500 and the mileage taken out and 
the actual expenses given for 386 Members of the House, will 
that be practically any more expense to the Government in the 
way of a tax than the present salary of $5,000? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I have no doubt that it will not be. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is so, for I have figured it out. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, it is true that a seat 
in this great legislative body is a great and distinguished honor, 
well worthy the ambition of any citizen of the Republic; but if 
you fix the compensation so low that a man of moderate means 
can not, in justice to his family, remain here, you absolutely 
close the “ door of hope“ to every poor man in all the land, and 
you deliver the law-making power into the hands of the rich 
and powerful. So great is the honor of being a Member of this 
House that men have, in the past, sacrificed their personal in- 
terests to remain here; they are sacrificing their personal in- 
terests to-day, and as long as the laudable ambition to serve 
one’s country finds lodgment in the breast of the American cit- 
izen, sacrifices to reach here and to remain will continue to be 
made. But, Mr. Speaker, all this is no argument against an 
increase of salary for the membership of this body. I repre- 
sent upon this floor as enlightened, intelligent, and progressive a 
constituency as exists anywhere throughout the broad domain 
of this great Republic, and I am quite sure that my people do 
not wish me to pursue a course that would close the door to a 
seat in the Congress in the face of the poorest man who lives 
within the borders of the great district which I have the dis- 
tinguished honor at the present time to represent. While I may 
be criticised from certain quarters for the position I am now tak- 
ing—and, indeed, I expect it—yet I am happy in the assurance, 
Mr. Speaker, that the reign of the demagogue is at an end in 
the State of Florida, and our people can no longer be misled 
by the senseless ranting of the “sand-lot” orator. Florida has 
her face set toward the morning of this new day of progress 
and is endeavoring to keep step with the music of our wonder- 
ful uational prosperity. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Bovurett], for whose opinions I have the very highest respect, 
suggests that the matter of compensation should not be con- 
sidered, and that even if there was no salary at all gen- 
tlemen would make a desperate effort to retain their seats in 
this body, Mr. Speaker, none but the wealthy could afford to 
do that, and if such provision of law should obtain you would 
soon witness in this free Republic a House of Representatives 
composed entirely of very rich individuals, some of whom may 
have made their fortunes by their own activities, some of whom 
may have inherited it, and some of whom may have married it, 
but every one of them, in all probability, far removed from the 
common people of our land. 

Mr. Speaker, I am opposed absolutely to the payment of sal- 
aries of Members by indirection. For God's sake let us answer 
the great daily papers, who are challenging our courage. You 
know that the salary is inadequate; you say it is inadequate; 
you say that this is not wrong. Then I appeal to you to go upon 
the record by your votes before all the country. [Applause.] 

I will print as a part of my remarks the following clippings: 

[Washington Times, December 8, 1906.] 
INCREASING SALARIES. 


It will be a wonder if the Congressional movement for a reasonable 
increase in Government salaries doesn't somewhere go down on a rock 
of bigotry or demagoguery. Salaries are notoriously inadequate in Gov- 
ernment service. ut it will be surprising if Congress proves it has 
courage enough to do the right thing and increase them. 

It would be better if salaries of Congressmen and Senators had not 
been brought in for consideration at the same session with other sala- 
ries. Congress could have granted, for instance, increases of pay in the 
Army and Navy withont fear. Then, later on, Congressmen and Sena- 
tors could have been given their due. As it is, additions to other sala- 
ries will look like a sop to distract attention from the 50 per cent addi- 
tion to Congressional salaries. 

There is no objection to the $7,500 salary for Congressmen and Sena- 
tors. They ought to have it. But they ought to have the courage to 
vote it to themselves because it Is right. They ought not to sneak it in 
under the shelter of a general salary-increasing movement. Things have 
changed since the time when, a generation ago, Congress increased its 
own salaries, and there was a chorus of protest which culminated in 
the retirement to private life on that one issue of most of the Members 
of the lower House and a number of Senators. 

The country is now rich instead of poor; it has grown awa 
notion that personal debts are an essential preliminary to hig 


from the 
thinking. 


[The Washington Post, Wednesday, December 12, 1906.] 
LET SALARIES BE RAISED, 


The House of Representatives has an excellent opportunity at this 
time to proye its courage and candor. It believes that the salaries of 
Representatives and Senators should be increased to $7,500, to keep 

ace with the increased cost of living. But there may be some mem- 

rs who are afraid to act, and there miy be others who, in the hope off 
currying favor at home as economists, will make a point of order against 
the increase. = 

If the amendment is ruled out on a point of order, the House should 
have the courage to pass a bill making the increase of salary. Its 
course would be commended by the R There is no question of the 
inadequacy of Congressional Pay. here may be question, however, of 
the frankness and courage of Representatives if they falter and dodge 
on this subject. The whole world despises a man who is afraid to 
stand up for his own rights. 

While the House is raising the gy of its own Members, it should, of 
course, take cognizance of the un erpaid Government clerks whose only 
hope of relief is from Congress. The Congressmen can help them- 
selves, and if they increase their pay 50 per cent there will be no com- 
plaint. But if they ignore other Government Soper while helping 
themselves, their action may be adversely critic S 

The time has come when salaries should be increased. Can not Con- 
gress attack this subject with breadth of view and candor and courage? 


[The Washington Post, Sunday, December 9, 1906.] 
INCREASE OF SALARIES. 


The House of Representatives feels the sting of prosperity. Like all 
other salaried people, the Members of the House discover that it is 
difficult to make both ends meet with the price of living steadily in- 
creasing. It is accordingly proposed that an amendment shail be 
offered to the legislative appropriation bill increasi the salaries of 
Representatives to $7,500 a year. This is a reasonable readjustment, 
which will meet with the approval of the country. If the House 
agrees to the amendment; it is presumed that the nate will insert 
5 similar amendment, increasing the salary of Senators to the same 

igure. 

While Congress is considering the salary question what a 


splentia 
opportunity is offered to do 2 


5 to clerks of the Governmen The 
employees in the Executive 5 ure in the same position as 
the poor Congressmen. They, „are stretched on the rack of low 
salaries and high prices. Their ‘salariés have not been adjusted for 
8 during which time the cost of living has enormously in- 
creased. They were recently required to do extra work every day at 
the same old pay, but beyond this trifling attention no notice has 
been bestowed upon them by Congress. Working for a pittance, as 
most of them are, a little relief would be far more important to them 
than to Congressmen. The people of the country are not unjust task- 
masters. If they could express themselves upon this subject, it is 
certain that they would direct Congress to readjust the pay of Gov- 
ernment employees to conform to conditions created by prosperity: 

The Members of Congress propose to increase their pay 50 per cent. 
It is not too much, ut can they do it with a clear conscience if 
at the same time they refuse to increase the pay of Government clerks, 
who are infinitely worse off and to whom an increase of even 10 per 
cent would be a Godsend? There is no necessity for labored Investi- 
gations upon which to base such action. The clerks are in classes, 
and a brief paragraph would be sufficient to cover the matter. The 
salaries of clerks, in other words, can be increased as easily as the 
salaries of Congressmen. 

Now is the time, gentlemen of Congress, to recognize the fact that 
prosperity brings its obligations. 


[Philadelphia Inquirer, December 8, 1906.] 
MORE PAY FOR CONGRESSMEN. 


This is the time for Members of Congress to vote themselves a re- 

spectable compensation for their services. Already several bills have 
been introduced looking to the 88 of $7,500 a year, while the 
salaries of the Speaker and the Vice-President are proportionately ad- 
vanced. There is no sense in evading the necessities of the case any 
longer, and it is evidently much better for Congress to take action now 
rather than after the already elected body meets for the Sixtieth 
Congress. 
The bill ought to be entitled “A bill to permit a poor man to run for 
Con Ihe present sum of $5,000 a year would be reasonable 
enough if it meant that the Member had that amount to devote to 
his personal expenses. The fact is that most of the Members are called 
upon to pay large election expenses. They can not escape them, and 
probably in all contested districts one year's compensation actually 
goes for those expenses which the law recognizes as proper. ‘This is 
only a part of the cost of representing a district. 

In Washington the cost of living is high enough—so high that 
Senator Hoar, one of the best men who ever sat at Washington, lived 
for almost forty years in a boarding house. He was fortunate in 
representing a constituency which did not require a great deal of patting 
on the head. But there are few Members to-day who do not have to 
go down in their pockets almost daily to pay the fares of constituents 
or to help out those who are in trouble and are stranded in Wash- 
ington. 

In 1874 Congress raised the salary to $7,500, but committed the mis- 
take of making it retroactive. The present Congress can give the 
coming Members of the next Congress the added compensation with 
the assurance that the people will gladly submit. They want to have 
a law that will not make it essential to select men of accumulated 
fortune. We desire good men and we wish them to be as independent 
as possible. 


Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN]. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois 
addressed an argument to the House which appeals with great 
force to many of its Members. I believe that some Members 
will vote in the belief that his argument is decisive; and yet 
I venture to assert that it is based upon a wrong premise. 

One has only to look at the statute which created the ralary 
of Members in the beginning to realize that it was fixed upon 
the idea of the value of service and not as an honorarium; 
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that it was fixed to enable Members to live decently in Wash- 
ington and enjoy the ordinary comforts of life. Otherwise 
such a salary as $5,000 a year would not have been fixed in 
1866, when $5,000 was more than $10,000 is to-day. 

Therefore it seems to me that the idea of service being 
rendered for an honorarium must be dismissed from the case, 
and we must act on the idea of service being rewarded with 
adequate compensation. 

Now, if we proceed upon the theory propounded by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, to be logical we should abolish all sal- 
aries, for then the patriotism and honor of the service would 
not be diminished by a single dollar. Then we would serve, 
as members of the British Parliament do, without any com- 
pensation whatever. And yet, what do we find as the result 
of that system across the water? You might take the case of 
the Irish members of Parliament. There are about 100 Na- 
tionalists in that house, and they receive no salary; but men 
of their blood upon this side of the Atlantic are constantly 
called upon to contribute money to enable these Nationalist 
members to live. They are the very flower of the Irish 
race; they give up professions and other splendid careers to 
serve their country in a Parliament where questions of patriot- 
ism are more frequently raised than in the American Con- 
gress. These men sacrifice splendid careers for patriotism 
pure and simple. They are interested in one question only, and 
that is home rule for the land of their birth. And yet men 
of their own country and men of their blood in other lands 
realize that this is a material, bread and butter world after 
all, and that if you wish to possess a soul you must link it 
with a body, the body must be fed, the body must be clothed, 
and the body must be housed. So it becomes a practical ques- 
tion, the very identical question which was presented to the 
men of 1866 when $5,000 was fixed as a salary proper to be 
paid to the Members of Congress. 

The same question arises to-day. What is adequate compen- 
sation for the Members of Congress? Will anyone contend that 
$5,000 to-day is suflicient to pay the expenses of living and all 
the other expenses which a man must incur as soon as he ac- 
cepts this oftice? No reasonable man who has lived in this city 
will make that assertion to-day. What, then, is the duty of the 
House? To raise the salary to such a level as will afford a 
decent living to its Members and attract the best and the ablest 
men to its service. There are two classes of men who will 
yote on this proposition. One class will vote upon the line of 
reasoning laid down by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BoU- 
TELL], namely, that this service is so honorable that it ought 
not to be diminished by an increase of salary. But there is an- 
other class of men, I venture to say, who, from the instinct of 
self-preservation, will vote against this increase. Mediocrity, 
Mr. Speaker, has always found its greatest defense in small 
compensation. So long as salaries are low mediocrity is safe, 
and a certain number of gentlemen in this House, in order to 
preserve their places, will not yote to raise salaries, because 
they know that an increase of salary will invite to competition 
with themselves men better qualified to serve in the Congress 
of the United States. [Laughter and applause.] There are 
lawyers whose only means of living is found in the fact that 
bar associations have not framed rules and statutes have not 
been enacted which fix uniform rates for the trial of cases in 
court. Suppose a statute were to pass giving to attorneys $500 
for the trial of each case. There are gentlemen who would 
never try another case in the course of their lives. The cases 
would then be tried by the ablest members at the bar. The 
protection of these poor members is found in the small compen- 
sation for which they are ready to serve. I believe that will be 
a potent argument when addressed to some Members of this 
House; and right in that connection let me say that everyone 
knows now that the greatest advantage which a district can 
have is found not always in the natural ability of its Member, 
but in the experience which that Member acquires. Even after 
the space of two terms one finds that he can accomplish with 
great facility what he would find it extremely difficult, if not 
impossible, to accomplish in his first term. 

He acquires the means of knowing the various channels and 
avenues of legislation. He knows whether it is going to be leg- 
islative economy or legislative waste for him to attempt a cer- 
tain line of work, and his district gets the value of that expe- 
rience. But by the time the Member has acquired that expe- 
rience his family has increased in number, his expenses have in- 
ereased in proportion, and then he meets a practical problem— 
“Can I afford to stay here any longer?” Every instinct de- 
mands that he should stay. There are Members of this House 
who are going out now because they can not afford to stay any 
longer. If they could afford to stay and provide bread and 
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clothing and decent housing for their families, they would stay 
here and become useful Members—useful alike to their country 
and to their districts. But the great value of the experience 
which they would acquire is entirely lost by reason of the in- 
adequacy of the compensation, which results in forcing them 
out. Now, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BoureLt] has said 
that we can not afford to inaugurate a scheme based upon the 
capacity of Members. Of course not. Capacity is different ac- 
cording to the Members. There are no two men in the whole 
world absolutely equal in point of capacity. There are Members 
of this House who, if paid the actual value of their services, 
would receive not five, but twenty-five thousand dollars a year. 
There are other Members of this House who, if paid by the same 
standard of measurement, would not receive, in my judgment, 
more than $1,000 a year. [Laughter and applause.] But we 
can not frame a law based upon the capacity of individual Mem- 
bers. We must make the law hard and inelastic, and therefore 
the only thing to do is to raise the salary to that reasonable 
level which will allow all men at least an opportunity to exist, 
and thus give to some of our ablest, though needy, Members a 
means of keeping the wolf from the door. Then their natural 
ambition and patriotism will compel them to stay here and sac- 
rifice the larger pecuniary rewards which unquestionably they 
could reap in private service. 

Now, take the condition of city districts, and I urge that 
particularly upon the attention of the House. I say, Mr. 
Speaker, that unless salaries are raised you will have in a few 
years but two classes of men coming from the great cities of 
this great country to represent their people in the Congress of 
the United States. One will be the rich and leisure class. The 
other will be the professional politician who has worked his 
devious way up from ward heeler to councilman, from council- 
man to alderman, from alderman to local representative, and 
thence to Congressman of the United States. Yet you will 
find that such a man yery frequently has no visible means of 
support, and is a creature who lives by his wits and by his wits 
alone. Nevertheless if the compensation is not increased the 
great cities of this country will be represented by those two 
classes, and those two-classes exclusively. Is that an inviting 
prospect for the Members of this House? Will you have your 
great cities represented by the idle rich who came here—most 
of them for mere pastime, some of them I grant to give the 
country the benefit of their splendid talents and their leisure— 
but some of whom also come here in order to be relieved of the 
ennui which inflicts itself upon them every day of their lives. 
Will you be pleased with the prospect of having your great 
cities represented by the idle rich and by the cheap professional 
politician? The middleman by this standard of compensation 
will be excluded because he must provide decently for himself 
and for his family. His first duty, I insist, is to his family. 
Unless this compensation can be raised that middle class must 
be excluded from the privilege of occupying a place in the 
Congress of the United States. 

I address these remarks to the House in the hope that the 
Members will be governed by practical considerations—by the 
same considerations which would influence the proprietor of a 
factory or the manager of a railroad who sought to provide 
decent service for the public. If these considerations are given 
effect, I am confident that the proposition of the gentleman from 
New York will be passed here by an overwhelming yote. [Loud 
applause. ] 

Mr. LITTAUER. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Twenty minutes. : 

Mr. LITTAUER. I yield fiye minutes to the gentleman from 
Florida [Mr. Lamar]. l 

Mr. LAMAR. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote against the proposed 
increase of the salaries of Members of this House either for the 
Sixtieth Congress or for the Sixty-first Congress. If it were to 
go into effect for the Sixtieth Congress it would be Members of 
this House practically voting upon raising their own salaries, 
for many Members of this House are Members of the Sixtieth 
Congress. I shall debate it squarely upon the proposition of 
raising the salary at all. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to 
any man upon the floor of this House entertaining a very large 
or a very small estimate of his own abilities. I neither belong 
to the rich class, nor do I know anything of the conditions of 
ward politics so accurately set out by the distinguished gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN]. I come from an 
agricultural district, where, although I am a lawyer by profes- 
sion and have been honored with the high office in my State of 
attorney-general, I could not make exceeding $5,000 in the little 
town in which I live by my profession. This House is consti- 
tuted practically of three classes of membership—one very 
rich, who do not need any raise of salaries at all; another 
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class, who represent railway and other corporations in addition 
to being Members of this House, and do not need any raise of 
salary at all; and the other class are those who can not make 
more than $5,000 a year in the communities in which they live. 
The people in my district, I do not believe, would tolerate my 
voting for any increase of the salaries of Members of Congress. 
To-day the lumber men, the vegetable men, tobacco men, fruit 
men, and farmers generally in the district I represent are 
pressed and injured by extortionate railway rates and charges. 
And this House of Representatives, neither Democrats nor Re- 
publicans, has not passed an adequate law to protect the interests 
of the people who sent me here, and I will not cast a vote to 
raise either my own salary or the salary of Members of this 
House collectively when this House has declined to pass a fair, 
just, and adequate statute that will protect the interests of 
which I speak. Sie 

Mr. Speaker, some of the railways in my district are capital- 
ized at two, three, and four times their value. Every article 
shipped out of my county, every article shipped out of my dis- 
trict, every article shipped into my county, every article 
shipped into my district, is unjustly taxed by the gross, fraudu- 
lent device of overcapitalization of the railroads. Whether 
$7,500 per annum be an adequate compensation for Members or 
not, I place one serious objection to it upon the ground that this 
House, without regard to party, did not, when it had an oppor- 
tunity to do so, pass a fair, just, and adequate law that will 
protect the people whom I have the honor here to represent. 
Whether $5,000 per annum be adequate or not, let me state 
what a distinguished Member of this House said to me once. 
Several Members were standing around and talking about the 
sacrifices men had to make to come to Congress and speaking 
of the inadequacy of the pay of Congressmen. 

“Well,” said this gentleman, “Lamar, do you believe these 
Pickwickian stories?” I said, “ Well, I do not know. I am 
inclined to doubt some of them.” Said he, “I do not believe a 
word. I do not know how it is with other men, but this is the 
softest snap I have ever struck in my life.” 

Mr. Speaker, I would not minimize this question by either 
reflecting upon the motives of the man who wanted to vote for 
it or upon the motives of the man who wanted to vote against 
it. I place my vote squarely upon the ground that the Third 
Congressional district in my State will not tolerate a yote rais- 
ing my salary, or the salaries of other Members, when to this 
time I have not succeeded in getting legislation out of this 
House that will protect them against extortionate, oyercapital- 
ized, fraudulent railroad rates. [Applause.] 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, the amendment now pending 
is the amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Burn] to the amendment I offered. With the consent 
of the gentleman- from Pennsylvania I would withdraw the 
amendment and offer this substitute with a perfection of lan- 
guage to carry out the intention. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? - 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer a substitute for his 
substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York proposes to 
modify his amendment, as the Chair understands it. 

Mr. HULL. Let it be reported, so we will understand it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania Mr. 
BUTLER] desires to withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do, because I have seen the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Lrrraver]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Bertier] having withdrawn his amendment, the gentleman from 
New York withdraws his amendment and offers the following, 
which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. SIMS.. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Is the 
amendment, the one which has now been offered, open to 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It will be after it is read. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert a new section, to stand as section 8, and to read as follows: 

“On and after March 4, 1909, the compensation of Senators, Repre- 
sentatives in Congress, Delegates from Territories, and Resident om: 
missioner from Porto Rico shall be at the rate of $7,500 per annum, 
and in lieu of mileage now autho by law, they shall each be al- 
lowed and paid actual individual traveling e from their homes 
to the seat of government and return, b e most direct route of 
usual travel, once for each session of the House to whieh such Senator, 
Representative, Delegate, or Resident Commissioner belongs, to be cer- 
tified to under his hand to the disbursing officer and filed as a voucher,” 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment, to strike out the figure “9” and put “7” in it, so as to 
read 1907“ instead of 1909.“ 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “1909” and insert 1907; so that it will read: 

“On and after March 4, 1907, the compensation of Senators, re- 
sentatives in Congress, and Delegates from Territories, and Res t 
Commissioner from Porto Rico, shall be at the rate of $7,500 pèr an- 
num, and in lieu of mileage now authorized by law they shall each be 
allowed and pasg actual individual traveling expenses from their homes 
to the seat of government and return, by the most direct route of usual 
travel, once for each session of House to which such Senator, Repre- 
sentative, Delegate, or Resident Commissioner belongs, to be certified 
to under his hand to the disbursing officer, and filed as a voucher,” 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I want five minutes. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I yield to the gentleman two minutes. 
There is a general desire to get to a vote, 
ee SIMS. Only two minutes on such a good amendment as 

s? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Five minutes, then. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I have offered this amendment for 
this reason: There is no justification for increase of salary to 
commence two years ahead that does not now exist, and if the 
conditions now existing are such as to justify increasing salaries 
to commence more than two years from now, they certainly do 
justify an increase to commence with the beginning of the next 
Congress. [Applause.] And the people will not be fooled. 
When a man who votes for this increase to be made in 1909 
runs for the Sixty-first Congress he will be met with some man 
who will be in favor of repealing it, and if he says that he is in 
favor of repeal—I mean the man who votes for it now—he will 
be in a hole anyway. [Laughter.] And if he is in favor of re- 
pealing it he dees it alone upon the ground that conditions then 
existing justify it. If the expense of living has so, increased, as 
has been stated here, to justify an increase of salary, it certainly 
ought to be made logically, and that is, to relieve the conditions 
that demand this legislation. 

Why, some of my Republican friends say that in 1909 the 
Democrats may be in power, that there will be a panic, and that 
prices will have gone down; then, of course, we would no longer 
need the increase, as the cost of living would be a great deal 
iess. In reply to that I will say that in 1909, when we have 
all the trusts busted, the prices will have gone down, and then 
we will not need it. Why not say what we want instead of 
expecting the Senate to do what we have not the courage to do. 
If I were a Senator, and this amendment goes through this way, 
you should keep it, because it is an expression of this House, 
and it is either just and proper now to adopt this amendment 
or not. You can not know what the conditions will be in 1909, 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. As I understand, the gentleman justifies his 
proposition on the statement that if it is needed at all it is 
needed now. 

Mr. SIMS. In the next Congress. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think it ought to apply from 
now, the present Congress? 

Mr. SIMS. No; to the Sixtieth Congress. My amendment 
only applies to that. 

Mr. MANN. The Sixtieth Congress will not take its seat for 
a year. 

Mr. SIMS. But the 4th of March will take its seat before 
that. [Great laughter.] 

Mr. BURLESON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. s 

Mr. BURLESON. We were elected to the Sixtieth Congress 
at a salary of $5,000 a year. The salary was fixed at that 
amount. Now, does the gentleman think it right to vote to 
increase the salary when we have already been elected? 

Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman think it is right to stickle 
over increasing his salary for next Congress when he expects 
to make the Senator vote for $7,500 a year for an unexpired 
portion of his term? If the proposition of the gentleman ‘is 
right, Senators can not vote for the proposition to increase for 
1909, as he has been elected. What will your Senator have to 
do whose time does not expire until after 1909? If you want 
to make it so it will not apply to one who is in office, you will 
have to make it apply six years from now. Yet a few minutes 
ago we voted to make the Speaker's increased salary begin on 
the 4th day of March, 1907. He certainly is a Member of 
this House, and that vote was right. 

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman understands that the Speaker 
has not been elected. 

Mr. SIMS. That is the hugest joke I ever heard. [Great 
laughter.] Where is the Republican on that side of the House 
who is going to vote for anybody but Joserm G. Cannon fer 
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Speaker? [Laughter and applause.] That is one of the meri- 
torious reasons for the increase [renewed applause.], because 
you know who you are going to get, and the country knows it. 
[Renewed applause.] Now, I haye no doubt that there are 
men in this House of large fortune or men who can go out and 
get $100 or $150 a day lecturing. Maybe they do not need it, 
but they ought not to crowd out from this House those who 
can not live here without an increase. They ought to think 
of those who need this increase. ‘ 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield to me 
for a minute? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yesterday Senator ‘TILLMAN 
said to me: “If I remained in Congress and had to liye on my 
salary and could not lecture, I would starye. I could not take 
care of my family.” s 

Mr. SIMS. Who would do anything to cause Senator TILL- 
MAN to starve? [Great laughter.] If this increase does not 
apply to the Sixtieth Congress, I shall vote against it, as I 
can not pessibly know what conditions will prevail in 1909. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman from New York may be extended 
twenty minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. GARDNER]: 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I hope the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee will not 
prevail, It seems to me there is a marked difference between 
voting for the amendment as proposed by him and voting for 
the amendment as offered by the gentleman from New York. 
Every Member here who was elected to the Sixtieth Congress is 
under an implied contract with his constituents at home to serve 
for two years for the stipulated salary now in the law. He 
made his canvass, he asked for their votes, he received their 
indorsement on the supposition that they as taxpayers would 
remunerate him at the stipulated salary then understood by all 
parties. To vote to increase the salary for a Congress for 
which we made that canvass and were indorsed on that propo- 
sition does not seem entirely fair to the people we represent. 
After the next Congress expires, the man who yotes for the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York or votes against 
it, as he sees fit, goes back to the people who sent him here for 
their indorsement. But to vote for that increase now would be 
to take advantage of our position here to increase the salary 
for a term to which most of us were elected, but have not yet 
entered upon. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentlemay allow me 
to make an inquiry? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I fully appreciate the point the 
gentleman makes, but suppose, now, that we send this proposi- 
tion to the Senate. Two-thirds of that bedy are always mem- 
bers, one-third going out every two years, so that the two-thirds 
that remain will be obliged to vote on the question of raising 
or fixing their own salaries, regardless of the date which we 
fix for the taking effect of this amendment, unless you put it 
a number of years ahead. Then among the members of the 
Senate now a large number will be reelected to the Senate, 
just as you and I are reelected to the House. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I will answer the gentleman 
by saying that we are only responsible for our own acts. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, I appreciate that. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. And not for those of the Sen- 
ate. Conditions are different there from what they are here. 
If there were like conditions existing here, the objections I 
now make might not lie, because they could not be made with 
corresponding force. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa five 
minutes. 2 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, this amendment as offered by the 
gentleman from New York does not take effect. until the terms 
of all the present Members of this Congress will expire, so 
that each Member is in a position to vote upon this proposition 
upon precisely the same footing, whether he is a Member of 
the Sixtieth Congress or not. I believe that the compensation 
for this office should largely -be the honor that is in it. The 
salary ought to be sufficient to pay living expenses, but no man 
should be put in the position of seeking a seat in Congress 
merely for the salary, and any attempt to make this compensa- 
tion desirable merely because of its amount will depreciate the 
character of the membership of this House. When the Mem- 
bers of this House were paid $1,500 a year, and also when they 


were paid $8.a-day for the time actually spent by them in this 
body, the House certainly had a membership as high in char- 
acter and ability as it has ever had since. By increasing the 
compensation, as stated by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. SuLtivan], you make it attractive to the very class of 
men that he says ought to be excluded from Congress, The 
ward heeler, the professional politician, who he says now often 
gets into Congress, would in fact seek a seat here for the 
money that is in it. At present the compensation is adequate 
to support any Member in a decent way, not in affluence, not 
in luxury, but in a fairly decent manner. He has to spend 
about six months each year in this city. The other six months 
he spends in his private affairs or spends partly in his cam- 
paign, as the case may be. But a Member of this body, as a 
rule, keeps in touch with affairs at home. He must do so, be- 
cause the salary is not sufficient to justify him in abandoning 
wholly his home affairs. 

Now, to provide a salary such as will induce men to seek the 
office for the salary that is in it, and to wholly abandon their 
own business at home, giving themselves up entirely to a Con- 
gressional career for the compensation involved, will depreciate 
the character of its membership. Look at the men we have had 
in this body in the past—men who have come here at the sacri- 
fice of money, but who feel that they have been compensated by 
the honor of the position to which their people elected them. I 
for one believe that we had better keep the salary where it is. 
The French deputies get $3,000 a year. The members of the 
English Parliament receive no compensation whatever. The 
Members of this body receive barely a sufficient amount to sup- 
port them while serving in the duties of the office. To keep it at 
that would retain the membership of this body at its present 
standard, which I believe to be a high standard. [Applause.] 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gen- 
tleman from North Dakota [Mr. Gronna]. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. For one I am opposed to the increase 
of salary for the Members of this or the other House. I am, 
however, amused to see how popular this question is. I am 
glad to see that for once members of the two great political 
parties of the nation can get together. It must be a very meri- 
torious measure in order to appeal to so many of the Members 
with all the patriotism which they have. It is evident that it 
will pass, but I want to say to you that for one I shall vote 
against it. As a farmer, coming from the West, I know that we 
can live much cheaper than the people who come from the great 
cities of the East. 

But remember, during our term of two years we are here only 
about ten months and receive a salary of $10,000. I believe that 
the salary is sufficient and adequate, and I shall vote against 
any increase of this kind. 

Mr. WEBBER. Mr. Speaker, this is a question of living, 
purely a question of expense in household economy. That being 
true, let us not forget there are thousands of Government em- 
ployees in this city who are compelled to live here three hun- 
dred and sixty-five days in a year who get hungry, and whose 
clothes wear out just as rapidly, and who have as large fam- 
ilies as have we, that are getting but $1,000 or $1,200 a year. I 
for one can not give my vote, and shall not for any of these 
measures, so long as we ask such employees to continue on these 
salaries—and those who defended the flag to live upon $12 and 
$14 per month in their distress. I am ready and willing to vote 
for appropriations to do what is right by the old soldier and by 
his widow, but I will not give my vote nor my voice to increase 
the salary of any officials of the Government, from President 
down, so long as they receive the present compensation paid 
them by existing law. 

We should not forget that we alone haye the power to fix all 
these salaries, but we should not take advantage of the power 
thus lodged in us by the Constitution. Any Congressman who 
is willing to live in keeping with this spirit of the American 
people can live easily on $5,000 when he is only compelled to 
stay in this city for six months. 

Here are less than 400 of us who are affected in this body 
by this proposed legislation, while there are thousands working 
for the Government for ten and twelve hundred dollars per 
year. There are tens of thousands of defenders of the flag who 
only get $12 or $14 per month out of the same Treasury from 
which we are seeking to add to our $5,000 a year. I shall cast 
my yote against the proposed amendment. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, a few days ago I suggested 
to the House of Representatives that it would be wise to turn 
over the legislation of the balance of this Congress to the men 
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who are going out of Congress, so that the standpoint from 
which legislation might come should be patriotic, intelligent, and 
disinterested. 

New, you have come right up against the proposition, and 


here we are. Here is a question involving a large sum of money 
and a great deal of principle submitted to a House of Repre- 
seutatives in which three-quarters of them are directly inter- 
ested in the result of this vote. 

Why are we proposing to increase the salary of any Member 
of Congress at any time? What are we doing it for; upon 
what ground or justification is it proposed to increase the "salary 
from $5,000 to $7,500 at any time? I will answer my own 
question. It seems to me it is put on the ground that in the 
present condition of things in this country a salary of $5,000 
a year is wholly inadequate and that it ought to be raised. 
Why? What is the justification and explanation? Why, in the 
first place, the salary fixed a great many years ago is not worth 
as much, judged by the standard of the necessary expenditure 
of a Congressman, by 50 per cent as it was at the time it was 
enacted. Everything has advanced excepting the salaries of 
Congressmen and others who are dependent upon their salaries. 

Take the railroads of the country. They have increased, dur- 
ing the last four or five years, the pay of their employees on an 
average about 40 per cent. It amounts to an enormous sum 
of money, and every class of labor and employment has been 
increased. But our Democratic friends tell us that the cost of 
living has increased in the same ratio, That is not, perhaps, 
quite true, but certainly the cost of living has increased very 
largely, and so all the wages are being increased somewhat in 
proportion to the increase in the cost of living. But the salaried 
man finds himself getting the worst of it. The man with a 
salary, the man with a fixed income, is the man who is injured 
by the advance in the cost of living and is not benefited in any 
way, except in the most indirect way, by the improvement in 
the condition of affairs. 

Now, then, I take it that I am right about the proposition 
that the increase of salary to the Members of Congress is justi- 
fied by the condition of the country. When is that condition 
to operate? Is there any possible logic or force in the proposi- 
tion that beeause we find the present allowance to a Congress- 
man considerably below what it ought to be, we will raise the 
salary of the Members of the Sixty-first Congress, but compel 
the Members of the Sixtieth Congress to serve at a price which 
is inadequate? 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Garpner], if I under- 
stood the logic of his argument, holds this: If the people of the 
country had had an opportunity at the last election they would 
have elected $7,500 men. [Laughter.] But inasmuch as they 
did not have that opportunity and did elect $5,000 men, there- 
fore it would be unjust to raise the salary of $5,000 men up to 
what they really ought to be paid. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 
man yield 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I do not think the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] puts that quite squarely. I meant 
to be understood if we voted this amendment of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Spurs] we would vote $2,500 into our 
pockets that the people did not understand we were to have 
when we were elected, but if at the close of the next Congress 
they wanted to indorse the proposition they could elect $7,500 
men, and if we were fortunate enough to be selected we would 
accept the election. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let us see where the logic of the gentle- 
man leads to. The people that elected my friend to Congress 
elected him to Congress charged with a knowledge of the Con- 
stitution. I will admit that it was a rather violent presumption 
[laughter], but they are charged with it in law and in logic. 
The Constitution permits the House of Representatives, cooper- 
ating with the Senate and the President, to fix the allowance of 
the Congressmen. Therefore the people of the gentleman’s dis- 
trict are just as much bound by the action of Congress in rais- 
ing his salary as they are to the proposition of adhering to the 
salary he now gets when they voted for him as a Member of 
Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. So now we put it upon the ground that 
in view of all the circumstances the pay of a Congressman is in- 
adequate. When? Now. It will be inadequate during the next 
two years if now, but who can say—and how utterly illogical it 
is to say—that during the next two years or years or four 
years the same condition will apply that applies to-day? So, 
then, it is an assault upon the intelligence of the people of the 
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Congressional district represented by my friend from Michigan 
[Mr. GARDNER] that they are willing to hold their Representa- 
tive to an unconscionable bargain. He may have made that 
contract in effect, but here are fifty or sixty or seventy-five new 
Members coming into this House who have neyer had any oppor- 
tunity to vote on the question of their salaries; and the logic of 
the gentleman is that the people of his district are willing to 
hold, notwithstanding the provisions of the Constitution, the 
Members of the House of Representatives to a hard bargain 
simply because they have agreed, under this forced construction 
of events, to serve for $5,000 a year. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no interest in this. I have no interest in 
the salary of a Member of the Congress for the Sixticth Con- 
gress, or for the Sixty-first Congress, nor for any other Con- 
gress, and I shall not find myself in the attitude of a pauper or 
a mendicant when I go out of Congress. 

But, looking over the field, I take a widely different view 
from that held by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BOUTELL]. 
I believe that a Member of Congress ought to be paid, and he 
ought to be paid a compensation adequate to secure just such 
services as the people in Congress are willing to give. They 
are competent men. I do not care whether they can earn 
more at home or whether they can not. Some can and some 
ean not. The people of a district have a right to select the 
man they want. Sometimes they make mistakes [laughter], 
but not very often, just occasionally. In any event, I believe 
that the mass of the people of this country are fully willing 
that Congressmen should be adequately paid. The terroriz- 
ing effect of the salary grab is constantly held tip to the faces 
of Congressmen. There never was any criticism of the Increase 
of the salary of a Congressman. It was the retroactive effect 
of the statute upon the salary that had already been earned 
and paid, and the people of the country said that was unfair 
and an unjust proposition, and they punished the men, or some 
of the men, who did it. But no man ever heard of the people 
of any district, so far as I ever knew anything about it, pun- 
ishing any man because he voted simply and solely for the in- 
crease of salary. If I were to be a Member of the Sixtieth 
Congress I would vote for this increase. If I were to be a 
Member of the Sixty-first Congress I would do it, and I would 
do it exactly upon the ground that old John A. Bingham said he 
did it when he voted bith for the increase in the salary and the 
salary grab. He said he voted for it because he wanted the 
money, and he believed he had honestly earned it. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, in order to stop discussion of this 
subject, if the House will permit I will withdraw the amend- 
ment which I submitted; and I ask unanimous consent to haye 
that done. 

The SPBAKER pro tempore (Mr. Tawney). The gentleman 
from Tennessee asks unanimous consent to withdraw his amend- 
ment striking out “1909” and inserting “1907.” Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. GILLESPIE]. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Mr. Speaker, I haye gladly voted for the 
increase in the salaries of the Speaker of this House and of 
the Vice-President and of the members of the President's Cabi- 
net. I believe those increases are right and justifiable. There 
are Members of this House, chairmen of the great committees, 
whose salaries I would gladly vote to increase if I had the op- 
portunity ; but I do not believe that we are justified in raising 
the salaries of all of the Members of this House, as is proposed 
by this amendment. It is unfair to take the present high level 
of prices and consequent heavy expenses of living as a standard 
from which to gauge our salaries. We have been in an era of 
rising prices for the last ten years, until now we have reached 
apparently the very highest point, and all conservative thinkers 
believe we will soon begin an era of falling prices. Present 
conditions are extraordinary and should not control us at 
this high point of American industrial life, with high prices, 
with high salaries. 

If we take the average of conditions for the last thirty-five 
years, we will find it far below the présent high level. We 
should remember that for more than twenty years prior to 
1896 we were in an era of falling prices. We should also re- 
member that when these salaries are once raised it will be 
practically impossible to lower them however prices may fall. 
We are only here about six months in the year, on the average. 
Our usual business is going on at home, as a rule. It has been 
argued here that present salaries are so low that only the rich 
and worthless politician will come to Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, a high salary will certainly not keep out the 
rich, but, on the contrary, it will the more attract them; and 
surely we can not keep out the worthless politician by making 
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it more profitable for him to come here. A high salary is a 
premium upon cunning rather than upon virtue. Let us say 
to the world, and proclaim it for all time, that this is a place 
for men of honor and not those of itching palms, for men who 
put above all price the distinction of serving in the greatest 
Congress of the greatest democracy on earth. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee rose. [Great applause.] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to 
briefly reply to some statements which haye been made to-day. 
The gentleman from Texas [Mr. GILLESPIE], whom I so much 
admire, a man of much good, solid judgment, has stated we 
are at the high mark of salaries? Whose salary? Members 
of Congress? The salaries of Members of this Congress were 
fixed in 1874. Since then the burdens of Members have in- 
ereased tenfold, taking all of my time to meet them, and are 
constantly increasing, while the cost of living here has in- 
creased in about the same proportions since 1866 or 1874. 

The salary fixed in 1874 was the same as in 1866, over forty 
years ago, when it was fixed at $5,000, the amount we now 
receive. If that sum was just and proper in 1866 or 1874, it 
is not so to-day, and you all know it and admit it in private 
conversation. Why does the membership of Congress change 
so often? It is simply because the Members have been unable 
at any time, for any long period, to remain in Washington 
and meet the responsibilities of fathers and husbands and the 
inevitable expenses which fall on public men. 

It is now suggested that we make this salary apply to the 
Sixty-first Congress, to be elected two years hence. I will 
vote for that. I have insisted on the Sixty-first Congress, 
because it must yet be elected, but I will vote for the Sixtieth 
Congress rather than these salaries shall not be raised at all. 

The First Congress fixed its Members’ salary, and President 
Washington approved it; the Fourth Congress did it, and Presi- 
dent Washington approved it; the Fourteenth Congress did it, 
and President Madison, “the father of the Constitution,” ap- 
proved it—the same Madison who helped to frame the Constitu- 
tion that my friend from Texas so gallantly protects and de- 
fends, and, thank God, he does it well. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Give me a minute or two more. 

ok LITTAUER. How much time does the gentleman re- 
quire 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will take two-minutes. [Cries 
of “ Give him five minutes!“ 

Mr. LITTAUER. I yield the gentleman from Tennessee five 
minutes additional. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The Fifteenth Congress did it, 
and President Monroe approved it; the Thirty-fourth Con- 
gress did it, and President Pierce approved it; the Thirty- 
fifth Congress did it, and President Buchanan approved it; 
the Thirty-ninth Congress did it, and President Johnson ap- 
proved it, at $5,000 per year, forty years ago. 

Repeatedly have I insisted that these salaries were not 
commensurate with the exigencies of Congressional life, how- 
eyer modest or unpretentious the Members may live, whether 
they are statesmen from Texas or Alabama or whether a 
plain, plodding, working Member of Congress from the great 
district of Nashville, Tenn. [Applause.}] I know that my 
services are worth more. [Applause.] Day in and day out 
have I toiled at my official work that never ends, wholly unable 
to do any work for myself, though often tendered me and of a 
kind that would pay me well, but the public gets all my time, 
and should as long as I hold a membership of this body. 

I am willing to go before my great constituency and let the 
people pass upon this question when they elect the Members of 
this House to the Sixty-first Congress two years hence. 

I stated here and elsewhere before I was elected last Novem- 
ber that I intended to do what I now am honorably trying to do. 
Some say we are voting money into our pockets. I deny 
this; but what did George Washington, the father of our coun- 
try, say before he approved two acts of Congress fixing his 
salary at $25,000? In his inaugural address he practically said 
he did not want any compensation as President. Go and read 
the Recorp of to-day and you will see his words on the subject. 
Am I any better than the father of my country? 

There has not been a single Congress that I can recall that ever 
refixed a Congressional salary that did not fix it for the Mem- 
bers of the Congress then acting. Before 1791 they tried to 
make an amendment to the Constitution to prevent the “ vary- 
ing of compensation of Senators and Representatives until an 
She renin election of Representatives,” but it was voted 
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When was it voted down? In the days of Washington, Mad- 
ison, Jefferson, and Monroe, statesmen equally as great as the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDbRnwoonl, who voted to raise 
judicial salaries because, as he said, he wanted to get good 
men and give them something to pay for the clothes they wore 
and the house they rented, although theirs is a place full of 


honor and glory. [Applause.] I can well work for two years 
more for the same salary that I am working for now. It is not 
riches I seek, but justice to the public and the Members. It is 
not for my pocket, however lean it is; it is for the welfare of 
my country that I stand and speak for first [applause]; and 
when I can not cast my vote in this House for my country’s 
welfare, as I see it, I will quit it and go back home to my 
people, who would not have me do otherwise. [Applause.] 
This back-salary grab of 1873 was an outrage. After Members 
of Congress had been paid their salary, or about all of it, for 
two years, they reached back two years and paid their salaries 
again. 

They were turned, and properly so, out of Congress at the 
next election. But this proposition is for the future—a future 
Congress to be elected two years hence. It is the future and 
not the past for which I speak and shall vote. My successor in 
the Sixty-first Congress will get the. benefit of any increased 
salary by this law, regardless of who he is. It is for the 
magnificent constituency of Tennessee which I represent in 
part, and for the people of all this country, who think and read 
and know that Senators and Representatives are entitled to 
better salaries. Believing that I am right, L shall vote for this 
measure, and if not right it can be easily repealed, but I feel 
the people of Andrew Jackson’s district, the people of John 
Bell’s district, the people of James K. Polk’s district will ap- 
prove my action, and if not I shall bow to the majesty of their 
will. [Applause.] 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I now demand the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the previous question was 
ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Clerk may read the resolution again. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk again reported the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the eek: 
ment. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demandea by Mr. 
LirrAvER) there were—ayes 135, noes 161. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 106, nays 190, 
answered “present” 7, not voting 79, as follows: 


YEAS—106. 

Aiken Dale Hepburn Oleo 
Allen, N. J. Dalzell Ho 88 Ind. 
Ames Davey, La. Hu Patterson, Tenn. 
Babcock Davis, W. Va. Humphrey, Wash. Payne 
Bannon Denby Jones, Wash. Pearre 
Barchfeld Dixon, Mont. Knowianā Ohio 8 
Bartholdt Dovener Know Puj 
Bede Dunwell Lam —— La. 
Beidler Dwight Landis, Frederick pee 
Bennet, N. Y. Ellis Law Riordan 
Bingham Fassett Tenure Roberts 
Bonynge Fitzgerald Litauer Ryan 
Brooks, Colo, Fletcher e ht Sherley 
Broussard Fordney Sherman 
Brown Foster, Ind. Loudenslager Slem 
Brumm Fulkerson Lovering Smith, Cal, 
Buckman Gaines, Tenn. McCall Smith, I 
Burke, S. Dak. Gaines, W. Va. McCreary, Pa. Southard 
Burleson Gillett McGavin Sullivan 
Burton, Del Goldfogle Mied, Cal. Tawne 
Butler, Pa Goulden McLa Waldo 
Calder Graham ann Wanger 
Calderhead Granger Martin Weeks . 
Clark, Fla. Greene Mondell Wharton 
Cocks Grosvenor Moore, Tex. Wiley, N. J. 
Coudrey Hardwick Mudd 
Cushman Haskins N 

NAYS—190. 
Acheson Broocks, Tex. ` Conner Driscoll 
Adamson Brownlow Cooper, Pa Edwards 
Alexander . Cooper, Wis. Ellerbe 
Allen, Me, Cousins Esch 
Andrus Bur eigh Cromer Field 
Bartlett Burnett Crumpacker it 
Bates Butler, Tenn. Curtis Floyd 
Beall, Tex, Campbell, Kans, Darragh Gardner, Mich 
Bell, Ga. Campbell, Ohio Davis, Minn. Gardner, N. J. 
Bennett, Ky. Candler wes arner 
Birdsall Capron Dawson Garrett 
Boutell Chaney De Armond Gilhams 
Bowersock Chapman Deemer Gill 
Bradley Clark, Mo. Dickson, III Gillespie 
Brantley Clayton Dixon, Ind. Glass 
Brick Cole raper Graft 
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Gronna 
Gudger 
n 

augen 
H 


Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hermann 
Higgins 

Hill, Conn. 
Hill, Miss. 
Hinshaw 
Holliday | 
Houston - 
Howard 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 


Kennedy, Nebr. 
Kinkaid 
Kitchin, Claude 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Klepper 
Kline 
Knap 
Knop: 
Lacey 
Lafean 


Lamar 
Landis, Chas. B. 
Lawrence 


Lee 

Le Fevre 
Lever 

Lewis 
Lilley, Conn 
Little 
Littlefield 

aloy 

Lowden - 
McCleary, Minn. 
McKinney 
McLain 

Macon 
Madden 
Miller 

Moon, Tenn. 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Nelson 

Norris 
Otjen 
Overstreet, Ga. 
Padgett 


Page 

Parker 
Patterson, N. C. 
Patterson, S. C. 
Pollard 

Powers 

Rainey 
Randell, Tex, 
Reeder 

Rhodes 
Richardson, Ala. 
Rives 
Robinson, Ark. 
Rucker 

Russell 

Samuel 
Saunders 

Sero; 

Sbackleford 
Sheppard 

Sims 

Slayden 

Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, Samuel w. 


y 
Southall 
Sparkman 
Sperry 


Spight 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn, 
Sulloway 
Talbott 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, N. C. 
irrell 
Townsend 
Trimble 
Underwood 


Weisse 
Williams 
Wilson 
Jood 
Woodyard 
Young 
Zenor 


ANSWERED “PRESENT "—7. 


Bishop Foster, Vt. Humphreys, Miss. Livingston 
Currier ale Lilley, Pa. 
NOT VOTING—79. 

Bankhead Gilbert Michalek Schneebeli 
Blackburn Goebel Minor Scott 

wers Gregg Moon, Pa. Shartel 
Bowie Griggs Moore, Pa. Sibley 
Burke, Pa Hearst Morrell Small 
Burton, Ohio Hopkins Murphy Smith, Wm. Alden 
Byrd Hubbard Nevin Snapp 
Cassel Kahn Olmsted Southwick 
Cockran Keliher Palmer Sulzer 
Davidson Lindsay Parsons Taylor, Ala. 
Dresser Lorimer Perkins Thomas, Ohio 
Englebright McCarthy Pou Towne 
Finley McDermott Reid Tyndall 
Flack McKinley, Ill, Reynolds Van Duzer 
Foss McMorran Rhinock Van Winkle 
fowler McNary Richardson, Ky. Wachter 
French Mahon Rixey Wadsworth 
Fuller Marshall Robertson, La. Welborn 
Garber Maynard Rodenberg Wiley, Ala. 
Gardner, Mass. Meyer Ruppert 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Davison with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
Mr. WV. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. 
Mr. FULLER with Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky. 
Mr. LIIIEx of Pennsylvania with Mr. GILBERT. 
Mr. Frencu with Mr. REID. 
For the session: 
Mr. VAN WINKLE with Mr. MODERMOTT. 
Mr. CURRIER with Mr. FINLEY. 
On increase of Members’ salaries: 
Mr. Reynotps (against) with Mr. Linpsay (in favor of). 
Mr. Lorprer (in favor of) with Mr. HUMPHREYS of Missis- 
sippi (against). 
For this day: 
Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. Bowers. = 
Mr. CassEL with Mr. BOWIE. 
Mr. Dresser with Mr. HEARST. 
Mr. GOEBEL with Mr. GREGG. 
Mr. Husparp with Mr. Cockran. 
Mr. Kamn with Mr. HOPKINS. 
McKINLEY of Illinois with Mr. GARBER. 
. Mrnor with Mr. RIXEY. 
. Manon with Mr. LEVER. 
. OLMSTED with Mr. ROBERTSON. 
. Parsons with Mr. SMALL. 
Scorr with Mr. TOWNE. 
. TYNDALL with Mr. VAN DUZER. 
. WACHTER with Mr. WEISSE. 
. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 
SOUTHWICK with Mr. GRIGGS. 
. SHARTEL with Mr. RHINOCK. 
. MORRELL with Mr. McNary. 
. RopENBERG with Mr. KELIHER. 
. Foss with Mr. MEYER. 
. THomaAsS of Ohio with Mr. MAYNARD. 
„ MARSHALL with Mr. SULZER. 
. GARDNER Of Massachusetts with Mr. RUPPERT. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Clerk be authorized to substitute the proper amounts 


in the bill required by the adoption of the amendments in- 
creasing the compensation of the Vice-President and the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives and also the members of the 
Cabinet. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I would also ask unanimous consent that 
gentlemen who have spoken be permitted to extend their re- 
marks in the RECORD. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks upon the bill pending, and also in connec- 
tion with them to insert an interview that I had three years 
ago touching the same subject. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to have the gentleman make the 
request for anybody to extend remarks in the RECÒRD. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I would extend the request that Members 
may be permitted to extend remarks in the Recorp on this 
question for three legislative days. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.J] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I renew my request. 

Mr. MANN. What was the request? 

The SPEAKER. The request is that in extending his re- 
marks upon the bill pending he may insert with his remarks an 
interview that he had three years ago touching the same subject. 

Mr. MANN. That comes under the general leave, and does 
not require unanimous consent. 

‘There was no objection. i 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move the previous question on the bill to 
its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BincHam, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE AT FORT SNELLING, MINN, 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the joint resolution 
which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 196) relating to the construction of a 
bridge at Fort Snelling, Minn, 


Resolved, etc., That all sums of money contributed and paid, or 
which may hereafter be contributed and paid, to the United States by 
the city of St. Paul, Minn., or by any electric street railway company? 
under the provision of an act of Congress approved March 17, 1906, 
entitled “An act to authorize the construction of a bridge between Fort 
Snelling Reservation and St. Paul, Minn.,” shall be subject to the order 
of the Secretary of War, and shall be expended in such manner as he 
may direct on account of any expenses incurred, or which may be 
hereafter incurred, by the United States, in or about the construction 
of ihe bridge, as provided by said act; and that the time for com- 
mencing actual construction thereof is hereby extended one year from 
the date of the passage of this joint resolution. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear a little 
explanation of this before action is had; and I reserve the 
right to object. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, this is a joint 
resolution to supplement the act of March 17, 1906. In that act 
the Secretary of War was directed to construct a bridge between , 
Fort Snelling Military Reservation and the city of St. Paul. 
Minn., one-half of the expense to be paid by the Government 
and one-half by the city of St. Paul by the street-railway com- 
pany using the bridge. The Secretary of War reports to the 
Comptroller that the city of St. Paul and the street-railroad 
company haye paid over the money for such part as they were 
required to pay. Now, Mr. Speaker, under the original act 
that money is held in trust and can not be used for the purpose 
of paying for the construction of the bridge; that it awaits the 
action of Congress. So this resolution directs as follows: 


That this amount shall be subject to the order of the Secretary of 
War and shall be expended in such manner as he may direct on account 
of any expenses incurred, or which may be hereafter incurred, by the 
Unit States in or about the construction of the bridge. 

That is all that it does. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Stevens of Minnesota, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the joint resolution was passed was 
laid on the table. 
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BRIDGE ACROSS THE MONONGAHELA RIVER, PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
ihe present consideration of the bill (H. R. 20988) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to authorize Washington and Westmoreland 
counties, in the State of Pennsylvania, to construct and main- 
tain a bridge across the Monongahela River, in the State of 
Pennsylvania,” approved February 21, 1903. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 7 of an act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize Washington and Westmoreland counties, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, to construct and maintain a bridge across the Monongahela 
River, in the State of Pennsylvania,” approved February 21, 1903, as 
amended by the act approved January 11, 1905, and by the act approved 
February 21. 1906, be, and is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 7. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction 
of the bridge herein authorized be not commenced within one year and 


completed within three years from February 21, 1907 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I would like to ask the gentleman if this 
follows the requirements of the War Department? 

Mr. WANGER. ‘The only purpose of this bill is to extend the 
time within which the bridge may be begun and completed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It complies with the requirements of the 
War Department, so that it does not interfere with navigation? 

Mr. WANGER. Yes. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WANGER, a motion to reconsider the last vote 

was laid on the table. > 


RESIGNATION OF REPRESENTATIVE JOHN S. LITTLE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communi- 
cation : 
Hon. JEFFERSON Davis, 
Governor of Arkansas, and 
Ion. JOSEPH G. CANNON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives: 

You and each of you will take notice that I hereby tender my resig- 
nation as a Member of the Fifty-ninth Congress from the Fourth dis- 
trict of Arkansas, 7 resignation to take effect on and after the 14th 
day of January, 1907. 

Very respectfully, 


The communication was laid on the table. 


EXTENSION OF TIME WITHIN WHICH SETTLERS MAY ESTABLISH 
THEIR RESIDENCE UPON THE CROW INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. DIXON of Montana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 21678) to 
. provide for the extension of time within which homestead set- 
tlers may establish their residence upon certain lands which 
were heretofore a part of the Crow Indian Reservation, within 
the counties of Yellowstone and Rosebud, in the State of Mon- 
tana. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the homestead settlers on lands which were 
heretofore a part of the Crow Indian Reservation, within the counties 
of Yellowstone and Rosebud, in the State of Montana, opened under the 
act of April 27, 1904, be, and they are hereby, granted an extension 
of time in which to establish their residence upon the lands so opened 
and filed upon until the 15th day of May, 1907: Previded, however, 
That this act shall in no matter affect the regularity or validity of 
such filings, or any of them, so made by the said settlers on the lands 
aforesaid; and it is only intended hereby to extend the time for the 


JOHN S. LITTLE. 


establishment of such residence as herein provided, and the provisions 


of said acts are in no other manner to be affected or modified. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to provide for the extension 
of time within which homestead entrymen may establish their residence 
upon certain lands which were heretofore a part of the Crow Indian 
Reservation, within the counties of Yellowstone and Rosebud, in the 
State of Montana. 

The Clerk read the following committee amendments: - 


Amend the title of the bill by striking out the word “settlers” in 
line 2 of the title and Inserting in lieu thereof the word “ entrymen.” 

Amend by striking out the word “settlers” in line 3 of the bill 
and inserting in lieu thereof the word “ entrymen.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman if this comes from the Indian Committee? 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. The Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to know if this applies to anybody not living on the 
lands? 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. Under the terms of the bill open- 
ing the land to settlement and sale, the entries were made last 
August. Under the general act, they are to establish their res- 
idence within six months. The land is all land upon which 
they have got to dig irrigation ditches. Many can not go on 
this winter on account of the show on the ground and build, 
because they had not the time and money ; and this bill merely 
gives them until May 15 in which to build houses, and does not 
change the original bill at all except in that particular. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Will the gentleman have any 
objection to making the date June 15? 


Mr. DIXON of Montana. I would be perfectly willing to 
have it June 15, although May 15 the grass comes on and the 
snow has gone. ‘ 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I haye had communications 
from different parts of the country relative to this matter say- 
ing that they could not go there and make the necessary im- 
provements because of the late spring and severe weather. 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. I would be glad to accept an 
amendment of June 15. : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest that the same 
question will be presented in the Shoshone Reservation in Wyo- 
ming. The 15th of May was the date fixed there. That seems 
to be, in both cases, ample time to allow them all to get in. If 
one of these bills changed, perhaps the other ought to be 
changed. : 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. I think the 15th of May will give 
them ample time. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. Geraas, by unanimous consent, was given leave of absence 
indefinitely, on account of illness in his family. 
Mr. Ruopes, by unanimous consent, was given leave of ab- 
sence indefinitely, on account of illness. 
ADJOURNMENT. 
aa BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I moye that the House do now 
adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 
48 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Assistant Clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Sarah Brewer, widow and sole heir of estate of John Brewer, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Assistant Clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Michael Rubi against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting a rec- 
ommendation for legislation to provide that the reservation of 
coal and asphalt lands shall not interfere with town-site loca- 
tions—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Assistant Clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
J. B. Roberson, administrator of estate of John P. Roberson, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report of re- 
ceipts and expenditures on account of appropriations for con- 
tingent expenses of the War Department, 1905 and 1906—to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the War Department, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers in 
the claim of Felipe Zamora, of Manila, P. I.—to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers in 
the claim of Severino R. Alberto for rent of a house in Binan- 
ganan, Rizal, P. I.—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for a sea wall at Fort Moul- 
trie—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting 


an estimate of appropriation for the reconstruction and repair of 


the general hospital at the Presidio, San Francisco—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for pay of the Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for the Signal Service of the 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for the Signal Service of the Army 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation -for transportation of troops in 
connection with the Jamestown Ter-Centenary Exposition to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


RERORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows : 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
21200) to authorize the county of Allegheny, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, to construct a bridge across the Allegheny River 
in Allegheny County, Pa., reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5464) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 121) 
authorizing the extension of Seventeenth street NW., reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5465) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 128) for the opening of a connecting 
highway between Water Side drive and Park road, District of 
Columbia, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 5466) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5971) authorizing the extension of T 
street (formerly W street) NW., reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5467) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7039) authorizing the extension of 
Prospect street NW., reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5468) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8435) for the opening of Fessenden 
street NW., District of Columbia, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5469); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10843) authorizing the extension of 
Kenyon street NW., reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5470); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10703) authorizing the extension of 
Monroe street NE., reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5471); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14815) for the extension of Harvard 
street, Columbia Heights, District of Columbia, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5472); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14900) to extend Fourth, Sixth, and 
other streets NE., reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5473) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 20069) for the opening of Macomb 
street NW., District of Columbia, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5474); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
hill of the Senate (S. 55) for the widening of Bladensburg road, 
and for other purposes, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
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companied by a report (No. 5475) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 64) for the extension of Seventh street 
and Franklin street NEB., and for other purposes, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5476) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 133) authorizing the extension of Twenty- 
third street NW. to Kalorama road, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5477) which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
biil of the Senate (S. 2098) authorizing the extension of Second 
street NW- from Elm street north to Bryant street, of W street 
from its present terminus west of Flagler place to Second street, 
and of W street west of Second street eastwardly to Second 
street, reported the saine with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 5478) ; which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2260) authorizing the extension of Me- 
ridian place NW., reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5479) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
hill of the Senate (S. 5119) authorizing the extension of W and 
Adams streets NW., reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5480) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5246) to provide for the extension of 
Geneseo place and Summit place, District of Columbia, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5481) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5565) to close 
certain alleys in the District of Columbia, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5482); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 129) for the opening of a connecting parkway along 
Piney Branch, between Sixteenth street and Rock Creek Park, 
District of Columbia, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5483); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 68) for the 
widening of a section of Columbia road east of Sixteenth street, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5484); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. 'TAYLOR of Ohio, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 
6364) to incorporate the National Child Labor Committee, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5485); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 22471) to increase the 
limit of cost for the purchase of a site and the erection of a 
public building at Ocala, Fla.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 22472) increas- 
ing the salaries of the civil-service employees of the Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 22473) to authorize the 
erection of a public building at Brainerd, Minn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 22474) to amend section 51 
of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, relating to 
disability of judge—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
Tumbia. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 22475) to establish a 
subtreasury at Birmingham, Ala.—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 
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By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 22476) to amend the acts to 
regulate commerce so as to provide that publishers of news- 
papers and periodicals may enter into advertising contracts 
with common carriers and receive payment for such advertise- 
ments in transportation—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 22477) for the estab- 
lishment of a drainage fund and the construction of works for 
the reclamation of swamp and overflowed lands—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 22478) for the com- 
pletion of section No. 1 of the Trinity River, and for the opera- 
tion of snag boats and care of locks and dams, and for the con- 
struction of locks and dams below section 1—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 22479) to provide for 
a tax upon legacies and distributive shares of real and personal 
property—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 22480) to survey Bayou 
Terrebonne in Terrebonne Parish, La., and to appropriate there- 
for—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22481) authorizing a suryey of Bayou Ver- 
milion, Louisiana, and making appropriation therefor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 22482) to establish in the 
Department of Commerce and Labor a bureau to investigate the 
cause of pulmonary consumption in humans, and to seek reme- 
dies for the prevention and cure of the same—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Fereign Commerce. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 22483) to regulate the 
width of parking, sidewalks, roadways, and carriage ways in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 22484) authorizing a change 
in the form of paying pensioners—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 3 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (II. R. 22485) fixing the salaries of 
rural free-delivery carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A resolution (H. Res. 664) for the employ- 
ment of additional help (temporary) in the file room—to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A resolution (H. Res. 665) for the em- 
ployment of a messenger in the disbursing clerk’s office—to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A resolution (H. Res. 666) pro- 
viding for an annual assistant clerk for the Committee on Pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: = 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 22486) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph V. Lacy—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22487) granting an increase of pension to 
Helen Fletcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 22488) for the 
relief of Dennis Adkins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22489) granting an increase of pension to 
John Travis, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22490) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Swim—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22491) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Lowder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 22492) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 22493) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles H. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22494) granting an increase of pension to 
Ambrose D. Babcock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22495) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Ann Jones—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22496) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Carnagy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 22497) granting 
an honorable discharge to Francis A. Land—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 22498) granting an increase 
of pension to William E. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 22499) granting a pension to Mary A. 
O’Reilly—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 22500) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Minor C. Cleavenger—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22501) granting an increase of pension to 
Austin B. Truman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 22502) granting an increase of pension to 
Orren D. Haskell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 22503) granting an in- 
erease of pension to William A. Clarke—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. . 4 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22504) granting an inerease of pension to 
James M. Low—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLE: A bill (H. R. 22505) to correct the military 
record of Thomas Moffett—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 22506) granting an 
increase of pension to James F. Smith—to the Committee, on 
Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22507) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 22508) granting a pension to 
Anna McDonald—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22509) granting a pension to Frank Fer- 
riss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22510) granting a pension to William F. 
Puett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22511) granting an increase of pension to 
L. T. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22512) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22513) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Heath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22514) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas V. Coddington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22515) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. W. H. Coppinger—to the Committee on Pensions. 4 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22516) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron M. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22517) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. G. Maver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22518) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard H. Bartlett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 22519) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah R. Dunlop—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 22520) granting an increase 
of pension to Nicodemus D. Henry—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22521) for relief of James R. Wyrick— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 22522) granting 
an increase of pension to Susan Harraun—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22523) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Taylor—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22524) granting an increase of pension to 
David Blair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 22525) granting an increase 
of pension to G. W. Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22526) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli B. Fleming—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22527) granting an increase of pension to 
Duncan Cunningham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 22528) 
granting an increase of pension to Daniel Fuller—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 22529) granting an increase 
of pension to William Truett—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 22530) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert D. Humes—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22531) granting an increase of pension to 
Allen McCall—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. J 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22532) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick B. Welty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22533) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel M. Peer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22534) granting an increase of pension to 
Perry B. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22535) granting an increase of pension te 
Samuel White—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 22536) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Carns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22537) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Jordan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22538) granting an increase of pension to 


` William Beck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 22539) granting an increase of pension to 
John Keller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 8 8 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 22540) granting an increase 
of pension to Richard Turnbull—to the Committee on Inyali 
Pensions. ; 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 22541) granting an increase of 
pension to David Fyl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 22542) granting an increase of 
pension to Charlotte S. O’Neall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McGUIRBE: A bill (H. R. 22543) granting to the town 
of Pawnee, in Pawnee County, Okla., certain lands for park, edu- 
cational, and other public purposes—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 22544) for the relief of 
E. J. Seeds—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 22545) granting-a pension to 
Charles H. Jessee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 22546) granting an increase of 
pension to James H. Sewell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 22547) granting an increase 
of pension to John Hickox, jr—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22548) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin H. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POLLARD: A bill (H. R. 22549) granting a pension 
to S. E. Furnas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bil (H. R. 22550) granting an in- 
erease of pension to Jonathan B. Reber—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22551) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilson Siddell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22552) granting restoration of pension to 
Eli W. Elzey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: A bill (H. R. 22553) granting an increase 
of pension to Oliver P. Behymer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22554) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank C. Rust—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22555) granting an increase of pension to 
Uriah Bickers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 22556) for the relief of 
Samuel A. Reppy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22557) granting a pension to David H. 
Gregg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22558) granting a pension to Jane 
Kearns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22559) granting a pension to Christopher 
P. Hornsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22560) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward A. Wilkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22561) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin M. Lanham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 22562) granting an increase of 
pension to George J. Abbey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22563) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Whytal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22564) granting an increase of pension to 
D. R. Lamoreau— to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22565) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi M. Starnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22566) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph L. Six—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22567) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward A. Van Valkenburg—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22568) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Christman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 22569) for the relief of the 
Tegal representatives of Samuel Swearingen, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 22570) granting a pension to 
Andrew W. Sears—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: A bill (H. R. 22571) for the relief of 
Careline Elliott, of Benton County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 22572) for the 


relief of the estate of Lee Arnold, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 22573) granting an 
increase of pension to William R. Thomas—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22574) granting an increase of pension to 
James Baxter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22575) granting an increase of pension to 
Allen M. Gibbons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 22576) for the 
relief of Capt. Thomas Mason, United States Revenue-Cutter 
Service (retired)—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 22577) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James R. Fairbrother—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22578) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22579) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 22148) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
tha Ann Pruett—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 22149) granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
E. Price—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 22150) granting an increase of pension to Ma- 
linda P. Sullivan—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 22197) granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Chambers—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 22241) granting an increase of pension to Ste- 
phen Robinson—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 22306) granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
Duncan—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re-. 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 22310) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Kerr—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 19632) granting a pension to Louise H. Curtis— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 16906) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Malm—Comunittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 21352) granting a pension to Hester B. Par- 
rish—Committee on Invalid’ Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of citizens of Illinois, against re- 
ligious legislation in the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. AIKEN: Papers to accompany bills for relief of Ma- 
linda P. Sullivan, Louise E. Price, and Martha Ann Pruitt (pre- 
viously referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions)—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of Summerhill Grange, No. 880, for 
legislation for an experimental parcels post—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: Petitions of Foster Council, 
No. 121; Davy Crockett Council, No. 98; Trinity Council, No. 
50; Friendship Council, No. 83, and Wallingford Council, No. 
107, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restric- 
tion of immigration (8. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of John Nichols, 
Andrew J. Moon, Joseph Belford, James W. Swim, John Travis, 
jr, and William M. Lowde—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Petition of Council No. 73, of Clai- 
borne, Tenn., Junior Order United American Mechanics, favor- 
ing restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 
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By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: Petition of the Laurel Board 
of Trade for an appropriation to improve Broad Creek River, 
Delaware—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of J. Russell 
Hayes, of Swarthmore College, against legislation respecting the 
importation of books in the English language—to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Also, resolution of New London Council, No. 983, of New Lon- 
don, Pa.; Coatesville Council, No. 170, of Coatesville, Pa.; Rock- 
dale Council, No. 803, of Glen Riddle, Pa., and Sharon Hill 
Council, No. 55, Daughters of Liberty, of Sharon Hill, Pa., re- 
specting the restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: Petitions of Victory Coun- 
cil, No. 7, Daughters of America; Carricks Ford Council, No. 
14; Tyrconnell Council, No. 111; Martinsburg Council, No. 35; 
Hedgesville Council, No. 126, and Back Creek Valley Council, 
No. 15, Junior Order United American .Mechanics, favoring 
restriction of immigration (S. 4403) to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Petition of Red, White, and Blue Council, 
No. 78, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring re- 
striction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the New York Produce 
Exchange, against free distribution of seeds—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of colored citizens of Boston, against the Presi- 
dent’s order discharging three companies of the Twenty-fifth In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Post No. 443, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Kings County, N. Y., for restoration of the canteen to Sol- 
diers’ Homes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOOD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of James 
Ewing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ho- 
ratio M. McGaughey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Arkansas, for legislation to make 
the waters of White River available for electrical motive 
power—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William Lay—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of P. H. Farmer—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
James M. Parish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Samuel Manly— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GILL: Petition of John M. Bouldin, for an increase 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of Pride Valley Council, No. 
284, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring re- 
striction of immigration (S. 4403) —to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of Scout Young Camp, Spanish 
War Veterans of Oregon, for restoration of the canteen at 
military posts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUFF: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Frederick B. Welty, Allen McCall, Robert D. Humes, Daniel 
M. Peer, Perry B. Wilson, Samuel White, William J. Carns, 
William M. Jordan, William Beck, and John Keller—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petitions of A. E. Yoell, the Japanese and 
Korean Exclusion League, E. R. Coulson, A. E. Smith, John 
Ferem, P. H. McCarthy, et al., against Chinese, Japanese, and 
pues labor on the Panama Canal—to the Committee on 

abor. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
for additional submarine boats for the defense of the Pacific 
coast—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
for an appropriation to widen and deepen Oakland channel 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Oakland, Cal., 
for an appropriation to widen and deepen Oakland channel— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: Petition of the Charles G. 
Harrison Printing Company, against tariff on linotype ma- 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAMB: Petition of Violet Council, No. 14, Daughters 
of Liberty, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LEE: Paper to accompanying bill for relief of Mrs. 
L. E. Robertson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. LEVER: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 22054, grant- 
ing a pension to Paul E. Ayer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, for an appropriation for a harbor of refuge 
at Point Judith—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the New York Produce Exchange, against 
free distribution of seeds—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Quincy, Ill., for an appropriation to improve the banks of the 
Mississippi River from Quincy to Warsaw—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of Saw Filers and Setters’ 
Union, for the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Papers to accompany bills for relief of Perry 
Lamphere and Charles C. Gage—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Petition of Queen City Council, No. 49, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics; Mountain City Coun- 
cil, No. 12, and Star of America Council, No. 2, Daughters of 
Liberty, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Wilson Liddell and Eli W. Elzey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: Petition of the national committee on 
legislation of the Spanish War Veterans, of Kentucky, for res- 
toration of the Army canteen—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RHODES: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of Ben- 
jamin M. Lanham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Petition of colored citizens of Boston, 
against the discharge of three companies of the Twenty-fifth In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the State board of agriculture, for liberal 
appropriations to suppress the gypsy and brown-tail moths—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petitions of C. H. Bierbaum, the Sumen- 
Bearing Company, the E. R. Thomas Motor Company, Plimpton, 
Cowan & Co., the Cling Surface Company, and the Pratt & 
Letchworth Company, Buffalo, N. Y., for increased efficiency 
of the Patent Office—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Oscar Madden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Car- 
oline Elliott—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STERLING: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Henry R. Darst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: Petition of Eli Davis et al, fa- 
voring bill H. R. 14609, for special pensions for ex-prisoners of 
war—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of Niagara Council, No. 8, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petitions of Newtown Council, No. 730, 
of Newtown, Bucks County, Pa., and Bethayres Council, No. 
987, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring re- 
striction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, December 15, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 22580) making appropriations for the cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, for ful- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for 
other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908; which 
was read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of or- 
der on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York reserves all 
points of order. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. LITTAUER, from the Committee on Appropriations, re- 
; ported a bill (H. R. 22584) making appropriations to supply 
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urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1907, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first time by title, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of 
order against that bill. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that this urgent deficiency bill, so called, be now considered in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. As explanation of this request I would state that 
this bill contains eight items, none of which is a real defi- 
ciency, but each item is because of an emergency caused by 
earthquake, by hurrieane, because of laws enacted to take ef- 
fect for which no appropriation had been made, and in particu- 
lar the pure-food bill, which becomes operative on the Ist of 
January next, and for which an appropriation for administra- 
tion must now be made, so that it may be on hand by the Ist of 
January, when the law goes into effect. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman from New York ex- 
plain about this item of $75,000 to complete the work of the 
Commission on the Fiye Civilized Tribes? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I do not consider that to be what you 
would call a deficiency. There was a second Curtis Act passed 
in the last session, which provided that a certain enrollment of 
children and others should be made before the 4th of March 
next, and no provision was made for carrying out the require- 
ments. 

Mr. TAWNDEY. If my colleague will permit me, there was no 
provision whatever made appropriating money to carry into ef- 
fect the provisions of the second Curtis Act, which was passed 
after the Indian appropriation bill passed in the last session. 

Mr. LIFTAUER. And the appropriation made for the work 
of the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes, allotted as it 
was into quarters, has proved insufficient to accomplish the 
requirements of the second Curtis Act. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. As the attendance in the House is very 
small to-day, would it not be better to let this go over until 
Monday morning? 

Mr. LITTAUER. It ought to be passed in ten minutes. I 
-do not see how there can be any objection to a single item. If 
there is, I will drop it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I see here in the report that 
one of the things for which appropriation is made is the sum of 
$150,000, under the military establishment, for mileage of offi- 
cers and contract surgeons. Will the gentleman explain that 
item to the House? 

Mr. LITTAUER. The mileage is paid to officers and contract 
surgeons according to statute. It is due whether we appropriate 
for it or not. The simple fact is that because of the movement 
of the Army to Cuba for the purpose of the pacification of 
Cuba there has been a large amount of additional mileage of 
officers and contract surgeons. The amount appropriated last 
year will not be sufficient to pay the obligations incurred under 
the statute for this mileage. This travel must go on, and the 
obligation to pay it will still remain whether we appropriate or 
not, because it is a statutory allowance. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understood this was connected with the 
Cuban occupation. Now, has the gentleman anything like a 
distinct pledge from the Administration that this so-called 
Cuban occupation” will be temporary? 

Mr. LITTAUER. No pledge, but advice of intention. Cer- 
tainly, yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. You have the declaration of intention upon 
their part that it is to be temporary? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Unqualifiedly, yes. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I want to suggest to the 
gentleman from Mississippi that we contend that this sum of 
money should be repaid; that the United States should be re- 
imbursed for this expenditure. Now, the question is whether 
the Secretary of the Treasury can receive it from the Cuban 
Republic without authority from Congress. If he can, it will 
be done; if he can not, then we hope that Congress will give 
him the authority to do it, for this charge should not come 
against the United States Government. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, there is nothing of that kind in 
the bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit me 
to suggest, this discussion regarding the different items in the 
bill is not quite in order at this time. Full opportunity will be 
given for that if unanimous consent is given to consider the bill 
in the House as in the Committee of the Whole. There will be 
no effort to deprive the House of an opportunity for a full dis- 
cussion on each item. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I have no objection. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Lrr- 
TAUER] asks unanimous consent that this bill, the urgent de- 
ficiency bill, just before it, be considered in the House as in 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none 
The Clerk will read the bill. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be omitted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with 
and that the bill be read by paragraphs. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object. I think we ought to have 
the bill read now. It is short. Then we will understand the 
statement of it. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I withdraw my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read the bill at length. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the bill by para- 
graphs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


To carry out, during the fiscal Pang’ 1907, the provisions of the act 
of Congress of June 30, 1906, entitled “An act for preventing the manu- 
facture, sale, or transportation of adulterated, or misb or poison- 
ous, or deleterious foods, drugs, medicines, and liquors, and for other 
purposes,” to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of Agri- 
eulture for all expenses necessary to carry into effect the provisions of 
the said act, including rent and the employment of labor in Washing- 
tion and elsewhere, $250,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last word 
for the purpose of making a statement which is not really per- 
tinent to the appropriation. I hope I may be indulged. When 
the conference report on the pure-food bill was presented to the 
House last session I made a statement in explanation of the ac- 
tion of the proprietary medicine association and referred in lan- 
gurge which I shall ask leave to insert in the Rxconp to the 
action of the correspondent of the Chicago Daily News, Mr. Le 
Roy Vernon, in publishing certain information which I stated 
he had obtained through his presence in my room during the 
course of a private conversation with Samuel Hopkins Adams. 
It is proper to say on behalf of Mr. Vernon that he denies that 
he obtained his information in that way, though not denying his 
presence in the room, and he claims that his information was 
received in conversation with Mr. Adams himself afterwards. 
For that reason I ask leave to insert in the RECORD, as a por- 
tion of my remarks, the remarks which I made at the time of 
the presentation of the conference report on June 29, 1906, a 
short letter from Mr. Vernon himself, a copy of a letter from 
Mr. Hornaday, the correspondent for one of the Indianapolis 
papers, and a copy of a letter from Mr. Samuel Hopkins Adams. 
I do this in justice to Mr. Vernon. While personally my view 
of the matter has not materially changed, still it may be that 
I have been unduly biased, and whatever may be the facts, Mr. 
Vernon is entitled to have placed in the Recorp, in permanent 
form, his side of the controversy. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 


[Congressional Record, June 29.} 


Mr. § er, it so happens that my committee room Is close to the 
press gallery in the House. It so happens that a number of the news- 
paper correspondents make frequent use of a typewriting machine in 
my room. his has been done with my free consent and invitation, 
and I am glad to extend to them that courtesy. It so . dur 
the progress of the fight over this drug amendment that one day 
was in consultation in my committee room with Samuel Hopkins Adam. 
of Collier's haban © who has done so much good in the fight agai 
these narcotic or . and that on that day the staff 
correspondent of the Chicago I ews was in my room making use 
of my typewriting machine. I talked with Mr. Adams for some time 
in a general way, and then said to him that his interest in the matter 
was so great that if I might speak to him in absolute confidence 1 would 
be glad to do so. I have always considered that when the N ao 
correspondents were In the room they might freely overhear anyth 
I said, because unless I gave them permission otherwise I felt contiden 
that what I said would be treated in confidence, and my courtesy has 
never been abused except on this one occasion. I stated to Mr. Adams 
what my programme was; that I felt it would be a losing fight if the 
proprietary medicine people should stir up the papers any further 
against the House provision; that they had already succeeded in mak- 
ing many people believe that it was the Senate bill and not the House 
bill which contained the drug-labeling provision; that it was my plan 
to call the Committee on Interstate nnd Foreign Commerce together 
ust before the food bill came up for actual consideration in the 
House and ask the committee to adopt a stringent amendment in place 
of the one which had been given out to the public; that I had can- 
vassed the committee as to the attitude of each individual member 
upon it and felt absolutely confident of success, but that if this were 
known it would stir up the Proprietary Medicine Association, and we 
would again commence to receive urgent pleas from all parts of the 
the Senate bill (containing nothing on the subject) 
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chine, but was not actually t ting on the machine most of the 
time. That correspondent walked out of my room after listening to my 
confidential talk with Mr. Adams and grees my proposition. Imme- 
diately the proprietary association got in its work, and we have been 
flooded for some time past by newspaper advice urging that the Senate 
bill should be adopted, claiming that the House leaders were ing to 
hold up the pure- ‘ood bill and that the only thing to do was ops 
the Senate bill. I have no doubt that most of the newspaper articles 
were written in good faith, but they were based upon information and 
statements furnished by gentlemen the pay of the proprietary medi- 
cine association. The story has been = neg wide and far that the Sen- 
ate bill contained the pain requiring the labeling of the narcotics 
and that the House bill proposed to legalize the use of these narcotics. 
That story has been spread through the influence and the pay of the 
proprietary medicine people. 


WASHINGTON OFFICE OF zun CHICAGO DAILY News, 
Washington, D. C., July 19, 1906. 
Mr. James R. Maxx, Esq., 


Chicago, IU. 

Dear Sm: I have just this morning arrived in Chicago and have for 
the first time seen the revised version in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 
your remarks made on the pure-food bill in the House on June 29. 

In this connection permit me to hand you herewith couples of state- 
ments made to me 9 Mr. James P. Hornaday, of the Indianapolis 
News, and Mr. Samuel Hopkins Adams, of Collier's. These statements 
cover so much of your speech as directly concerns me. You are at lib- 
erty to use them in soy manner you see fit. 

Yours, very truly, Leroy T. VERNON. 


[Copy of reply of Mr. James P. Hornaday to Leroy T. Vernon.] 
WASHINGTON, D. C., June 30, 1906. 


Dear Mr. Vernon: In re the allegation of Representative Maxx that 
you violated his confidence in printing a story that he voted for the 

tent-medicine amendment to the pure-food bill in committee in order 

o keep the patent-medicine people still and that he proposed to oppose 

the amendment on the floor of the House— 

Some w ago (the date I do not recall) I met Mr. Adams, of Col- 
lier’s Weekly, in the House press gallery. e said he had come down 
to find out why the pure-f bill was stalled, or words to that effect. 
In my presence he said he would like to see Mr. MANN, and I think 
you offered to take him to Maxx’s committee room. At any rate you 
went out with him. Some time later in the day, perhaps within half 
an hour, I was writing at the press table and you were sitting near me, 
when Adams came up. He ed you if you heard what MANN said to 
him about the patent-medicine amendment (the Loysing amendment). 
You replied you did not, and he said he wished you had, as he would 
liked to have had you for a witness. He then said that Maxx, in ex- 
plaining how such an obnoxious amendment came to be offered, said it 
was org dias in committee (that he, Maxx, supported 5 for the pur- 
pose of keeping the patent-medicine people quiet. He further said that 

ANN now declared that he pro to fight the amendment when it 
came up on the floor of the House. Without quoting Mr. Maxx, I 
sent a story to my paper saying that Maxx was now saying that he 
5 the medicine amen nt for the purpose of quieting the pro- 
prietary medicine people, and that he proposed to o the amend- 
ment when the bill came up for consideration. I did not understand 
that Mr. Adams 5 any injunction of secr on the conversation. 

Of course, if it should be desired, I would make this statement in 
the form of an affidavit. ¥ 


Very truly, JAMES P. HORNADAY. 


[Reply of Mr. Samuel Hopkins Adams to Mr. Vernon's request for a 
statement.] 


EDITORIAL Rooms, 
COLLIER’S—THE NATIONAL WEEKLY, 
416 WEST THIRTEENTH STREET, 


Neto York, July 2, 1906. 
Mr. LEROY T. VERNON, 
Care of Chicago Daily News, Post Building, Washington, D. C. 

My Dran Mr. Vernon: I have your letter of the Ist and had already 
written Representative MANN rding this unpleasant matter. Frank- 
ness is best in such cases, and I must therefore confess that I did not 
know you by name at the time you took me to Mr. Maxx's room. 
Therefore when I talked the matter over with him I had some difficulty 
in identifying you as the Chicago News man, and did not at that time 
recollect our conversation after my talk with him. When I came to 
think the matter over I did remem that you were present at part of 
the conversation between Hornaday and myself. our statement in 

our letter regarding my saying that I wished you had heard what Mr. 

ANN said, so that you could be a witness to it, recalls to me that part 
of the conversation. The reason for that statement was that, not 
knowing Mann, I was not sure how far I could rely upon him and 
whether he would play fair, as he certainly has done in the matter of 
the -patent-medicine clause, and I felt that I should have been glad to 
have had a witness. You are at liberty to show this to him, if you 


When I talked with ao and Hornaday I was certainly under the im- 
pans that you would regard as confidential what I told you of Mr. 
‘N’S own attitude in the matter, although the acceptance by the sub- 
committee of the Lovering amendment was not confidential, and I re- 
member distinctly saying to you at one time: This, you understand, is 
not for publication.” at I intended to apply to everything regarding 
MANN’s statements to me of his private rages It is evident to me now 
that I did not make myself clear on this point, since neither you nor 
Mr. Hornaday so understood it; and I accept with some feeling of cha- 
n for my own unfortunate part in the r your statement that you 

d not regard it as confidential. At the same time it seems to me unfor- 
tunate that you should have printed anything which would have put 
the patent-medicine people on the defensive at that particular time and 
made them acquainted with the plans to defeat their bill. You must 
surely have known from my own attitude on the patent-medicine ques- 
tion that the last thing I would do would be to furnish ammunition 
which would be useful to them in their fight. 

1 have written Mr. Mann, stating to him that in the conversation 
with you and Hornaday I made the restriction that certain parts of it 
were not for publication, but that there had evidently been a misunder- 
standing as to what portion of it was meant, and that I did not be- 
lieve you were guilty of bad faith in the matter. I had rather in- 
ferred from your taking me to Mann that you were in close touch with 
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him and were a to a certain extent for him. I had no recollection 
at that time, nor ve I now any recollection, of baying previous! 
asked you to take me to him. This is explainable readily enough, as 
had seen and talked with a dozen or fifteen members of the press - 
ery that day, many of whom I knew, as I knew you, by face but not 
y name. 

I am sorry.to have involved you in any unpleasantness, and I am 
sorry to be myself involved in what must seem to Mr. MANN to have 
pease if aor a breach of faith, a lack of reasonable carè in dealing with 

matter. 
Very sincerely, yours, SAMUEL HOPKINS ADAMS. 
EXNSZNORE, Caruca County, N. Y., July t}, 1906. 

My Dran Mr. Mann: You may be sure that I am not anxious to 
assume any responsibility for the unpleasant complication of the 
Chicago News matter that I can honestly escape. t the same time I 
intend to make myself entirely certain of my own honesty in the mat- 
ter. If you feel reasonably certain that Mr. Vernon overheard and 
used part of our conversation, that inpia an easy and pleasant (for 
me) explanation. I do not know Mr. Vernon well enough to judge of 
N bl is that Mr. Hornaday agrees with 

e reason why ame m . Hornaday a 
Mr. Vernon in not having fen pon Ph my talk with him (Mr. H.) to 
have been in confidence, and I am quite willing to accept Mr. Horna- 
day's word on any int, tho it be to my own disadvantage. 
What I said to Mr. Hornaday after my first talk with you was, in 
substance, this: 

Maxx says that the subcommittee has accepted the amendment, 
but that he is himself opposed to it, and there will be a fight on it, 
as a majority of the committee are not for it. Do you nk I can 
rely on him to oppose the amendment?” 

To which his reply was: “I don't see how he can openly oppose 

is own committee amendment; but MANN has the reputation of 
always keeping his word, and if he.told you he is going to do a cer- 
tain thing, be will do it.” 

I had supposed that Mr. Hornaday understood that this was con- 
fidential, but it appears not. I am almost certain that I did not then 
(it at all, and I think not at all) say anything regarding your atti- 
tude toward the Proprietary Association. Indeed, I belleve that you did 
not explain this in our first talk; and my recollection is that it was 
just after our first talk that Mr. Vernon entered into conversation 
with Mr. Hornaday and myself. I can not absolve myself from all 
blame, in that I did not make it unmistakable that what I said to 
Hornaday was confidential. 

One other possible source of information suggests itself. A certain 
member of your committee told a friend of mine that a large majority 
of the committee were against the amendment; that both MANN and 
HEPBURN were against it, and that there would be lively action if 
it was presented. 

I shall wait with interest to learn whether the patent-medicine 
people make any move against you in your district. 

Very truly, yours, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT—MINTS AND ASSAY OFFICES. 
Authority is hereby granted to e d of the appropriation for wages 
of workmen and adjusters at the mint at Denver, Colo., for the current 
fiscal year a sum not exceeding $30,000 for other clerks and employees. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would like to in- 
quire of the gentleman in charge of the bill how there comes to 
be any necessity for switching this money from one set of men 
to another? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, the appropriations for mints 
and assay offices are made in two separate parts, first, for the 
administrative and clerical force, and, second, an appropriation 
for wages of workmen and adjusters and also for other clerks 
and employees, the amount to be expended for the other clerks 
and employees always being specified. When the legislative bill 
of the current year was reported to the House, the committee 
submitted an appropriation of $75,000. My friend the gentle- 
man from Colorado [Mr. BonyNncE] on the floor of the House 
had that appropriation increased to $150,000 without increasing 
that part of the $150,000 which could be expended for clerical 
and other assistants. Consequently the object of ‘the amend- 
ment adopted by the House can not be carried out unless there 
be a more ample provision for these other assistants, and on 
the recommendation of the Director of the Mint we have sub- 
mitted this amount, which makes no difference in the total 
amount of the appropriation in current law. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to ask the gentleman a 
question, whether or not he adds any different employees to 
those who are there; any new ones? 

Mr. LITTAUER. None whatever. The employees, under 
this lump sum appropriation, are entirely under the direction 
of the Director of the Mint. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is there any change in the 
amount these employees are now receiving? 

Mr. LITTAUER. We have nothing to do with that. We 
have appropriated here a lump sum of $150,000, $10,000 of 
which only could be expended for clerical and other assistance. 
Now, the amounts are disproportionate. If the work of the 
Mint is to go on, the $10,000 specifically appropriated for this 
other kind of work is not sufficient, in order to enable the work 
of the Mint to progress without any consideration as to salaries 
of any kind whatever. 

Mr, STEPHENS of Texas. The salaries will remain as they 
have heretofore been. 

Mr. LITTAUER. The salaries are entirely in the hands of 
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the Director of the Mint. There is no increase in the salaries 
contemplated nor anything of the kind. I think that assist- 
ance covers laborers and men of that character. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For two pavilions at Ellis Island, $20,000, which shall be paid from 
the permanent appropriation “ Expenses of regulating immigration.” 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike 
out the last word for the purpose of calling the attention of the 
committee to the fact that there is no permanent annual appro- 
priation for immigration, but there is a fund which has been 
designated as an “immigrant fund.” I withdraw my pro forma 
motion, and move to amend by striking out the words per- 
manent appropriation” and substituting in lieu thereof im- 
inigrant fund,” that being the statutory designation of the fund. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman per- 
haps is correct as regards the designation of the fund, but the 
fund is appropriated by permanent law to the use of the Immi- 
gration Bureau, and this is the language that is always em- 
ployed when Congress directs that a certain amount of this 
permanent appropriation shall be used for a specific purpose. 
The gentleman’s motion is entirely unnecessary. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, from my experi- 
ence on the Immigration Committee, I trust the chairman of 
the committee will pardon me if I disagree with him. The 
immigrant fund is not appropriated permanently nor tempo- 
rarily for any purpose at all, but there is collected from the 
steamship companies for each immigrant who comes in $2, 
which is paid into the Treasury, to a fund known as the “ im- 
migrant fund.” It is not appropriated at all. ~ 

Mr. LITTAUER. The original immigration act permanently 
appropriated the fees collected from the administration of the 
immigrant service. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. My colleague is mistaken in 
that. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from New York yield for a 
question? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman moves to insert “immigrant 
fund“ instead of permanent appropriation?” 

Mr. BENNET of New York. That is the description of the 
fund. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
whether he has in mind that provision of the Constitution 
which says that no money shall be spent from the Treasury 
but in consequence of appropriation made by law? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Of course the gentleman from 
Illinois has gone even farther back than I did. I merely 
scratched the surface. 

Mr. KEIFER. This money is never in the Treasury. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. It is in the Treasury. There 
is no question about the statute. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, this is not a new proposition 
by any means. Congress at every session, when it appropriates 
for the immigration service, directs that the appropriations be 
paid out of this permanent appropriation derived from the 
sources the gentleman from New York has mentioned. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I am perfectly 
willing to admit the Committee on Appropriations has made this 
same error before, but the mere fact that they have made an er- 
ror before is no reason why they should perpetuate it when it 
is called to their attention. There is no question about it, the 
first section of the act of March 3, 1893, describes this fund as 
the immigrant fund. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The law subsequently directed that that fund 
should permanently be for the use of the immigration service. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Not in any word, line, or pre- 
cept. : 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I believe my colleague is in 
error. The law does make a permanent appropriatton of various 
funds collected in the immigrant service. The total of appro- 
priations in each year’s annual estimate is under the head of 
“ Expenses of regulating immigration.” I believe there can be 
no question but what the language of this bill follows the prece- 
dents established for many years with reference to the perma- 
nent annual appropriation under the head of “ Expense of regu- 
lating immigration.” 

Mr. KEIFER. Where is there such a statute as that? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, there is no such 
statute. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to read the stat- 
ute on the subject: “ There shall be levied, collected, and paid a 
duty of $2 each on every passenger not citizens of the United 
States or Dominion of Canada,” ete. That is the original pro- 
vision, and it says the duty shall be paid to the collector of cus- 
toms. “The money thus collected shall be paid into the United 


States Treasury and shall constitute a permanent appropriation, 
to be called the ‘immigrant fund,’ to be used under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to defray the ex- 
pense of regulating the immigration of aliens into the United 
States under this act.” 

So the very statute refers to a permanent appropriation and 
makes it in terms a permanent appropriation, and the title 
under which this appropriation is made is Expenses of regu- 
lating immigration.” I can not see the object of this change sug- 
gested by my colleague. There can be no question but that the 
intention is well known. We have had a system of bookkeep- 
ing under the head of “ Expenses of regulating immigration” 
for many years. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will state, Mr. Speaker, if my colleague will 
permit me, that all the appropriations that have heretofore been 
made have been directly for the immigration service. Direction 
has been given that it be paid out of this permanent appropria- 
tion, and the Department of Commerce and Labor has never 
experienced any difficulty, nor the Comptroller’s Office, in mak- 
ing the payments out of this appropriation under the authority 
that is given in the language which this bill carries. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Benner]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For rebuilding, repairing, and reestablishing such aids to navigation 
and buildings connected therewith in the Twelfth light-house district as 


were damaged or destroyed by the earthquake of April, 1906, the ap- 
propriation to be made immediately available, $17,500. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last word 
for the purpose of making an inquiry. At the last session of 
Congress we appropriated quite a considerable sum or sums on 
account of the California earthquake, and I would simply like 
to inquire whether the gentleman has any information which 
leads him to believe that this will be the last appropriation 
asked for on that account. 

Mr. KEIFER. This has nothing to do with the appropria- 
tions for the relief of California. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken. That is the item I 
am talking about. = 3 

Mr. KEIFER. That item refers to destroyed light-houses that 
belong to the United States, and the others were charitable in a 
certain sense. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken. I am informed upon 
the subject. The sundry civil bill carried various items of ap- 
propriations because of the California earthquake, as the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. TAw NET] will remember. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir; it did. But we made no appropria- 
tion for damage caused to the light-houses on the Pacific coast 
as a result of the earthquake. : ; 

Mr. MANN. You increased the total sum of the appropriation 
for repairs, and so forth, because of it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. To some extent, in one particular instance, 
which was San Francisco. 

Mr. MANN. Iam not complaining, but I simply wish to know 
for information whether the gentleman has information that 
this will be the last. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We have not. 

Mr. MANN. I suppose we will appropriate on that account 
for the next twenty-five years to come. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Oh, no. In the deficiency bill of last year 
and in the sundry civil bill ample provision was made for re- 
pairs, but the Department advises us that it will cost $17,500 
to repair in the Twelfth light-house district the damage done 
by the April earthquake, so as to place the district on a working 

asis. 

Mr. MANN. I may say to the gentleman that it will cost, and 
has cost the Government already, a much greater sum than 
$17,500 to replace and repair the damage. As far as that is con- 
cerned, the damage was a great deal more than this amount. 
That is the reason why I made inquiry. 

Mr. KEIFER. To the light-houses? 

Mr. MANN. To the light-houses; certainly. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is news to us. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The provision of an act Ly ie June 30, 1906, entitled “An act 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes,” appro- 

riating $150,000 for a steel steam light vessel, to be anchored upon 
wiftsure Bank, off the entrance to Juan de Fuca Strait, at a point at 
or near 13 miles north, 74° west magnetic from Cape Flattery, Wash- 
ington, be, and the same is hereby, repeal 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman ought to state the reason 
for the repeal of this provision, so that it will go into the 
RECORD. 

Mr. LITTAUER. The reason for the repeal of this appropria- 
tion of $150,000 arises because of an error made in the enrolling 
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of the sundry civil act of last session. The conference agreed to 
drop this appropriation. The bill passed both Houses without 
this appropriation, and yet the bill was, by error, enrolled in- 
cluding this item, and thus enrolled it was signed by the Presi- 
dent. Attention was immediately called to the fact, so that the 
Bureau having this expenditure in charge was informed that it 
was an error and no expenditure should be made; and none has 
been made under this appropriation. This brings up the sub- 
ject of the enroliment of bills, and the rapid work that has to be 
done toward the end of a session. The men charged with this 
work were utterly overwerked. There was not sufficient force 
to carry on the work without requiring men to work the entire 
twenty-four hours out of each of the last two or three days. 
and the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations now has 
a resolution before the Committee on Accounts reorganizing this 
service, and giving ample assistance to carry it out. 

Mr. MANN. Explain that to us. Read that again. Will the 
gentleman tell us what it does? 

Mr. KEIFER. I wish to say that when we use the word 
“repeal” here, I do not want the House to be committed to any 
such thing. There was no law passed of the kind referred to. 
It does not constitute a law of Congress to have a clause or 
section put in a bill by an error in the enrollment. It confuses 
the matter to treat such error as a part of the law and repeal 
it, and we ought to have used a different word. I am not going 
to ask to change this, but I am only entering bere my protest 
to treating a mere error of the enrollment clerk of a bill as a 
part of a law of Congress, when neither House of Congress 
has eyer acted on it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will my colleague permit an interruption? 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Ohio indicate what 
language can be used that would destroy the effect of this. 
which is technically a law, other than the word “ repealed?” 
We would like to avoid it. 

Mr. KEIFER. Well, Mr. Chairman, I could prepare a clause 
for this bill that would do so; but I want simply to point out 
the fact that that part of the law, as published, was not part 
of the act of Congress, which now seems to include it. Here 
we recognize it and dignify it as though it had become a law, 
becanse the enrolling committee had, by mistake, written it In 
the bill after both Houses of Congress had passed upon it. 
That is my objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But you must recognize that it now is the 
law, and the money can be drawn and expended. 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not recognize that as a law; it is in no 
sense n law; it is simply void, because Congress never passed it. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The bill was signed, with this appro- 
priation in the bill, by the Speaker and Vice-President—— 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes; and the President. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER (continuing). Certified to the Presi- 
dent, and the President then approved it. In my judgment, that 
is the law, and will be the law until it is regularly repealed. 

Mr. KEIFER. Well, I have great faith in the gentleman 
from Indiana; but there is no court in the world that would 
hold that was a law within the meaning of the Constitution, 
and the question has been up time and again in the States 
where there have been errors of this kind after a general 
assembly of the State had passed upon a bill; and the courts 
have always held that it could go to the journals to see whether 
that part of the bill became the law or not. Here we have 
the naked situation of neither House of Congress passing upon 
it; and the gentleman says that makes a law, because the 
clerks, the Speaker, the Vice-President, and the President signed 
the bill with a clause the Congress never acted upon. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is the rule established by the 
supreme court in the State of Indiana. The court holds that 
the courts can not go behind the certificate of the presiding 
oflicer of the house to the enrollment. The prevailing opinion 
of the court was that the court can not go into the method and 
detail in which the clause was arrived at, and it has so held, 
squarely, upon that subject in Indiana. 

Mr. KEIFER. I have some doubt about that position even 
in the State of Indiana, and can state that it is not so in my 
State. The case in Indiana probably involved only a question 
of evidence. I know there is a decision of the supreme court 
of Ohio that reviews this very question; but I am only entering 
my protest about repealing what never was an act of the Senate 
or the House of Representatives as though it were an act of 
Congress. 

Mr. MANN. I am inclined to think the gentleman from Ohio 
is right. He certainly is right as to the rulings of the court, 
although I do not know what language would be used to take 
this off the statute more appropriately than the language which 
has been used. When this item went into the bill last year— 


was left out in the conference report and then was printed as 
passed and signed by the President—I took the trouble myself, 
having had something to do with the controversy when it was 
before the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce of 
the House, to look up this subject, and following my investiga- 
tion of the subject came to the conclusion that the item was not 
law, and I notified the Light-House Board, so that they wonld 
have their attention called to it, that although it appeared in 
the printed copy of the law—the enrolled copy, which was signed 
by the Speaker, the Vice-President, and the President—that still 
it was not the law, and if they expended any money under its 
provisions they would be liable to be beld personally responsible 
for the money. I have no doubt whatever a proper proceeding 
could be commenced in court which would take this provision 
off the statutes. I do not remember the exact terms of the 
resolution offered by the gentleman from Minnesota, the dis- 
tinguished. chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, in 
regard to the other item of the bill in the same situation. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Permit me just to read you the language 
of the resolution. ‘The resolution recites the facts of the matter 
and then concludes, “ the same is hereby repealed.” 

Mr. MANN. I was about to say I do not remember the exact 
language of the resolution, but I have no doubt, as far as getting 
it off the book as law is concerned, there is really but one of 
two ways, either repealing it by act of Congress or adjudication 
of the courts. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Then the gentleman approves of the step 
to repeal it here? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I do. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
a ete it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. Lirraver, a motion to reconsider the yote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, last Monday was District day, 
under the rules of the House. Owing to the fact of the legisla- 
tive bill being taken up, the committee gave way, and the House 
adopted the following resolution : 

Ordered, That on the day following conclusion of the legislative ap- 
propriation biil, it shall be in order to call up business reported from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Yesterday the House gave unanimous consent to transfer pen- 
sion business from that day until to-day, and we have the two 
conflicting orders. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is important that the District Committee 
have some time before the holiday adjournment, but we are will- 
ing at all times to give way to the desire of Members of the 
House, and are willing that the Pension Committee shall go 
ahead and take this day; but pending that, I desire to ask unan- 
imous consent that it shall be in orfer to call up business re- 
ported by the Committee on the District of Columbia on Monday 
next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DALZELL). The gentleman 
from Wisconsin asks unanimous consent that business from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia be in order on Monday 
next. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, next Monday is suspen- 
sion day. I have a matter of some importance that I want to 
bring up on that day, and I do not like to be shunted over. If 
this order will deprive me of the right under the rule to more 
to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution I wish to offer, I 
shall object. s 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
objects. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will say, Mr. Speaker, that I do not think 
the business of the District Committee will require over one 
hour at the most. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Then why can not the gentleman get 
permission on Monday? I do not believe suspension business 
will take more than twenty minutes. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I think we will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not wish to lose my privilege of 
moving to suspend the rules on Menday, as that is the only day 
before the holidays when I shall have that epportunity. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I say I will yield to the gentleman to make 
the motion. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. To make the motion to suspend? 

Mr. BABCOCK. To make the motion to suspend the rules. I 
will yield to the gentleman ; yes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I think that will do. I will not object, 
with the understanding that the gentleman will yield to me to 
make the motion 
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Mr. MANN. The gentleman can not yield for that purpose. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Then I shall have to object. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman from Indiana gets recognition, 
ie has a right at any time on Monday to move to suspend the 
rules, 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I suppose I have the right on suspen- 
sion day, but perhaps this order, if agreed to by unanimous con- 
sent, would supersede the rule. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, not at all. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is it the gentleman’s request 
8 the District business follow suspension business on Mon- 
day 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Let it follow suspension business. 

Mr. MANN. It is in order to move to suspend the rules at any 
time on Monday. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will make the request that District busi- 
ness shall follow suspension business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin asks unanimous consent that business from the District of 
Columbia Committee shall be in order on Monday next after 
suspension business. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not see how it is possible to 
say after suspension business,” because it would be in order to 
move to suspend the rules one minute before the House ad- 
journed on Monday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That depends, of course, on 
recognition by the Speaker. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, certainly; but there is no way of ascertain- 
ing in advance if the gentleman is willing to take his 
chances 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not see any objection to it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Illi- 
nois object? 

Mr. MANN. I object. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Then I ask unanimous consent that Tuesday 
be assigned to the business of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin asks unanimous consent that business from the District of 
Columbia Committee be in order on Tuesday next. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 


PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that bills on the Private Calendar, now in order, be considered 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New 
Hampshire asks unanimous consent that bills on the Private 
Calendar in order to-day may now be considered in the House 
as in the Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the first 
bill. 


DECEMBER 15, 


DANIEL H. TOOTHAKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18031) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel H. Toothaker. g 

The bill was read as follows: y 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the 5 and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of 
Daniel . Toothaker, late of Com y D, Twenty-eighth Regiment 
Maine Volunteer 3 and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


JULIA P. GRANT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17770) granting 
an increase of pension to Julia P. Grant. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ‘subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Julia P. 
Grant, widow of Nathan F. D, Avery, late of Company F, Eighteenth 
Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 3 

In line 6, before the word “ widow,” insert the word former.” 


In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
‘The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


CHARLES W. FOSTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16087) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles W. Foster. - 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
W. Foster, late of Company B, Seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word of" and insert 
in lieu thereof the word captain.” 
: —— =e line strike out the letter “ B” and insert in lieu thereof the 
etter P.“ : 

In same line strike out the word Seventh“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Seventy-sixth.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “Iowa” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words United States Colored.“ 8 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty-six.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOHN T. MITCHELL, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18261) granting 
an increase of pension to John T, Mitchell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John T. Mitchell, late of Company G, First Regiment Missouri State 
Militia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in liew of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. G 


NICHOLAS W. DORREL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15790) granting 
an increase of pension to Nicholas W. Dorrel. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to fe on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Nicholas W. Dorrel, late of Company I, Ninety-third Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


FRANK 8. HASTINGS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18155) granting 
an increase of pension to Frank S. Hastings. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed tô place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the P sige pier laws, the name of 
Frank S. Hastings, late of Company B, Fifth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 


PAUL DIEDRICH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15421) granting 
an increase of pension to Paul Diedrich. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Paul 
Diedrich, late of Company L, Second Regiment Minnesota Volunteer 


Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 


1906. 


NELSON HANSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15297) granting 
an increase of pension to Nelson Hanson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nelson 
Hanson, late of Company C, Brackett's battalion, Minnesota Volunteer 
Cayairy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading ; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed 

WILLIAM J. M'ATEE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15004) granting 
an increase of pension to W. J. McAtee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W. J. 
Mentee, late of Company A, Fourth Regiment Missouri State Militia 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a overages at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the initial “ W.” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word * William.” ' 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Cavalry.” 

Amend the title so as to read: 
sion to William J. McAtee.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 


“A bill granting an increase of pen- 


HERMAN G. WELLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14689) granting 
an increase of pension to Herman G. Weller. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Herman 
G. Weller, late of Company A, Tenth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve 
Drafted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of tbat he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows : A 

In line 7 strike out the word Drafted” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Volunteer.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

DAVID H, SEMANS, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14673) granting 
an increase of pension to David H. Semans, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of.the pension laws, the name of David 

mans, late of Company B, Seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in Heu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word “Cavalry,” insert the words “and unas- 
signed detachment, Veteran Reserve Corps.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FRANCIS HANER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13241) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis Haner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the Laie laws, the name of Francis 
Haner, late of Company C. 1 th Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: A 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
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reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
JACOB R. BURKHARDT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12574) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob R. Burkhardt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
R. Burkhardt, late of Company F, Twelfth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” Š 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. REAGAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12106) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Reagan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. Reagan, late of Company A, Eleventh Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, before the word “and,” insert the words “and Company 
G, Ninth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY A. KILROY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12036) granting 
a pension to Charles H. Tighe, guardian. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject.to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
H. Tighe, guardian of Mary A. Kilroy, ae minor of James Kilroy. 
Company I, Tenth Regiment, Company K, Thirty-seventh Regiment, and 
Company K, Twentieth Regiment, Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension, for the use of said minor, at the rate of $15 
per month. 2 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: f 

In line 6 strike out the words “ Charles H. Tighe, guardian.” ; 

— same line, after the word “helpless,” insert the words and de- 
pendent.” . 

te eg . out the word “ minor” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “e 5 0 ; 

In the same line, before the word “ Company,” insert the words “ late 


In noe 10 strike out the word “him” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ her.” 

In same line strike out the words “for the use of said minor.” 

In same line strike out the word “ fifteen” and insert in liew thereof 
the word “ twelve.” 
ci the title so as to read: “A Dill granting a pension to Mary A. 

roy. 

The amendments were agreed to. ' 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third, 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. } 

LAWRENCE HAGAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11636) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Lawrence Hogan. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and direcfed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Law- 
rence Hogan, late of Company G, Twentieth Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Hogan” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Hagan.” : 

In line 7 strike out the word “Cavalry” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words Infantry, and Company D, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
unteer Cavalry.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
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The title was amended so as to read: 
crease of pension to Lawrence Hagan.” 


“A bill granting an in- 


JAMES MORROW. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11564) granting 
an increase of pension to James Morrow. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enactod, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Morrow, late of Company C, Second Regiment Provisional Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ forty.” 9 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LEVI DODSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10958) granting 
an increase of pension to Levi Dodson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension la the name of Levi 
Dodson, late of Company C, Sixtieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN H. WORLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10804) granting 
an increase of pension to John H. Worley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H. 
Worle „ late of Company K, Fourteenth Regimen Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay bim a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, i 

THOMAS SNELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4656) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Snell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of omas 
Snell, late of Company G, Eleventh — Rhode Island Volunteer 
Infantry, and aim a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and Insert In lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was ‘accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
JAMES C. DALY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1687) granting 
an increase of pension to James C. Daly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
© Daly, late of Company A, First Battalion Cavalry, Mississippi Ma- 
rine Brigade, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ First.” 
In same 
teer.” 


line, after the word Battalion,“ insert the word Volun- 


In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “forty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES A. SPANOGLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9816) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles A. Spanogle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub: to 
the provisions and limitations of the 8 laws, the name of Charles 
A. Spanogle, late of Company K, Eighty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $35 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “late,” insert the words “alias Andrew 
= Te tine g strik t the word “ thirty-fi d insert in lieu thereof 

n line 8 strike ou e word“ -five " and in: eu t 
the word “ thirty.” 8 oye A 

Amend the title so as to read: “A Dill 
sion to Charles A. Spanogle, alias Andrew 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


ranting an increase of pen- 
ë: Spanogle.” = 


JOSEPH AMOS, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7834) granting 
a pension to Joseph Amos, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Amos, late of Company H, Forty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ Company,” strike out the word “of” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words second lieutenant.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph Amos.” 


OLIVER N. M LAIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 000) granting 
an increase of pension to Oliver H. McLain. s 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it cnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Oliver 
H. McLain, late of Company E, Thirty-fourth iment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien 
zor that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
$ In a 6 strike out the letter “ H.” and insert in lien thereof the let- 
er N.“ 

In line 7, after the word “ Infantry,” insert the words “and Com- 
pany A, Seventh Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 4 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Oliver N. McLain.” 

PETER REEDY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2290) granting 
an increase of pension to Peter Reedy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


* and 


„ late of Company I, 
„ and pay him 
of tha 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


Re BAS es edhe nee a ann Mr Miners eo 
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reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
EARL K. CHILDS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2422) grantin; 
an increase of pension to Earl R. Childs. . 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Earl R, 
Childs, late of Company K, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Engi- 
neers and Mechanics, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the initial“ R.” and insert in lieu thereof the 
Initial“ K.” r 


In line 8 strike out the word “seventeen” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Earl K. Childs.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MILTON STRATTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5172) granting 
an increase of pension to Milton Strattan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Milton 
Strattan, late of Company L, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. ‘ 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word“ Strattan“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Stratton.” 

Amend title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Milton Stratton.” 

The amendments were agreed to. i 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for 2 third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HORACK B. TANNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4663) granting 
an increase of pension to Horace B. Tanner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Horace 
B. Fanner, late of Companies C and G, First Regiment Rhode Island 
Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line $ strike out the word “ twenty-four ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. È 

WILLIAM BAIRD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18247) granting 
an increase of pension to William Baird. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Baird, late of Company L, One hundred and twelfth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words“ One hundred and twelfth" and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ Sixth.” 

In line 7 strike out the word“ Infantry“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ Heavy Artillery.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LEVI GATES. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2822) granting 
an inerease of pension to Levi Gates. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Leyi 
Gates, late of Company I, First Minnesota Mountain Rangers, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strika out the words “I, First Minnesota Mountain 
Rangers,” and insert in lieu thereof the words D, Brackett’s battalion, 
Minnesota Volunteer Cavalry.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 3 

AMBROSE S. DELAWARE. 


T'he next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12911) granting 
an increase of pension to A. S. Delaware. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pa on the pension roll, subject to 
the proyisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of A, 8. 
Delaware, late of Company F, Twenty-first Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: ; 

Anane 6 strike out the letter “A” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“Ambrose,” 

In same line, before the word “ Company,” strike out the word “of” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words“ second lieutenant.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word“ thirty.“ 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Ambrose S. Delaware.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM d. BAILEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18771) granting 
an increase of pension to William G. Bailey. ` 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
G. Bailey, late of Company C, First Regiment Connecticut Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: ! 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and Insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN BOLINGER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18761) granting 
an increase of pension to Benjamin Bolinger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ben- 
jamin Bolinger, late of Company E, Sixth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

MARTIN V. BARNEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18742) granting 
an increase of pension to Martin V. Barney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martin 
V. Barney, late of Company K, Thi Regiment Massachusetts Volun- 
teer Cava 12 and pay him a pension at the rate of 850 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ Third,” insert the words “and second 
Heutenant, Company B.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
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HENRY L. SPARKS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18637) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry L. Sparks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sa 

parks, late of Company D, Seventy-second Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word“ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY SULLIVAN. 


* 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18634) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary Sullivan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pice on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mar 
Sullivan, widow of Hugh Sullivan, late of Companies I and E, Twelft 
Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line § strike out the word“ twenty-four ™ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “sixteen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


time, and passed. 
EMMAGENE BRONSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18404) granting 
an increase of pension to Emmagene Bronson. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma- 

ne Bronson, widow of Nelson Bronson, late first lleutenant Company 

, Eighth Regiment Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: $ 

In line 7, after the word“ Regiment,” insert the word“ Connecticut.” 

In line 8, after the word“ Infantry,” insert the words “and Eighty- 
ninth Company, Second Battalion Veteran Reserve Corps.” 

In line strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “seventeen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

RORERT STURGEON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18474) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Robert Sturgeon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert 
Sturgeon, of Brackett’s battalion, Minnesota Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving, 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “Sturgeon,” strike out the word “of” 
and insert in lien thereof the words“ late unassigned.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-five” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 8 
WILLIAM d. BAITY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18179) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William G. Baity. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enactcd, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
G. ity, late of Company I, Fortleth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now recelying. $ ` 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HENRY B. PARKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18114) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry B. Parker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
B. Parker, late of Company C, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate ef $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


CHARLES WALROD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17969) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Walrod. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
Walrod, late of Company K, Forty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert In lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALEXANDER DIXON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17958) granting 
an increase of pension to Alexander Dixon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alex- 
ander Dixon, late of Company G, Eighth Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and Company I, Fourteénth Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “Company G, Eighth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and.” 

In line 9 strike out the word ‘: thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 

word “twenty-four,” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


MARY E. AUSTIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17864) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary E. Austin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pas on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mar 
E. Austin, widow of Thomas A. Austin, late of Company D, Third Regi- 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she Is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for n third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES M. SHEAK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17646) granting 
a pension to James M. Sheak. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, ‘authorized and directed 40 piaco on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions ond limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
M. Sheak, lute of Company F, One hundred and fiftieth Regiment New 
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York Joana Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: - 

In line 8, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to James M. Sheak.” 


AMBROSE D. ALBERTSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17539) granting 
a pension to Ambrose D. Albertson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
-~ Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Am- 
brose D. Albertson, late of Company F, One hundred and fiftieth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month. 

The amendinent recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8, after the word month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
he is now ving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 5 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ambrose D. Albertson.” 


RUDOLPH PAPST. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17486) granting 
an increase of pension to Rudolph Papst. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Ru- 
dolnk Papst, late of Companies E and G, Tenth Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows : 


In line 6 strike out the words “ of Companies E and G” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “first lieutenant Companies D and E, and 
capra Company G. 

n line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four." 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. * 

PATRICK WEIR. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8373) granting 
an increase of pension to Patrick Weir. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of Pg mr laws, the name of Pat- 
rick Weir, late of Company C, Nin Regiment Connecticut Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “Company C™ and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ Com es C and A, Battalion.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” . 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 


JOHN SHORT, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17172) granting 
an increase of pension to John Short. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Short, late first lieutenant Fifth Independent Battery, Illinois Vol- 
unteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty-six.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
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reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
WILLIAM M. BAKER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16895) granting 
an inerease of pension to William M. Baker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary o the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on’ the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Wil- 
liam M. Baker, late of Company H, ird Regiment 'Tennessee Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

; MARY O'DONNELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16257) granting 
a pension to Mary O’Donnell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
O'Donnell, widow of Jeremiah O'Donnell, late seaman of the flagship 
Hartford, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “seaman.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “the flagship” and insert in lieu 
thereof the letters “ U. 8. S.” 

1 sage line, after the word “ Hartford,” insert the words “ United 
es Navy.” 

In line 8 strike out the word twelve“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word eight.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 5 

JOHN T. SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15980) granting 
an increase of pension to John F. Smith. $ 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of John F. 
Smith, late of Company G, Twentl Regiment Maine Volunteer In- 
fantry, and im a pension at the rate of $30 per month in Heu of 
that he is now receiving, 

. ae amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
‘ollows : 

In line 6 strike out the letter “ F.” and insert in lieu thereof the 
letter T.“ ; 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to John T. Smith.” ; 


HIRAM C. BARNEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15890) granting 
a pension to Hiram C. Barney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hiram 
C. Barney, late of Company F, Twenty-first Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

In the same line, after the word“ month,“ insert the words “in lieu 
of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to 
sion to Hiram C. Barney.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 


JOHN D. BROOKS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15455) granting 
an increase of pension to John D. Brooks. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roli, subject 
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to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John D. Brooks, late of Company I, Seventeenth Regiment Vermont Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third, time, and 
passed. 

FREDERICK W. STUDDIFORD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15193) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick W. Studdiford. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions. and limitations of the_pension laws, the name of 
Frederick W. Studdiford, late of Company I, Thirty-third Regiment New 
Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

OLIVER LAWRENCE, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15430) granting 
an increase of pension to Oliver L. Lawrence. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Oliver L. Lawrence, late of Company G, One hundred and fourth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “ L.” 

In line § strike out the word “fifty” and insert in Neu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Oliver Lawrence.“ 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM W. BENNETT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15769) granting 
an increase of pension to William Winslow Bennett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it cnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Winslow Bennett, late of Company —, Eleventh Regiment New York 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Winslow” and insert in lieu thereof 
the initial “ W.” 

In same line strike out the words “ of Compan 
thereof the words major and lieutenant-colonel.’ 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Willlam W. Bennett.” È 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 


” 


and insert in lieu 


JAMES P. HUDKINS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15580) granting 
an increase of pension to James P. Hudkins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
P. Tludkins, late of Company I, Third Regiment Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per moath in lieu of that he is 
now reċeiying. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, ag 
follows: 

In line 7, before the word “ Volunteer,” insert the words “ West 
Virginia.” 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HENRY PEETSCH. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15202) granting 
a pension to Henry Peetsch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the penn laws, the name of Henry 
Peetsch, late of Company E. Sixty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
beard engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


HENRY SIMON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14767) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Simon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Simon, late of Company H, Forty-first Regiment New York Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: ` 

In line 6 strike out the word“ Forty-first ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Eleventh.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteer” and insert in leu thereof 
the words “State Militia.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word“ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


HENRIETTA HULL, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14690) granting 
an increase of pension to Henrietta Hull. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hen- 
rietta Hull, widow of Henry Hull, late of Company G, One hundred and 
thirty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer more and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she Is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word twelve.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. q 


FIDELIA SELLERS. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14263) granting 
a pension to Fidelia Sellers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


“hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fidelia 
Sellers, widow of Dayid Sellers, late of Company H, One hundred and 
seyenty-second Regiment Ohio National Guard, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ National” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “Guard” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Infantry.” 

In same line strike out the word “ twelve” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. VAN TASSELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14288) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Van Tassell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
William II. Van Tassell, late of Company E, Third Regiment New York 
Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed.. 

JOSEPH T. EAGLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13887) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph G. Eagler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subjett 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Joseph & Engler, late of Company D, Forty-second Regiment Ohio Vol- 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
ene 8 55 G strike out the initial “G” and insert in lieu thereof the 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
bion to Joseph T. Eagler.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE C. RATHBUN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10773) granting 
an increase of pension to George C. Rathbun. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
George C. Rathbun, late of Company A, Seventh Regiment Rhode 
Island Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to, . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. i 

BIMON MILLISON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6920) granting 
an increase of pension to Simon Millison. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Simon 
Millison, late of Company A, One hundred and sixty-ninth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month in Hen of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


EDWARD WALTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3496) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward Walton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
` hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Edward 
Walton, late of Company K, Second New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay bim a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ Second,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line 7, after the word “Infantry,” insert the words “and Com- 
pany F, Sixteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. s 

SAMUEL BROWN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13813) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pore laws, the name of 
Brown, late of Company F, Forty-third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay h a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-five" and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


muel. 


ELI BUNTING. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13053) granting 
a pension to Eli Bunting. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the ion roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eli 
Bunting, late of Company F, Fourteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Eli Bunting.” 5 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LEONIDAS E. MILLS. ° 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12152) granting 
an increase of pension to Leonidas E. Mills. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Leonidas 
E. Mills, late of Company H, Eleventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 3 

In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word of“ and insert, 
in lieu thereof the words second lieutenant.” ` 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES L. ALIEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3355) granting 
an increase of pension to James Allen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Allen, late of Company B, Twenty-second Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “Allen,” insert the initial“ L.“ 7 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to James L. Allen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. j 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

ZELINDA E. ODENBAUGH. Diii TA 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4386) granting 
an increase of pension to Zelinda E. Odenbaugh. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll; sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the ame of a 
E. enbaugh, widow of John N. Thompson, late of Company, K, 
Twenty-fourth iment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ widow,” insert the word “ former.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for.a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


WILLIAM G. MILLER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5063) to in- 
crease the pension of William G. Miller. 

The bill was read, as foliows: 

Be it enacted, etċ., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
G. Miller, private, Company C, Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cav- 


alry, war between the States, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 
per month in Meu of that he is now receiving. $ 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “private” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words“ late of.“ 

In line 7 strike out the words “ war between the States.” 

In line 8 strike out the word“ sixteen ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William G. Miller.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LORENZO SINK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7247) granting 
a pension to Lorenzo Sink. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lorenzo 
Sink, late of Company B, Thirty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

In same iine, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Lorenzo Sink.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 

reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
THOMAS B. FOUTTY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1938) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas B. Foutty. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
B. Foutty, late of Company C, Second Regiment West Virginia Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

NELSON R. SATTERLEE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1904) granting 
an increase of pension to Nelson R. Satterlee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the e laws, the name of Nelson 
R. datterlee, late of Company B, mg ty-first Regiment New York Vol- 

on at the rate of $30 per month in 


unteer Infantry, and pay him a pens 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ELIZA J. INGLE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1800) granting 
a pension to Eliza J. Ingle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pat on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza 
J. Ingle, widow of William T. Ingle, late a member of Company E, 
Fourteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

BRICE P. MUNNS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1709) granting 
an increase of pension to B. P. Munns. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to paa on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of B. P. 
Munns, late captain Company G, Seventh Regiment Missouri Veteran 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in licu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 2 

In line 6 strike out the letter “B.” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Brice.” 


Jy ee 5 — strike out the word “captain” and insert in lieu thereof 
word “ of.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Veteran” and insert in leu thereof 
rend the Hite oe. ak to Tead: =A) BAL 

men e title so as to read: tin, i — 
sion to Brice P. Munns.” eee eee 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM J. TURNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6911) granting 
an increase of pension to William J. Turner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to Dinas 98 the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
J. Turner, late of Company C, Fourth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

SIMEON D. CHELF. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3733) granting 
an increase of pension to Simeon D. Chelf. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace ou the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Simeon 
D. Chelf, late of Company G, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer In- 


. and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving, 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Cavalry.” 5 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


ARTHUR TIBBITTS, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6189) granting 
an increase of pension to Arthur Tibbitts. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Arthur 
Tibbits, late of Company I, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
ani and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Tibbits” and insert in lieu thereof 
Hee oud tha title 40 as bd reads “A bill ting an i 

men e e so as to read: “ an an increase of i 
to Arthur Tibbitts.” ti si 9 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM HAND. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5648) granting 
an increase of pension to William Hand. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Hand, late of Companies B and C, Eighty-ninth and Sixty-fifth Regi- 
ments, Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay bim a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “Companies B and C, Eighty-ninth“ 
and insert in lieu thereof the words Company C, Sixty-ti th Regi- 
ment." 

In line 7 strike out the words “and Sixty-fifth Regiments.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. r 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES M. LAWDER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7912) granting 
an increase of pension to James M, Lawder. 

The bill was read- as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
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M. Lawder, late-of United States Signal Co and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ United States.” 

In same line, after the word “Corps,” insert the letters U. S. A.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. - 
JOHN T. HARVEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8335) granting 
an increase of pension to John T. Harvey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
T. Harvey, late of Company E, Fifteenth Regiment Indian Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “late,” strike ont the word “of” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “second lieutenant.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

AMASA B. SAXTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9090) granting 
an increase of pension to Amasa B. Saxton. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amasa 
B. Saxton, late Company A, Twenty-fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. á 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JOSEPH A. SOCROGGS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8136) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph A. Scroggs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
A. Scroggs, late of Company C, Eleventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

AARON L. PACKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11232) g ‘anting 
a pension to Aaron L. Packer, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of 
Aaron L. Packer, late of Company D, Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 7 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Aaron L, Packer.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ROBERT P. CALL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11169) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert P. Call. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roli, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Robert P. Call, late of First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ First,” insert the words Company D.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. à 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


ANNA FLYNN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10755) grantin; 
an increase of pension to Anna Flynn. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the 8 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Anna Flynn, widow of James Flynn, late of Company A, Thirtieth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer 9 and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. E 

EDWIN L. ROBERTS. 


‘The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5803) granting 
an increase of pension to Edwin L. Roberts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin 
L. Roberts, late of Company B, First Maine Battalion Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ First.“ insert the word “ Battalion.” 

In same line and in line 7 strike out the word “ Battalion.” 

In line 7, before the word “ Infantry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In same line strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FRANK G. HAMMOND. 


- The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3980) granting 
an increase of pension to Frank G. Hammond. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, author and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank 
G. Hammond, late of Company H, Thirty-seventh Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and r 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 
ALBERT A. TALHAM. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3494) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert A. Talham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert 
A. Talham, late of Company H, Twenty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per.month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


RUSH DESKINES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3234) granting 
an increase of pension to Rush Deskins. ; 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rush 
Deskins, late of Troop D, Fourteenth Regiment of Illinois Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he iş now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word“ Deskins and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Deskines.” 

In same line strike out the word “Troop” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Company.” - 

In same line, after the word “ Regiment,” strike out the word “of.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Rush Deskines.”” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


410 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 15, 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


FREDERICK ROSCHDIANTZKY., 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 522) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick Roschdiantsky. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enactod, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and Jimitations of the ion laws, the name of Fred- 
erick Roschdiantsky, late of Company D, Forty-third Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Roschdiantsky ” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ Roschdiantzky.” 


In line S strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Frederick Roschdiantzky.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


ROBERT SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 747) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert 
Smith, late of Company B, Third Regiment Mounted Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “‘ Regiment,” insert the word “ Tennessee.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS M. WILCOX. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1026) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas M. Wilcox. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
3e rovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 


Ilcox, late of Company L, First Regiment United States Artillery, 
the r 


and pay him a pension at ate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 


is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Company“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Battery.” ‘ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARGARET E. LOUNSBURY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1060) granting 
a pension to Margaret E. Lounsbury. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension la the name of Mar- 

ret E. Lounsbury, widow of Herbert Lounsbury, late of Company H, 

ew York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of. $30 
per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, before the words “ New York,” insert the words “ Twenty- 
eighth Regiment.” 

n same line, after the word “Infantry,” insert the words “and 
U. S. S. New Hampshire, Pawnee, and Van United States Navy.” 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and rt in lieu thereof the 
word “ sixteen.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Margaret E. Lounsbury.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 5 
JOSEPHINE I. RICHMOND. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1372) granting 
a pension to Josephine I. Richmond. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph- 
ine I. Richmond, widow of George H. Smith, late of Com ny E, Sixth 
Regiment Connecticut Volunteers, and widow of late Obed Richmond, 
late member Company A, Fifth b United States Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “George H. Smith, late” and all of 


ne 7. 

In line 8 strike out the words “ widow of late.” 

In same line strike out the word“ member“ and insert In lieu thereof 
the word “ of.” 

In line 10 strike out the word .“ twelve” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ eight.” 


The amendments were agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

EMILY J. SHERMAN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1500) granting 
a pension to Emily J. Sherman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of 
Emily J. Sherman, 8 daughter of Nathan P. Sherman, late of 
Company E, Fourteen Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

bie line 6, after the word “ helpless,” insert the words “and depend- 
ent.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 


GEORGE H. WASHBURN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1706) granting 
an increase of pension to George H. Washburn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby; authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of 
George H. Washburn, late of Company C, enty-fifth Regiment Wis- 
consin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of — dol- 
lars per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8, before the word “ dollars,” insert the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
TOBIAS FISHER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7411) granting 
an increase of pension to Tobias Fisher. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Tobias Fisher, late of 8 F, One hundred and forty-second Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: : 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as smended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


GEORGE C. DEAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7476) granting 
an increase of pension to George C. Dean, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and, limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
ret an, late of Company I, Fifty-first iment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6, before the word “ Fifty-first,” insert the words One hun- 
dred and ninth Regiment, and 8 T.” 8 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
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reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
GUSTAVUS F. E. RASCHIG. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7544) granting 
an increase of pension to Gustavus E. F. Raschig. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gus- 
tavus E. F. Raschig, late captain of Company F, Sixty-third Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is naw receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: F 

In line 6 strike out the initials “ E. F.” and Insert in lieu thereof 
the initials “ F. E.” 

In same line, after the word “ captain,” strike out the word “of.” 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Gustavus F. E. Raschig.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES LEATHERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8159) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Leathers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ke is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
Leathers, late of Company H, First Regiment Minnesota Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ISAAC S. DOAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8338) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaac S. Doan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac 8. 
Doan, late of Company K, Thirty-ninth Regiment lowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as.amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LEVI CHAPMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8789) granting 
an increase of pension to Levi Chapman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Levi 
Chapman, late of Company C, First Regiment Maine Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHESTER SIMPSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8925) granting 
an increase of pension to Chester Simpson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Chester 
Simpson, late of Company D, Thirteenth Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 3 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. j : 

DAVID BOWEN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8958) granting 
an increase of pension to David Bowen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
Bowen, late of Company C, One hundred and twenty-first 5 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

NANCY C. PAINE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9100) granting 
a pension to Nancy C. Paine. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nane 
C. Paine, widow of Edwin R. Paine, late of 8 C, Thirty-fift 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. r 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word“ twelve“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ eight.” 

In line 9, after the word“ month,” insert the words “such pension to 
cease upon proof that the soldier is still living.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM T. BLANCHARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9218) granting 
an increase of pension to William T. Blanchard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
Gat pentaton and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
T. Blanchard, late of Company —, Thirteenth Regiment Pennsylvania. 
Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word“ Company,” insert the letter I.” : 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. f 

OCTAVO BARKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10032) granting 
an increase of pension to Octavo Barker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Octavo 
Barker, late of Company K, Ninth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer In- 
Taniy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN H. CURNUTT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10240) granting 
an increase of pension to John H. Curnutt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H. 
Curnutt, late of Company K, One hundred and sixteenth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word “ Regiment,” insert the words “and Com- 
pany B, Seventy-second aimant i $ 


In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-five” aad insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS HARRISON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10400) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Harrison. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
Harrison, of Lovettsville, Va., late of Company B, Loudoun Rangers, 
Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month In lieu of that he Is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ of Lovettsville, Va.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ADAM 8. VAN VORST. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9402) granting 
an increase of pension to Adam S. Van Vorst. 7 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adam 

. Van Vorst, late of Company D, One hundred and forty-first Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JAMES H. ODELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10403) granting 
an increase of pension to James H. Odell. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the paon laws, the name of James 
H. Odell, late of Company E, Fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. s 

JOHN E. LEAHY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H, R. 3226) granting 
an increase of pension to John E. Leahy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pikes on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
E. Leahy, late lieutenant of Company C, Thirty-fifth Regiment Wiscon- 
sin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension of $50 per month in 
leu -that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ Lieutenant,” insert the word “ First.” 

: In the same line, after the word “ Lieutenant,” strike out the word 
of.“ 

In line 8, after the word “ pension,” insert the words “at the rate.” 

In same line strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALEXANDER BOSHEA. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21119) granting 
an increase of pension to Alexander Boshea. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Setretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alex- 
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ander Boshea, late of Company B, Twelfth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line § strike out the word “ ty-two“ 
the word . rt wo seventy-two“ and insert in lieu thereof 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES GREEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21179) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Green. 

The bill was read, as follows: f 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
Green, late of Company I, Second Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM B. CRANE. 


. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21124) granting 
an increase of pension to William Hubbard, alias William B. 
Crane. . 

The bill was read, as follows: f 

Be it cnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the ore and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Hubbard, late of Company K, Seventeenth Regiment Connecticut Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. È 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word“ Hubbard” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ B. Crane.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
Fr cit the title 2o an th read: VA BOL Eranti increase 

en e e so as to $ nting an ine 
sion to William B. Crane.” sie S ar Sig 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
EDWARD L. CARPENTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20955) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward L. Carpenter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ed- 
ward L. Carpenter, late of Company B, Eighth Regiment Vermont Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

` JAMES F. HENNINGER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20896) granting 
an increase of pension to James F. Henninger. 

The bill was read, as follows: ; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
F. Henninger, late of Company C, Ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. : 

MARY J. SMITH. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20726) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary J. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to pe on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of 


1906. 


of said Girdin Smith, the additional pension herein granted shall cease 

and determine: And provided further, That in the event of the death 

of Mary J. Smith the name of said Frank W. Smith shall be placed 

on the ion roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 

pension aws, at the rate of $12 per month from and after the date of 
eath of said Mary J. Smith. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
_ being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 
HOPE MARTIN. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20725) granting 
a pension to Hope Martin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pro on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hope 
Martin, helpless and dependent daughter of William E. Martin, late of 
Company I, Eleventh Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

JAMES O. PIERCE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20721) granting 
an increase of pension to James O. Pierce. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
O. Pierce, late of Company C, Twenty-ninth Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $60 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “and Company C, Twenty-ninth 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry,” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words | “major and assistant adjutant-general, United States Volun- 


$ In Jine 8 strike out the werd “sixty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word thirty.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN F. FELL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21019) granting 
an inerease of pension to Benjamin F. Fell. ; 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions.and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benja- 
min F. Fell, late of Company A, Dighty-fifth Regiment, and Company 
K, One hundred and twenty-second Regiment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JOHN FOX. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20964) granting 
an increase of pension to John Fox. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 9 to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension lawe, the name of John 
Fox, late of 3 C, Ninety-fifth 8 Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 3 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


PETER M. SIMON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20351) granting 
an increase of pension to Peter M. Simon, 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to * on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Peter 
M. gimon, late of Company K, Twenty-first Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer mimer and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lien of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
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reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOSEPH N. CADIEUX. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20199) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph N. Cadieux. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, autho: and directed to place on the pension roll, su t to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
N. Cadieux, late of gegen H, Third Regiment New York Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

i ao 2 7 8 strike out the letter “H” and insert in lieu thereof the 
etter “ L.” 

In the same line strike out the word “Third” and insert In lieu 
thereof the word Sixteenth.” 

In tine 7 strike out the words “Light Artillery” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ Hoary Artillery." 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN LEMLY, 20 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20129) granting 
an increase of pension to John Lemly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Lemly, late of Company B, Fifteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty-six.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


SETH CHASE, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19703) granting 
an increase of pension to Seth Chase. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Seth 
Chase, late of Company H, Thirty-fourth W Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. $ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lien thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” A 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ` 

THOMAS M’DERMOTT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19672) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas McDermott. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he. is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ‘Thomas 
McDermott, late landsman, United States ship Osceola, and pay him a 


pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he now re- 
ceiving. $ 


1 ho amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ollows: 


than ae 6 a out the word “landsman” and insert in lieu thereof 
e word “of.” 
X In line 7, before the word “and,” insert the words “ United States 
avy.” 
In same line strike out the word “fifty” and insert In lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SARAH E. CANNELL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19482) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah E. Cannell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
E. Cannell, widow of Thomas N. Cannell, late of Company A, One hun- 
dred and third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “sixteen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; und being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

GEORGE W. SAVAGE. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 19479) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Savage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 3 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. vage, late of Company F, Eleventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. n: 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 2 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ thirty.” 

Tlie amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE N. GRIFFIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19426). granting 
an increase of pension to George N. Griffin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ee laws, the name of George 
N. Griffin, late of Company E, Twentieth Regiment Connecticut Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

ELIZA A. M'KEAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19420) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Eliza A. McKean. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Eliza 
A. McKean, widow of Allen McKean, late of Company A, Thirty-fifth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “of Company A, Thirty-fifth 
Regiment Pennsylvania.” 

n line 8 strike out the word“ Infantry“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “additional paymaster, United States Army.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty four” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ sixteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 4 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JACOB M'WILLIAMS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19661) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jacob McWilliams. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
McWilliams, late of Company A, Bighty-seventh Regiment Pennsy!l- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH H. PRENDERGAST. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19651) grant- 
ing a pension to Joseph H. Pendergast. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
H. Pendergast, late of Company A, Eightx-fourth Regiment New York 
3 Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month, 9 

The amendments reccommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the wo “ Pendergast” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word Prendergast.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

In same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bif? granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joseph H. Prendergast.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

OLIVER MORTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19629) granting 
an increase of pension to Oliver Morton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary. of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Oliver 
Morton, late seaman on the U. S. ship General Pillow, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 8 

In line 6 strike out the words “seaman on the“ and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ boatswain’s mate.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 
= In same line, before the word “ and,” insert the words “ United States 
Navy.” 5 

Tbe amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JACOB FARNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19603) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob Farner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 8 laws, the name of Jacob 
Farner, late of Company G, Sixty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty-six.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH B, PETTEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19584) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph B. Pettey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of 5 laws, the nume of Joseph 


B. Pettey, late acting ensign U. S. s p Romeo, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were rend, 
as follows : 
In line 7, before the word “and,” insert the words “ United States 
avy.” 


Navy. 
In same line strike out the word “fifty” and insert in Heu thereof 
the word * thirty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES ROBERTSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19553) granting 
an increase of pension to James Robertson. . 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
James Robertson, late of company C, Seventy-seventh Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows : 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ‘ 

ESTELLE I. REED. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19490) granting 
a pension to Estelle I. Reed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Estelle I. Reed, widow of Edwin W. Reed, late of Company K, Seven- 
teenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $8 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
ssed. ' 


pa 
MARY A. AGEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19045) granting 
a pension to Mary A. Agey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Mary A. Agey, widow of John S. Agey, late captain Company D, Four- 
teenth Re ent lowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of §20 per month. ; 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 2 

In line 8, after the word month,” insert the words in lieu of that 
she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A Dill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mary A. Agey.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

EMANUEL RAUDABAUGH. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18871) granting 
an increase of pension to Emanuel Raudabaugh. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of 
oni a Raudabaugh, late of Company F, Two hundred and tenth Regi- 
ment i’ennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “F” and insert in lieu thereof the 
letter G.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN M. DEFOE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18797) granting 
an increase of pension to John M. Defoe. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John M. Defoe, late of Company A, Second Regiment Tennessee Volun- 


teer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
= JAMES M. BROWN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13054) granting 
a pension to James M. Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
James M. Brown, late of Company H, Fifty-seventh Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: , 

In line 8, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James M, Brown.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN T. LESTER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19023) granting 
a pension to John T. Lester. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John T. 
Lester, late of Company E, One hundred and fifty-fourth Regiment Illi- 
ise Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
9!!! as to read: CA pil ti in of pensi 

e title so as to read: “ ng an Increase on 

to John T. Lester.” Te 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


WEYMOUTH HADLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18884) granting 
a pension to Weymouth Hadley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wey- 
mouth Hadley, late of Company I, One hundred and second Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, a pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty" and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 5 

In same line, after the word month,“ insert the words in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Weymouth Hadley.” -~ 8 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


MARY M. GOBLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21185) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary M. Goble. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piara on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
M. Goble, widow of Nicholas M. Gobel, late of Company I, Twenty- 
seventh Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, pay 
sion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


JOUN F. M’BRIDE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5200) granting 
an increase of pension to John F. McBride. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
F. McBride, late of Company F, Fourteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. a 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: A 

In line 6, after the word “ Fourteenth,” insert the words “ Regiment, 
and at lieutenant Company G, One hundred and eighty-ninth Regt- 
ment.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOHN NEUMANN. ` 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20431) granting 
an increase of pension to John Neumann. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Johu 
Neumann, late of Company G, First Regiment -Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. > 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “of Company G” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ unassigned.” 

In line 8, after the word “thirty,” insert the word “ thirty-six.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. i 
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ELIZABETH A. DOWNIE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20327) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth A. Downie. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place’ on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bliza- 
beth A. Downie, widow of Andrew J. wnie, late of Company I, Seven- 
teenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line § strike out the word“ twelve“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “eight.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN CROWLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20303) granting 
an increase of pension to John Crowley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Crowley, late of Company G, One hundred and thirty-fifth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 4 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HOWARD WILLIAM ARCHER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20292) granting 
a pension to Howard William Archer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Howard 
Wiliam Archer, helpless and dependent son of Oscar S. Archer, late of 
Company E, Eighth Regiment New York State Volunteers, and pay him 
. a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: š 

In line T strike out the initial“ S.“ and insert in lieu thereof the 


itial “ F. 
i In line 8 strike out the words “ State Volunteers“ and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


EDMUND HOSTETTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20279) granting 
an increase of pension to Edmund Hostetter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edmund 
Hostetter, late of Company E. Thirty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JAMES I. HOUSE. 

The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 20272) granting 
an increase of pension to James L. House. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
L. House, late of Company I, One hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer b and pay him a pension at the rate of 850 
per month in lieu of that is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 
word “ thirt 


The amendment was agreed to. j 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 


strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
y.” 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 15, 


JEHU F. WOTRING, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20229) granting 
an increase of pension to John F. Wotring. 

The bill was read, as follows : ‘ 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joha F. 
Wotring, late captain Company E, Sixth Regiment West Virginia Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “John ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word * Jehu.” 

In same line strike out the word “captain” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “first lieutenant.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word * twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jehu F. Wotring.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HENRY C. JOSEPH. 


‘The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20222) granting 
an inerease of pension to Henry C. Joseph. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
C. Joseph, late of Company A, 'Twenty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8, after the word“ twenty,” insert the word “ four.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

` PRESTON J. MICHENER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20117) granting 
an increase of pension to Preston J. Michener. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Preston 
J. Michener, Jate of Company C, One hundred and twenty-eighth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. j 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

KATE WRIGHT. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 20090) granting 
a pension to Kate Wright. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Kate 
Wright, widow of Sackett L. Wright, late of Companies B and D, 
Twenty-third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words Companies B and” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “ Company.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. s 

ROBERT LAFONTAINE. f 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20085) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert La Fontaine. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of bert 
La Fontaine, late of Company I, Twelfth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per meath in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “La Fontaine” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ Lafontaine.” 

In line 8 strike ont the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word“ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Robert Lafontaine.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


WALTER M. ENGLISH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20078) granting 
an increase of pension to Walter M. English. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Walter 
M. English. late of Company B, Third Regiment California Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Company” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words Companies A and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM ©. ARNOLD, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20064) granting 
an increase of pension to William C. Arnold. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
C. Arnold, late of Company G, Thirty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CASWELL YORK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20061) granting 
an inerease of pension to Caswell York. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caswell 
York, late of Company B, Sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word ‘ Regiment,” insert the words Company 
E, Sixty-Eighth Regiment, and Company F, Forty-fourth Regiment.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN B. MAISON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20029) granting 
an increase of pension to John B. Maison. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pee on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 1 laws, the name of John 
B. Maison, late of Company I, Ninetieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the raté of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: ; 

In line 7, after the word “Infantry,” insert the words “and 
Eleventh Company, Second Battalion, Veteran Reserve Corps.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty "’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” ; 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

xXLI——27 


EUGENE DEMERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19970) granting 
an increase of pension to Eugene Demers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eugene 
Demers, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ sixty-five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 8 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES VAN OSTRAND. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19949) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Van Ostrand. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
Van Ostrand, late of Company A, Ninth Regiment New York Heavy 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. > 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: ; ‘ 

In line 7, before the word “ Heavy,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. j 


GREENLEAF W. CROSSMAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19915) granting 
an increase of pension to Greenleaf W. Crossman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Green- 
leaf W. Crossman, late of Ninth Battery, Wisconsin Volunteer Light 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $34 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word“ Ninth,” insert the words“ Tenth and.” 

In same line strike out the word“ Battery“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Batteries.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-four” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
EDWIN D. BATES, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19891) granting 
an increase of pension to Edwin D. Bates. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin 
D. Bates, late of Company B, Twenty-fourth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FRANK SCHERER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19885) granting 
an increase of pension to Frank Scherer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the proyisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank 
Scherer, late of Company B, Fifth 5 New York Heavy Artillery, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

8 The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
‘ollows: 
In line 7, before the word “ Heavy,“ insert the word Volunteer.“ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

RICHARD E. HASSETT. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19872) granting 
an increase of pension to Richard E. Hassett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard 
E. ett late of Company D, Fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8, before the word “ dollars,” insert the word “ four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ROBERT WEBB. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19873) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert Webb. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert 

late of Company F, Ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. ` 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word thirty.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN G. KEAN, ALIAS CAIN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19871) granting 
an increase of pension to John G. Kean, alias Cain. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 

G. Kean, alias Cain, late of Company B, Twenty-first R ent Illinois 

Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

RICHARD E. CLAPPER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19858) granting 
an increase of pension to Richard E. Clapper. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard 
ms pper, late of Company G, Fifteenth Ri ent Massachusetts Vol- 
unteer 


nfantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


JOHN W. MAREAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19807) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Marean. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. 
Marean, late of Company G, Ninety-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
JOSEFITA MONTANO. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19758) granting 
an increase of pension to Josefita Montano. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions ond limitations of the pension laws, the name of Josefita 
Montano, widow of Jose Montano, late of Graydon's independent com- 
pany, New Mexico Volunteer Mounted . and pay her a pension 
at the rate ef $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: f 

In Hine 9 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “sixteen.” - 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN ST. CLAIR. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19738) granting 
an increase of pension to Benjamin St. Clair. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benja- 
min St. Clair, late of Company H, Fifty-ninth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty ” and insert in lleu thereof the 
word twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


HOWARD BENNETT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19725) granting 
an increase of pension to Howard V. Bennett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 3 to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Howard 
V. Bennett, late of Company C, Sixteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter“ V.“ 

In line 7 strike out the words “Illinois Volunteer” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “ United States.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty-six.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Howard Bennett.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM A. LEFLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19708) granting 
an increase of pension to William A. Lefler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam A. Lefler, late of Company I, Eighty-first Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: > s 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word“ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JEFFERSON K. SMITH. 


- The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19412) granting 
an increase of pension to Jefferson K. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jeffer- 
son K. Smith, late of Company B, Sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. s 

WILLIAM R. SEARS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19390) granting 
an increase of pension to William R. Sears, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
William R, Sears, late of the United States Navy, and pay hima persion 
at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “the” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words“ U. S. S. Shamrock.” 
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In line 7 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ROBERT STEWART. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19386) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert Stewart. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Robert Stewart, late of Company B, Twenty-sixth Regiment Missouri 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ASSOY HARELSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19296) granting 
an increase of pension to Assovy Harelson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to ec on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Assov Harelson, late of Com y G, Forty-ninth Regiment Wisconsin 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

PETER J. WILLIAMSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19280) granting 
an increase of pension to Peter J. Williamson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and diretted to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Peter J. 
Williamson, late first lieutenant Company F, First Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. - 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-five’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


MARY J. GILLEM. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19281) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary J. Gillem. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary J. 
Gillem, widow of Luke P. Gillem, late first lieutenant and regimental 
quartermaster First Tennessee Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay her 

pona at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, after the word “ First,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “ fifteen” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ sixteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


a 
ce: 


JAMES ROUT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19237) granting 
an increase of pension to James Rout. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Rout, late of Company C, Tenth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 


oe amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line S strike out the word “ twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. i „ 

THEOPHIL BRODOWSKI. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19216) granting 
an increase of pension to Theophile Brodowski. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Theo- 
puie Brodowski, late of Company K. Eighty-ninth Regiment New York 

Yolunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: : 

In line 6 strike out the word“ Theophile” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Theophil.” 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Theophil Brodowski.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

‘The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a.third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


ALFRED BRANSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19048) granting 
an inerease of pension to Alfred Branson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred 
Branson, late of Company H, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

EDWARD R. DUNBAR, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5209) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward R. Dunbar. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 
R. Dunbar, late of Company E, Thirteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer ATAS and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

KATE E. HANNA. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9403) granting 
a pension to Kate E. Hanna. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the panoi laws, the name of Kate 
E. Hanna, widow of Charles L. Hanna, late of Company K, One hundred 
and forty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ sixteen.” 

In line 9, after the word“ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Kate E. Hanna.” 5 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ELLEN S. GIFFORD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8732) granting 
a pension to Ellen S. Gifford. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen 
S. Gifford, widow of John L. Gifford, late lieutenant, United States 
Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month. 
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5 The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ollows: 


In line 6, after the word “ late,“ insert the word “acting.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ eight.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
passed. 


time, and 


JACOB L. HATTON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7488) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob L. Hatton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the ae and limitations of t e pansion laws, the name of Jacob 
L. tton, late of Company D, Fou United States Colored erg a 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: ` 

In line 6, after the word“ Fourth,” insert the word Regiment.” 

In line 7 strike out the word Troops and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GIBSON HELMS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7417) granting 
an increase of pension to Gibson Helms. z > 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gibson 
Helms, late of Comp: H, One hundred and forty-second Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE A, JOHNSON, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4351) granting 
an increase of pension to George A. Johnson. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
3 authorised and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Geo: 
A. Johnson, late of Company K, Twenty-third Regiment Missouri Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

OLIVER P. PIERCE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1169) granting 
a pension to Oliver P. Pierce. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby,. authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Oliver 
P. Pierce, late of Company A, Seventeenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: d 
In line 8, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 


he is now. receiving.” 
Amend the title s0 as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 


sion to Oliver P. Pierce.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SAMUEL HARVEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3194) granting 

an increase of pension to Samuel Harvey. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


and directed to place on the pension roll, 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of muel 
H, One hundred and thirty-ninth Regiment 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line § strike out 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amnded was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
MILTON S. COLLINS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3195) granting 
an increase of pension to Milton S. Collins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Milton 
S. Collins, late of Company H, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: . j 

In line 7, before the word “ Volunteer,” insert the word “ Reserve.” 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thercof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 


LUTHER H. STARKEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11322) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Luther H. Starkey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the paeo laws, the name of Luther 
II. 8 W late of Company K, Sixth Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


ADAM WILES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11562) granting 
an increase of pension to Adam Wiles. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

* Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interior 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Adam 
Wiles, late of Company H, One hundred and second Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer I try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


be, and he is 


SARAH A. DEDRICK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4648) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah A. Dedrick. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
A. Dedrick, widow of A. C. Dedrick, late assistant surgeon, Fourth 
Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the letter “ C,” strike out the letter “A.” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word“ as 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word twenty-five.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HARRIET E. PALMER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4705) granting 
a pension to Harriet E. Palmer. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the eee and limitations of the pension laws, the name of rriet 
E. lmer, widow of Henry J. Palmer, late of Company E, Tenth Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In Hne 8 strike out the word “ twelve“ and insert in lieu thereof the 

word “eight.” s 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

PARRIS J. LATHAM. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6145) granting 
an increase of pension to Parris J. Latham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Parris 
J. Latham, late a musician, Eighty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “a.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SIMEON YORK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1891) granting 
a pension to Simeon York. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it gnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to’ place on the pension roll, sub, to 
the provisions and limitations of the 2 laws, the name of Simeon 
York, late of Company K, Thirteenth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieti thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

In same line, after the word month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Simeon York.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY GRAMBERG. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14985) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary Gramberg. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ma 
Gramberg, widow of George Gramberg, late of Company B, Twentiet 


Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
ee rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word twenty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ sixteen.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

NICHOLAS D. KENNY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20463) granting 
an increase of pension to Nicholas D. Kenny, 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 8 on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Nicholas D. Kenny, late of Company G, One hundred and thirty-sixth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, y him a pension at the 
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


MARK HAM, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6151) granting an 
increase of pension to Mark Ham. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of 
Mark Ham, late of Company H, Thirteenth and Thirtieth Regiments 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH P. GARLAND, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4174) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph P. Garland. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Joseph P. Garland, late captain Company D, Twenty-first Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ABBIE J. DANIELS. 


The next pension business was the bill. (S. 6521) granting a 
pension to Abbie J. Daniels. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to N on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abbie 
J. Daniels, helpless and dependent daughter of John C. Daniels, late of 
Company I, Twenty-sixth Regiment — Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. : 


LUCY FLORETTE NICHOLS, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5081) granting a 
pension to Lucy Florette Nichols. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 8 to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lu 
Florette Nichols, widow of William Nichols, late surgeon Third Regi- 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy llery, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $8 per month. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


OAKALEY RANDALL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6259) granting an 
increase of pension to Oakaley Randall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and ted to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the on laws, the name of Oakaley 
Randall, late of Company P, Sixth ment West Virginia Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET BRANNON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5545) granting a 
pension to Margaret Brannon. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on tbe pension roli, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marga- 
ret Brannon, widow of Patrick Brannon, late of Company M, Sixty- 
second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered t a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
DANIEL SULLIVAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4235) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel Sullivan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 4 Sead rey and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel 
Sullivan, late of Company B, First Regiment Minnesota Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. š 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


BETSEY HATTERY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6228) granting a 
pension to Betsey Hattery. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the poe and limitations of the pension laws, the name of tsey 
Hattery, widow of John Hattery, late of Company C, Third t 
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yonan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 
per month. > 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES DEAREY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6339) granting an 
increase of pension to James Dearey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be- it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Dearey, late of Company D, nd Regiment Minnesota Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN H. MULLEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4695) granting an 
increase of pension to John H. Mullen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 8 to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
II. ullen, late captain aay or C, Twelfth Regiment Connecticut 
Volunteer 8 and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY B. WILLHELMY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4366) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry B. Willhelmy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henr: 
B. Willheimy. late of Company G, Thirteenth Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MATHEW KERWIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4865) granting an 
increase of pension to Mathew Kerwin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mathew 
Kerwin, late of Company B, Forty-seventh Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. g 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPHINE S. JONES. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5042) granting an 
increase of pension to Josephine S. Jones. 

-The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph- 
ine 8. Jones, widow of Samuel E. Jones, late second lieutenant Com- 

any I, First Regiment Missouri Volunteer Light Artillery, and Twelfth 
ndependent Battery, Wisconsin Volunteer ae Artillery, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 


celving. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL M. DAUGHENBAUGH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5710) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel M. Daughenbaugh. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
M. Bau henbaugh, late captain Company G, Ninety-third Regiment Illi- 
nois Volunteer Sorani: and pay him a pension at the rate óf $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed, 


JOHN ARD GORDON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 158) granting an 
increase of pension to John Ard Gordon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Ard Gordon, late captain Company G, Fifteenth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL WHITE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2225) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel White. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of uel 
White, late of Company B, Twenty-fifth Reginient Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of* 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN DICKEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5994) granting an 
increase of pension to John Dickey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the- Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Dickey, late of Company I, Ninety-first Regiment ‘Ohio Volunteer In- 
anit and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES E. HENRY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6197) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles E. Henry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 1 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
E. Henry, late second lieutenant Company A, and first lieutenant and 
adjutant, Forty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


HILLARY BEYER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5547) granting an 
increase of pension to Hillary Beyer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hillar 
Beyer, late first lieutenant 3 H, Ninetieth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET HIMMEL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5637) granting an 
increase of pension to Margaret Himmel. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to a on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mar- 

aret Himmel, widow of John Himmel, late of Company D, Ninety-third 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES S. WHITLOCK. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6148) granting an 
increase of pension to James S. Whitlock. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 8 laws, the name of James 
S. Whitlock, late of Company B, Eighth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES M. LYON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5402) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles M. Lyon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
M. Lyon, late captain Com y 1, Forty-fourth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
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J. DILLON TURNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4345) granting an 
increase of pension to J. Dillon Turner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject_to 
the provisions and limitations of the oo laws, the name of J. Dil- 
lon er, late of Company I, One hundred and fifth 8 Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


-+ LYCURGUS D, RIGGS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4991) granting an 
increase of pension to Lycurgus D. Riggs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the agony and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lyeur- 
gus D. Riggs, late of ey. E, Twenty-eighth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lien of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 7 


JAMES C. COAD, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2880) granting an 
increase of pension to James C. Coad. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of pension laws, the name of James 
C. Coad, late of Company K, First Regiment Missouri Volunteer En- 
gineers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS LONERGAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3297) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Lonergan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations ef the ion laws, the name of 
Thomas Lonergan, late of Com G, Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

JENNIE E. EDSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1673) granting 
an increase of pension to Jennie E. Edson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the S yaraga laws, the name of 
Jennie E. Edson, widow of Joseph M. Edson, late of Company I, 
Fourth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JAMES B. O. HORBACH, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20623) granting 
an increase of pension to James B. O. Horbach. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and ted to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the 5 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
James B. O. Horbach, late of Company A, One hundred and forty-sey- 


enth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that ‘he is —.— — 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

DAVID M. WATKINS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20829) granting 
an increase of pension to David M. Watkins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 


David M. Watkins, late of 3 H, One hundred and seventy-sixth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 


of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word fifty and insert in Meu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


MICHAEL MAHONEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2761) granting 
an increase of pension to Michael Mahoney. 

The bill was read, as follows: k 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Michael 
Mahoney, late of Company K, Eighth Regiment New Hampshire Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay. b a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. j 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time and 
passed. 

MILTON RUSSELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20844) granting 
an increase of pension to Milton Russell. 

The bill was read, as follows: - 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Milton 
Russell, late of Company A, Fifty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ late,” strike out the word “of” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ captain.” 

In line 8 strike out the word fifty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ forty-five.” * 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time and passed. 

CHARLES W. CARPENTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20899) granting 
an increase of pension to C. W. Carpenter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of C. W. 
Carpenter, late of Com y I, Thirty-first Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter C.“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Charles.” 

In the same line strike out the letter “I” and insert in lieu thereof 
the letter “ H.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ forty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Charles W. Carpentec.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time and passed. 

HARVEY SINE. z 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20965) grantin; 
an increase of pension to Harvey Sine. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub, to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Sine, late of Company C, One hundred and fourth Regiment 2 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

- WILLIAM G. WILSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21054) granting 
an increase of pension to William G. Wilson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, anthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subiect to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wiliam 
G. Wilson, late of Company K, Eighth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: y 

In line § strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty-six.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

PLEASANT CRISSIP. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21228) granting 
an increase of pension to Pleasant Crissip. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it cnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Pleasant 
Crissip, late of Company A, Forty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

z JOHN C. BERRY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12557) granting 
an increase of pension to John C. Berry. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of 
John C. Berry, late of Company F, Tenth giment Illinois Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-five’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JACOB KOHL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21304) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob Kohl. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Jacob Kohl, late of Company I, Twenty-seventh Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in ileu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly. read the third time, and 
passed. 

DANIEL J. HARTE, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18089) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel J. Harte. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Daniel È Harte, late of Company C, sr Cin og Regiment New York 
Volunteer 3 and pay h a nsion at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike ont the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

BARLOW DAVIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18454) granting 
an increase of pension to Barlow Davis. 

The bilk was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Barlow 
Davis, late of Company B, Sixteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “Company B” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ Brady's com wi z 

In line 7, after the word“ Infantry,” insert the words “and second 
lleutenant Company B, Thirtieth Regiment Michigan Volunteer In- 
fantry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 8 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time. and passed. 
SAMUEL c. M’CORMICK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19044) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel C. McCormick. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 1 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of uel 
C cCormick, late of the One hundred and thirty-fourth, Eigħth, and 
Two hundred and second Regiments Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $75 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “of the One hundred and 
thirty-fourth, Eighth, and Two hundred and second Regiments and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “assistant surgeon, One hundred and 
thirty-fourth Regiment.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “seventy-five” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ thirty.“ 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SUSAN F. CHRISTIE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19990) granting 
an increase of pension to Susan F. Christie. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pisce on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan 
F. Christie, widow of Aaron L. Christie, late of Company B, Ninetieth 
Regiment, and Company D, One hundred and fourteenth Regiment, 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


85 line 7 strike out the words Company B, Ninetieth Regiment, 
and.“ 


In line 8, before the words New York,” insert the words “and 
Company B, Battalion, Ninetieth Regiment.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES CARTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19963) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Alford Carter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
Alford Carter, late of Company K, One hundred and second Regiment 
United States Colored Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Alford.” 

In line 7, after the word“ Colored.“ insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Charles Carter.” 


The amendments were agreed to. . 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
JOB F. MARTIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19541) granting 
an increase of pension to Job F. Martin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Job F. 
Martin, late of Company A, Fifty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

THEODORE F. REIGHTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20350) granting 
an increase of pension to Theodore F. Reighter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Theodore 
F. Reighter, late of Company F, Elghty-third Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


MARY WILSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20384) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary Wilson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pisc on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ma 
Wilson, widow of Robert Wilson, late of the Seventh Independent Bat- 


tery New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment: recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ the.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN REMICK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14298) granting 
an increase of pension to John Remick. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

- Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Remick, late of Company G, Fifteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volun- 
teer 8 and. pay him a pension at 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ forty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


CHARLES BARNELL, ALIAS RICHARD NORTH. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 14543) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Barnell, alias Richard North. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
Barnell, alias Richard North, late of Company B, Two hundred and 
thirteenth Regiment shige phe Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
ore pe at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bili was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

ELI STOVER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15471) granting 
an increase of pension to Eli Stover. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piaca on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eli 
Stover, late of 8 C, Eighth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. - 
THEODORE T. BRUCE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16002) grant- 
ing a pension to Theodore T. Bruce. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Theo- 
dore T. Bruce, imbecile son of Hugh W. Bruce, late of Company A, 
Seventy-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “imbecile” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ helpless and dependent.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


WILLIAM LARRABY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12554) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Larraby. 


e rate of $50 per month in 


| 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of- the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam Larraby, late of Company H, Tenth Regiment Illinois. Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

. ALICE PUGH. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16101) granting 
a pension to Alice Pugh. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pas on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alice 


| Pugh, widow of Samuel B. Pugh, late of Company E, Fifth Regiment 


West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$18 per month, 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “eighteen” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ eight.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

; JOSHUA B. CASEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18295) granting 
a pension to Joshua B. Casey. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


| the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joshua 
B. Casey, late of Company D, Fourteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lien thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “ in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joshua B. Casey.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. HARRIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10751) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Harris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. Harris, late of Company F, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer In- 
fantry, and also of Company J, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words “ also of.” 

A In 8 line strike out the letter J“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
etter “I.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : S s 

LIBBIE A. MERRILL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10760) grant- 
ing a pension to Libbie Merrill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Libbie 
Merrill, widow of William Merrill, late of Company I, Seventy-seventh 


Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 3 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 2 


In line 6, after the word “ Libbie,“ insert the letter “A.” 
In same iine, after the word “ William,” insert the letter “ B.” 
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In same line, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “ first lieutenant.” i 

In 8 7 strike out the letter “I” and insert in lieu thereof the let- 

ro” 


In line 9, after the word “ month,” insert the words “such pension 

to cease upon proof that the officer is still living.” 

is Sent he title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Libbie 
. Merrill.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. y 3 

CHARLES H. SHREEVE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10916) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles H. Shreeves. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub: to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 

hreeves, late of Company D, Fifteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Shreeves” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Shreeve.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles H. Shreeve.” . 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

2 “MARVIN WALDORPH. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11701) granting 
a pension to Marion Waldorph. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ony ae to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marion 


Waldorph, late of Company A, Third Regiment Minnesota Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

an upa 6 SS out the word “ Marion“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
* In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu 
Bes e an ts word “month,” insert the words in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Marvin Waldorph.” 

The amendments were agreed -to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY E. RANDOLPH. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12370) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary E. Randolph. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name o Mary 
E. olph, widow of Koert S. V. Randol late of Company I, 
Thirty-second Regiment New York Volunteer antry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she now re- 


ceiving. 1 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. i 

JOSIAH P. HIGGINS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18455) granting 
an increase of pension to Josiah P. Higgins. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the penson laws, the name of Josiah 
P; icgins late of Companies G and D, First Regiment West Virginia 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 7, after the word“ Cavalry,” insert the words “and U. S. S. 
Sybil, Red Rover, and Grampus, United States Navy.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to, 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SILAS V. WHITE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4834) granting 
an increase of pension to Silas V. White. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bett enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Silas 
V. White, late of Company G, Fifty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

WILLIAM H. ZACHERY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6705) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Zachary. 

The bill was read, as follows: ö 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the Pdi grange and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
H. chary, late of Company B, Seventeenth Regiment Kentucky Vol+ 


unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word Zachary“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Zachery.” ; 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William H. Zachery.” - 


The amendments were agreed to. k 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
ABRAM SOURS. 


The next pension business was the bill. (H. R. 8312) granting 
an increase of pension to Abram Sours. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abram 
Sours, late of Company G, Ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty-five” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word“ twenty-four.” ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 3 a 

SUSAN WOOLLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8915) granting 
an increase of pension to Susan Woolley. 

The bill was read,-as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Susan Woolley, widow of Benjamin Woolley, late of Company C, Nine- 
tieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer gore and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
In line 6, after the word“ Benjamin,” insert the letter C.“ 


In line § strike out the word “ twenty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ sixteen.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

STEPHEN H. ROGERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8668) granting 
an increase of pension to Stephen H. Rogers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Stephen H. Rogers, late of ros ope! A, Seventy-second Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay a en at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of t he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
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reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
NICOLAUS KIRSCH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21302) granting 
an increase of pension to Nicolaus Kirsch. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of 
Nicolaus Kirsch, late of Company B, Ninth Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


. 


LUCY A. KEPHART. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19639) granting 
à pension to Lucy A. Kephart. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 8 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucy A. 
Kephart, widow of Thomas Kephart, late of Company I, Thirteenth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twelve.” 

In line 9, after the word “month,” Insert the words “in lieu of that 
she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Lucy A. Kephart.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third. 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOSEPH L. TOPHAM, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18218) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph L. Topham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
L. Topham, late lieutenant Company A, Second Regiment New Jerse; 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per mont 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “late,” insert the words “of Company G, 
Fourth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and commissary-ser- 
geant, Forty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Emergency Militia, and 
second.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. s 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


MARY E. HIGGINS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19117) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary E. Higgins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary E. 
Higgins, widow of Benjamin F. Hi s, late of Company H, Second 
Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word“ Company“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word Companies.“ 

In same line, before the word “ Second,“ insert the words “and D.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. i 

FRANKLIN H. BAILEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20962) granting 
an increase of pension to Franklin H. Bailey. 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Franklin 
H. iley, late of Company E, Fourth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “Infantry ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Cayalry.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read: the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES IL. ESTLOW. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19411) granting 
an increase of pension to James L. Estlow. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
L. Estlow, late of Company A, Third Regiment New Jersey Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

ANDREW J. CUSHING. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18410) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew J. Cushing. f 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
J. Cushing, late of Company C, Ninth Regiment Massachusetts Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE H. DYER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20154) granting 
an increase of pension to George H. Dyer. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
H. Dyer, late landsman, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: ~ 

In line 6 strike out the word “landsman and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “of U. S. S. Preble, Connecticut, and Ohio,” a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THERESIA BELL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20096) granting 
a pension to Theresia Bell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pacs on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of The- 
resia Bell, widow of Anthony Bell, late of Company B, Forty-fifth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $16 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: $ 

In line 8 strike out the word “ sixteen ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twelve.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in Heu of 
that she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Theresia Bell.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


CHRISTIAN M. GOOD, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13815) granting 
an increase of pension to Christian M. Good. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 3 on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Chris- 

ian M. Good, late of Company G, One hundredth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


saat 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN O'CONNOR. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15150) granting 
an increase of pension to John O'Connor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the ag vegan ye 85 the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed lace the pension roll, subject 

the provisions and limitations. of the 7 laws, the name of 
John O'Connor, late of Company K, Forty-third Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

FRANCIS M. MORRISON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12676) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis M. Morrison. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the or ihrem and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Francis M. Morrison, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty- 
third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the 9 was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM G. BINKLEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10531) granting 
an increase of pension to William G. Binkley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


to the provisions as limitations the 

William G. Binkley, late of Compan 8 ares W twenty-second 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer 5 8 5 d pay him a pension at 

the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he te is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, after the word “Infantry,” insert the words “ and 
5 Fiftieth Regiment Pennsylvania Emergency Militia 

‘an 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN P. PATTERSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H, R. 10364) granting 
an increase of pension to John P. Patterson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John P. 
Patterson, late of Company A, Forty-ninth Regiment ylvania Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out „the word nene, and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ forty.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM D. VORIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8683) granting 
an increase of pension to William D, Voris. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., 7 — the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Id 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub 
the provisions and fimitations —— the la the name of fiiam 
D. 2 dent late of Company F, Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fanti pay him a pension at 9 rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
taste tan is now receiving. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

WILLIAM H. HAYS: 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8563) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Hays. 

The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
H. Hays, late of Company I, One hundred and third Regiment Obio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

ELIZABETH CLEAVER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9113) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth Cleaver. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior 1 and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to W on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza- 
beth Cleaver, widow of 8. B. Cleaver, late provost marshal, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


2 line 6 strike out the letter “ S.“ and insert in lien thereof the word 


In 8 line, after the word late,“ insert the word “ depu 
— line 7, after the word “ marshal,” insert the words ae "district 
of Iowa. 

In same line Jane out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ eight 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


MICHAEL DOYLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3228) granting 
an increase of pension to Michael Doyle. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the e of the Interlor be, and he is 
2 authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
e late ot and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Michael 
yie, late of Company Eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Cay- 


rer and pay him a pone ion at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiv 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JACOB T. WISE. 


The next pension business was the bill * R. 2909) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob T. Wise. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name ‘of Jacob T. 
Wise, late of Company C, First Regiment United States Sharpshooters, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

To amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 7, before the word“ Sharpshooters,” insert the word “ Vol- 
unteer.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM R. FULK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1249) granting 
an increase of pension to William R. Fulk. 
- The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ghee That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of thé pension laws, the name of William 
R. Fulk, late of Company F, One hundred and forty-ninth Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer omer and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. e 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in leu thereof 
the word “ twelve. 

In same line strike out the words “in lieu.” 


Strike out all of line 9 and insert in lieu thereof the following: “ ihe 
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same to be paid to him under the rules of the Pension Bureau as to 
mode and time of payment without any deduction or rebate on account 
- ef former alleged overpayments or erroneous re of pension.” 

5 Arend, the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to W. 


The amendments were agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was aceordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 3 

WILLIAM S. QUIGLEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1068) granting 
an increase of pension to William S. Quigley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Seeretary of the Interiòr be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and Ifmitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
8. Quigley, late of Ne C, One hundred and thirty-fifth Pennsyl- 


vania Reserve Volunteer I try, and, pay him a pension at the rate of 
$35 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: š 

are 7, before the word “ Pennsylvania,” insert the word “ Regl- 
ment.” 

I line striki tth rd “R 8 

In Hne 8 strike out the Ord a thirty-five” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” : 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JACOB BENDER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1067) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob Bender. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
Bender, late a private in Company F, Forty-eighth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “private in” and insert in lieu 


thereof the word “of.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “ thirty. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FRANKLIN M'FALLS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1144) granting 
an increase of pension to Franklin McFalls. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and direeted to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank- 
lin McFallis, late of Company H, Two hundred and third Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$25 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and p: 

JOHN F. MOHN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 562) granting 
an increase of pension to John F. Mohn. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
F. Mohn, late of Company I, Second ent Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 7 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOHN BRADLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20559) granting 
an increase of pension to John Bradley. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, mgt Sey to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Bradley, late of Company D, Sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fo 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


™ and Insert in lieu thereof the 


GEORGE RHODES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21001) granting 
an increase of pension to George Rhodes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
oe a. mete et Coney. K, — bree gran m Te Virginia e 

a „an a pension at the rate o on eu 
of that he is Ladies s 3 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “Company,” strike out the word “of” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “ second lieutenant.” 

In 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

RHODA A. Horr. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20724) granting 
an increase of pension to Rhoda A. Hoit. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs 
hereby, authorized and directed to ence on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension soa the name of Rhoda 
A. Hoit, widow of James B. Hoit, late lieutenant-colonel Third Regi- 
ment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: - 

In line 6, after the word “late,” insert the words “captain Com- 
pany B and.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ISAAC N. S. WILL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20617) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaac N. S. Will. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac 
N. Will, late of Companies I and C, Twenty-first Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now recetving. 

3 amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ Companies” and insert in lieu thereof 


the word“ Company.” 


In same line Serlge out the words and C.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES BOND. : 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20683) granting 
an increase of pension to James Bond. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he !s 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Bond, late of Company H, Eigthy-second ment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
foliows: 

In line $ strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” s 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

ROBERT TURLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20714) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert Turley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert 
Turley, late of United States Marine Corps, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bili was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. A 


SAMUEL W. SEARLES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20712) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel W. Searles. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
W. Searles, late of Company K, Twenty-third Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and Company L, First Regiment New York Veteran 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. - 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: > 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “Company K, Twenty-third 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and.” 

n line 9 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. ISBELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21058) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Isbell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
H. isbell, late of Company E, Thirtieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. š 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows : 


In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


WAITMAN T. MATHERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20968) granting 
an increase of pension to Waitman T. Mathers. 

The bill was read, as follows: ; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wait- 
man T. Mathers, late of Company D, Fourth Regiment West Virginia 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LEVI EDDY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21641) granting 
an increase of pension to Levi Eddy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to praes on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of Levi 


Eddy, late of Company C, Seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, 
and aes him a pension. at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that nek 


now receiving. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


DARIUS E. GARLAND, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20958) granting 
an increase of pension to Darius E. Garland. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Darius 
E. Garland, late of Company A, Twel Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
veing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


REUBEN A. GEORGE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H, R. 20928) granting 
an increase of pension to Ruben A. George. á 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ruben 
A. George, late of Company A, Ninety-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month ip lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Ruben” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Reuben.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Reuben A. George.” s F IRE 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

BERGE LARSEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20735) granting 
an increase of pension to Berge Larsen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pensioa roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Berge 
Larsen, late of Company B, Forty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
mante and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


EVAN H. BAKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21015) granting 
a pension to Eyan H. Baker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Evan 
H. Baker, late of Company H, First Regiment Pennsylvania Rifles, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, before the word Rifles,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word beats Ae 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Evan H. Baker.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HUGH BLAIR. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20891) granting 
an increase of pension to Hugh Blair. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hugh 
Blair, late of Company E, Highty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. J 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
a In line 6 strike out the letter “ E” and insert in lieu thereof the Iet- 
er “H.” 
In line 7 strike out the word “Volunteers” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” anā insert in lieu thereof the 
word thirty.“ 5 
The amendments were agreed to. 3 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
G UNITY A. STEEL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21045) 
an increase of pension to Unity A. Steel. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to Baap on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Uni 
A. Steel, widow of James M. Steel, late of Company —, Sixth - 
ment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7, before the word “ Sixth,” insert the letter “I.” 

In line § strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lien 
thereof the word twenty.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


granting 


ANNIE REANEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21749) granting 
an increase of pension to Annie Reaney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 33 laws, the name of Annie 
Reaney, widow of Henry B. Reaney, late acting master, United States 
Navy, and pay her a W at the rate of 830 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN P. DIX. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21849) granting 
an increase of pension to John P. Dix. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pisos on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 3 laws, the name of John 
P. Dix, late of Company —, Twenty-tirst Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
Meu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “of Company” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ principal musician.’’- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

OBEDIAH B. NATIONS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9250) granting 
an increase of pension to Obediah B. Nation. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Obediah 
B. Nation, late of Second Texas Regiment, war with Mexico, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: $ 

In line 6 change “ Nation” to “ Nations,” and in the same line, after 
“late of,” insert “Company F;“ also strike out the word Texas 
and insert, after Regiment.“ “ Texas Mounted Volunteers.” 

In line 7 strike out thirty“ and insert twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Obediah B. Nations.” 


ANN E. WHITE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14862) granting 
an increase of pension to Ann E. White. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ann E. 
White, widow of G. W. White, late of Company F, First Regiment Texas 
Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 change the initial “ G.“ to“ George.“ 

In line S strike out “ thirty“ and insert twelve.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS MILLER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16249) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Miller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the ion roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Thomas 
Miller, late of Company D, Marshall's Kentucky Volunteers, war with 
Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, insert after Marshall's Regiment.“ 

In line 7, before Volunteers,” insert Mounted.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JEFFERSON WILCOX, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16389) granting 
a pension to Jefferson Wilcox. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Jefferson Wilcox, late of Company B, Third Regiment United States 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $35 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before “ Com „strike out “of” and insert captain.” 

In line 7, after“ Infantry,” insert “war with Spain.” 

In line 8 strike out “ thirty-five” and insert fifteen.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


CHARLES HOPKINS, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16488) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Hopkins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pace on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Charles Hopkins, late of Company K, Fourteenth Regiment United 
States Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out “ Volunteers” and insert “ Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out “thirty” and insert twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LOUIS F. BEELER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16546) granting 
an increase of pension to Louis F. Beeler. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject 
to the provřsions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Louis F. Beeler, late of Company C, Baltimore and Washington, D. C., 
Battalion of Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: š 


In line 6 strike out Baltimore and Wash-,” and in the same line, after 
„C.“ insert Battalion.“ 

In line 7 strike out “ington” and “ Battalion of,” and in the same 
line, after the word “ Columbia,” insert “and Maryland.” $ 

In line 8 strike out thirty and insert twenty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY E. STRICKLAND. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18608) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mary E. Strickland, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to paca on the pension roll, sub; to 
the provisions and limitations of the paaa laws, the name of Mary 
E. Strickland, widow of James A. Strickland, late of Captain Curtis's 
company, Raiford’s battalion Alabama Mounted Volunteers, war with 
Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the letter “s” in the word “ Curtis's.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ Mounted” and insert “ Militia.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARTIN ALPHONS LUTHER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18677) grant- 
ing a pension to Martin A. Luther. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martin 
A. Luther, late of Company F, Fifth ment United States Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

8 the name of the claimant where it appears in the title and 
body of the bill from Martin A. Luther“ to “Martin Alphons 

1. 


Luther. 
In line 8 strike out “twenty-four” and insert “ sixteen.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


MARY A. DANIEL, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18758) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mary A. Daniel. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pan on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the peono laws, the name of Mary 
A. Daniel, widow of Drewery F. Daniel, late of First Regiment 07 720 
Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, before the word First,“ insert Capt. Daniel H. Bird's 
company.” 

In line 8 strike out “twenty” and insert twelve.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MICHAEL BOCOSKEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18791) granting 
a pension to Michael Bocoskey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Michael 


Bocoskey, late of Company G, Fifth Regiment United States Artillery, 
war with Spain, and oar him a pension at the rate of $30 per Sont 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
In line 6 strike out G, Fifth Regiment” and insert E, Nineteenth 


— 


Regiment.“ 

In line 7 strike out “Artillery and insert Infantry.“ 

In line 8 strike out thirty and insert “ twelve.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THEODORE BLAND. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19363) granting 
an increase of pension to Theodore Bland. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of Theo- 
dore Bland, late of Company A, First Regiment Kentucky Volunteer In- 

i 2 and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out “Company A.” 

In the same line, after the word “ late,” insert Harper's company.” 

In line 7 strike out the word Infantry“ and change Volunteer to 
“ Volunteers,” and insert “ war with Mexico.” 

In line 8 strike out thirty“ and insert “twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

RICHARD B. WEST. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19510) granting 
an increase of pension to Richard B. West. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard 
B. West, late of Company F, Sixth Regiment Louisiana Volunteers, war 
with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

MARY L. PATTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19577) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary L. Patton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary L. 
Patton, widow of John I. Patton, late of Company —, Battalion Texas 
Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 change the initial “ 1“ in the soldier's name to S.“ 

In the same line, after late of,” insert lieutenant.” 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out Company.” 

3 See eg 7, before Battalion,“ insert Wyman's company, T. J. 
mith’s.” 

In line 8 strike out “twenty and insert twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ROBERT F. MAYFIELD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19579) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert Mayfield. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the N and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert 
Mayfield, late of company —, egiment Volunteer Infantry, war 
with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: ; 

Insert the initial “ F.” in claimant's name where it appears in the 
title and body of the bill. 

In line 6, after “late of,” insert Capt. Henry E. McCullough's.” 

In the same line, before the word “ Regiment,“ insert First,” and at 
the end of the same line add the word “ Texas.” 

In line 7 change Volunteer“ to“ Volunteers“ and insert before the 
same the word“ Mounted.” 

In the same line strike out the word “ Infantry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


SARAH A. WILSON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19648) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah A. Wilson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to Place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
A. Wilson, widow of John Wilson, late of Company E, Palmetto Regi- 
ment, South Carolina Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her 
a pansion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out “ Infantry.” 

In line 7 change “ Volunteer“ to“ Volunteers.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MARY B. MASON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19713) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary B. Mason. 


1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary B 


Mason, widow of John Thomson Mason, late assistant surgeon on the 
United States steamships Dolphin and Saratoga, United States Navy, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 change Thomson to the initial „ T.” 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out “on the United States steamships Dol- 
phin and Saratoga, United States Navy.” 
N In line 7 insert, after the word “ surgeon,” the words “ United States 

avy." 

In line 8, before the word “and,” insert “ war with Mexico.” 

In line 9 strike out thirty and insert “ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


SUSAN M. BRUNSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19715) granting 
an increase of pension to Susan M. Brunson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan 
M. Brunson, widow of Randolph P. Brunson, late first lieutenant in 
Captain Hibler's company, South Carolina Volunteers, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving, 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 change Hibler’s”’ to“ Hibbler’s.” 

In line 8, after the word “ Volunteers,” insert “ Florida Indian war.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


MARY F. JOHNSON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19716) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary F. Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary F. 
Johnson, widow of Leroy J. Johnson, late of Parker's company, South 
Carolina Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by. the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “of” and the word “corporal” and 
insert in the same line the word “ of.” 

In line 7, before the word“ Parker's,” insert “Captain ;” in the same 
line, after“ Volunteers,” insert Florida Indian war.” | 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. BURNS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19722) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Burns, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pa on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of 
William H. Burns, late of Company K, Colonel Coffee's regiment, war 
with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In lines 6 and 7 strike out “Colonel Coffee's regiment.” 
In line 6, after K,“ insert“ First Regiment Alabama Volunteers.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM F, CLINKSCALES, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19818) granting 
an increase of pension to William F. Clinkscales. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
William F. Clinkscales, late of Captain Pickens’s company, South Caro- 
lina Volunteers, Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “s” in the word “ Pickens’s.” 

In line 7, after “ Volunteers,” insert “ Florida.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. Á 

JAMES BUTLER. s 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19907) granting 
an increase of pension to James Butler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pince on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
James Butler, late of Company —, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out “and pay him a.” 

In line 6, after “ Company,” insert “ G, First Regiment Oregon Rifle- 
men, Cayuse Indian war, and pay him a.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

BETTIE FERGUSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19923) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Bettie Ferguson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bettie 
Ferguson, widow of Franklin Ferguson, late of Company I, Second 
Restment Kentucky Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pon: 
sion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 


EUNICE COOK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19998) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Eunice Cook. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eunice 
Cook, widow of Nathan Cook, late of Captain Vincent's company, 
Georgia Volunteer Infantry, Cherokee Indian war, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: i 

In line 7 change “ Volunteer” to “ Volunteers” and strike out the 
word “ Infantry.” 

In line S strike out“ war” and insert “ disturbances.” 

In the same line strike out twenty-five" and insert“ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. P 

: CASSIA C. TYLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20087) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Cassia C. Tyler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 3 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cassia 
C. Tyler, widow of Henry R. Tyler, late of Company I, N. Rutland's 
regiment Mounted Volunteers, Indian war, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: ` 


In lines 6 and 7 strike out “ of Company.” 
In line 6, after the word “late,” insert “ first lieutenant.” 


pany.” And before the word Mounted.“ in the same line, insert 
* Florida.” And after the word “ Volunteers,” in the same line, insert 
“ Florida,” and add to the end of the line the word “ war.” A 


In line 8 strike out the words“ war” and “twenty-four” and insert, 
after the words “ rate of,” twelve.“ . 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY J. THURMOND. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20088) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary J. Thurmond. = 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the provisions and limitations of the peanon laws, the name of Mary 
u 


J. Thurmond, widow of Geor; W. rmond, late of Company —, 
South Carolina Volunteers, Indian war, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

At the end of line 6 strike out the word “ private” and insert “ of.” 

In line 7 strike out “of Company” and insert, before the word 
“South,” “Captain Hibbler's company.” In the same line strike out 
“Indian war” and insert “ Florida Indian war.” 

In line 8 strike out “ twenty-four” and Insert twelve.“ 

‘The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HARRIET C. KENNEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20146) granting 
an increase of pension to Harriet C. Kenney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet 
C. Kenney, widow of Charles H. Kenney, late of Company D, Regiment 
South Carolina Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, before “Regiment,” insert “First. In the same line, 
after “ Regiment,” insert (Palmetto).“ In same line change Volun- 
teer ™ to Volunteers.“ 

In line 8, before “ and,” insert “ war with Mexico.” 
strike out “ twenty-four” and insert “ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


In the same line 


SARAH SALMON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20166) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah Salmon. 

The bill was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 

Imon, widow of Richard Salmon, late of Company H, First Regiment 


North Carolina Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out “of” and insert“ musician.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY E. MADDOX. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20198) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary E. Maddox. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to eae on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
E. Maddox, widow of Thomas A. Maddox, late of Company F, Regiment 
Georgia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out Regiment“ and insert, below ‘ Geo 
“Mounted Battalion.” In the same line change Volunteer“ to“ 
unteers and strike out “ Cavalry.” 

In line 8, before and,“ insert war with Mexico;” and in same line 
strike out “ twenty-four” and insert twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ~ 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 


a,” 
ol- 


À ELLEN DOWNING. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20219) granting 
an increase of pension to Ellen Downing. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen 
Downing, widow of Joseph Downing, late of Captain Whitehead Hill's 
company, First Regiment Florida Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: p è 

In line 7 add the letter “ s“ to the word “Captain.” In same line, 
after Whitehead,” insert “and.” In same line, after Florida,” in- 
sert Mounted.” 

In line 9 strike out thirty“ and insert twelve,” 


The amendments were agreed to. i 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS M’BRIDE, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20250) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas McBride. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
McBride, late of Captain Riddle's independent company; Ohio Volun- 
teers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out thirty and insert “ twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SARAH A. GALLOWAY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20269) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah A. Galloway. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is- 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the peanon laws, the name of Sarah 
A. Galloway, widow of Simpson R. Galloway, late of Company E, North 
Carolina Volunteers of 1838, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, after “of,” insert Captain Killian'’s company, Third Regi- 
ment.” In the same line strike out “ of eighteen.” 

In line § strike out “hundred and thirty-eight” and insert, before 
“and,” Cherokee Indian disturbances.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


.| reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
JANE AULDRIDGE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20357) granting 
an increase of pension to Jane Auldridge. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to per on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of t 1 N laws, the name of Jane 
Auldridge, widow of James Auldridge, late of Company A, Second Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteers, in the war with Mexico, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out “in the.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

OTIS E. RUSH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20363) granting 
an increase of pension to Otis E. Rush. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Otis E. 
Rush, late of beg sea First Battalion Alabama Volunteers, war with 
Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. ; 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after “Company,” insert “ B.” 
First.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 9. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


In same line strike out 


MARY JANE MELDRIM. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20391) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary Jane Meldrein. 

The bill was read, as follows: g 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pus on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
Jane Meldrein, widow of John J. Meldrein, late of Jackson County, 
Ga., Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Change claimant's surname where it appears in the title and body of 
the bill to“ Meldrim.” 

Change soldier's name to “John I. Meldrim.” 
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In line 7 strike out“ Jackson County“ and insert “ Captain Jackson's 
company.” In same line, before “ Infantry,” insert “ Volunteer.” 

The amendments were agreed to. oA 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. WHEELER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20424) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Wheeler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he js 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. Wheeler, late of Company B, First Regiment Georgia Volunteers, 
war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before “Company,” insert “Captain Dill’s.” 

In the same line strike out “ B.” $ 

The amendments were agreed to. 4 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH ROSE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21142) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Rose. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Rose, late of Company H, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Mounted 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7, before “ Volunteers,” insert Mounted.” In the same line 
change, Volunteer" to Volunteers and strike out Mounted In- 


cast line 8 strike out “thirty ” and insert twenty.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ELIZA J. M’CARDEL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21216) granting 
an increase of pension to Eliza J. McCardel. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Eliza J. MeCardel, widow of Charles E. McCardell, late of Company A, 
First Battalion Georgia Mounted Volunteers, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

Tue amendments recommended by the committee weré read, as 
follows: 

In line 8, before “and,” insert war with Mexico.” 

In same line strike out “ twenty-five” and insert twelve.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 


ANDREW J. GASKEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21578) granting 
an increase of pension to A. J. Gashey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions ond limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
A. J. Gashey, late of „war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

8 In the title strike out A. J. Gashey and insert “Andrew J. 
askey.” 

In Tine 6 change claimant’s name to “Andrew J. Gaskey and before 
“war” insert “ Company D, First Battalion Alabama Volunteers.” 
In line 7 strike out four.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JAMES C. SOUTHERLAND. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7211) granting 
a pension to James C. Southerland. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 


James C. Southerland, late of Michael M. Galbreath’s company, Ala- 
PAN che and Guides, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
mont 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words Michael M. Galbreath's“ and insert 
In lieu thereof the words“ Captain Gilbreath’s.” 

In line 8 strike out the word * twenty-four” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SARAH E. HOFFMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18582) granting 
an increase of pension to Josephine Hoffman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph- 
ine Hoffman, helpless daughter of Lafayette Hoffman, late of Company 
I, One hundred and seventy-ninth iment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Josephine” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ Sarah E.” 

In same line strike out the words “ helpless daughter“ and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “ widow.” 

In line 8, before the word “Ohio,” insert the words “and Company 
F, Eighteenth Regiment.” 

In line 9, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
she is now_receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of 
Josephine Hoffman, helpless and abn gowns child of said Lafayette 
Hoffman, the additional pension herein granted shall cease and deter- 
mine: And provided further, That in the event of the death of Sarah E. 
Hoffman, the name of said Josephine Hoffman shall be placed on the 

ension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
aws, at the rate of $12 per month from and after the date of death of 
said Sarah E. Hoffman.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Sarah E. Hoffman. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Suttoway, a motion to reconsider the 
several votes by which the various bills were passed was laid on 
the table. 

COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a resolution, 
which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House, upon vouchers 
to be approved Bin chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


a sum not exceeding $250 for the services of an additional stenographer 
to said committee. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man if that is the usual resolution? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I think so; yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not like to let such a resolution pass with- 
out being referred to the Committee on Accounts. I think per- 
haps I will not object to this one. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman 


from New Hampshire if this resolution has been referred to the > 


Committee on Accounts and reported by that committee? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. It has not. 

Mr. BARTLETT.. Permit me to say that I do not want to be 
ungracious about it, nor do I want to object; but the gentleman 
knows that when the gentleman from New Hampshire has ap- 
peared before the Committee on Accounts and has undertaken 
to say that he needed additional help, we have promptly com- 
plied with his request. Now, if there is any reason why this 
resolution should not go to the committee I have no doubt the 
gentleman can state it. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I certainly have no complaints to make 
against the committee to which the gentleman belongs; they 
have always treated us very kindly, but the purpose of this 
resolution is to get this matter through and have this stenog- 
rapher at work during the recess which is about to come. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I am not going to object, 
but I do not want this to be accepted as a precedent. I simply 
make an exception in this case, at the request of the gentleman 
from New Hampshire, because he asks it. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I thank the gentleman very kindly. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

BRIDGE ACROSS TUG FORK OF BIG SANDY RIVER. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
19523) to authorize Thomas J. Ewing and George B. Patton, of 
Catlettsburg, Ky.; Otto Burger, of Cincinnati, Ohio; Herbert 
Haynard, of Kenova, W. Va., and Charles Miller, of Hunting- 


ton, W. Va., to construct a bridge across the Tug Fork of the’ 


Big Sandy River. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That Thomas J. Ewing, George B. Patton, Otto 
Bu er, Herbert Haynard, and Charles Miller be, and they are hereby, 
authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a wagon, foot, and rail- 
road bridge and approaches thereto across the Tug Fork of the Big 
Sandy River at or on the property of The Warfield Coal and Salt Com- 

any, at Warñeld, Ky., where the said Tug River forms the boundary 
fine between the States of West Virginia and Kentucky, in accordance 
with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the con- 
struction of props over nav e waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2. That the rigħt to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

With the following committee amendment: 

In line 3 strike out Bu er” and insert Burger.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
COMMITTEE RESIGNATION AND APPOINTMENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following commu- 
nication : 


To the Speaker: 
I hereby tender my resignation as a member of the Committee on 
Insular Affairs of the House, to take effect at once. 
I have the honor to be, respectfully, 
M. R. PATTERSON, 


Member of Congress, Tenth District, Tennessee, 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, this request will 
be granted. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. GARRETT 
as a member of the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted 

To Mr. Crank of Florida, indefinitely, on account of im- 
portant business. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR BATE. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the order which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a resolution, which 
will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ordered, That Sunday, January 20, 1907, at 1 o'clock, be set apart 
for addresses on the life, character, and public service of Hon. Wil. 
liam B. Bate, late a Senator from the State of Tennessee. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and fifty minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 3 z 


WASHINGTON, D. C., December 1}, 1906. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Trustees of the Westover Church against The United States—to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for pay of Indian in- 
spectors—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, submit- 
ting a statement of the expenditures of the contingent fund 
from July 1, 1905, to November 30, 1906—to the Committee on 
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Expenditures in the Department of Commerce and Labor, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, submit- 
ting statement of expenditures for propagation of food fishes 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1906—to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Department of Commerce and Labor, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the chairman of the Commission to Revise and 
Codify the Laws of the United States, submitting its final re- 
port—to the Committee on Revision of the Laws, and ordered - 
to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

ee following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
Olows : 

By Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 22580) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department, for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other pur- 
poses, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908—to the Union 
Calendar. - 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 22581) fixing the 
rank and title of diplomatic representatives of the United 
States—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FIELD: A bill (H. R. 22582) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Bryan, Tex.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 22583) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to contract for the construction of a floating 
steel dry dock to be stationed within Narragansett Bay, Rhode 
Island—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTAUER, from the Committee on Appropriations: 
A bill (H. R. 22584) making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1907, and for other purposes. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 22585) for 
the promotion, retirement, and pay of certain men of the United 
States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 22586) to provide for site 
and public building at Titusville, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HUNT (by request): A bill (H. R. 22587) providing for 
the establishment of a public park at Langdon, in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 22588) for the relief of home- 
stead and cther entrymen who have been required to pay more 
than the legal fees, commissions, excesses, and purchase 
money—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. COUDREY: A bill (H. R. 22589) to increase the com- 
pensation of bookbinders, printers, and pressmen in the Govern- 
ment Printing Office—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 22590) to amend arti- 
cle 4 of an agreement with the Red Lake Indians for the sale of 
a part of their reservation in Minnesota, as amended and ratified 
by the act of Congress approved February 20, 1904—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 22591) for the relief of 
certain noncommissioned officers and enlisted men of the Twenty- 
fifth Regiment United States Infantry—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 205) au- 
thorizing and empowering the President of the United States to 
abate and suppress the continued shameful and cruel practice 
of killing nursing mother fur seals on the high seas, now per- 
mitted and conducted—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 22592) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Andrew J. Frayer—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 22593) for the relief of 
A. W. Cleland—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 22594) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Noah L. Payne—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22595) granting an increase of pension to 
David Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22596) granting a pension to James 
George—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


1906. 


By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 22597) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Mather—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22598) granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Haldeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22599) to grant certain land to the city of 
Boulder, Colo.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 22600) for the relief of 
Lillie L. Penrod, sole heir of Mary E. Wycough, deceased, late 
daughter and heir of Buford H. Neely, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 22601) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John J. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22602) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Passon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 22603) grant- 
ing a pension to William H. Webb—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22604) granting a pension to Versa “Hat- 
ton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A Dill (H. R. 22605) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John R. Hargraye—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 5 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 22606) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the record of George W. Morgan— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22607) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Hetherlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylyania: A bill (H. R. 22008) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John L. Francis—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUDREY: A bill (H. R. 22609) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Bayley—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22610) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret C. Storts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22611) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Bray—ito the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22612) granting an increase of pension to 
Warren F. McChesney—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 22613) granting a pension to 
Isaac G. McKibban—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22614) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac T. Gowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 22615) granting an increase 
of pension to William M. Youngs—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22616) granting an increase of pension to 
Lawson Hickey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 22617) granting an increase 
of pension to Margaret O’Reilly—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22618) granting a pension to Mary Almira 
Pecor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 22619) granting a pension 
to Charles Wooley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 22620) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles S. Abbott—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 22621) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John D. Hunter—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 22622) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Fothergill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 22623) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Willison—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 22624) granting 
an increase of pension to Louisa M. Carothers—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 22625) granting an increase of 
pension to George Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22626) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin H. Neweomer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22627) for the relief of Samuel 8. Gard- 
ner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 22628) granting an increase of 
“rece to Jonathan Z. Smith—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MCCALL: A bill (H. R. 22629) granting an increase 
on pension to Josiah, N. Pratt—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 

ons. 
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By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 22630) granting 
an increase of pension to G. W. Wiley—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 5 T 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 22631) for the relief of Mrs. 
William W. Sherman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 22632) granting an 
increase of pension to Alexander McNabb—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 22633) 


granting an increase of pension to Anna J. Smith—to the Com- 


mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22634) granting an increase of pension to 
Helen Wilson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22635) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Williams—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 22636) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Isaac Williams—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 7 - 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 22637) granting an increase 
of pension to William A. Buchanan—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 8 

By Mr. RUSSELL (by request): A bill (H. R. 22638) for the 
relief of the estate of C. C. Starnes, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. : 

By Mr. SAMUEL: A bill (H. R. 22639) granting a pension to 
Laure C. Robison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22640) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard W. Eggert—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SCROGGY: A bill (H. R. 22641) granting an increase 
of pension to Abraham: Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 22642) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Gregory—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 22643) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of F. H. Henderson, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 22644) granting an 
increase of pension to James M. Ing—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22645) granting an increase of pension to 
James N. Dayis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22646) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Toler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 22647) granting a 
pension to John Burkhart—to the Committee on Pensions; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22648) granting an increase of pension to 
Viola R. Beatty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 22649) granting a pension 
to Emma L. Daniels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 22650) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas T. Baldwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 22651) granting 
an increase of pension to Emily J. Cadmus—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 22412) granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
Hubbs—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 22433) granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew J. Moore—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 


-referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 22487) granting an increase of pension to Louis 
A. Thompson—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 22444) granting an increase of pension to W. O. 
Anderson—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensicns. x 

A bill (H. R. 20883) granting a pension to Lawrence 
Schaefer—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged; and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 21639) granting a pension to Nannie E. Hays 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 12154) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
E. Collins—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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DECEMBER 15, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Zebulon Foster, against the 
policy of the Post-Office Department in making exclusions from 
the mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Arkell & Douglas et al., merchants in the South 
African trade, against neglect of the line from New York to 
South Africa in legislation for mails and freight subventions to 
foreign ports—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Corwin M. Holt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: Petition of the Morning Call, 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, for the 
subsidy shipping bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, against re- 
peal of the bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Passaic Board of Trade, urging the enact- 
ment of bills H. R. 9753 and 9754, relative to hours of labor 
and improvement of the post-office system of promotion—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the New York State Pharmaceutical Associa- 
tion, for improvement of the Medical Department of the Army— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of the Louis Lange Publish- 
ing Company, of St. Louis, Mo., against tariff on linotype ma- 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the St. Louis Cigar Makers’ Association, for 
legislation against the tobacco trust—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Nancy J. Good- 
win and John W. Wilkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: Petition of Buford (Ga.) Council, 
No. 12, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring re- 
striction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: Petition of Licking River 
Council, No. 65, favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of James George and 
David Martin—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Lillie L. Penrod, sole heir of Mary E. Wycough, deceased, late 
daughter and heir of Buford I. Neely—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BURLEIGII: Petition of A. R. Littlefield, of Bucks- 
port, Me., favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

- Also, petition of Eda H. Woodbury, of Belfast, Me., favoring 
restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Exchange and Board of Trade 
of Portland, Me., for an increase of officers and enlisted men in 
the artillery arm of the service in the department comprising 
the defenses of Portland, Me.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: Petition of Lewes (Del.) 
Council, No. 14, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favor- 
ing restriction of immigration (S. 4403) —to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Vura Holton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Patrick Conlin 
(previously referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions) — to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of W. A. Bancroft 
Camp, No. 16, Department of Wisconsin, United Spanish War 
Veterans, of Racine, Wis., for restoration of the Army can- 
teen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Racine News, against tariff on linotype 
machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALE: Petition of colored citizens of Boston, Mass., 
against the order of the President discharging three companies 
of the Twenty-fifth United States Infantry—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of Scranton, Pa., for 
reclassification of clerks of first and second class post-oflices—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Division No. 156, Railway Conductors, Dela- 
wire and Hudson Company's system, against any legislation 


proposing to restrict hours of labor, as provided in bill S. 
5133—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the New York State Pharmaceutical Asso- 
ciation, for the passage of a bill to provide for increased 
efficiency in the Medical Department of the Army—to the com; 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of L. D. Davis, of Jermyn, Pa., against passage 
of the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Henry Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Will P. Hall (pre- 
viously referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions)—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of J. M. C. 
Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Arkansas, for legislation enabling 
companies or firms to utilize the water of the White River for 
8 purposes to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of the Burlington 
(Vt.) Free Press, against tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARNER: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 
Eudocia Arnett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of Arkel & Douglas and 15 other 
firms of New York City, against the amended bill for a ship 
subsidy—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, 

By Mr. HAY: Petition of the Michin Company, against tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Petition of the Mount Pleasant (Iowa) 
Free Press, against tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of the Record, New 
Britain, Conn., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Charles 8. Abbott—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of A. H. Hollingsworth, for an 
appropriation for enlargement of the post-office building at 
Beatrice, Nebr.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of the Press, New 
Brunswick, N. J., against tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of Freedom Council, No. 360, and America 
Council, No. 17, Daughters of Liberty, favoring restriction of 
immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of O. A. Treitmoe, against the em- 
ployment of Chinese, Japanese, and all other Asiatic cooly labor 
within the Panama Canal Zone—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Jennie 
Keown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Jonathan G. 
Smith—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William Hardesty— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Pride of Æolian Coun- 
cil, Daughters of Liberty, of New Jersey, favoring restriction of 
immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of the town council of Gutten- 
berg, Iowa, for an appropriation to improve the upper Missis- 
sippi—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MINOR: Petition of the Evening Crescent, Appleton, 
Wis., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Alex. McNabb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of the Wisconsin State Federation 
of Labor, against the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany 
bills for relief of Mrs. Anna J. Smith, Catherine Williams, and 
Mrs. Helen Wilson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Papers to accompany bills for relief of John 
Hickox, jr., and Franklin H. Davis—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Petition of Blue Ridge Council, No. 164, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics,» favoring restriction 


of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration 


and Naturalization. 
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By Mr. REYBURN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Isaac Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Lumberman’s Exchange of Philadelphia, 
for legislation for the improvement of the American Merchant 
Marine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Petition of the Lynn News, against tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of es- 
tate of ©. C. Starnes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John Gregory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Mary E. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
George H. Field—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of the Ann Arbor Daily Argus, 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. VAN WINKLE: Petition of the Bergen Republican 
Club, of Jersey City, for increased efficiency of the Artillery 
Corps of -the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Paper to accompany bill for relief of George 
iW. Rothrock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 


Monpay, December 17, 1906. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. Hate. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Thursday last, when, on request of Mr. Kean, and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 

ALLOTMENT OF INDIAN LANDS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior relative to the enactment 
of legislation providing that section 13 of the act of April 26, 
1906, shall not apply to lots within towns where the land is re- 
served from allotment and surveyed and platted under the direc- 
tion of the Department of the Interior, as suggested by the 
United States inspector for the Indian Territory, etc.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. > 

SALE OF LANDS IN THE CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW NATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a mêmo- 
rial of the legislature of the Chickasaw Nation, approved by the 
governor of that nation September 21, 1906, in reference to the 
sale of segregated coal and asphalt lands in the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw nations; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. s 

ENROLLMENT OF INDIAN CHILDREN. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a memorial 
of the national legislature of the Chickasaw Nation, approved 
by the governor of that nation September 20, 1906, relative to 
the enrollment of children born to the Chickasaw and Choctaw 
freedmen subsequent to September 25, 1902, ete.; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PURCHASES OF COAL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting the report of 
the Chief of the Bureau of Equipment and the Paymaster-Gen- 
eral of the Navy with respect to quantities of coal purchased for 
the use of that Department; which, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

EXPERIMENTS WITH CHOLERA VIRUS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in further re- 
sponse to the resolution of the 12th instant, a copy of a cable- 
gram of the governor-general of the Philippine Islands giving 
further information relative to experiments with cholera virus 
upon prisoners in Bilibid Prison at Manila; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Philippines, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF FEES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmitting 
a letter from the Commissioner of Navigation recommending a 
modification of section 1 of the act of June 19, 1886, authoriz- 


ing the payment by the Government of fees for certificates of 
ownership and for recording bills of sale; which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
the following causes: 

In the cause of E. R. Cook, administrator of Jared R. Cook, 
deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of the County Court of Jefferson County, W. Va., 
v. The United States; 

In the cause of the Trustees of Union University of Mur- 
freesboro, Tenn., v. The United States; 

In the cause of A. Van De Vyver, bishop of Richmond, v. The 
United States ; 

In the cause of the Trustees of St. Paul’s Free Church of 
Routts Hills, Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of Nathaniel F. Cheairs v. The United States; 

In the cause of Kate Reaney Zeiss, administratrix of William 
B. Reaney, survivor of Thomas Reaney and Samuel Archbold, v. 
The United States; and 

In the cause of Robert M. Wilkinson, administrator of Samuel 
March, deceased, v. The United States. 

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownine, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills: 

S. 158. An act granting an increase of pension to John Ard 
Gordon; 

S. 2225. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


S. 2880. An act granting an increase of pension to James C. 
8. 4474 An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph P. 
S. 4235. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel Sul- 
S. 4345. An act granting an increase of pension to J. Dillon 
S. 4865. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathew 


S. 4366. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry B. 

Willhelmy ; 
1 An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
ullen; 
Bs 4991. An act granting an increase of pension to Lycurgus D. 
ggs; 
5 S. 5042. An act granting an increase of pension to Josephine S. 
ones; 

S. 5081. An act granting a pension to Lucy Florette Nichols; 
i S. 5402. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles M. 

yon; j 

S. 5545. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Brannon ; g 
= S. 5547. An act granting an increase of pension to Hillary 

eyer; 

8. 5637. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Himmel; 

S. 5710. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 
Daughenbaugh ; 

8. 5994. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Dickey ; 

S. 6148. An act granting an increase of pension to James S. 
Whitlock; 

S. 6151. An act granting an increase of pension to Mark Ham; 
aoe 6197. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 

enry ; 

S. 6228. An act granting a pension to Betsey Hattery; - 

S. 6259. An act granting an increase of pension to Oakaley 
Randall; ; 

S. 6339. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Dearey ; and 

S. 6521. An act granting a pension to Abbie J. Daniels. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolutions; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 522. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Roschdiantsky ; 

85 562. An act granting an increase of pension to Johp F. 
ohn; 
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II. R. 600. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver N. 
McLain; 
8 ies 747. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 

mith ; 

H. R. 1026. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Wilcox ; - 

H. R. 1060. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet E. Lounsbury ; 

H. R. 1067. An act granting an increase of- pension to Jacob 
Bender ; 

H. R. 1068. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
S. Quigley ; 

H. R. 1144. An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
McFalls ; ‘ 
i H. R. 1169. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver P. 

ierce; 

H. R. 1249. An act granting a pension to William R. Fulk ; 
H. R. 1372. An act granting a pension to Josephine I. Rich- 


H. R. 1500. An act granting a pension to Emily J. Sherman ; 
H. R. 1673. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie 


II. R. 1087. An act granting an increase of pension to James C. 


H. R. 1706. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Washburn ; 

H. R. 1709. An act granting an increase of pension to Brice P. 
Munns; 

H. R. 1800. An act granting a pension to Eliza J. Ingle; 

II. R. 1891. An act granting an increase of pension to Simeon 
York ; y 

II. R. 1904. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
R. Satterlee ; 5 

II. R. 1938. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
B. Foutty ; 

H. R. 2290. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Reedy ; 

H. R.2422. An act granting an increase of pension to Earl K. 
Childs ; 

H. R. 2761. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Mahoney ; 

H. R. 2822. An 
Gates ; 

H. R. 2909. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob T. 
Wise; 

H. R. 3194. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Harvey ; 

H. R. 3195. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton §. 
Collins ; 


act granting an increase of pension to Levi 


5 


2 


II. R. 3226. An act granting an increase of pension to John E. 
Leahy ; 

II. R. 3228. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Doyle; 

II. R. 3234. An act granting an increase of pension to Rush 
Deskins; 

II. R. 3297. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Lonergan ; 

H. R. 3355. An act granting an increase of pension to James L. 
Allen ; 


H. R. 3494. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
A. Talham; 

II. R. 3496. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Walton ; 

H. R. 3733. An act granting an increase of pension to Simeon 
D. Chelf ; 

H. R. 3980. An act granting a pension to Frank G. Hammond; 

H. R. 4351. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
A. Jobnson ; 

H. R. 4386. An act granting an increase of pension to Zelinda 
E. Odenbaugh ; 

H. R. 4648. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A. Dedrick : 

H. R. 4656. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


H. R. 4663. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace 


II. R. 4705. An act granting a pension to Harriet E. Palmer; 
II. R. 4834. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas V. 


H. R. 5063. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Miller; 

II. R. 5172. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
Strattan; 

H. R. 5200. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 
McBride ; 


DECEMBER 17, 


H. R. 5209. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
R. Dunbar; 
mami R. 5648. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

and; 

II. R. 5803. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
L. Roberts ; ; 

H. R. 6145. An act granting an increase of pension to Parris 
J. Latham ; 

H. R. 6189. An act granting an increase of pension to Arthur 
Tibbitts ; . 

H. R. 6705. An act granting an increase of pension to Wiliam 
H. Zachery ; 

H. R. 6911. An act granting an increase of pension to Wiliam 
J. Turner; ‘ 

H. R. 6920. An act granting an increase of pension to Simon 


H. R. 7211. An act granting a pension to James C. Souther- 
H. R. 7247. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
H. R. 7411. An act granting an increase of pension to Tobias 


a m R. T417. An act granting an increase of pension to Gibson 
elms; 

H. R. 7476. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
C. Dean; 

H. R. 7488. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
L. Hatton; 

II. R. 7544. An act granting an increase of pension to Gustavus 
F. E. Raschig; 

H. R. 7834. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Amos; 

H. R. 7912. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Lawder ; 

H. R. 8136. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
A. Scroggs ; 

H. R. 8159. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Leathers ; 

H. R. 8312. An act granting an increase of pension to Abram 
Sours; 

H. R. 8335. An act granting an increase of pension to John J. 
Harvey ; 

H. R. 8338. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac S. 
Doan; 

H. R. 8373. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Weir: : 
aon R. 8563. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

. Hays; 

H. R. 8668. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
H. Rogers; 

H. R. 8683. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
D. Voris; 

H. R. 8732. An act granting a pension to Ellen S. Gifford; 

H. R. 8789. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Chapman ; 

II. R. 8915. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
Woolley ; 

H. R. 8925. An act granting an increase of pension to Chester 
Simpson ; 
1 5 R. 8958. An act granting an increase of pension to David 

wen; 

H. R. 9090. An act granting an increase of pension to Amasa 
B. Saxton; 

H. R. 9100. An act granting a pension to Nancy C. Paine; 

H. R. 9113. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth Cleaver; 

H. R. 9218. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Blanchard ; 

H. R. 9250. An act granting an increase of pension to Obediah 
B. Nations; 

II. R. 9402. An act granting an increase of pension to Adam S. 
Van Vorst; 

H. R. 9403. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate E. 
Hanna; 

II. R. 9816. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Spanogle, alias Andrew C. Spanogle; 

Š H. R. 10032. An act granting an increase of pension to Octavo 
arker ; 

H. R. 10240. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Curnutt; 

H. R. 10364. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
P. Patterson ; 

H. R. 10400. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Harrison ; 

H. R. 10403. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Odell; A 
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H.R. 10531. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


G. Binkley ; 


H. R. 10751. An act granting an increase of pension to George 


W. Harris; 


II. R. 10755. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 
Flynn; 

H. R. 10760. An act granting a pension to Libbie A. Merrill; 

H. R. 10773. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
C. Rathbun ; 

H. R. 10804. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Worley ; 

H. R. 10916. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Shreeve; p 

H. R. 10958. An act granting an increase of pension to Leyi 
Dodson ; 

H. R. 11169. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
P. Call; 

H. R. 11232. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
L. Packer ; 3 

H. R. 11322. An act granting an increase of pension to Luther 
H. Starkey ; 

H. R. 11562. An act granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Wiles; 

H. R. 11564. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Morrow ; 

H. R. 11636. An act granting an increase of pension to Law- 
rence Hagan; 

H. R. 11701. An act granting an increase of pension to Marvin 
Waldorph ; 

H. R. 12036. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Kilroy; 

H. R. 12106. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Reagan ; 

H. R. 12152. An act granting an increase of pension to Leoni- 
das E. Mills; 

H. R. 12370. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Randolph ; 

H. R. 12554. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Larraby ; 

H. R. 12557. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
C. Berry ; 

H. R. 12574. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
R. Burkhardt; 

H. R. 12676. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
M. Morrison ; 

H. R. 12911. An act granting an increase of pension to Am- 
brose S. Delaware; 

II. R. 13053. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli 
Bunting ; 

H. R. 13054. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Brown; 

H. R. 13241. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Haner ; 

H. R. 13455. An act granting an increase of pension to Josiah 
P. Higgins; 

H. R. 13813. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Brown; 

H. R. 13815. An act granting an increase of pension to Chris- 
tian M. Good; 

II. R. 13887. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
T. Eagler; 

II. R. 14238. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Van Tassell ; 

H. R. 14263. An act granting a pension to Fidelia Sellers; 

H. R. 14298. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


H. R. 14548. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Barnell, alias Richard North; 

H. R. 14673. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
H. Semans; 

H. R. 14689. An act granting an increase of pension to Herman 
G. Weller ; 

H. R. 14690. An act granting an increase of pension to Hen- 
rietta Hull; 

H. R. 14767. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Simon; 

15 R. 14862. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann E. 
White; 

H. R. 14985. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Gramberg ; 

H. R. 15004. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
J. McAtee ; 

H. R. 15150. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
O'Connor: 

H. R. 15193. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick W. Studdiford ; 


H. R. 15202. An act granting a pension to Henry Peetsch; 

H. R. 15297. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Hanson ; 

H. R. 15421. An act granting an increase of pension to Paul 
Diedrich ; 

H. R. 15430. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
Lawrence ; 

H. R. 15455. An act granting an increase of pension to John D. 


H. R. 15471. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli 


H. R. 15580. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
P. Hudkins ; 
H. R. 15769. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Bennett ; 
H. R. 15790. An act granting an increase of pension to Nicho- 
las W. Dorrel ; 
H. R. 15890. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
C. Barney ; 
8 at 15980. An act granting an increase of pension to John T. 
mith ; 
H. R. 16002. An act granting a pension to Theodore T. Bruce; 
H. R. 16087. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Foster ; 
H. R. 16101. An act granting a pension to Alice Pugh; 
H. R. 16249. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Miller ; 
H. R. 16257. An act granting a pension to Mary O'Donnell; 
H. R. 16389. An act granting a pension to Jefferson Wilcox ; 
H. R. 16488, An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Hopkins; S 
H. R. 16546. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis 
F. Beeler; 0 
H. R. 16895. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Baker; 
H. R. 17172. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Short; 
5 II. R. 17486. An act granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 
-apst; 
H. R. 17539. An act granting an increase of pension to Am- 
brose D. Albertson ; 
H. R. 17646. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Sheak ; 
H. R. 17770, An act granting an increase of pension to Julia P. 
Grant; 
II. R. 17864. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Austin; 
H. R. 17958. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Dixon; 
II. R. 17969. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Walrod: 
H. R. 18031. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
H. Toothaker ; 
H. R. 18089. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
J. Harte; 
II. R. 18114. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
B. Parker; 
H. R. 18155. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
S. Hastings; 
Fe ae 18179. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Baity ; 
II. R. 18218. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
L. Topham ; 
1 15 5 18247. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Aird; 
H. R. 18261. An act granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Mitchell; 
= 5 R. 18295. An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
Casey; 
II. R. 18410. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Cushing; š 
D H. R. 18454. An act granting an increase of pension to Barlow 
avis; 
H. R. 18474. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Sturgeon ; 
H. R. 18494. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma- 
gene Bronson; 
H. R. 18582. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
E. Hoffman ; 
H. R. 18608. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Strickland; 
5 ae R. 18634. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
ullivan; 
II. R. 18637. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
L. Sparks; 3 
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1 . — 18677. An act granting a pension to Martin Alphons 
uther; 

II. R. 18742. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
V. Barney: 

H. R. 18758. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Daniel; 

H. R. 18761. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min Bolinger ; 

H. R. 18771. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Bailey; 

H. R. 18791. An 

H. R. 18797. An 
M. Defoe; : 

H. R. 18871. An act granting an increase of pension to Eman- 
uel Raudabaugh ; 

H. R. 18884. An 
mouth Hadley ; 

H. R. 19023. An 
T. Lester; 

H. R. 19044. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
©. McCormick ; 

H. R. 19045. An 
A. 


Agey ; 
H. R. 19048. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Branson; 

H. R. 19117. An 
E. Higgins; 
H. R. 19216. An 


act granting a pension to Michael Bocoskey ; 
act granting an increase of pension to John 


act granting an increase of pension to Wey- 
act granting an increase of pension to John 


act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
act granting an increase of pension to Theo- 
act granting an increase of pension to James 


act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
J. ‘Williamson ; 

H. R. 19281. An 
J. Gillem ; 

H. R. 19296. An 
Harelson ; 

H. R. 19363. An 
dore Bland; 

H. R. 19386. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Stewart; 

H.R. 19390. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
act granting an increase of pension to Assoy 
act granting an increase of pension to Theo- 


R. Sears 

H.R. 19411. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Estlow ; 

H. R. 19412. An act granting an increase of pension to Jeffer- 
son K. Smith; 

E. R. 19420. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
A. McKean; 

H. R. 19426. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
N. Griffin ; 

H. R. 19479. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Savage; 

H. R. 19482. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
E. Cannell ; 

H. R. 19490. An act granting a pension to Estelle I. Reed; 

H. R. 19510. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
B. West; 

H. R. 19523. An act to authorize Thomas J. Ewing and George 
B. Patton, of Catlettsburg, Ky.; Otto Burger, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio; Herbert Haynard, of Kenova, W. Va., and Charles Miller, 
of Huntington, W. Va., to construct a bridge across the Tug Fork 
of the Big Sandy River; : 

H. R. 19541. An act granting an increase of pension to Job F. 
Martin; 


H. R. 19553. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Robertson ; 

H. R. 19577. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
L. Patton; 

H. R. 19579. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
F. Mayfield ; 7 

H. R. 19584. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
B. Pettey; 

H. R. 19603. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Farner ; í 

H. R. 19629. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
Morton ; 

H. R. 19639. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy A. 
Kephart; 

M. R. 19648. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A. Wilson; 


H. R. 19651. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
H. Prendergast ; 

H. R. 19661. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
McWilliams; 


H. R. 19672. An act granting an increase of pénsion to Thomas 
McDermott; 
8 II. R. 19703. An act granting an increase of pension to Seth 

hase ; 

H. R. 19708. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam A. Lefler; 

H. R. 19713. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
B. Mason; 

H. R. 19715. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
M. Brunson; 

H. R. 19716. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
F. Johnson; 

H. R. 19722. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Burns; 

H. R. 19725. An act granting an increase of pension to How- 
ard Bennett; 

H. R. 19738. An act granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin St. Clair; 

H. R. 19758. An act granting an increasé of pension to Jose- 
fita Montano; 

H. R. 19807. An act granting an increase of pension to Jobn 
W. Marean; 

H. R. 19818. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam F. Clinkscales ; 

H. R. 19858. An act granting an increase of pension to Rich- 
ard E. Clapper; 

H. R. 19871. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
G. Kean, alias Cain; 

H. R. 19872. An act granting an increase of pension to Rich- 
ard E. Hassett; 

H. R. 19873. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Webb; 

II. R. 19885. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Scherer ; 

H. R. 19891. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
D. Bates; 

H. R. 19907. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Butler ; 

H. R. 19915. An act granting an increase of pension to Green- 
leaf W. Crossman ; 


H. R. 19923. An act granting an increase of pension to Bettie 
Ferguson ; 

II. R. 19949. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Van Ostrand; 

H. R. 19963. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Carter ; 

H. R. 19970. An act granting an increase of pension to Eugene 
Demers ; 

H. R. 19990. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
F. Christie; 
3 II. R. 19998. An act granting an increase of pension to Eunice 

ook; 

II. R. 20029. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
B. Maison: 

II. R. 20061. An act granting an increase of pension to Caswell 
York ; 

II. R. 20064. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Arnold: 

H. R. 20078. An act granting an increase of pension to Walter 
M. English: 

II. R. 20085. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
La Fontaine; 
8 II. 15 20087. An act granting an increase of pension to Cassia 

. Tyler: 

H. R. 20088. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
J. Thurmond ; 

H. R. 20090. An act granting a pension to Kate Wright; 

H. R. 20696. An act granting an increase of pension to There- 
sia Bell; j 

H. R. 20117. An act granting an increase of pension to Pres- 


ton J. Michener ; 

H. R. 20129. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Leinly ; 

H. R. 20146. An act granting an increase cf pension to Harriet 
C. Kenney ; 

H. R. 20154. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Dyer; 

H. R. 20166. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Salmon; 

H. R. 20198. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Maddox; 

II. R. 20199. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
N. Cadieux ; 

H. R. 20219. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen 
Downing; 
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H. R. 20222. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Joseph ; i 

H. R. 20229. An act granting an increase of pension to Jehu 
F. Wotring ; 

H. R. 20250. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
McBride ; 

H. R. 20269, An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A. Galloway ; 

H. R. 20272. An act granting an increase of pension to James 


H. R. 20279. An act granting an increase of pension to Edmund 
Hostetter ; 

H. R. 20292. An act granting a pension to Howard William 
Archer; 

II. R. 20303. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Crowley ; 

H. R. 20327. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Dow- 
nie; 

H. R. 20350. An act granting an increase of pension to Theo- 
dore F. Reighter ; 

H. R. 20351. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
M. Simon; 

H. R. 20357. An act granting an increase of pension to Jane 
Auldridge ; 

H. R. 20363. An act granting an increase of pension to Otis 
E. Rush; 

II. R. 20384. An 
Wilson; 

II. R. 20391. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Jane Meldrim ; 

H. R. 20424. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Wheeler ; 
II. R. 20431. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Neumann ; 

H. R. 20463. An act granting an increase of pension to Nich- 
olas D. Kenny ; 

II. R. 20559. A act granting an increase of pension to John 
Bradley ; 

H. R. 20617. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
N. S. Will; 

H. R. 20623. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
B. O. Horbach; 

H. R. 20683. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Bond: 

H. R. 20712. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
W. Searles; 

II. R. 20714. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Turley ; 

H. R. 20721. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
O. Pierce; 

H. R. 20724. An act granting an increase of pension to Rhoda 
A. Hoit; 

II. R. 20725. An act granting a pension to Hope Martin; 

H. R. 20726. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
J. Smith; 

H. R. 20735. An act granting an increase of pension to Berge 


act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


H. R. 20829. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
M. Watkins; : 


H. R. 20844. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 


Russell; 

II. R. 20891. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
Blair: 

II. R. 20896. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
F. Henninger ; 

H. R. 20899. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Carpenter ; 

II. R. 20928. An act granting an increase of pension to Rueben 
A. George; 

H. R. 20955. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward L. Carpenter ; 

H. R. 20038. An act granting an increase of pension to Darius 
E. Garland; 

II. R. 20962. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank- 
lin II. Bailey; 

II. R. 20964. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Fox; 

H. R. 20965. An act granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
Sine; 
AS R. 20968. An act granting an increase of pension to Wait- 
man T. Mathers; 

II. R. 20988. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize Washington and Westmoreland counties, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, to construct and maintain a bridge across the Mo- 


nongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania,” approved Feb- 
ruary 21, 1903; 

H. R. 21001. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Rhodes ; 

II. R. 21015. An act granting an increase of pension to Eyan 
H. Baker ; 

HR 21019. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F. Fell; 

II. R. 21045. An act granting an increase of pension to Unity 
A. Steel ; 

H. R. 21054. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Wilson ; 

H. R. 21058. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Isbell; 

H. R. 21119. An act granting an ‘increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Boshea ; 

H. R. 21124. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
B. Crane; 

H. R. 21142. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


H. R. 21179. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


H. R. 21185. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
M. Goble; 

H. R. 21216. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
J. McCardel ; 

II. R. 21228, An act granting an increase of pension to Pleas- 
ant Crissip: 

H. R. 21302. An act granting an increase of pension to Nico- 
laus Kirsch ; 

5 R. 21304. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Kohl; 

H. R. 21574. An act making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1908, and for other purposes ; 

H. R. 21578. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Gaskey ; 

H. R. 21641. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Eddy 

115 R. 21678. Ari act to provide for the extension of time within 
which homestead entrymen may establish their residence upon 
certain lands which were heretofore a part of the Crow Indian 
Reservation, within the counties of Yellowstone and Rosebud, in 
the State of Montana; 

H. R. 21749. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie 
Reaney ; 

H. R. 21849. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
P. Dix; and 

H. R. 22584. An act making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1907, and for other purposes. 

H. J. Res. 196. Joint resolution relating to the construction of a 
bridge at Fort Snelling, Minn. ; and 

H. J. Res. 203. Joint resolution to pay the officers and em- 
ployees of the Senate and House of Representatives their re- 
spective salaries for the month of December, 1906, on the 20th 
day of said month. 

[The foregoing House pension bills were subsequently read 


twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. ] 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PLATT presented a petition of Majestic Council, No. 63, 
Daughters of Liberty, of Brooklyn, N. Y., and a petition of 
sundry citizens of Harpursville, N. Y., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to restrict immigration; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Elli- 
cottville, N. X., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Cleve- 
land, N. Y., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
requiring certain places of business in the District of Columbia 
to be closed on Sunday; which were referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of Pomona Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Brownyille, N. Y., praying for the passage of 
the so-called Philippine tariff bill;” which was referred to 
the Committee on the Philippines. 

He also presented a petition of the congregations of the Bap- 
tist, Methodist Episcopal, and Presbyterian churches of Wil- 
liamsbridge, N. Y., praying for an investigation into the exist- 
ing conditions in the Kongo Free State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of D. D. Mitchell Camp, No. 
13, United Spanish War Veterans, of Newark, N. J., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to repeal the present anti- 
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canteen law; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 

tary Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Bergen Republican Club, 
of Jersey City, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
reorganize and increase the efficiency of the artillery of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr, DEPEW presented a memorial of the New York Produce 
Exchange, of New York City, N. Y., remonstrating against fur- 
ther appropriations for the free distribution of seeds and plants; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

He also presented the memorial of J. J. Gardiner and 50 other 
citizens of Adams Corner, N. Y., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation authorizing the closing of certain places 
of business in the District of Columbia on Sunday; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ANKENY presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 

- Farmington, Wash., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation requiring certain places of business in the District of 
Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of General Lew Wallace Post, 
No. 115, Department of Washington, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Orchards, Wash., praying for the passage of the so- 
called “service pension bill;” which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Passaic, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the classification of salaries of post-office clerks; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union, of Newark, N. J., praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Sen- 
ator from the State of Utah; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of D. D. Mitchell Camp, No. 13, 
United Spanish War Veterans, of Newark, N. J., praying for 
the reestablishment of the Army canteen; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the city council of Lake 
City, Minn., praying that an annual appropriation of $50,000,000 
be made for the improvement of the rivers and harbors of the 
country ; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WARNER presented the petition of Anna E. Lucas, of 
Fairplay, Mo., praying that she be granted a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Retail Grocers’ 
Protective Association of Washington, D. C., and a petition of 
the Retail Butchers and Meat Dealers’ Protective Association 
of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation 
requiring certain places of business in the District of Columbia 
to be closed on Sunday; which were referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the Religious Liberty Bu- 
reau of Washington, D. C., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation requiring certain places of business in the 
District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Peoria and St. James, in the State of Illinois, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation authorizing the closing of 
certain places of business in the District of Columbia on Sun- 
day; which were referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of the Copper River Rail- 
way Company, of Washington, remonstrating against the en- 
actment of legislation to aid in the construction of a railway 
line in Alaska; which was referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. 

Mr. TELLER presented a memorial of Local Division No. 35, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of North Platte, Nebr., remon- 
strating against the enactment of legislation limiting the hours 
of daily labor of railway trainmen; which was referred to the 
-Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the memorial of Adolph Steiner and 
sundry other citizens of Bedford County, Va., remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation to authorize the closing of 
certain places of business in the District of Columbia on Sunday ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

He also presented petitions of Peninsula Council, No. 125, of 
Hampton; of Belfast Council, No. 130, of Blackstone; of Local 
Council No. 65, of Newport News; of Ideal Council, No. 71, of 
Norfolk; of Valley Mount Council, No. 173, of Neliys Ford; of 


McKinley Council, No. 47, of Gilmerton; of Grove Council, No. 
40, of Richmond; of the State Council of Virginia; of Hallwood 
Council, No. 150, and of Massamuten Council, No. 68, of Town- 
brook, all of the Junior Order of United American Mechanics, 
in the State of Virginia, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to regulate immigration; which were referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO presented a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Gainesville, Fla., remonstrating against the enactment of leg- 
islation requiring certain places of business in the District of 
Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BURKETT presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Gage County, Aurora, and Culbertson, all in the State of Ne- 
braska, and of sundry citizens of Washington, D. C., remonstrat- 
ing against the enactment of legislation requiring certain places 
of business in the District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday ; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the library board of the 
State University of Nebraska, remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation to amend and consolidate the acts respecting 
copyright; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Woonsocket, S. Dak., praying for an in- 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of William H. Powers, libra- 
rian of the South Dakota Agricultural College, Brookings, 
S. Dak., and the memorial of M. Alice Matthews, librarian of 
the State University, Vermilion, S. Dak., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation to amend the laws respecting copy- 
rights; which were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Sioux Falls, 
Lake Preston, Artesian, Beresford, Willow Lake, and Montrose, 
all in the State of South Dakota, remonstrating against the en- 
actment of legislation requiring certain places of business in the 
District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented an affidavit to accompany the bill (S. 6964) 
granting an increase of pension to Silas N. Palmer; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of Local Division No. 35, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of North Platte., Nebr., remon- 
strating against the enactment of legislation to fix an arbitrary 
limit of the continuous hours employees shall be allowed to 
work in the transportation department of railroads; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. RAYNER presented memorials of sundry citizens of Rock 
Hall and Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation requiring certain places of 
business in the District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. BRANDEGEDR presented a memorial of Local Grange No. 
153, Patrons of Husbandry, of Bridgewater, Conn., remonstrat- 
ing against further appropriation for the free distribution of 
seeds and plants; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the librarian of Trinity Col- 
lege, Hartford, Conn., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation to amend the laws respecting copyrights; which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. LONG presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill 
(S. 6876) granting an increase of pension to Jesse L. Pritchard; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Bos- 
ton, Mass., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
to authorize the clesing of certain places of business in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia on Sunday; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

TRANSPORTATION OF LIVE STOCK BY RAILROAD. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, the Cattle Raisers’ Asso- 
ciation of Texas and the live stock producers throughout Texas, 
New Mexico, Arizona, California, Oklahoma, Kansas, Colorado, 
and the western part of the United States generally state in a 
memorial which I hold in my hand that they are at this time 
suffering more extensive damage from shortage of cars and 
other equipment and from bad service in the transportation of 
live stock by railroad than from disease, limited markets, and all 
other evils combined. 

I ask that this memorial, which I present, may be printed in 
the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. It is not too much, I trust, Mr. President, to express 
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the hope that the committee may speedily find some remedy for 
the condition alluded to in the memorial. 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce, and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: . 


Whereas the members of the Cattle Raisers’ Association of Texas and 
live stock producers throughout Texas, New Mexico, Arizona, California, 
Oklahoma, Kansas, Colorado, and the entire western part of the United 
States are at this time suffering more extensive oemene from shortage 
of cars and other ms, gh and from bad service in the transportation 
of live stock by railroads than from disease, limited markets, and all 
other evils combined; and 

Whereas the laws of the land uire a common carrier when it at- 
tempts to operate a railway to furnish equipment, in the way of a good 
roadbed, ample cars, engines, et 
and transport all freight tendered on its line; and A 

Whereas the owners of railways as an initial investment should fur- 
nish the funds to so equip any such railways without depending on do- 
nations and income to provide such equipment; and 

Whereas the railways, or a large number of them, throughout the ter- 
named above have for many years failed to meet these substan- 
tial legal obligations and duties to the public resting upon them, for 
which failures especially in interstate transportation the law does not 
provide sufficient remedies and penalties; and 

Whereas this eyil bas, during the last few months, assumed more 
destructive proportions than ever before to the extent that the injury 
and damage to the cattle business on account of the railways failing 
to furnish cars and engines and on account of the imperfect service 
they have given throughout the West have been enormous; and in this 
connection it is true that this question of failure to furnish cars and 


ritor, 


motive power to transport the cattle has been growing worse every 
year, especially in the matter of furnishing cars on most of the lines, 
and it s gotten to the point where no cattle raiser can sell his 


cattle to be delivered on the cars with any expectation of being able 
to carry out his contract if he ae previously contracted a sale of 
them; neither can he ex to ship his cattle when they are ready for 
the market, and hundreds of herds have been turned loose on the range 
after being held for weeks 8 for cars, which had been ordered 
months before (this is particularly true throughout Texas and New 
Mexico and doubtless it is equally true throughout the Northwest) ; and 

Whereas this failure on the eke of the common carriers to meet the 
obligations . upon them has caused paralysis in the cattle indus- 
try throughout a large part of the United States; and 

Whereas we believe that this failure is not caused alone by the in- 
snfliciency of cattle cars, but also on account of insuflicient motor power 
and other defective and insufficient 1 and by reason of the 
e Hom of cattle cars to the hauling of coal and other commodi- 
ties; an 

Whereas the remedy against these common carriers for the failure to 
perform their W in respects by suing for damages is wholly in- 
sufficient and Inadequate; and 

Whereas it is competent for the Congress of the United States, as 
applicable to interstate shipments, to enact laws similar to those in 
Texas covering local shipments in regard to furnishing cars, etc., and 
to provide either by direct legislation or by conferring upon the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission the power to control this matter and fur- 
nish the live-stock reaa interest of the country relief from this 
terrible calamity and to compel the railways of the country to comply 
with their fundamental duties to the public in this particular; 

Now, therefore, the executive committee of the Cattle Raisers’ Asso- 
ciation of Texas, in regular session at Fort Worth, Tex., on this De- 
cember 10, 1906, without reciting special instances of large herds of 
cattle being held for weeks at shipping points and being turned loose in 
midwinter because the railways could not ship them out; and without 
referring to the many cases where cattle have been transported long 
distances at an unreasonably slow rate of speed of only about 10 miles 
per hour, which treatment, it is unnecessary to 19 75 is practically de- 
structive to perishable freight like live stock, petition and implore the 
Congress of the United States to take immediate action for the remedy- 
ing of this great and growing evil; be It 

Further resoived, That we recommend that our attorney proceed at 
once to bring this matter to the attention of the President and of Con- 
gress, and that the members of this committee immediately communi- 
cate with the Congressmen from their different districts, urging upon 
them the vital importance of securing at as early a date as possible 


legislation upon this subject. 
gis IKE T. PRYOR, President. 
Jno. T. LYTLE, Secretary. 
NAVY YEARBOOK. 


Mr. HALE. I present for reprinting, with additions to date, 
a compilation of the annual naval appropriation laws and 
tables, and I ask that it be printed as a document. I also ask 
that 1,600 additional copies be printed and bound in cloth, 800 
copies for the use of the Senate and 800 copies for the use of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs of the Senate. This is the 
fourth edition of the compilation, and it will hereafter be known 
as the Navy Yearbook.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine asks for 
a reprint of the Navy Yearbook, and that 1,600 additional copies 
be printed. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 6872) to amend an act entitled “An 
act authorizing the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf Railroad Com- 
pany to construct a combined railroad, wagon, and foot-pas- 
senger bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city of 
Yankton, S. Dak.,” reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 


c., so as to be able to promptly handle 


them severally without amendment, and submitted reports 
thereon : 

A bill (S. 6578) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights 
and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 2, 1895, and to amend an act amenda- 
tory thereof approved June 20, 1906; and 

A bill (S. 6907) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate 
the keeping of employment agencies in the District of Colum- 
bia where fees are charged for procuring employment or situ- 
ations,” approved June 19, 1906. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6470) in relation 
to the Washington Market Company, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5290) providing for the allotment 
and distribution of Indian tribal funds, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

1 (S. 5823) granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
rgin; 

A bill (S. 3220) granting an increase of pension to Wilbur 
H. Clark; and 

A bill (S. 123) granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Morgan. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3221) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Mills, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally with amendments, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1493) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
Huff; and 

A bill (S. 6645) granting an increase of pension to Timothy 
C. Stillwell. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1240) granting an increase of pension to Dana W. 
Hartshorn ; P 

A bill (S. 4772) granting an increase of pension to Gertrude 
McNeil; and 
£ K 5 (S. 5156) granting an increase of pension to Granville 

North. e 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with 
an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 774) granting an increase of pension to August 
Krueger ; 

A bill (S. 6126) granting an increase of pension to James E. 
Speake ; 

A bill (8. 
Allison ; 

A bill (8. 
Duncan; 

A bill (S. 
Stephens ; 
5 A bin (S. 6881) granting an increase of pension to Jefferson 

ush ; 2 

A bill (S. 2541) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
W. Murray; and 
es 05 (S. 6008) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

amont. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2669) granting an increase of pension to Winfield 
S. Ramsey; ~ 
5 i 1 (S. 5001) granting an increase of pension to Louis A. 

aird ; 

A bill (S. 771) 
Kreidler ; : 

A bill (S. 4032) granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
Creighton ; 

A bill (S. 5693) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
L. Houlihan ; = 

A bill (S. 5084) granting a pension to John W. Connell; 

A bill (S. 4771) granting an increase of pension to George R. 
Turner; 

A bill (S. 6238) granting an increase of pension to Hugh S. 
Strain; and 


2794) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
6051) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
6882) granting an increase of pension to Elisha H. 


granting an increase of pension to S. G. 
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as bill (S. 6883) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
. White. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6942) granting an increase of pension to William 
B. Dow; 

A bill (S. 6824) granting an increase of pension to Byron 
Canfield ; 

A bill (S. 6826) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Turner ; 

A bill (S. 6572) granting an increase of pension to Aaron L. 
Roberts ; > é 

A bill (S. 5685) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Jenkins; and 

A bill (S. 6574) granting an increase of pension to Maria H. 
Waggoner. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7170) to amend an 
act relating to service on foreign corporations, approved June 
80, 1902, entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to 
establish a code of law for the District of Columbia,“ re- 
ported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 6405) for the opening of Macomb street NW., District 
of Columbia, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. : 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4908) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Kimball, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 4510) granting an increase of pension to Rufus C. 
Allen, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bili (S. 6997) granting an increase of pension to William Ken- 
nedy, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5771) granting a pension to Mary E. Thompson; 

A bill (S. 6650) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
McGinty ; and 

A bill (S. 7160) granting an increase of pension to Kate 
Myers. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5502) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Coyle, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 6714) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

_Bolshaw; and 
A bill (S. 6712) granting an increase of pension to Orin In- 


William Davis, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6631) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Hodgman ; and 

A bill (S. 6978) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Jackson. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6019) granting a pension to Harriet O Donald; and 


A 1 (S. 4979) granting an increase of pension to Don C. 
Smit 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 5067) granting an increase of pension 
to Martin Schultz, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred 


the following bills, reported them severally with amendments, 
and submitted reports thereon : 


A bill (S. 7077) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Hattan ; 


A bill (S. 6266) granting an increase of pension to Paul 
Baker; and 


A bill (S. 3671) granting an increase of pension to Louis 
Castinetti. 


HOLIDAY RECESS. 


Mr. HALE. I report back from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, without amendment, the concurrent resolution of the 
House of Representatives, providing for adjournment for the 
holidays, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The concurrent resolution was read, considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved vy the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That when the two Houses adjourn on Thursday, December 20, they 
stand adjourned until 12 o'clock meridian, January 3, 1907. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUILDING AT JAMESTOWN EXPOSITION. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to report back favorably, with amendments, 
the bill (S. 7040) to provide for the erection of a District of 
Columbia building and an appropriate exhibit therein at the 
Jamestown Tercentennial Exposition, and for other purposes, 
and I submit a report thereon. I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the bill. 


The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 


Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The amendments of the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia were, in section 3, page 2, line 14, after the word “ James- 
town,” to strike out “Tercentennial Commission” and insert 
Exposition Company ;” and in the same section, on page 3, 
line 18, to strike out “ Commission” and insert “ Company; so 
as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be 3 and exhibited at the 
Jamestown Tercentennial E ition by the District of Columbia, and 
transported from and to said District and elsewhere, such models and 
photographs of public and private buildings and parks, and such 
articles, objects, and things as will illustrate the progress and condi- 
tion of the District of Columbia and of the city of Washington as the 
nation’s capital, under the control, ea, and approval of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia; and the Jamestown Ter- 
centennial Commission are hereby authorized and directed to cooperate 
with the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to enable them to 
carry out the intent and pu of this act. 

Sec. 2. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
they hereby are, authorized to detail officers and employees of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to aid them to carry out the provisions of this act, 
who shall receive no compensation other than their regular salaries or 
pay, but who shall be allowed their actual traveling expenses, and ex- 
penses of maintenance, while absent from the District of Columbia 
under said detail; and the said Commissioners are hereby further 
authorized to ap int such persons as ey. may deem necessary to aid 
them in said exhibit of said District of Columbia, who shall serve with- 
out any compensation or allowance whatever. 

Sec. 3. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall ob- 
tain the necessary site under the same terms as are offered by the 
Jamestown Exposition Company to States and other exhibitors and 
shall cause a suitable building to be erected thereon for the said Dis- 
trict of Columbia exhſbit, and the other exhibits aforesaid, and shall 
make all contracts therefor in the same manner and under the same 
regulations by which they now make contracts for poe works and 
buildings in the District of Columbia: Provided, That the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, in case they shall consider bids re- 
ceived for the construction of said building to be excessive, or if for 
any other reason they deem that it would be more advantageous to con- 
struct the building by day labor rather than by contract, they are 
hereby authorized to construct such beers 3 by day labor and purchase 
the material for same in open market, if the same can be done within 
the amount herein appropriated for said site, building, and exhibits. 
The Commissioners shall further prepare the site and approaches, in- 


am. 
5 55 BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2648) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Thrasher ; 

A bill (S. 6767) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Brown; and 

A bill (S. 6506) granting an increase of pension to Henry Z. 
Bowman. 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 5740) granting an increase of pension 
to Jared Ayer, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 6558) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 
Pearce; and 

A bill (S. 4542) granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
Daniels. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 6368) granting an increase of pension 
to Sherrad Hamilton, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 6632) granting an increase of pension to 
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cluding preparations for lighting same, and they shall, 
erection a use of said 8 and grounds, approaches, an 
purtenances, and until the close o 

care for the same. 


during the 

d ap. 
said exposition, maintain, keep, and 
For the above purposes the said Commissioners are 
authorized to employ such agents, officers, and employees, in addition to 
those in this act before mentioned, to be by them appointed and dis- 
missed, at and for such compensation and for such time as they may de- 


At the close of said exposition the Commissioners of the 


termine. 
the said site and building and the 


District of Columbia shall dispose o 
materials composing the said building at public or private sale on such 
terms and conditions as they may deem proper, giving preference to 
the Jamestown Exposition Company to purchase the same at an ap- 
praised value to be ascertained in such manner as the said Commission- 
ers may determine; and the proceeds of said sale shall be paid into 
the Treasury of the United States to reimburse the 5 riation in this 
act contained, one half thereof to the credit of the District of Columbia 
and the other half to the credit of the United States. 

Sec. 4. That to carry out in full all of the provisions of this act the 
sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby ap- 
propriated, one half to be paid out of any money in the Treasury of 
the United States not otherwise pe yg riated, and the other half out 
of the revenues of the District of Columbia, to be expended by the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and as they may direct, 
and they shall make a complete statement of all expenditures under 
this act to Congress, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
LOAN TO JAMESTOWN EXPOSITION COMPANY. 


Mr. WARNER. I am directed by the Select Committee on 
Industrial Expositions to report back, with a favorable recom- 
mendation and with amendments, the bill (S. 6896) appropriat- 
ing the sum of $1,000,000 as a loan to the Jamestown Exposition 
Company for the purpose of aiding in the payment of the cost 
of construction, completion, and opening of the Jamestown Ter- 
centennial Exposition on Hampton Roads, Virginia, on April 26, 
1907, and to provide for the protection of the Government and 
insuring the repayment of the sum of $1,000,000 by a first lien 
upon the gross receipts of the said exposition company from all 
paid admissions to the grounds of said exposition and from all 
moneys received from concessions after the opening of said ex- 
position, and I submit a report thereon. I desire to call the at- 
tention of the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DAN] to the 
bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. If in order to do so, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate take present consideration of the bill reported 
by the junior Senator from Missouri. I do not know that I am 
in order to say anything in support of this request, but I can 
state the considerations. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill. > 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill just read? 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, this is a very important bill, and 
there are provisions in it whiċh I do not understand from the 
reading. I think it is proper that it should go over in order 
that Senators may have an opportunity to examine it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go to the Calendar. 


POTOMAC RIVER HIGHWAY BRIDGE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I report back from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, without amendment, the joint resolution 
(S. R. 76) providing for an extension of time for completing 
the highway bridge and approaches across the Potomac River at 
Washington, D. C. The War Department is extremely anxious 
that this measure should be immediately acted on, and I yen- 
ture to ask for present censideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the time for completing the construction of the 
3 bridge and approaches across the Potomac River, authorized 
— section 12 of the act of Congress approved February 12, 1901, en- 
titled ‘‘An act to provide for eliminating certain grade crossings on the 
line of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company, in the city of 
Washington, D. C., and requisites said company to depress and elevate 
its tracks, and to enable it to relocate parts of its railroad therein, and 
for other pu as amended by the District of Columbia appropria- 
tion act, approved July 1, 1902, and as amended by joint resolution 
providing for an extension of time for completing the highway bridge 
and apana across the Potomac River at Washington, D. C., ap- 
pray february 18, 1905, and as amended by joint resolution providing 
‘or an extension of time for completing the highway bridge and_ap- 
proaches across the Potomac River at Washington, D. C., oe woved Fe 
ruary 19, 1906, be, and is hereby, extended to June 30, 1 P. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. BURKETT. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire if the joint resolution is just as it was printed and 
laid on our desks? It is from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia? 
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Mr. GALLIN GER. It is from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. BURKETT. And just the same as it was printed? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is exactly the same. 

Mr. BURKETT. I happened to be absent when it was con- 
sidered by the committee. I should like to ask the Senator what 
is the cause of this delay. I think we extended the time a 
year ago. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; we have extended the time, I think, 
twice before. The work is practically completed. The time 
has expired, however, and there are a few items of expendi- 
ture yet to be made. The War Department has made the re- 
quest that this extension should be granted. I think it is im- 
portant that it should be done. 

Mr. BURKETT. I should like to ask the Senator if there is 
any estimate for increased expense that comes with it? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not at all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution just read? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (S. 7211) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to amend an act to construct a bridge across 
{he Missouri River at a point between Kansas City and Sibley 
in Jackson County, Mo.,” approved March 19, 1904; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. , 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7212) to change the date of com- 
mission of Col. John L. Chamberlain, Inspector-General, United 
States Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the-: Committee on Military Affairs. 

Ile also introduced a bill (S. 7213) providing for the estab- 
lishment of a public park at Langdon, in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7214) respecting proceedings in 
the courts of the United States in the western district of the 
State of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7215) granting an increase of pension to Gottlieb 
Kuenster ; 

A bill (S. 7216) granting an increase of pension to James M, 
Haggett, alias Hockett; 

A bill (S. 7217) granting an increase of pension to Daniel H. 
Fairchild; and 

A bill (S. 7218) granting an increase of pension to Samuel D. 
Thompson. 4 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (S. 7219) to amend section 1 
of an act entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to 
regulate commerce,’ approved February 4, 1887, and all acts 
amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Commision,” approved June 29, 1906; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7220) granting an increase of 
pension to Nancy Bethel; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 7221) granting an increase 
of pension to Helen M. Ferrin; which was read twice by its 
titie, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7222) granting an increase of pension to Sylvester 
Byrne (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 7223) granting a pension to Joseph W. Little (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 7224) granting a pension to Matilda Daly; 

A bill (S. 7225) granting an increase of pension to William 
Gotshall ; 

A bill (S. 7226) granting an increase of pension to Isabella P. 
Kirk; and 

A bill (S. 7227) granting an increase of pension to Robert M. 
Blankin. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 7228) for the relief of 
J. Howard Mitchell, which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 7229) authorizing the promo- 
tion on the retired list of the Navy of John S. Hothersall, 
United States Navy (retired); which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DRYDEN introduced a Dill (S. 7230) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Sheppard; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 7231) granting an increase 
of pension to Oscar F. Richards; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PILES introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce: 

1 bill (S. 7232) to amend the laws relating to navigation; 
an 

A bill (S. 7233) to amend the law relating to the transporta- 
tion of passengers by water between ports in the United States 
and ports in the District of Alaska. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 7234) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah E. Hasler; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7235) granting a pension to Emeline C. Seger; 

A bill (S. 7236) granting a pension to Julia Canfield; and 

A bill (S. 7237) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Mc- 
Connell. 

Mr. DICK introduced a bill (S. 7238) authorizing the Presi- 


dent to place James Carroll on the retired list with the rank of 


lieutenant-colonel; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7239) granting a pension to Sam- 
uel Zimmerman; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7240) granting an increase of 
pension to Morris J. Foote; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 7241) reserving to 
the Government the title to all coal, lignite, petroleum, and nat- 
ural-gas deposits within the public domain and providing for 
the opening of public lands containing such deposits to settle- 
ment and entry under the publicland laws, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7242) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Minot, in the State of North Dakota; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 7243) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Justus B. Coomer; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7244) granting an increase of 
pension to Bessie Sharp Pettit; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BERRY introducd a bill (S. 7245) for the relief of 
Lillie L. Penrod, sole heir of Mary E. Wycough, deceased, late 
daughter and heir of Buford H. Neely, deceased ; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana introduced a bill (S. 7246) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Berry; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 7247) to provide for the 
establishment of an immigration station at New Orleans, in 
the State of Louisiana, and the erection in said city on a site 
to be selected for said station of a public building; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
migration. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7248) for the relief of the estate of Francois 
Florival Metoyer, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 7249) for the relief of C. A. Sarpy; 

A bill (S. 7250) for the relief of the estate of Victor Lastrapes, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 7251) for the relief of the estate of Leon Lemelle, 
deceased ; 

A bill (7252) for the relief of the estate of Hillaire Paillett, 
deceased ; 


A bill (S. 7253) for the relief of Martin Guillory; 

A bill (S. 7254) for the relief of the estate of Ovid Decuir, 
deceased ; 

A bill is. 7255) for the relief of Harvilien Norris; 

A bill (S. 7256) for the relief of the estate of George Sal- 
linger, deceased ; 

A bill (8. 7257) for the relief of Paul Duhon; 

A bill (S. 7258) for the relief of the estate of Artemise 
Metoyer, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 7259) for the relief of the estate of Ozam D. 
Metoyer, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 7260) for the relief of H. N. Sarpy; 

A bill (S. 7261) for the relief of the estates of Thoefile 
Metoyer and Elena Metoyer, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 7262) for the relief of the heirs of John Bemiss, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 7263) for the relief of the estate of Halcott T. 
Burges, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 7264) for the relief of the estate of J. Valcour 
Metoyer, deceased. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 7265) granting an increase of 
pension to John R. McCoy; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. ` 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 7266) to prescribe a term 
of court for the district court of the United States for the north- 
ern district of Florida, to be held at Apalachicola, Fla., in said 
district; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 7267) granting a 
pension to Catherine R. Sabic; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7268) granting an increase of 
pension to De Wayne W. Suydam; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 7269) for the erection 
of an addition or extension to the post-office and court-house at 
Sioux Falls, S. Dak.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. , 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7270) to establish a fish-hatching 
and fish-culture station at Dell Rapids, S. Dak.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7271) for the relief of Rathbun 
Beachy & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7272) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Cook; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. RAYNER introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7273) for the relief of Oscar F. Lackey for injuries 
sustained by him while acting as assistant engineer in the con- 
struction of the Panama Canal (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 7274) for the relief of the trustees of the Evangel- 
ical Lutheran Church of Burkittsville, Md. (with an accompany- 
ing paper) ; 

A bill (S. 7275) for the relief of the vestry of St. Thomas 
Protestant Episcopal Church, of Hancock, Md. (with accompany- 
ing papers) ; 

A bill (S. 7276) for the relief of the trustees of the African 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Hagerstown, Md. (with an ac- 
companying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 7277) for the relief of the corporation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Hancock, Md. (with an accompanying 
paper) ; and 


A bill (S. 7278) for the relief of the consistory of Grace Re- 
formed Church, of Knoxville, Md. (with an accompanying 
paper). 


Mr. RAYNER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7279) granting an increase of pension to Morris B. 
yg’ i 

A bill (S. 7280) granting an increase of pension to Henry 


Love 

A bim (S. 7281) granting a pension to Emma L. Beatty; 

A bill (S. 7282) granting an increase of pension to Emily M. 
Tyler; and 

A bill (S. 7283) granting an increase of pension to William T. 
Cooper (with accompanying papers), 
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Mr. BRANDEGEE introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7284) granting a pension to William C. Manning; 

A bill (S. 7285) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Tyler; 

A bill (S. 7286) granting a pension to Mary J. Stillman; and 

A bill (S. 7287) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
L. Bartow. 

Mr. CLAPP (by request) introduced a bill (S. 7288) to pro- 
vide for the granting of rights of way through Indian lands in 
certain cases; which was read tysice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Ile also (by request), introduced a bill (S. 7289) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to reserve power sites and natu- 
ral reservoir sites on Indian reservations when the reservation 
lands arè opened to settlement and entry; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7290) for the establishment of 
a drainage fund and the construction of works for the reclama- 
tion of swamp and overflowed lands; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. BURKETT introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7291) granting an increase of pension to Moses 
Blunk ; 

A bill (S. 7292) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Prior; 

A bill (S. 7293) granting an increase of pension to John 
White; and 

A bill (S. 7294) granting an increase of pension to W. P. 
Patterson. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 7295) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Gabriel Campbell; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCRBARY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7296) for the relief of William T. Harris (with an 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 7297) for the relief of Eliza Leathers, widow and 
administratrix of Alfred Leathers, deceased (with an accom- 
panying paper); and 

A bill (S. 7298) for the relief of the trustees of the Assembly 
Presbyterian Church, of Harrodsburg, Ky. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 7299) to correct the 
military record of Andrew J. Hasty; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced a bill (S. 7300) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to provide for the final disposition of the af- 
fairs of the Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes,” approved April 26, 1906; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 80) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to furnish two 3-inch wrought- 
iron muzzle-loading cannon, with their carriage, limber, and 
aecessories, to the State of South Dakota; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


VOLUNTEER RETIRED LIST. 


Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 2162) to create in the War Depart- 
ment a special roll, to be known as the“ Volunteer retired list; ” 
to authorize placing thereon with pay certain surviving officers 
of the United States Volunteer Army of the civil war, and for 
other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENTS TO LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HEYBURN submitted the following amendments in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 

An amendment providing for the payment of mileage to clerks 
of committees and clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of 
committees, ete. ; and 

An amendment proposing to increase the compensation paid 
to clerks to committees and clerks to Senators. . 

Mr. KITTREDGE submitted an amendment providing for one 
clerk (in lieu of a private now detailed as clerk) of the Capitol 
police at $1,200 per annum, intended to be proposed by him to 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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LOSS OF LIGHTER MARIA. 


Mr. LODGE. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk, 
and ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate what allowance, if any, has been made by the 
Quartermaster-General’s Department on the claim of Brooks Co., 
of Santiago, for the loss of the lighter Maria while in the service 
or O aah al of the United States during its military occupation 
of Cuba. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I ask that that resolution may be 
again read. 

Mr. LODGE. It is a resolution asking for certain papers in a 
claim for damage to a vessel caused by a Government transport. 
Mr. BACON. That is sufficient, Mr. President. - 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 
D. M. CARMAN, MANILA, P. I. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate what allowances, if any, have been made by the Quar- 
termaster-General’s Department and remain unpaid upon claims of 
D. M. Carman, of Manila, P. I., arising out of his contracts with the 
said department for lighters, cascos, or other means of transportation 
in the Philippines. 


EXTENSION OF FEDERAL POWERS. 


Mr. WHYTE. I offer resolutions which I send to the desk, 
and ask that they may be read and lie upon the table. 
The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


1. Resolved, That the people of the several States, acting in their 
highest sovereign capacity as free and independent States, adopted the 
Federal Constitution and established a form of government in the 
nature of a confederated republic, and for the purpose of carrying into 
effect the objects for which it was formed delegated to that Govern- 
ment certain rights enumerated in said Constitution; but reserved to 
the States, respectively, or to the people thereof, all the residuary 
powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution nor pro- 
ilbited by it to the States, 

2. Resolved further, That the extension of the Federal powers beyond 
those enumerated in the Constitution can only be rightfully. accom- 
plished in the manner provided by that instrument, and not by a 
strained construction of the Constitution, which shall obliterate all 
State rights and vest the coveted, but not granted, power where it will 
be exercised by the General Government. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will lie on the 
table, at the request of the Senator from Maryland IMr. 
WHYTE}. 

POWER TO REGULATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. SPOONER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and it is hereby, 
instructed to consider and report to the Senate at the earliest conven- 
ient date whether the Congress in the exercise of the porer to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations and among the several States and with 
the Indian tribes, can, in its opinion, constitutionally prohibit the 
transportation of commodities from the State in which they were pro- 
duced to other States, or to other countries, because the same were pro- 
duced in whole or in part by child labor. 


EXECUTIVE FUNCTIONS AND RESERVED STATE RIGHTS. 


Mr. RAYNER. I offer resolutions, which I ask may be read 
and lie upon the table. 
The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate the functions of the Ex- 
ecutive should be limited to the performance of the duties assigned to 
him by the Constitution and by the laws passed in pursuance thereof; 
and there should be no interference by the Executive with the legisla- 
tive or judicial departments of the Government or with the reserved 
rights of the States; and the legislative, judicial, and executive de- 
PREMERE of the Goyernment should be forever kept separate and dis- 

net; an 

Resolved further, That the States have no authority to surrender any 
of rsp reserved rights under the Constitution to the Federal Govern- 
ment. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will lie on the 
table, at the request of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Ray- 
NER]. 

INTERNATIONAL HARVESTER COMPANY, 


Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Department of Commerce and Labor is hereby 
directed to make an early investigation into the character and opera- 
tion and the effect upon interstate commerce of the combination or 
trust organization known as the International Harvester Company 
and allied concerns engaged in the production, handling, and sale of 
farm machinery; the inyes tion to include an inquiry as to whether 
the prices and output of such machinery appear to be or to have been 
controlled and regulated by direction of any particular individual or 
combination of individuals, by a corporation, or otherwise; whether 
there exists at present a healthy competition between local dealers in 
farm 5 and whether the quality of the same is on the average 
as good as in former years. 
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REPORT ON REVISION OF THE LAWS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the final report of the Commission to Revise the Laws of the 
United States, to which he inyites the attention of the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. FULTON]. 

Mr. FULTON. I assume that ordinarily such a report would 
go to the standing Committee on the Revision of the Laws of 
the United States, but at the last session of Congress a special 
joint committee was created to report upon the revision of the 
laws as made by the Commission. I suggest that this report had 
probably better be referred to that committee, and, if in order, I 
ask that it may be so referred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Oregon? The Chair hears none, and the re- 
port will be referred to the special committee indicated by him. 
Does the Senator desire the report printed? The Chair will 
state that it is submitted in printed form. 

Mr. FULTON. No, Mr. President, in view of that fact, I 
think it will not be necessary to order a reprint. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
report will be referred, as indicated, without printing. 


PUBLIC LAND LAWS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
PUBLIC LAND LAWS. 


The developments of the past 2 emphasize with increasing force 
the need of vigorous and immediate action to recast the public land 
laws and adapt them to the actual situation. The ‘Timber and Stone 
Act has demonstrated conclusively that its effect is to turn over the 
po timber lands to great corporations. It has done enormous harm, 
t is no longer needed, and it should be repealed. 

The Desert Land Act results so frequently in fraud and so com- 
paratively seldom in making homes on the land that it demands radical 
amendment. That provision which permits assignment before patent 
should be repealed, and the entryman should be required to live for not 
less than two years at home on the land before patent issues. Other- 
wise the Desert Land law will continue to assist speculators and other 
large holders to get control of land and water on the public domain by 
indefensible means. 

The commutation clause of the Homestead Act serves, in a majority 
of cases, to defeat the purpose of the Homestead Act itself, which is to 
facilitate settlement and create homes. In theory the commutation 
clause should assist the honest settler, and doubtless in some cases it 
does so. Far more often, it supplies the means by which speculators 
and loan and mortgage companies secure session of the land. 
Actual—not constructive—living at home on the land for three years 
should be required before commutation, unless it should appear wiser 
to repeal the commutation clause altogether. 

These matters are more fully discussed in the Report of the Public 
Lands Commission, to which I again call your attention. 

I am gravely concerned at the extremely unsatisfactory condition of 
the public land laws and at the prevalence of fraud under their present 
provisions. For much of this fraud the present laws are chiefly 
responsible. There is but one way by which the fraudulent acquisition 
of these lands can be definitely stopped; and therefore I have directed 
the Secretary of the Interior to allow no patent to be issued to public 
land under any law until by an examination on the ground actual 
compliance with that law has been found to exist. For this purpose 
an increase of special agents in the General Land Office is urgently 
required; unless it is given, bona fide would-be settlers will be put to 

ave inconvenience, or else the fraud will in large cpare go on. 
further, the Secretary of the Interior should be enabl to vias 
enough mining experts to examine the validity of all mineral land 
claims, and to undertake the supervision and control of the use of the 
mineral fuels still belonging to the United States. The present coal 
law limiting the individual entry to 160 acres puts a premium on fraud 
by making it impossible to develop certain types of coal fields and yet 
comely with the law. It is a scandal to maintain laws which sound 
well, but which make fraud the key without which great natural re- 
sources must remain closed. The law should give individuals and 
corporations, under proper government regulation and control, (the 
details of which I shall not at present discuss) the itt to work bodies 
of coal land large enough for profitable developmen My own belief 
is that there should be provision for leas coal, oil and gas rights 
under proper restrictions. If the additional force of 
mining experts I recommend is provided and well used, the result will 
be not only to stop the land frauds, but to prevent delays in paten 
valid land claims, and to conserve the indispensable fuel resources o; 
the Nation. 

RIGHTS OF WAY AND PRIVILEGES, 


Many of the existing laws affecting rights of way and privileges on 
ublic lands and reservations are illogical and unfair. Some work in- 
ustice by granting valuable rights in perpetuity without return. Others 

fail to protect the grantee in his possession of permanent improvements 
made at large expense. In fairness to the Government, to the holders 
of rights and Badan eed on the public lands, and to the people whom the 
latter serve, I urge the revision and reenactment of these laws in one 
comprehensive act, providing that the regulations and the charge now 
in force in many cases may be extended to all, to the end that unreg- 
ulated or monopolistic control of great natural resources may not be 
acquired or misused for private ends. 

PRIVATE HOLDINGS WITHIN NATIONAL FORESTS. 

The boundaries of the national forest reserves unavoidably include 
certain valuable timber lands not owned by the Government. Im- 
portant among them are the land ts of various railroads, For 
more than two years negotiations with the land t railroads have 
been in progress, looking toward an arrangement by which the forest 
on railroad lands within national forest reserves may be preserved by 
the removal of the present crop of timber under rules prescribed — the 
Forest Service, and its perpetuation may be assured by the er of 
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the land to the Government without cost. The advantage of such an 
arrangement to the Government lies in the acquisition of lands whose 
protection is necessary to the general welfare. The advantage to the 
railroads is found in the proposal to allow them to consolidate their 
holdings of ber within forest reserves by exchange after deeding 
their lands to the Government, and thus to cut within a limited time 
solid bodies of timber instead of alternate sections, although the amount 
of timber in each case would be the same. It is possible that legisla- 
tion will be required to authorize this or a similar arrangement with 
the railroads and other owners. If so I recommend that it be enacted. 


WORKING CAPITAL FOR THE NATIONAL FORESTS. 


The money value of the national forests now reserved for the use 
and benefit of the an N exceeds considerably the sum of one thousand 
millions of dollars. e 1 value of the standing timber ap- 
proaches seven hundred million dollars, and together with the range 
and timber lands, the water for irrigation an ower, and the sub- 
sidiary values, reaches an amount 8 to that of the national property 
now under the immediate control of the army and navy together. But 
this vast domain is withheld from serving the nation as freely and fully 
as it might by the lack of capital to develop it. The yearly running 
expenses are sufficiently met ay the annual appropriation and the pro- 
ceeds of the forests. Under the care of the Forest Service the latter 
are increasing at the rate of more than half a million dollars a year; 
the estimate of appropriation for the present 33 is less than for last 

ear; and it is confidently EEE that by 1910 the Forest Service will 
entirely self-supporting. In the meantime there is the most urgent 
need for trails, fences, cabins for the rangers, ot telephone liues, 
and the other items of equipment without which the reserves can not 
be handled to advantage, can not be protected properly, and can not 
contribute as they should to the general welfare. Expenditures for 
such permanent 5 are properly chargeable to capital ac- 
count. The lack of reasonable working equipment weakens the ore: 
tection of the national forests and eatiy limits thelr production. 
This want can not be supplied from 5 for running ex- 
penses. The need is urgent. Accordingly 1 recommend that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury be authorized to advance to the Forest Service, 
upon the security of the standing timber, an amount say $5,000,000, 
sufficient to provide a reasonable working capital for the national for- 
ests, to bear interest and to be repaid in annual installments beginning 

in ten years. 

TRANSFER OF THE NATIONAL PARKS. 

The national parks of the West are forested and they lie without 
exception within or adjacent to national forest reserves. Two years 
ago the latter were transferred to the care of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, with the most satisfactory results. The same reasons which 
led to this transfer make advisable a similar transfer of the national 

arks, now in charge of the Secretary of the Interior, and I recommend 
egislation to that end. 
INDIAN LANDS. 

Within or adjoining national forests are considerable areas of Indian 
lands of more value under forest than for any other purpose. It would 
aid grany in matnog these lands to their best use if the power to create 
national forests by proclamation were extended to cover them. ‘The 
Indians should be Jala the full value of any land thus taken for public 
purposes, m the proccons of the lands themselves, but such land 
should revert to the Indians if it is excluded from national forest use 
before full payment has been made. 

GOVERNMENT CONTROL OF GRAZING, 


The control of ing in the national forests is an assured success, 
The condition of the range is improving rapidly, water is being devel- 
oped, much feed formerly wasted is now saved and used, range contro- 
versies are settled, opposition to the grazing fee is practically at an 
end, and the stockmen are earnestly supporting the Forest Service 
eh pee with it effectively for the improvement of the range. 

he situation on the open Government range is strikingly different. 
Its carrying capacity has probably been reduced one-half by ove ing, 
and is still falling. Range controversies in many places are active and 
bitter, and life and property are often in danger. The interests both 
of the live-stock industry and of the Government are needlessly im- 
paired. The present situation is indefensible from any point of view, 
and it should ended. 

I recommend that a bill be enacted which will provide for Government 
control of the public range through the Department of Agriculture, 
which alone is equip for that work. Such a bill should insure to 
each locality rules for grazing specially adapted to its needs and 
should authorize the collection of a reasonable grazing fee. Above all 
cue Ne jot of the settler and homemaker should be absolutely guar- 
an A ; 

Much of the Tos land can only be used to advantage for grazing 
when fenced. uch fencing has been done for that reason, and also to 
prevent other stock owners from us! land to which they have an 
equal right under the law. Reasonable fencing which promotes the 
use of the range and yet interferes neither with settlement nor with 
other range rights, would be thoroughly desirable if it were ! 18 
the law forbids it, and the law must and will be enforced; I will see to 
it that the il fences are removed unless Congress, at the present 
a takes steps to legalize proper fencing by government control of 

e range. 


THE WHITE HOUSER, December 17, 1906. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I would ask, if it be proper to do so, that 
that message be printed and lie upon the table, subject to be 
called up for consideration. I desire at a proper time to submit 
some remarks upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Idaho? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


PERSONNEL OF THE NAVY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers and illustrations, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


In my last three annual messages I have invited the attention of the 
Congress to the urgent necessity of such legislation as will cause officers 


1906. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 451 


of the line of the Navy to reach the grades of captain and rear-admiral 
at less advanced ages and will give them more experience and training 
in the important duties of those grades. Under the present archaic 
system of promotion, without parallel in the navy of any other first-class 
power, captains are commissioned at the ayerage age of fifty-six and 
rear-admirals at the average age of sixty. This system is the result of a 
Jong-continued prejudice in favor of a method of promotion by which 
all lieutenants in order of seniority pass through the several grades 
until they eventually become rear-admirals; a method which sacrifices 
the good of the service to the interest of individual mediocrity. As a 
direct consequence of the existing method naval officers obtain more 
than ample service in subordinate positions, but have a limited and 
inadequate experience as captains in command of battle ships and as 
flag officers in charge of fleets and squardrons; that is, in the very 
positions of greatest ee „Where experience, skill, and initia- 
tive are essential to effic oner: oreover, they attain the position of a 
flag officer but a few months before they reach the retiring age and 
have no opportunity to perfect themselves in the important duties of 
the high commands pertaining to such rank.- 

History, modern and ancient, has invariably shown that an efficient 

rsonnel is the greatest factor toward an effective navy. No matter 
ow well equipped in other respects a navy may be, though its fleet may 
be composed of powerful high-s battle ships, maneuvered by com- 
licated tactics based upon the latest development of naval science, yet 
t is grievously eg cerry! er if directed by admirals and captains who 
Jack experience in their duties and who are hampered by long depriva- 
tion of independent action and responsibility. To oppose such a fleet to 
one equally , led by officers more active and more experienced in 
their duties, is to invite disaster, 

The following table gives the ages of the youngest captains and flag 
officers, with the average years in grade, in the navies of Great Britain, 
France, Germany, Japan, and the United States: 


Seagoing flag 
Captains. officers. 
polls 80 Average 
Age. yearsin | Age. years in 
grade. grade. 
35 11.2 45 8.0 
47 9.5 53 14.2 
42 6.2 51 6.0 
38 8.0 44 11.0 
55 4.5 59 1.5 


The facts shown in this table are startling, and earnest attention is 
invited to them. 

The Secretary of the Navy several months ago convened a board of 
six representative line officers with the Assistant Secretary of the 
Navy as President, to consider and recommend such changes in existing 
law relative to the commissioned personnel of the line of the navy as 
would tend to promote efficiency and economy. The essential recom- 
mendations of the board have been cordially approved by the Secretary. 
The bill, herewith transmitted to the Congress, has been formulated by 
the Secretary and is based, except in a few details, upon the recom- 
mendations cf the board. I 5 recommend its early consideration, 
Should it be enacted into law it will cause officers on the seagoing list 
to reach the grade of captain at forty-eight and rear-admiral at fifty- 
five, and will assure their serving seven years in the grade of captain 
and seven years in the pan of rear-admiral, thus enabling them to be- 
come thoroughly skillful and efficient in these grades. 

The accompanying bill also establishes the grade of vice-admiral. 
This grade has long existed in all other principal nayies of the world 
in order to obtain a selected grade of skilled commanders-in-chief. ‘The 
commander-in-chief of a fleet, with one or more rear-admirals serving 
under him, is logically entitled to a higher rank than his subordinates, 
because of his greater authority and responsibility. On occasions of 
official importance, of international council, or of combined naval action 
(as for instance the Boxer troubles in China), the interests of this 
great nation demand that our naval representative shall rank as the 
equal of the naval representatives of other powers. 

Moreover, under the Sader es Me bill, which is the result of recom- 
mendations made by a board principally composed of naval officers, a 
large percentage of the officers are eliminated from the seagoing list 
and never reach the grade of rear-admiral. When it is considered that 
the naval officers themselves recommended, in order to increase the effi- 
ciency of their service, that many be denied their pa fee privilege of 
reaching flag rank, it is ony just to them that we should place their 
highest officers on a plane of equal rank with their colleagues of other 
nations, with whom they are so frequently brought in official contact. 

e proposed plan of promotion is carried out, it will, as compared 
with existing law, make a saving of more than $5,000,000 during the 
next seven years. The principal part of this saving is made by stop- 
ping the voluntary retirement of young lieutenant-commanders with the 
Pank and pay of commanders upon the retired list. 

I am firmly of the opinion that unless the present condition of the 
higher commissioned gegen is rectified by judicious legislation, the 
future of our navy will be gravel hae ren mya 

I forward herewith a letter of the Secretary of the Navy, inclosing 
duplicate drafts of the proposed bill. I also forward a copy of the re- 
port of the Personnel Board of the Navy. 


Tun Wuite House, December 17, 1906. 

THE PANAMA CANAL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

In the month of November I visited the Isthmus of Panama, 
going over the Canal Zone with considerable care; and also 
visited the cities of Panama and Colon, which are not in the 
Zone or under the United States flag, but as to which the 
United States Government, through its agents, exercises control 


for certain sanitary purposes. 
The U. S. S. Louisiana, on which I was, anchored off Colon 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


about half past 2 on Wednesday afternoon, November 14. I 
came aboard her, after my stay on shore, at about half past 9 
on Saturday evening, Nevember 17. On Wednesday afternoon 
and evening I received the President of Panama and his suite, 
and saw members of the Canal Commission, and various other 
gentlemen, perfecting the arrangement for my visit, so that 
every hour that I was ashore could be employed to advantage. 
I was three days ashore—not a sufficient length of time to 
allow of an exhaustive investigation of the minutize of the work 
of any single department, still less to pass judgment on the 
engineering problems, but enough to enable me to get a clear 
idea of the salient features of the great work and of the prog- 
ress that has been made as regards the sanitation of the Zone, 
Colon, and Panama, the caring for and housing of the employ- 
ees, and the actual digging of the canal. The Zone is a narrow 
strip of land, and it can be inspected much as one can inspect 
50 or 60 miles of a great railroad at the point where it runs 
through mountains or overcomes other natural obstacles. 

I chose the month of November for my visit partly because 
it is the rainiest month of the year, the month in which the 
work goes forward at the greatest disadvantage, and one of the 
two months which the medical department of the French Canal 
Company found most unhealthy- 

Immediately after anchoring on the afternoon of Wednes- 
day there was a violent storm of wind and rain. From that 
time we did not again see the sun until Saturday morning, 
the rain continuing almost steadily, but varying from a fine 
drizzle to a torrential downpour. During that time in fifteen 
minutes at Cristobal 1.05 inches of rain fell; from 1 to 3 a. m., 
November 16, 3.2 inches fell; for the twenty-four hours ending 
noon, November 16, 4.68 inches fell, and for the six days end- 
ing noon, November 16, 10.24 inches fell. The Chagres rose 
in flood to a greater height than it had attained during the 
last fifteen years, tearing out the track in one place. It would 
haye been impossible to see the work going on under more un- 
favorable weather conditions. On Saturday, November 17, 
the sun shone now and then for a few minutes, although the 
day was generally overcast and there were heayy showers at 
intervals. 

FIRST DAY ASHORE. 


On Thursday morning we landed at about half past seven 
and went slowly over the line of the Panama Railway, ending 
with an expedition in a tug at the Pacific entrance of the canal 
out to the islands where the dredging for the canal will cease. 
We took our dinner at one of the eating houses furnished by 
the Commission for the use of the Government employees—no 
warning of our coming being given. I inspected the Ancon 
Hospital, going through various wards both for white patients 
and for colored patients. I inspected portions of the constabulary 
(Zone police), examining the men individually. I also exam- 
ined certain of the schools and saw the school children, both 
white and colored, speaking with certain of the teachers. In 
the afternoon of this day I was formally received in Panama 
by President Amador, who, together with the Goyernment and 
all the people of Panama, treated me with the most consid- 
erate courtesy, for which I hereby extend my most earnest 
thanks. I was driven through Panama and in a publie square 
was formally received and welcomed by the President and other 
members of the Government; and in the evening I attended a 
dinner given by the President, and a reception, which was also 
a Government function. I also drove through the streets of Pan- 
ama for the purpose of observing what had been done. We 
slept at the Hotel Tivoli, at Ancon, which is on a hill directly 
outside of the city of Panama, but in the Zone. 


SECOND DAY. 


On Friday morning we left the hotel at 7 o’clock and spent 
the entire day going through the Culebra cut—the spot in which 
most work will have to be done in any event. We watched the 
different steam shovels working; we saw the drilling and blast- 
ing; we saw many of the dirt trains (of the two different types 
used), both carrying the earth away from the steam shovels 
and depositing it on the dumps—some of the dumps being run 
out in the jungle merely to get rid of the earth, while in other 
cases they are being used for double tracking the railway, and 
in preparing to build the great dams. I visited many of the 
different villages, inspecting thoroughly many different build- 
ings—the local receiving hospitals, the houses in which the 
unmarried white workmen live, those in which the unmar- 
ried colored workmen live; also the quarters of the white 
married employees and of the married colored employees; as 
well as the commissary stores, the bath houses, the water-closets, 
the cook sheds for the colored laborers, and the Government 
eanteens, or hotels, at which most of the white employees take 
their meals. I went through the machine shops. During the 
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day I talked with scores of different men—superintendents and 
heads of departments, divisions, and bureaus; steam-shovel men, 
machinists, conductors, engineers, clerks, wives of the American 
employees, health officers, colored laborers, colored attendants, 
and managers of the commissary stores where food is sold to the 
colored laborers; wives of the colored employees who are mar- 
ried. In the evening I had an interview with the British con- 
sul, Mr. Mallet, a gentleman who for many years has well and 
honorably represented the British Government on the Isthmus 
of Panama and who has a peculiar relation to our work because 
the bulk of the colored laborers come from the British West In- 
dies. I also saw the French consul, Mr. Gey, a gentleman of 
equilly long service and honorable record. I saw the lieuten- 
ants, the chief executive and administrative officers, under the 
engineering and sanitary departments, I also saw and had long 
talks with two deputations—one of machinists and one repre- 
senting the railway men of the dirt trains—listening to what 
they had to say as to the rate of pay and various other matters 
and going over, as much in detail as possible, all the different 
questions they brought up. As to some matters I was able to 
meet their wishes, as to others I felt that what they requested 
could not be done consistently with my duty to the United 
States Government as a whole; as to yet others I reserved judg- 
ment. 
THIRD DAY. 

On Saturday morning we started at 8 o’clock from the hotel. 
We went through the Culebra cut, stopping off to see the ma- 
rines, and also to inyestigate certain towns; one, of white em- 
ployees, as to which in certain respects complaint had been made 
to me; and another town where I wanted to see certain houses 
of the colored employees. We went over the site of the proposed 
Gatun dam, having on the first day inspected the sites of the 
proposed La Boca and Sosa dams. We went out on a little toy 
railway to the reservoir, which had been built to supply the peo- 
ple of Colon with water for their houses. There we took lunch 
at the engineers’ mess. We then went through the stores and 
shops of Cristobal, inspecting carefully the houses of both the 
white and colored employees, married and unmarried, together 
with the other buildings. We then went to Colon and saw the 
fire department at work ; in four minutes from the signal the en- 
gines had come down to Front street, and twenty-one 24-inch 
hose pipes were raising streams of water about 75 feet high. 
We rode about Colon, through the various streets, paved, un- 
payed, and in process of paying, looking at the ditches, sewers, 
curbing, and the lights. I then went over the Colon hospital in 
order to compare it with the temporary town or field ‘receiving 
hospitals which I had already seen and inspected. I also in- 
spected some of the dwellings of the employees. In the evening 
I attended a reception given by the American employees on the 
Isthmus, which took place on one of the docks in Colon, and from 
there went aboard the Louisiana. 

Each day from twelve-to eighteen hours were spent in going 
over and inspecting all there was to be seen and in examining 
various employees. Throughout my trip I was accompanied by 
the Surgeon-General of the Navy, Doctor Rixey; by the Chair- 
man of the Isthmian Canal Commission, Mr. Shonts; by Chief 
Engineer Stevens; by Doctor Gorgas, the chief sanitary officer of 
the Commission; by Mr. Bishop, the Secretary of the Commis- 
sion; by Mr. Ripley, the Principal Assistant Engineer; by Mr. 
Jackson Smith, who has had practical charge of collecting and 
handling the laboring force; by Mr. Bierd, general manager of 
the railway, and by Mr. Rogers, the general counsel of the Com- 
mission ; and many other officials joined us from time to time. 

At the outset I wish to pay a tribute to the amount of work 
done by the French Canal Company under very difficult circum- 
stances. Many of the buildings they put up were excellent and 
are still in use, though, naturally, the houses are now getting out 
of repair and are being used as dwellings only until other houses 
can be built, and much of the work they did in the Culebra cut, 
and some of the work they did in digging has been of direct and 
real benefit. This country has never made a better investment 
than the $40,000,000 which it paid to the French Company for 
work and betterments, including especially the Panama Rail- 
road. 

An inspection on the ground at the height of the rainy season 
served to convince me of the wisdom of Congress in refusing to 
adopt either a high-level or a sea-leyel canal. There seems to 
be a universal agreement among all people competent to judge 
that the Panama route, the one actually chosen, is much superior 
to both the Nicaragua and Darien routes. 8 

7 PRELIMINARY WORK BEING DONE. 

The wisdom of the canal management has been shown in noth- 

ing mpre clearly than in the way in which the foundations of 
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the work have been laid. To have yielded to the natural impa- 
tience of ill-informed outsiders and begun all kinds of experi- 
ments in work prior to a thorough sanitation of the Isthmus, and 
to a fairly satisfactory working out of the problem of getting 
and keeping a sufficient labor supply, would have been disas- 
trous. The various preliminary measures had to be taken first; 
and these could not be taken so as to allow us to begin the real 
work of construction prior to January 1 of the present year. 
It then became necessary to have the type of the canal decided, 
and the only delay has been the necessary delay until the 29th 
day of June, the date when the Congress definitely and wisely 
settled that we should haye an 85-foot level canal. Immediately 
after that the work began in hard earnest and has been con- 
tinued with increasing vigor ever since; and it will continue so 
to progress in the future. When the contracts are let the con- 
ditions will be such as to insure a constantly increasing amount 
of performance. 
SUCCESSFUL SANITATION. 

The first great problem to be solved, upon the solution of 
which the success of the rest of the work depended, was the 
problem of sanitation. This was from the outset under the di- 
rection of Dr. W. C. Gorgas, who is to be made a full member 
of the Commission, if the law as to the composition of the 
Commission remains unchanged. It must be remembered that his 
work was not mere sanitation as the term is understood in our 
ordinary municipal work. Throughout the Zone and in the two 
cities of Panama and Colon, in addition to the sanitation work 
proper, he has had to do all the work that the Marine-Hospital 
Service does as regards the Nation, that the health department 
officers da in the yarious States and cities, and that Colonel 
Waring did in New York when he cleaned its streets. The re- 
sults have been astounding. The Isthmus had been a byword 
for deadly unhealthfulness. Now, after two years of our oc- 
cupation the conditions as regards sickness and the death rate 
compare favorably with reasonably healthy localities in the 
United States. Especial care has been devoted to minimizing 
the risk due to the presence of those species of mosquitoes 
which have been found to propagate malarial and yellow fevers. 
In all the settlements, the little temporary towns or cities com- 
posed of the white and black employees, which grow up here 
and there in the tropic jungle as the needs of the work dictate, 
the utmost care is exercised to keep the conditions healthy. 
Everywhere are to be seen the drainage ditches which in re- 
moving the water have remoyed the breeding places of the mos- 
quitoes, while the whole jungle is cut away for a considerable 
space around the habitations, thus destroying the places in 
which the mosquitoes take shelter. These drainage ditches and 
clearings are in evidence in every settlement, and, together with 
the invariable presence of mosquito screens around the piazzas, 
and of mosquito doors to the houses, not to speak of the care- 
ful fumigation that has gone on in all infected houses, doubt- 
less explain the extraordinary absence of mosquitoes. As a 
matter of fact, but a single mosquito, and this not of the dan- 
gerous species, was seen by any member of our party during 
my three days on the Isthmus. Equal care is taken by the in- 
spectors of the health department to secure cleanliness in the 
houses and proper hygienic conditions of every kind. I in- 
spected between twenty and thirty water-closets, both those 
used by the white employees and those used by the colored 
laborers. In almost every case I found the conditions perfect. 
In but one case did I find them re lily bad. In this case, affect- 
ing a settlement of unmarried white employees, I found them 
very bad indeed, but the buildings were all inherited from the 
French Company and were being used temporarily while other 
buildings were in the course of construction; and right near the 
defective water-closet a new and excellent closet with a good 
sewer pipe was in process of construction and nearly finished. 
Nevertheless this did not excuse the fact that the bad condition 
had been allowed to prevail. Temporary accommodations, even 
if only such as soldiers use when camped in the field, should 
have been provided. Orders to this effect were issued. I ap- 
pend the report of Doctor Gorgas on the incident. I was 
struck, however, by the fact that in this instance, as in almost 
every other where a complaint was made which proved to have 
any justification whatever, it appeared that steps had already 
been taken to remedy the evil complained of, and that the 
trouble was mainly due to the extreme difficulty, and often im- 
possibility, of providing in every place for the constant increase 
in the numbers of employees. Generally the provision is made 
in advance, but it is not possible that this should always be the 
case; when it is not there ensues a period of time during which 
the conditions are unsatisfactory, until a remedy can be pro- 
vided; but I never found a case where the remedy was not be- 
ing provided as speedily as possible. 
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HOSPITALS AND THEIR TREATMENT. 

I inspected the large hospitals at Ancon and Colon, which 
are excellent examples of what tropical hospitals should be. I 
also inspected the receiving hospitals in various settlements. 
I went through a number of the wards in which the colored men 
are treated, a number of those in which the white men are 
treated—Americans and Spaniards. Both white men and black 
men are treated exactly alike, and their treatment is as good 
as that which could be obtained in our first-class hospitals at 
home. All the patients that I saw, with one or two exceptions, 
were laborers or other employees on the canal works and rail- 
ways, most of them being colored men of the ordinary laborer 
stamp. Not only are the men carefully cared for whenever they 
apply for care, but so far as practicable a watch is kept to see 
that if they need it they are sent to the hospitals, whether they 
desire to go or not. From no responsible source did any com- 
plaint come to me as to the management of the hospital service, 
although occasionally a very ignorant West India negro when he 
is first brought into the hospital becomes frightened by the or- 
dinary hospital routine. 


HEALTH SHOWING REMARKABLY GOOD, 


Just at present the health showing on the Isthmus is remark- 
ably good—so much better than in most sections of the United 
States that I do not believe that it can possibly continue at quite 
its present average. Thus, early in the present year a band of 
several hundred Spaniards were brought to the Isthmus as 
laborers, and additions to their number have been made from 
time to time; yet since their arrival in February last but one of 
those Spaniards thus brought over to work on the canal has 
died of disease, and he of typhoid fever. Two others were 
killed, one in a railroad accident, and one by a dynamite explo- 
sion. There has been for the last six months a well-nigh steady 
decline in the death rate for the population of the Zone, this 
being largely Gue to the decrease in deaths from pneumonia, 
which has been the most fatal disease on the Isthmus, In 
October there were ninety-nine deaths of every kind among the 
employees of the Isthmus. There were then on the rolls 5,500 
whites, seven-eighths of them being Americans. Of these whites 
but two died of disease, and as it happened neither man was an 
American. Of the 6,000 white Americans, including some 1,200 
women and children, not a single death has occurred in the past 
three months, whereas in an average city in the United States 
the number of deaths for a similar number of people in that 
time would have been about thirty from disease. This very re- 
markable showing can not of course permanently obtain, but it 
certainly goes to prove that if good care is taken the Isthmus is 
not a particularly unhealthy place. In October, of the 19,000 
negroes on the roll 86 died from disease; pneumonia being the 
most destructive disease, and malarial fever coming second. 
The difficulty of exercising a thorough supervision over the col- 
ored laborers is of course greater than is the case among the 
whites, and they are also less competent to take care of them- 
selves, which accounts for the fact that their death rate is so 
much higher than that of the whites, in spite of the fact that 
they have been used to similar climatic conditions. Even among 
the colored employees it will be seen that the death rate is not 
high. 

š DIMINUTION OF MOSQUITOES. 

In Panama and Colon the death rate has also been greatly 
reduced, this being directly due to the vigorous work of the 
special brigade of employees who have been inspecting houses 
where the stegomyia mosquito is to be found, and destroying its 
laryæ and breeding places, and doing similar work in extermi- 
nating the malarial mosquitoes—in short, in performing all 
kinds of hygienic labor. A little over a year ‘ago all kinds of 
mosquitoes, including the two fatal species, were numerous 
about the Culebra cut: In this cut during last October every 
room of every house was carefully examined, and only two mos- 
quitoes, neither of them of the two fatal species, were found. 
Unfaltering energy in inspection and in disinfecting and in the 
work of draining and of clearing brush are responsible for the 
change. I append Doctor Gorgas’s report on the health condi- 
tions; also a letter from Surgeon-General Rixey to Doctor 
Gorgas. The Surgeon-General reported to me that the hygienic 
conditions on the Isthmus were about as good as, for instance, 
those in the Norfolk Navy-Yard. 

Corozal, some 4 miles from La Boca, was formerly one of the 
most unsanitary places on the Isthmus, probably the most un- 
sanitary. There was a marsh with a pond in the middle. Doc- 
tor Gorgas had both the marsh and pond drained and the brush 
cleared off, so that now, when I went over the ground, it ap- 
peared like a smooth meadow intersected by drainage ditches. 
The breeding places and sheltering spots of the dangerous mos- 
quitoes had been completely destroyed. The result is that 


Corozal for the last six months (like La Boca, which formerly 
also had a yery unsanitary record), shows one of the best sick 
rates in the Zone, having less than 1 per cent a week admitted 
to the hospital. At Corozal there is a big hotel filled with em- 
ployees of the Isthmian Canal Commission, some of them with 
their wives and families. Yet this healthy and attractive spot 
was stigmatized as a “ hog wallow ” by one of the least scrupu- 
lous and most foolish of the professional scandal-mongers who 
from time to time have written about the Commission’s work. 


IMPROVEMENTS IN PANAMA AND COLON, 


The sanitation work in the cities of Panama and Colon has 
been just as important as in the Zone itself, and in many re- 
spects much more difficult; because it was necessary to deal 
with the already existing population, which naturally had seant 
sympathy with revolutionary changes, the value of which they 
were for a long time not able to perceive. In Colon the popula- 
tion consists largely of colored laborers who, having come over 
from the West Indies to work on the canal, abandon the work 
and either take to the brush or lie idle in Colon itself; thus 
peopling Colon with the least desirable among the imported 
laborers, for the good and steady men of course continue at the 
work. Yet astonishing progress has been made in both cities. 
In Panama 90 per cent of the streets that are to be paved at all 
are already paved with an excellent brick pavement laid in 
heavy concrete, a few of the streets being still in process of 
paving. The sewer and water services in the city are of the 
most modern hygienic type, some of the service having just been 
completed. 

In Colon the conditions are peculiar, and it is as regards 
Colon that most of the very bitter complaint has been made. 
Colon is built on a low coral island, covered at more or less 
shallow depths with vegetable accumulations or mold, which af- 
fords sustenance and strength to many varieties of low-lying 
tropical plants. One-half of the surface of the island is covered 
with water at high tide, the average height of the land being 14 
feet above low tide. The slight undulations furnish shallow, 
natural reservoirs or fresh-water breeding places for every va- 
riety of mosquito, and the ground tends to be lowest in the mid- 
dle. When the town was originally built no attempt was made 
to fill the low ground, either in the streets or on the building 
sites, so that the entire surface was practically a quagmire; 
when the quagmire became impassable certain of the streets 
were crudely improved by filling especially bad mud holes with 
soft rock or other material. In September, 1905, a systematic 
effort was begun to formulate a general plan for the proper san- 
itation of the city; in February last temporary relief measures 
were taken, while in July the prosecution of the work was be- 
gun in good earnest. The results are already visible in the 
sewering, draining, guttering and paving of the streets. Some 
four months will be required before the work of sewerage and 
street improvement will be completed, but the progress already 
made is very marked. Ditches haye been dug through the town, 
connecting the salt water on both sides, and into these the 
ponds, which have served as breeding places for the mosquitoes, 
are drained. These ditches have answered their purpose. for 
they are probably the chief cause of the onishing diminution 
in the number of mosquitoes. More ditches of the kind are be- 
ing constructed. Ep he 

COLON WATER SUPPLY. 


It was not practicable, with the force at the Commission’s dis- 
posal, and in view of the need that the force should be used in 
the larger town of Panama, to begin this work before early last 
winter. Water mains were then laid in the town and water 
was furnished to the people early in March from a temporary 
reservoir. This reservoir proved to be of insufficient capacity 
before the end of the dry season and the shortage was made up 
by hauling water-over the Panama railroad, so that there was at 
all times an ample supply of the very best water. Since that 
time the new reservoir back of Mount Hope has been practically 
completed. I visited this reservoir. It is a lake over a mile 
long and half a mile broad. It now carries some 500,000,000 
gallons of first-class water. I forward herewith a photograph 
of this lake, together with certain other photographs of what I 
saw while I was on the Isthmus. - Nothing but a cataclysm will 
hereafter render it necessary in the dry season to haul water for 
the use of Colon and Cristobal. 

One of the most amusing (as well as dishonest} attacks made 


‘upon the Commission was in connection with this reservoir. 


The writer in question usually confined himself to vague general 
mendacity ; but in this case he specifically stated that there was 
no water in the vicinity fit for a reservoir (I drank it, and it 
was excellent), and that this particular reservoir would never 
hold water anyway. Accompanying this message, as I have said 
above, is a photograph of the reservoir as I myself saw it, and 


as it has been in existence ever since the article in question was 
published. With typical American humor, the engineering corps 
still at work at the reservoir have christened a large boat which 
is now used on the reservoir by the name of the individual who 
thus denied the possibility of the reservoir's existence. 

COLON PAVEMENTS. 

I rode through the streets of Colon, seeing them at the height 
of the rainy season, after two days of almost unexampled down- 
pour, when they were at their very worst. Taken as a whole 
they were undoubtedly very bad; as bad as Pennsylvania avenue 
in Washington before Grant’s Administration. Front street is 
already in thoroughly satisfactory shape however. Some of the 
side streets are also in good condition. In others the change in 
the streets is rapidly going on. Through three-fourths of the town 
it is now possible to walk, even during the period of tremendous 
rain, in low shoes without wetting one’s feet, owing to the rapid- 
ity with which the surface water is carried away in the ditches. 
In the remaining one-fourth of the streets the mud is very 
deep—about as deep as in the ordinary street of a low-lying 
prairie river town of the same size in the United States during 
early spring. All men to whom I spoke were a unit in saying 
that the conditions of the Colon streets were 100 per cent better 
than a year ago. The most superficial examination of the town 
shows the progress that has been made and is being made in 
macadamizing the streets. Complaint was made to me by an 
entirely reputable man as to the character of some of the ma- 
terial used for repairing certain streets. On investigation the 
complaint proved well founded, but it also appeared that the use 
of the material in question had been abandoned, the Commission 
after having tried it in one or two streets finding it not appro- 

riate. 
7 COMPLAINTS NOT WELL FOUNDED, 


The result of the inyestigation of this honest complaint was 
typical of what occurred when I investigated most of the other 
honest complaints made to me. That is, where the complaints 
were not made wantonly or maliciously, they almost always 
proved due to failure to appreciate the fact that time was nec- 
essary in the creation and completion of this Titanie work in 
a tropic wilderness. It is impossible to avoid some mistakes in 
building a giant canal through jungle-covered mountains and 
swamps, while at the same time sanitating tropic cities, and 
providing for the feeding and general care of from twenty to 
thirty thousand workers. The complaints brought to me, either 
of insufficient proyision in caring for some of the laborers, or of 
failure to finish the pavements of Colon, or of failure to supply 
water, or of failure to build wooden sidewalks for the use of 
the laborers in the rainy season, on investigation proved, almost 
without exception, to be due merely to the utter inability of the 
Commission to do everything at once. 

For instance, it was imperative that Panama, which had the 
highest death rate and where the chance of a yellow fever epi- 
demic was strongest, should be cared for first; yet most of the 
complaints as to the delay in taking care of Colon were due to 
the inability or unwillingness to appreciate this simple fact. 
Again, as the thousands of laborérs are brought over and housed, 
it is not always possible at the outset to supply wooden walks 
and bath houses, because other more vital necessities have to be 
met; and in consequence, while most of the settlements have good 
bath houses, and, to a large extent at least, wooden walks, there 
are plenty of settlements where wooden walks have not yet been 
laid down, and I visited one where the bath houses have not 
been provided. But in this very settlement the frames of the 
bath houses are already up, and in every case the utmost effort 
is being made to provide the wooden walks. Of course, in some 
of the newest camps tents are used pending the building of 
houses. Where possible, I think detached houses would be pref- 
erable to the semidetached houses now in general use. 


“UNJUST CRITICISM, 


Care. and forethought have been exercised by the Commission, 
and nothing has reflected more credit upon them than their re- 
fusal either to go ahead too fast or to be deterred by the fear 
of criticism from not going ahead fast enough. It is curious 
to note the fact that many of the most severe critics of the 
Commission criticise them for precisely opposite reasons, some 
complaining bitterly that the work is not in a more advanced 
condition, while the others complain that it has been rushed 
with such haste that there has been insufficient preparation for 
the hygiene and comfort of the employees. As a matter of fact 
neither criticism is just. It would have been impossible to go 
quicker than the Commission has gone, for such quickness would 
have meant insufficient preparation. On the other hand, to re- 
fuse to do anything until every possible future contingency had 
been met would have caused wholly unwarranted delay. The 
right course to follow was exactly the course which has been 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 17, 


followed. Every reasonable preparation was made in advance, 
the hygienic conditions in especial being made as nearly perfect 
as possible; while on the other hand there has been no timid 
refusal to push forward the work because of inability to antici- 
pate every possible emergency, for, of course, many defects can 
only be shown by the working of the system in actual practice. 

In addition to attending to the health of the employees, it is 
of course necessary to provide for policing the Zone. This is 
done by a police force which at present numbers over 200 men, 
under Captain Shanton. About one-fifth of the men are white 
and the others black. In different places I questioned some 
twenty or thirty of these men, taking them at random. They 
were a fine set, physically and in discipline. With one exception 
all the white men I questioned had served in the American 
Army, usually in the Philippines, and belonged to the best type 
of American soldier. Without exception the black policemen 
whom I questioned had served either in the British army or in the 
Jamaica or Barbados police. They were evidently contented, 
and were doing their work well. Where possible the policemen 
are used to control people of their own color, but in any emer- 
gency no hesitation is felt in using them indiscriminately. 

Inasmuch as so many both of the white and colored employees 
have brought their families with them, schools have been estab- 
lished, the school service being under Mr. O'Connor. For the 
white pupils white American teachers are employed; for the 
colored pupils there are also some white American teachers, 
one Spanish teacher, and one colored American teacher, most of 
them being colored teachers from Jamaica, Barbados, and St. 
Lucia. The schoolrooms were good, and it was a pleasant thing 
to see the pride that the teachers were taking in their work and 
their pupils. 

There seemed to me to be too many saloons in the Zone; but 
the new high-license law which goes into effect on January 1 
next will probably close four-fifths of them. Resolute and suc- 
cessful efforts are being made to minimize and control the sale 
of liquor. 

The cars on the passenger trains on the Isthmus are divided 
into first and second class, the difference being marked in the 
price of tickets. As a rule second-class passengers are colored 
and first-class passengers white; but in every train which I saw 
there were a number of white second-class passengers, and on 
two of them there were colored first-class passengers. 

CARE OF EMPLOYEES. 

Next in importance to the problem of sanitation, and indeed 
now of equal importance, is the problem of securing and caring 
for the mechanics, laborers, and other employees who actually 
do the work on the canal and the railroad. This great task has 
been under the control of Mr. Jackson Smith, and on the whole 
has been well done. At present there are some 6,000 white em- 
ployees and some 19,000 colored employees on the Isthmus. I 
went over the different places where the different kinds of em- 
ployees were working; I think I saw representatives of every 
type both at their work and in their homes; and I conversed 
with probably a couple of hundred of them all told, choosing 
them at random from every class and including those who came 
especially to present certain grievances. I found that those 
who did not come specifically to present grievances almost in- 
variably expressed far greater content and satisfaction with the 
conditions than did those who called to make complaint. 

Nearly 5,000 of the white employees had come from the United 
States. No man can see these young, vigorous men energet- 
ically doing their duty without a thrill of pride in them as 
Americans. They represent on the average a high class. 
Doubtless to Congress the wages paid them will seem high, but 
as a matter of fact the only general complaint which I found 
had any real basis among the complaints made to me upon the 
Isthmus was that, owing to the peculiar surroundings, the cost 
of living, and the distance from home, the wages were really 
not as high as they should be. In fact, almost every man I 
spoke to felt that he ought to be receiving more money—a 
view. however, which the average man who stays at home in 
the United States probably likewise holds as regards himself. 
I append figures of the wages paid, so that the Congress can 
judge the matter for itself. Later I shall confer on the subject 
with certain representative labor men here in the United 
States, as well as going over with Mr. Stevens, the comparative 
wages paid onthe Zone and at home; and I may then communi- 
cate my findings to the canal committees of the two Houses. 

QUARTERS GOOD AND SATISFACTORY. 

The white Americans are employed, some of them in office 
work, but the majority in handling the great steam shovels, as 
engineers and conductors on the dirt trains, as machinists in 
the great repair shops, as carpenters and timekeepers, superin- 
tendents, and foremen of divisions and of gangs, and so on 
and so on, Many of them haye brought down their wives and 


1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


459 


families; and the children when not in school are running 
about and behaving precisely as the American small boy and 
small girl behave at home. The bachelors among the employ- 
ees live, sometimes in small separate houses, sometimes in 
large houses; quarters being furnished free to all the men, 
married and unmarried. Usually the bachelors sleep two in a 
room, as they would do in this country. I found a few cases 
where three were in a room; and I was told of, although I did 
not see, large rooms in which four were sleeping; for it is not 
possible in what is really a vast system of construction camps 
always to provide in advance as ample house room as the Com- 
mission intend later to give. In one case, where the house was 
an old French house with a leak in the roof, I did not think 
the accommodations were good. But in every other case among 
the scores of houses I entered ‘at random, the accommodations 
were good; every room was neat and clean, usually having 
books, magazines, and small ornaments; and in short just 
such a room as a self-respecting craftsman would be glad to 
live in at home. The quarters for the married people were 
even better. Doubtless there must be here and there a married 
couple who, with or without reason, are not contented with 
their house on the Isthmus; but I never happened to strike 
such a couple. The wives of the steam-shovel men, engineers, 
machinists, and carpenters into whose houses I went, all with 
one accord expressed their pleasure in their home life and sur- 
roundings. Indeed I do not think they could have done other- 
wise. The houses themselves were excellent—bathroom, sit- 
ting room, piazza, and bedrooms being all that could be de- 
sired. In every house which I happened to enter the mistress 
of the home was evidently a good American housewife and 
helpmeet, who had given to the home life that touch of at- 
tractiveness which, of course, the bachelor quarters neither 
had nor could have. 
FOOD SUPPLIES—A THIRTY-CENT MEAL. 

The housewives purchase their supplies directly, or through 
their husbands, from the commissary stores of the Commission. 
All to whom I spoke agreed that the supplies were excellent, and 
all but two stated that there was no complaint to be made; these 
two complained that the prices were excessive as compared to 
the prices in the States., On investigation I did not feel that 
this complaint was well founded. The married men ate at home. 
The unmarriéd men sometimes ate at private boarding houses, 
or private messes, but more often, judging by the answers of 
those whom I questioned, at the government canteens or hotels 
where the meal costs 30 cents to each employee. This 30-cent 
meal struck me as being as good a meal as we get in the United 
States at the ordinary hotel in which a 50-cent meal is provided. 
Three-fourths of the men whom I questioned stated that the 
meals furnished at these government hotels were good, the re- 
maining one-fourth that they were not good. I myself took din- 
ner at the La Boca government hotel, no warning whatever hay- 
ing been given of my coming. There were two rooms, as gerer- 
ally in these hotels. In one the employees were allowed to dine 
without their coats, while in the other they had to put them on. 
The 30-cent meal included soup, native beef (which was good), 
mashed potatoes, peas, beets, chili con carne, plum pudding, tea, 
coffee—each man having as much of each dish as he desired. 
On the table there was a bottle of liquid quinine tonic, which 
two-thirds of the guests, as I was informed, used every day. 
There were neat tablecloths and napkins. The men, who were 
taking the meal at or about the same time, included railroad 
men, machinists, shipwrights, and members of the office force. 
The rooms were clean, comfortable, and airy, with mosquito 
screens around the outer piazza. I was informed by some of 
those present that this hotel, and also the other similar hotels, 
were every Saturday night turned into clubhouses where the 
American officials, the school-teachers, and various employees, 
appeared, bringing their wives, there being dancing and singing. 
There was a piano in the room, which I was informed was used 
for the music on these occasions. My meal was excellent, and 
two newspaper correspondents who had been on the Isthmus 
several days informed me that it was precisely like the meals 
they had been getting elsewhere at other Government hotels. 
One of the employees was a cousin of one of the Secret-Service 
men who was with me, and he stated that the meals had always 
been good, but that after a time he grew tired of them because 
they seemed so much alike. 

NO CAUSE FOR COMPLAINT ABOUT FOOD. 

I came to the conclusion that, speaking generally, there was 
no warrant for complaint about the food. Doubtless it grows 
monotonous after awhile. Any man accustomed to handling 
large masses of men knows that some of them, even though other- 
wise very good men, are sure to grumble about something, and 
usually about their food. Schoolboys, college boys, and boarders 


in boarding houses make similar complaints; so do soldiers and 
sailors. On this very trip, on one of the warships, a seaman 
came to complain to the second watch officer about the quality 
of the cocoa at the seamen’s mess, saying that it was not sweet 
enough; it was pointed out to him that there was sugar on the 
table and he could always put it in, to which he responded that 


that was the cook’s business and not his! I think that the com- 
plaint as to the food on the Isthmus has but little more founda- 
tion than that of the sailor in question. Moreover, I was given 
to understand that one real cause of complaint was that at the 
Government hotels no liquor is served, and some of the drinking 
men, therefore, refused to go to them. The number of men using 
the Government hotels is steadily increasing. 

CHINESE AND OTHER LABOR. 


Of the nineteen or twenty thousand day laborers employed 
on the canal, a few hundred are Spaniards. These do excellent 
work. Their foremen told me that they did twice as well as 
the West India laborers. They keep healthy and no difficulty 
is experienced with them in any way. Some Italian laborers 
are also employed in connection with the drilling. As might be 
expected, with labor as high priced as at present in the United 
States, it has not so far proved practicable to get any ordinary 
laborers from the United States. The American wage-workers 
on the Isthmus are the highly paid skilled mechanics of the 
types mentioned previously. A steady effort is being made to 
secure Italians, and especially to procure more Spaniards, be- 
cause of the very satisfactory results that have come from their 
employment; and their numbers will be increased as far as pos- 
sible. It has not proved possible, however, to get them in any- 
thing like the numbers needed for the work, and from present 
appearances we shall in the main have to rely, for the ordinary 
unskilled work, partly upon colored laborers from the West 
Indies, partly upon Chinese labor. It certainly ought to be un- 
necessary to point out that the American workingman in the 
United States has no concern whatever in the question as to 
whether the rough work on the Isthmus, which is performed by 
aliens in any event, is done by aliens from one country with a 
black skin or by aliens from another country with a yellow skin. 
Our business is to dig the canal as efficiently and as quickly 
as possible; provided always that nothing is done that is in- 
humane to any laborers, and nothing that interferes with the 
wages of or lowers the standard of living of our own workmen. 
Having in view this principle, I have arranged to try several 
thousand Chinese laborers. This is desirable both because we 
must try to find out what laborers are most efficient, and, fur- . 
thermore, because we should not leave ourselves at the mercy of 
any one type of foreign labor. At present the great bulk of the 
unskilled labor on the Isthmus is done by West India negroes, 
chiefiy from Jamaica, Barbados, and the other English posses- 
sions. One of the governors of the lands in question has shown 
an unfriendly disposition to our work, and has thrown obstacles 
in the way of our getting the labor needed; and it is highly un- 
desirable to give any outsiders the impression, however ill 
founded, that they are indispensable and can dictate terms to us. 


NEGRO LABORERS AND THEIR QUARTERS. 


The West India laborers are fairly, but only fairly, satis- 
factory. Some of the men do very well indeed; the better class, 
who are to'be found as foremen, as skilled mechanics, as police- 
men, are good men; and many of the ordinary day laborers 
are also good. But thousands of those who are brought over 
under contract (at our expense) go off into the jungle to live, 
or loaf around Colon, or work so badly after the first three or 
four days as to cause a serious diminution of the amount of 
labor performed on Friday and Saturday of each week. I 
questioned many of these Jamaica laborers as to the conditions 
of their work and what, if any changes, they wished. I re- 
ceived many complaints from them, but as regards most of these 
eomplaints they themselves contradicted one another. In all 
cases where the complaint was as to their treatment: by any 
individual it proved on examination that this individual was 
himself a West India man of color, either a policeman, a store- 
keeper, or an assistant storekeeper. Doubtless there must be 
many complaints against Americans; but those to whom I spoke 
did not happen to make any such complaint to me. There was 
no complaint of the housing; I saw but one set of quarters for 
colored laborers which I thought poor, and this was in an old 
French house. The barracks for unmarried men are roomy, 
well ventilated, and clean, with canvas bunks for each man, 
and a kind of false attic at the top, where the trunks and other 
belongings of the different men are kept. The clothes are hung 
on clotheslines, nothing being allowed to. be kept on the floor. 
In each of these big rooms there were tables and lamps, and 
usually a few books or papers, and in almost every room there 
was a Bible; the books being the property of the laborers them- 
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selves, The cleanliness of the quarters is secured by daily in- 
spection. The quarters for the married negro laborers were 
good. They were neatly kept, and in almost every case the men 
living in them, whose wives or daughters did the cooking for 
them, were far better satisfied and of a higher grade than the 
ordinary bachelor negroes. Not only were the quarters in which 
these negro laborers were living much superior to those in which 
I am informed they live at home, but they were much superior 
to the huts to be seen in the jungles of Panama itself, beside 
the railroad tracks, in which the lower class of native Panamans 
live, as well as the negro workmen when they leaye the employ 
of the canal and go into the jungles. A single glance at the two 
sets of buildings is enough to show the great superiority in 
point of comfort, cleanliness, and healthfulness of the Govern- 
ment houses as compared with the native houses. 

NEGROES DO THEIR OWN COOKING. 

The negroes generally do their own cooking, the bachelors 
cooking in sheds provided by the Government and using their 
own pots. In the different camps there was a wide variation 
in the character of these cooking sheds. In some, where the 
camps were completed, the kitchen or cooking sheds, as well 
as the bathrooms and water-closets, were all in excellent trim, 
while there were board sidewalks leading from building to 
building. In other camps the kitchens or cook sheds had not 
been floored, and the sidewalks had not been put down, while 
in one camp the bath houses were not yet up. In each case, 
however, every effort was being made to hurry on the construc- 
tion, and I do not believe that the delays had been greater 
than were inevitable in such work. The laborers are accus- 
tomed to do their own cooking; but there was much complaint, 
especially among the bachelors, as to the quantity, and some as 
to the quality, of the food they got from the commissary de- 
partment, especially as regards yams. On the other hand, 
the married men and their wives, and the more advanced 
among the bachelors, almost invariably expressed themselyes 
as entirely satisfied with their treatment at the commissary 
stores; except that they stated that they generally could not get 
yams there, and had to purchase them outside. The chief com- 
plaint was that the prices were too high. It is unavoidable that 
the prices should be higher than in their own homes; and after 
careful investigation I came to the conclusion that the chief 
trouble lay in the fact that the yams, plantains, and the like 
are rather perishable food, and are very bulky compared to 
the amount of nourishment they contain, so that it is costly to 

. import them in large quantities and difficult to keep them. Ney- 
ertheless, I felt that an effort should be made to secure them 
a more ample supply of their favorite food, and so directed; 
and I believe that ultimately the Government must itself feed 
them. I am having this matter looked into. 

The superintendent having immediate charge of one gang 
of men at the Colon reservoir stated that he endeavored to 
get them to substitute beans and other nourishing food for the 
stringy, watery yams, because the men keep their strength and 
health better on the more nourishing food. Inasmuch, howeyer, 
as they are accustomed to yams it is difficult to get them to 
eat the more strengthening food, and some time elapses be- 
fore they grow accustomed to it. At this reservoir there has 
been a curious experience. It is off in the jungle by itself 
at the end of a couple of miles of a little toy railroad. In 
order to get the laborers there, they were given free food (and 
of course free lodgings); and yet it proved difficult to keep 
them, because they wished to be where they could reach the 
dramshop and places of amusement. 

I was struck by the superior comfort and respectability of the 
lives of the married men. It would, in my opinion, be a most 
admirable thing if a much larger number of the men had their 
wives, for with their adyent all complaints about food and cook- 
ing are almost sure to cease. 

I had an interview with Mr. Mallet, the British consul, to find 
out if there was any just cause for complaint as to the treat- 
ment of the West India negroes. He informed me most em- 
phatically that there was not, and authorized me to give his 
statement publicity. He said that not only was the condition 
of the laborers far better than had been the case under the old 
French Company, but that year by year the condition was im- 
proving under our own régime. He stated that complaints were 
continually brought to him, and that he always investigated 
them; and that for the last six months he had failed to find a 
single complaint of a serious nature that contained any justifi- 
cation whatever. 

RECREATION AND AMUSEMENT. 

One of the greatest needs at present is to provide amusements 
both for the white men and the black. The Young Men's Chris- 
tian Association is trying to do good work and should be in 
eyery way encouraged. But the Government should do the main 


work. I have specifically called the attention of the Commission 
to this matter, and something has been accomplished already. . 
Anything done for the welfare of the men adds to their effi- 
ciency and money devoted to that purpose is therefore properly 
to be considered as spent in building the canal. It is impera- 
tively necessary to provide ample recreation and amusement if 
the men are to be kept well and healthy. I call the special at- 
tention of Congress to this need. 

This gathering, distributing, and caring for the great force of 
laborers is one of the giant features of the work. That fric- 
tion will from time to time occur in connection therewith is in- 
evitable. The astonishing thing is that the work has been per- 
formed so well and that the machinery runs so smoothly. From 
my own experience I am able to say that more care had been 
exercised in housing, feeding, and generally paying heed to the 
needs of the skilled mechanics and ordinary laborers in the work 
on this canal than is the case in the construction of new rail- 
roads or in any other similar private or public work in the 
United States proper; and it is the testimony of all people com- 
petent to speak that on no other similar work anywhere in the 
Tropics—indeed, as far as I know, anywhere else—has there 
been such forethought and such success achieved in providing 
for the needs of the men who do the work. 

I have now dealt with the hygienic conditions which make it 
possible to employ a great force of laborers, and with the task 
of gathering, housing, and feeding these laborers, There re- 
mains to consider the actual work which has to be done; the 
work because of which these laborers are gathered together—the 
work of constructing the canal. This is under the direct control 
of the Chief Engineer, Mr. Stevens, who has already shown ad- 
mirable results, and whom we can safely trust to achieve similar 
results in the future. 

WORK OF CONSTRUCTION, 

Our people found on the Isthmus a certain amount of old 
French material and equipment which could be used. Some of 
it, in addition, could be sold as scrap iron. Some could be used 
for furnishing the foundation for filling in. For much no possi- 
ble use could be devised that would not cost more than it would 
bring in. 

The work is now going on with a vigor and efficiency pleasant 
to witness. The three big problems of the canal are the La Boca 
dams, the Gatun dam, and the Culebra cut. The Culebra cut 
must be made, anyway ; but of course changes as to the dams, or at 
least as to the locks adjacent to the dams, may still occur. The 
La Boca dams offer no particular problem, the bottom material 
being so good that there is a practical certainty, not merely as 
to what can be achieved, but as to the time of achievement. 
The Gatun dam offers the most serious problem which’ we have 
to solve; and yet the ablest men on the Isthmus believe that this 
problem is certain of solution along the lines proposed; although, 
of course, it necessitates great toil, energy, and intelligence, and 
although equally, of course, there will be some little risk in con- 
nection with the work. If the huge earth dam now contemplated 
is thrown across from one foothill to the other we will have 
what is practically a low, broad, mountain ridge behind which 
will rise the inland lake. This artificial mountain will probably 
show less seepage, that is, will have greater restraining capacity 
than the average natural mountain range. The exact locality 
of the locks at this dam—as at the other dams—is now being de- 
termined. In April next Secretary Taft, with three of the 
ablest engineers of the country—Messrs. Noble, Stearns, and 
Ripley—will visit the Isthmus, and the three engineers will 
make the final and conclusive examinations as to the exact site 
for each lock. Meanwhile the werk is going ahead without a 
break. 

The Culebra cut does not offer such great risks; that is, the 
damage liable to occur from occasional land slips will not rep- 
resent what may be called major disasters. The work will 
merely call for intelligence, perseverance, and executive capac- 
ity. It is, however, the work upon which most labor will have 
to be spent. The dams will be composed of the earth taken out 
of the cut and very possibly the building of the locks and dams 
will take even longer than the cutting in Culebra itself. 

IN CULEBRA CUT. 

The main work is now being done in the Culebra cut. It was 
striking and impressive to see the huge steam shovels in full 
play, the dumping trains carrying away the rock and earth they 
dislodged. ‘The implements of French excavating machinery, 
which often stand a little way from the line of work, though of 
excellent construction, look like the veriest toys when compared 
with these new steam shovels, just as the French dumping cars 
seem like toy cars when compared with the long train of huge 
cars, dumped by steam plows, which are now in use. This rep- 
resents the enormous advance that has been made in machinery 
during the past quarter of a century. No doubt a quarter of a 
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century hence this new machinery, of which we are now so 
proud, will similarly seem out of date, but it is certainly sery- 
ing its purpose well now. The old French cars had to be en- 
tirely discarded. We still have in use a few of the mere mod- 
ern, but not most modern, cars, which hold but 12 yards of earth. 
They can be employed on certain lines with sharp curves. But 
the recent cars hold from 25 to 30 yards apiece, and instead of 
the old clumsy methods of unloading them, a steam plow is 
drawn from end to end of the whole vestibuled train, thus im- 
mensely economizing labor. In the rainy season the steam 
shovels can do but little in dirt, but they work steadily in rock 
and in the harder ground. There were some 25 at work during 
the time I was on the Isthmus, and their tremendous power and 
efficiency were most impressive. 
NEW RECORDS FOR EXCAVATION. 

As soon as the type of canal was decided this work began in 
good earnest. The rainy season will shortly be over and then 
there will be an immense increase in the amount taken out; 
but even during the last three months, in the rainy season, 
steady progress is shown by the figures: In August, 242.000 
cubic yards; in September, 291,000 cubie yards, and in October, 
825,000 cubic yards. In October new records were established 
for the output of individual shovels as well as for the tonnage 
haul of individual locomotives. I hope to see the growth of a 
healthy spirit of emulation between the different shovel and 
locomotive crews, just such a spirit as has grown on our battle 
ships between the different gun crews in matters of marksman- 
ship. Passing through the cut the amount of new work can be 
seen ata glance. In one place the entire side of a hill had been 
taken out recently by 27 tons of dynamite, which were exploded 
at one blast. At another place I was given a Presidential 
salute of 21 charges of dynamite. On the top notch of the 
Culebra cut the prism is now as wide as it will be; all told, the 
canal bed at this point has now been sunk about 200 feet below 
what it originally was. It will have to be sunk about 130 feet 
farther. Throughout the cut the drilling, blasting, shoveling, and 
hauling are going on with constantly increasing energy, the 
huge shovels being pressed up, as if they were mountain howitz- 
ers, into the most unlikely looking places, where they eat their 
way into the hillsides. 

RAILWAY IMPROVEMENTS. 

The most advanced methods, not only in construction, but in 
railroad management, have been applied in the Zone, with cor- 
responding economies in time and cost. This has been shown 
in the handling of the tonnage from ships into cars, and from 
cars into ships on the Panama Railroad, where, thanks largely 
to the, efficiency of General Manager Bierd, the saving in time 
and cost, has been noteworthy. My examination tended to show 
that some of the departments had (doubtless necessarily) be- 
come overdeveloped, and could now be reduced or subordinated 
without impairment of efficiency and with a saving of cost. The 
Chairman of the Commission, Mr. Shonts, has all matters of 
this kind constantly in view, and is now reorganizing the goy- 
ernment of the Zone, so as to make the formrof administration 
both more flexible and less expensive, subordinating everything 
to direct efficiency with a view to the work of the Canal Com- 
mission. From time to time changes of this kind will undoubt- 
edly have to be made, for it must be remembered that in this 
giant work of construction, it is continually necessary to develop 
departments or bureaus, which are vital for the time being, but 
which soon become useless; just as it will be continually neces- 
sary to put up buildings, and even to erect towns, which in ten 
years will once more give place to jungle, or will then be at the 
bottom of the great lakes at the ends of the canal. 

CRITICS AND DOUBTING THOMASES. 

It is not only natural, but inevitable, that a work as gigantic 
as this which has been undertaken on the Isthmus should arouse 
every species of hostility and criticism. The conditions are so 
new and so trying, and the work so vast, that it would be ab- 
solutely out of the question that mistakes should not be made. 
Checks will occur. Unforeseen difficulties will arise. From 
time to time seemingly well-settled plans will have to be 
changed. At present 25,000 men are engaged on the task. After 
a while the number will be doubled. In such a multitude it 
is inevitable that there should be here and there a scoundrel. 
Very many of the poorer class of laborers lack the mental de- 
velopment to protect themselves against either the rascality of 
others or their own folly, and it is not possible for human wis- 
dom to devise a plan by which they can invariably be pro- 
tected. In a place which has been for ages a byword for un- 
healthfulness, and with so large a congregation of strangers 
suddenly put down and set to hard work there will now and 
then be outbreaks of disease. There will now and then be 
shortcomings in administration; there will be unlooked-for acci- 


dents to delay the excavation of the cut or the building of the 


dams and locks. Each such incident will be entirely natural, 
and, even though serious, no one of them will mean more than a 
little extra delay or trouble. Yet each, when discovered by 
sensation mongers and retailed to timid folk of little faith, will 
serve as an excuse for the belief that the whole work is being 
badly managed. Experiments will continually be tried in hous- 
ing, in hygiene, in street repairing, in dredging, and in digging 
earth and rock. Now and then an experiment will be a failure; 


and among those who hear of it, a certain proportion of doubt- 


ing Thomases will at once believe that the whole work is a 
failure. Doubtless here and there some minor rascality will 
be uncovered; but as to this, I have to say that after the most 
painstaking inquiry I have been unable to find a single repu- 
table person who has so much as heard of any serious accusa- 
tions affecting the honesty of the Commission or of any respon- 
sible officer under it. I append a letter dealing with the most 
serious charge, that of the ownership of lots in Colon; the 
charge was not advanced by a reputable man, and is utterly 
baseless. It is not too much to say that the whole atmosphere 
of the Commission breathes honesty as it breathes efficiency and 
energy. Above all, the work has been kept absolutely clear of 
politics. I have never heard even a suggestion of spoils politics 
in connection with it. 

I have investigated every complaint brought to me for which 
there seemed to be any shadow of foundation. In two or three 
cases, all of which I have indicated in the course of this mes- 
sage, I came to the conclusion that there was foundation for the 
complaint, and that the methods of the Commission in the re- 
spect complained of could be bettered. In the other instances 
the complaints proved absolutely baseless, save in two or three 
instances where they referred to mistakes which the Commis- 
sion had already itself found out and corrected. 

SLANDERERS AND LIBELERS. 

So much for honest criticism. There remains an immense 
amount of as reckless slander as has ever been published. 
Where the slanderers are of foreign origin I have no concern 
with them. Where they are Americans, I feel for them the 
heartiest contempt and indignation; because, in a spirit of wan- 
ton dishonesty and malice, they are trying to interfere with, and 
hamper the execution of, the greatest work of the kind ever at- 
tempted, and are seeking to bring to naught the efforts of their 
countrymen to put to the credit of America one of the giant 
feats of the ages. The outrageous accusations of these slan- 
derers constitute a gross libel upon a body of public servants 
who, for trained intelligence, expert ability, high character and 
devotion to duty, have never been excelled anywhere. There is 
not a man among those directing the work on the Isthmus who 
has obtained his position on any other basis than merit alone, 
and not one who has used his position in any way for kis own 
personal or pecuniary advantage. 

PLAN TO BUILD BY CONTRACT. 

After most careful consideration we have decided to let ont 
most of the work by contract, if we can come to satisfactory 
terms with the contractors. The whole work is of a kind suited 
to the peculiar genius of our people; and our people have de- 
veloped the type of contractor best fitted to grapple with it. It 
is of course much better to do the work in large part by contract 
than to do it all by the Government, provided it is possible on 
the one hand to secure to the contractor a sufficient remunera- 
tion to make it worth while for responsible contractors of the 
best kind to undertake the work; and provided on the other 
hand it can be done on terms which will not give an excessive 
profit to the contractor at the expense of the Government. Af- 
ter much consideration the plan already promulgated by the 
Secretary of War was adopted. This plan in its essential 
features was drafted, after careful and thorough study and con- 
sideration, by the Chief Engineer, Mr. Stevens, who, while in the 
employment of Mr. Hill, the president of the Great Northern 
Railroad, had personal experience of this very type of contract. 
Mr. Stevens then submitted the plan to the Chairman of the 
Commission, Mr. Shonts, who went carefully over it with Mr. 
Rogers, the legal adviser of the Commission, to see that all legal 
difficulties were met. He then submitted copies of the plan to 
both Secretary Taft and myself. Secretary Taft submitted it 
to some of-the best counsel at the New York bar, and afterwards 
I went over it very carefully with Mr. Taft and Mr. Shonts, and 
we laid the plan in its general features before Mr. Root. My 
conclusion is that it combines the maximum of advantage with 
the minimum of disadvantage. Under it a premium will be put 
upon the speedy and economical construction of the canal, and 
a penalty imposed on delay and waste. The plan as promul- 
gated is tentative; doubtless it will have to be changed in some 
respects before we can come to a satisfactory agreement with 
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responsible contractors—perhaps even after the bids have been 
received ; and of course it is possible that we can not come to an 
agreement, in which case the Government will do the work 
itself. Meanwhile the work on the Isthmus is progressing 
steadily and without any let up. 


A SINGLE COMMISSIONER DESIRED. 

A seven-headed commission is of course a clumsy executive 
instrument. We should have but one commissioner, with such 
heads of departments and other officers under him as we may 
find necessary. We should be expressly permitted to employ the 
best engineers in the country as consulting engineers. 

I accompany this paper with a map showing substantially 
what the canal will be like when it is finished. When the Cu- 
lebra cut has been made and the dams built (if they are built 
as at present proposed) thére will then be at both the Pacific 
and Atlantic ends of the canal, two great fresh-water lakes, con- 
nected by a broad channel running at the bottom of a ravine, 
across the backbone of the Western Hemisphere. ‘Those best 
informed belieye that the work will be completed in about eight 
years; but it is never safe to prophesy about such a work as 
this, especially in the Tropics. 

I am informed that representatives of the commercial clubs 
of four cities—Boston, Chicago, Cincinnati, and St. Louis—the 
membership of which includes most of the leading business men 
of those cities, expect to visit the Isthmus for the purpose of 
examining the work of construction of the canal. I am glad to 
hear it, and I shall direct that every facility be given them to 
see all that is to be seen in the work which the Government is 
doing. Such interest as a visit like this would indicate will 
have a good effect upon the men who are doing the work, on one 
hand, while on the other hand it will offer as witnesses of the 
exact conditions men whose experience as business men and 
whose impartiality will make the result of their observations 
of value to the country as a whole. 

CONFIDENT OF ULTIMATE SUCCESS. 

Of the success of the enterprise I am as well convinced as one 
can be of any enterprise that is human. It is a stupendous work 
upon which our fellow-countrymen are engaged down there on 
the Isthmus, and while we should hold them to a strict account- 
ability for the way in which they perform it, we should yet 
recognize, with frank generosity, the epic nature of the task on 
which they are engaged and its world-wide importance. They 
are doing something which will redound immeasurably to the 
credit of America, which will benefit all the world, and which 
will last for ages to come. Under Mr. Shonts and Mr. Stevens 
and Doctor Gorgas this work has started with every omen of 
good fortune. They and their worthy associates, from the 
highest to the lowest, are entitled to the same credit that we 
would give to the picked men of a victorious army; for this 
conquest of peace will, in its great and far-reaching effect, stand 
as among the very greatest conquests, whether of peace or of 


war, which have ever been won by any of the peoples of man- 


kind. A badge is to be given to every American citizen who 
for a specified time has taken part in this work; for participa- 
tion in it will hereafter be held to reflect honor upon the man 
participating just as it reflects honor upon a soldier to have 
belonged to a mighty army in a great war for righteousness. 
Our fellow-countrymen on the Isthmus are working for our 
interest and for the national renown in the same spirit and with 
the same efficiency that the men of the Army and Navy work in 
time of war. It behooves us in our turn to do all we can to hold 
up their hands and to aid them in every way to bring their great 
work to a triumphant conclusion. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
TuE WHITE House, December 17, 1906. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The message, together with the 
accompanying appendices, illustrations, and maps, will be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Interoceanie Canals. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, does that include the illustrations? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so directed. 

Mr. KEAN. Are the illustrations to be printed in the RECORD? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Not in the Recorp. The message, 
with the accompanying appendices, illustrations, and maps, will 
be printed and referred, in the absence of objection, to the 
Committee on Interoceanic Canals. J 

Mr. ALDRICH. May I inquire what was the statement made 
by the Chair? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will again state the di- 
rection, which was that the message, together with the accom- 
panying appendices, illustrations, and maps, will be printed, 
and referred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and that order is made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But what goes into the Recorp, Mr. Presi- 
dent? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair directed nothing to go 
into the Recorp. The message has been read, and that portion 
which was read will go into the RECORD. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I should like to ask a question. 
Are the illustrations contained in the message to be printed in 
the RECORD? 

8 VICE-PRESIDENT. No; there has been no order to that 
el 3 : 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY BILL. 


During the reading of the President’s message concerning the 
Panama Canal, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 5133) to promote the safety of em- 
ployees and travelers upon railroads by limiting the hours of 
service of employees thereon. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask unanimous consent that the unfin- > 
ished business be laid aside temporarily. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be laid aside 
temporarily. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

After the reading and reference of the President’s message, 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills and joint resolution were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce: 

H. R. 19523. An act to authorize Thomas J. Ewing and George 
B. Patton, of Catlettsburg, Ky.; Otto Burger, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio; Herbert Haynard, of Kenova, W. Va., and Charles Miller, 
of Huntington, W. Va., to construct a bridge across the Tug 
Fork of the Big Sandy River; 

- H. R. 20988. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize Washington and Westmoreland counties, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania,“ approved 
February 21, 1903; and 

H. J. Res. 196. Joint resolution relating to the construction of 
a bridge at Fort Snelling, Minn. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 

H. R. 21574. An act making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1908, and for other purposes; and 

II. R. 22584. An act making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1907, and for other purposes. 

H. R. 21678. An act to provide for the extension of time within 
which homestead settlers may establish their residence upon 
certain lands which were heretofore a part of the Crow Indian 
Reservation, within the counties of Yellowstone and Rosebud, in 
the State of Montana, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 


PAY OF OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the joint reso- 
lution (H. J. Res. 203) to pay the officers and employees of the 
Senate and House of Representatives their respective salaries 
for the month of December, 1906, on the 20th day of said month; 
which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, that is the customary joint reso- 
lution, and I ask that it may be considered at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read at 
length. = 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as 
follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and in- 
structed to pay the officers and employees of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, including the Capitol police, their respective salaries 
for the month of December, 1906, on the 20th day of said month. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After nine minutes spent 
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in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o'clock 
and 45 minutes p. m.) the: Senate adjourned until to-mor- 
row, Tuesday, December 18, 1906, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate December 17, 1906. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


J. Rice Winchell, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs for 
the district of New Haven, in the State of Connecticut. (Reap- 
pointment. ) 

Fred C. Cubberly, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the 
district of St. Marks, in the State of Florida. (Reappointment.) 
~ John W. Howell, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Fernandina, in the State of Florida. (Reappoint- 
ment.) 0 

A. Lincoln Dryden, of Maryland, to be collector of customs for 
the eastern district, in the State of Maryland, to succeed James 
C. Tawes, whose term will expire by limitation on January 9, 
1907. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Second Lieut. Henry Granville Fisher to be a first lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from November 4, 1906, in place of William Vans Edmond- 
son Jacobs, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Ernest Eugene Mead to be a first lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from October 1, 1906, in place of First Lieut. James Mahool 
Moore, promoted. 

PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Commander Frank M. Bennett to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 2d day of November, 1906, vice Commander 
Albert Mertz, promoted. 


PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


Second Lieut. Benjamin S. Berry to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps from the 29th day of November, 1906, vice 
First Lieut. John W. McClaskey, retired. 

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


Andrew W. Swaney, of Montana, to be register of the land 
office at Kalispell, Mont., his term having expired April 30, 1906. 
(Reappointment. ) 

George S. Curtis, of Leadville, Colo., to be register of the 
land oflice at Leadville, Colo., vice Joseph A. Measures, resigned. 


POSTMASTERS. 
ARKANSAS, 

William C. Bill to be postmaster at Ozark, in the county of 
Franklin and State of Arkansas, in place of William C. Bill. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 22, 1907. s 
John A. Dudgeon to be postmaster at Corning, in the county 

of Clay and State of Arkansas, in place of John A. Dudgeon. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 22, 1907. 

GEORGIA, 


J. F. Renfroe to be postmaster at Wrightsville, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Georgia, in place of Beverly B. Hayes, 
resigned. 

ILLINOIS. 

Silas H. Aldridge to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the county 
of Hancock and State of Illinois, in place of Silas H. Aldridge. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 22, 1907. 

Joseph H. Coffman to be postmaster at Augusta, in the county 
of Hancock and State of Illinois, in place of Joseph H. Coffman. 
Incumbent's commission expires January 22, 1907. 

John ©. Louden to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county 
of St. Clair and State of Illinois, in place of John C. Louden, 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 10, 1906, 

= INDIANA. 

William H. Burris to be postmaster at Milford, in the county 
of Kosciusko and State of Indiana, in place of William H. 
Burris. Incumbent’s commission expires January 19, 1907. 

IOWA. 

Arthur S. Burdick to be postmaster at Postville, in the county 
of Allamakee and State of Iowa, in place of Arthur S. Burdick. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 28, 1906. 

Daniel P. Ellsworth to be postmaster at Lohrville, in the 
county of Calhoun and State of Iowa, in place of Daniel P. Ells- 
worth. Incumbent's commission expires January 7, 1907. 

Hiram Lamb to be postmaster at Murray, in the county of 
Clarke and State of Iowa, in place of Hiram Lamb. Incum- 
bent's commission expires January 14, 1907. 

William R. Orchard to be postmaster at Glidden, in the county 
of Carroll and State of Iowa, in place of William R. Orchard. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 7, 1907. 


Olive L. Stauffer to be postmaster at Gladbrook, in the county 


of Tama and State of Iowa, in place of Olive L. Stauffer. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired June 2, 1906. 
KANSAS. 

Harvey S. Givler to be postmaster at Wakeeney, in the county 
of Trego and State of Kansas, in place of Harvey S. Givler. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 10, 1906. 

KENTUCKY. 

Clarence Mathews to be postmaster at Maysville, in the county 
of Mason and State of Kentucky, in place of Clarence Mathews. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 28, 1906. 

MARYLAND, 

Charles F. Peters to be postmaster at Western Port, in the 
county of Allegany and State of Maryland. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1906. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Marcus M. Copeland, jr., to be postmaster at Onset, in the 
county of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. Office be- 
came Presidential July 1, 1906. 

John W. Fairbanks to be postmaster at Westboro, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of 
John W. Fairbanks. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 7, 1907. 

Martin Hickey to be postmaster at Grafton, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of Martin 
Hickey. Incumbent's commission expired December 9, 1906. 

Edward B. Sherman to be postmaster at Franklin, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in place of Ed- 
ward B. Sherman. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
19, 1907. 

MICHIGAN, 

Timothy Smith to be postmaster at Howell, in the county of 
Livingston and State of Michigan, in place of Timothy Smith. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 10, 1906. 

MISSOURI, 

John W. Scott to be postmaster at Moberly, in the county of 
Randolph and State of Missouri, in place of John W. Scott. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 10, 1906. 

NEBRASKA. 

Edward L. Howe to be postmaster at South Omaha, in the 
county of Douglas and State of Nebraska, in place of Frederick 
J. Etter, deceased. 

NEW JERSEY. 

John W. Dooling to be postmaster at Clayton, in the county of 
Gloucester and State of New Jersey, in place of John W. Dooling. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 9, 1906. 

William C. Fink to be postmaster at Hudson Heights, in the 
county of Hudson and State of New Jersey. Oflice became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1906. 

NEW YORK, 

John Raines, jr., to be postmaster at Canandaigua, in the 
county of Ontario and State of New York, in place of John 
Raines, jr. Incumbent’s commission expires January 7, 1907. 

Homer E. Snyder to be postmaster at Victor, in the county of 
Ontario and State of New York, in place of George Simonds. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 15, 1906. 

OHIO, 

Charles T. La Cost to be postmaster at Bryan, in the county of 
Williams and State of Ohio, in place of Charles T. La Cost. 
Incumbent's commission expired June 30, 1906. 

RHODE ISLAND. 

Albert C. Landers to be postmaster at Newport, in the county 
of Newport and State of Rhode Island, in place of Albert C. 
Landers. Incumbent’s commission expired December 9, 1906. 

SOUTH CAROLINA, 

J. Frank Kneece to be postmaster at Batesburg, in the county 
of Lexington and State of South Carolina, in place of J. Frank 
Kneece. Incumbent’s commission expires January 22, 1907. 

TEXAS, 

Carrie E. Hoke to be postmaster at Taylor, in the county of 
Williamson and State of Texas, in place of Carrie E. Hoke. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired June 27, 1906. 

WISCONSIN, 

Herman O. E. Diestler to be postmaster at Hortonville, in the 
county of Outagamie and State of Wisconsin. Office became 
Presidential October 1, 1906. 


WITHDRAWALS. 


Executive nominations withdrawn from the Senate December 17, 
1906. 


Thomas Ives Chatfield, of New York, to be United States dis- 
trict judge for the eastern district of New York, in the place of 
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Edward B. Thomas, which nomination was received by the Sen- 


ate on December 10, 1906. (The nomination of Mr. Chatfield, 
received by the Senate on December 13, 1906, being a substitute 
for this one withdrawn.) 

O. K. Paddock to be postmaster at South Omaha, in the State 
of Nebraska. í 

George W. Cowen to be postmaster at Lincoln, in the State of 
New Hampshire. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 17, 

1906. 
`“ ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 
Alford W. Cooley, of New York, to be Assistant Attorney- 

General. 7 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Benjamin H. Barrows, of Nebraska, to be surveyor of cus- 

toms for the port of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS: 
Alexander B. Kennedy, of Louisiana, to be receiver of public 
moneys at New Orleans, La., to take effect January 23, 1907. 
Shields Warren, of Florida, to be receiver òf public moneys 
at Gainesville, Fla. s 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
To be captain in Cavalry Arm. 
First Lieut. James D. Tilford, First Cavalry, from October 1, 
1906. 


To be chaplain with rank of major in Artillery Corps. 


Capt. Patrick J. Hart, chaplain, Artillery Corps, to be chap- 
lain with the rank of major from December 5, 1906. 
POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 
Wellington A. Griffin to be postmaster at Mountain View, in 
the county of Santa Clara and State of California. 
Helen C. Thompson to be postmaster at Stanford University, 
in the county of Santa Clara and State of California. 
NEBRASKA. 
Edmund L. Howe to be postmaster at South Omaha, in the 
State of Nebraska. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Samuel Bartlett to be postmaster at Pleasantville, in the 
county of Atlantic and State of New Jersey. 
John W. Davis to be postmaster at Burlington, in the county 
of Burlington and State of New Jersey. 
James Freeman to be postmaster at Arlington, in the county 
of Hudson and State of New Jersey. 
Charles E. Stults to be postmaster at Hightstown, in the 
county of Mercer and State of New Jersey. 
NEW YORK. 
William Smith to be postmaster at Livingston Manor, in the 
county of Sullivan and State of New York. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monvayr, December 17, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o' clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Covupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved. 

RESIGNATION FROM COMMITTEE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following com- 

munication: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., December 13, 1906. 


To the SPEAKER, 
House of Representatives: 


Having been appointed chairman of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, I hereby tender my resignation as chairman of the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Treasury Department and as a member thereof. 


Yours, very truly, 
a ROBERT G. COUSINS. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resignation will be 


accepted. 
COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS. 


The SPEAKER announced the following committee appoint- 
ments. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Representative WEEKS, chairman of Committee on Expenditures in 
the State Department. t 

Representative Kxorr, chairman of Committee on Expenditures in 
Treasury Department. 2 

Representative REYBURN, member of Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Teasures, and Committee on Expenditures in the State Department. 


resentative MOORE, of Pennsylvania, member of Committee on 
I gration and Naturalization, and Committee on Enrolled Bills. 
Representative BRUMM, member of Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and Committee on Expenditures on Public Buildings. 
Representative NELSON, member of the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads, and Committee on Expenditures in the State Department. 
Representative CoupREY, member of the Committee on Elections No. 
5 and Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi 
ver. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Sundry messages, in writing, from the President of the United 
States, were communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. LATTA, one of his secretaries. 


POSTAL FRAUD ORDERS. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the- 
rules and pass the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 16548) to provide for judicial review 
for orders excluding persons from the use of United States mail facili- 
ties shall have the same privilege for the remainder of the session 
„ bills reported by committees having leave to report at 

The SPEAKER. Is a second-demanded? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I demand a second, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I ask unanimous consent that a sec- 
ond be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of the reso- 
lution is to give the bill known as “the fraud-order bill” a 


‘| privileged status on the Calendar, so that it can be called up 


and considered on its merits at any time. It is not a privileged 
bill, and this resolution gives it that status. It is the object 
of the promoters of the legislation, after the holiday recess, 
when opportunity affords, to call it up and thoroughly discuss 
it and have it considered by the House. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Has the bill to which the gentleman re- 
fers been reported by the Judiciary Committee? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It was reported unanimously by the 
Judiciary Committee after quite an extensive and exhaustive 
investigation of the subject. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Had it been reported out of the committee 
when committees were called in order in the House last week 
and when the Committee on Judiciary had recognition? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It had. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Does the gentleman know why the bill was 
not then called up under the call of committees? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I asked the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary to call it up, and he gave me as a reason 
that he did not care to occupy the time, or something like that. 
I felt that it ought to have been called up, but I think Members 
who are interested in the question desire some time to discuss 
it and want it put where it can be given more time than it could 
be given under the call of committees. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Does the gentleman’s resolution make the 
bill privileged? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The resolution makes the bill privi- 
leged—that is, it gives it a status on the Calendar of a privi- 
leged bill, which can be called up at any time when there is no 
other privileged matter before the House. That is the only ob- 
ject of the resolution. . 

Mr. PAYNE. Can the gentleman from Indiana state in a 
wora what change the bill proposes to make in the existing 
aw? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will as briefly as I can. Under the 
existing law the Postmaster-General has the power, where evi- 
dence is submitted to him which satisfies him that any person 
is using the mails for fraudulent purposes, to.issue an order 
withholding or denying him the right to use the mails—that is, 
he issues what is known as a “ fraud order,” denying such per- 
son the use of the mails. This may be done under the law with- 
out any notice whatever to the party affected, without any op- 
portunity to appear and resist the issuance of the order, and 
when the order is once issued the courts- have decided that, 
Congress having vested the discretion in the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, it is not subject to review in the courts. 

It is the custom of the Postmaster-General, however, in most 
eases to have notice given to the parties and afford opportuni- 
ties for them to present their defense. The chief evidence sup- 
plied to the Postmaster-General is in the form of confidential 
reports made by post-office inspectors, consisting of interviews 
with people throughout the country, men not under oath, not 
responsible criminally or civilly for anything they may say. 

These reports are never accessible to the person who is ac- 
cused of fraudulently using the mails; he has no opportunity to 
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see them at any time under any circumstances, and one against 
whom a fraud order is improvidently issued, issued upon a mis- 
take of facts—is absolutely without a remedy. He is branded 
before the public as the perpetrator of fraud. His*right to the 
mails is absolutely cut off, and he is without recourse because 
there is no appeal to the courts on the question of fact. Now, 
the purpose of this bill is to give men who desire it the right 
to go into the courts and have questions of fact and law re- 
viewed. The Postmaster-General is required to keep a fraud- 
order record, and when he is satisfied that any individual is 
using the mails for fraudulent purposes, he is required to give 
him notice, and, within a certain time after notice is issued, 
if no objection is made, the fraud order goes as a matter of 
course, but, pending this, and in order to prevent men imposing 
on the people, in order to cut off the career of green-goods con- 
cerns and fiy-by-night institutions and get-rich-quick schemes, 
the Postmaster-General may peremptorily order the mail to be 
impounded in the post-office where the individual or corporation 
receives mail, to be held there pending investigation; and if the 
individual wants to go into court, he may commence proceedings 
in the Federal court having jurisdiction of the postmaster, and 
have a summary investigation of the law and the facts. The 
purpose of the bill is to give men who feel that they have been 
wronged, that fraud orders have been issued against them on 
improper or imperfect proof, an opportunity to have the matter 
heard according to established .procedure in the court; but 
pending the proceeding, the Postmaster-General can have the 
mails withheld in the post-office where they would be delivered 
indefinitely until the matter is determined. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the bill open up a way for any liability 
for damages on the part either of the Government or the Post- 
master-General, or is it simply 2 mandamus proceeding? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. No; it does not open up any way for 
liability; it does not fix any additional responsibilities, and 
it does not create any basis for actions of a civil character or 
any other kind, excepting it undertakes to give the right to the 
individual against whom a fraud order is to be issued to go 
into a court of record and have the facts investigated upon 
evidence that is recognized in courts of law. 

Mr. PAYNE. What remedy is proposed under the bill? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. ‘The remedy I undertook to explain a 
moment ago is that the individual has the right to go into a 
court and commence proceedings to review the procedure for the 
order on the facts. 

Mr. PAYNE. What judgment can he get on the facts? There 
must be some relief contemplated. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Of course, the Postmaster-General 
can not make the fraud order final in proceedings of that kind 
until there is a judgment of the court upholding him, declaring 
that the conduct of the person to be affected by the order has 
been such as to justify the issuance of the order. Then the 
order will be made final in contested cases. If the court decides 
otherwise, then the order is not to be issued. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman is satisfied that the bill would 
not create any liability or open up the way for liability of a 
pecuniary nature on the part of the Postmaster-General or of 
the United States? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I am satisfied of that. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Does appeal lie from this judgment of the 
Federal court to the Court of Appeals? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I should presume it would; like any 
other—that in any other proceeding. 

Mr. HINSHAW. On the part of the Postmaster or the man 
who is injured? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. HULL. In case of appeal the order of the Postmaster- 
General would be effective until the higher court had decided? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. There is no opportunity to de- 
fraud the Government. Mr. Speaker, I reserye the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman sits 
down I would like to ask him a question. Has the bill which 
the gentleman has introduced, which is referred to in this reso- 
lution, the support of the Postmaster-General? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not know. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Was any hearing had before the committee 
as far as the gentleman knows? The gentleman will recognize 
that this matter is largely a matter that pertains to the regula- 
tion of postal affairs, rather than to matters that come within 
the purview of the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I want to save some of my time to 
close the debate. I submitted the bill to Mr. Overstreer, the 
chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads—— 
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Mr. STAFFORD. I will state to the gentleman that I will 
be pleased to yield him some of my time. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I submitted the bill to Mr, OVERSTREET, 
and he said the bill ought to be passed. He has had experience 
enough to believe that the bill ought to pass, and all I am asking 
now is to give the bill a status on the Calendar, so it can be 
taken up on its merits. 

Mr. DALZELL. What is the motion of the gentleman? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The motion is to pass this resolution 
putting the bill on the Calendar as a privileged bill, so it can 
be taken up in the future and considered on its merits. I have 
not the time to go into the merits of the bill now, as it would 
take considerable time to debate it fully. I am simply asking 
now to have the bill put where the House can consider it, where 
it can be investigated and thoroughly considered, and then the 
House will be able to act intelligently. 

Mr. KEIFER. I desire to ask the gentleman one question, 
and that is whether under the present law or regulations of the 
Post-Office Department any notice is given to a person who is 
supposed to be violating postal laws? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. In most of these cases notice is given, 
in some not. Now, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to take up the 
time of the House in a discussion of the merits of the bill, as the 
only purpose of the resolution which has been reported to the 
House is to provide for the consideration of the bill later on. 
T have no objection to its passage. - 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD.. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire of 
tbe gentleman from Indiana what time is fixed for the consid- 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. There is no time fixed; the resolution 
simply gives it the status of a privileged measure. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Would the gentleman be likely to call 
up the bill before the holidays? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. No; it will not be called up until after 
the holidays. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I am interested in the bill and in fayor 
of its general principles. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on the 
resolution. 

The question was taken; and, in the opinion of the Chair, two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended 
and the resolution was passed. 


VALIDATING CERTAIN CERTIFICATES OF NATURALIZATION. 


Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend 
the rules, and pass the following bill: 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves to 
suspend the rules, and pass the bill which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (II. R. 20465) to validate certain certificates of naturalization. 

Be it cnactcd, etc., That naturalization certificates issued heretofore 
and under the act approved March 3, 1903. entitled “An act to regu- 
late the immigration of aliens into the United States,” went into effect, 
which fail to show that the courts issuing said certificates complied 
with the requirements of section 39 of said act, but which were other- 
wise lawfully issued, are 3 declared to be as valid as though said 
certificates complied with said section, but shall not be by this act 
further validated or legalized. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that a second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears nene. The gentleman from New York is entitled 
to twenty minutes and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
is entitled to twenty minutes. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, the necessity for 
this bill arises out of these facts: In March, 1903, there was 
approved an immigration bill which had, among other provi- 
sions, this: 

All courts and tribunals and all judges and officers thereof having 
jurisdiction of naturalization proceedings or duties to perform in 
regard thereto, shall on final application for naturalization make care- 
ful inquiry into such matters, and before issuing the final order or 
certificate of naturalization cause to be entered of record the affidavit 
of the applicant and his witnesses so far applicable, reciting and 
affirming the truth of every material fact requisite for naturalization. 

Then it had this: 

All final orders and certificates of naturalization hereafter made shall 
show on their face 5 that said affidavits were duly made and 
recorded, and all orders and certificates that fail to show such facts 
shall be nall and void. 

It will be seen from this there was no duty cast on the appli- 
eant for naturalization. The form of these certificates was at 
that time as the will of the clerk of each particular court made. 
There were numbers of courts, county courts and higher courts, 
throughout the States which never heard of this law of 1903, 
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and they went on issuing certificates of naturalization without 
complying with this law. All those naturalizations were void 
and are void. Applications come continually to the office of the 
Secretary of State for passports based on these certificates, and 
they are all rejected, as they necessarily must be. 

Mr. MADDEN. Was there not a law passed during the last 
session of the House validating them? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. There was not. It was intro- 
duced and passed this House, but the Senate failed to concur 
in all of it, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MADDEN] may 
be interested to know they amended it so as to apply to the 
criminal court of Cook County, III., only, and that at the 
request of his colleague [Mr. Mann] the Immigration Commit- 
tee consented. The bill came before the House at a very late 
day of the session, too late for the bill to get through con- 
ference, and the House did concur so as to cover those particu- 
lar cases in Cook County as to which question had been raised, 
and immediately this bill was introduced to cover the entire 
subject. Not only are passports impossible of granting on 
these certificates, but title to real property is affected, as in 
many of the States an alien can not take or transmit real prop- 
erty. And therefore there had been unquestionably hundreds 
and perhaps thousands of conveyances since March 3, 1903, 
that are absolutely void unless cured by some act such as 
this. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, the statement that the gen- 
tleman has made shows the importance of the legislation of 
1903. It was important legislation. It did effect radical 
changes in the methods by which a great many of unworthy and 
undesirable citizens are thrust into the civic forces of this 
country. The gentleman tells us as one of the reasons why this 
bill should pass a most alarming condition of affairs. I can 
scarcely conceive it to be possible when he announces to us 
that very many of the courts were entirely uninformed as to the 
passage of this law, courts that had to deal directly with the 
law, courts whose duty it was to be familiar with the law, 
courts which had obligations and duties imposed upon them by 
the law. The gentleman tells us that these tribunals were en- 
tirely uninformed of the existence and character of the statute. 
Mr. Chairman, if that is true, then we ought to debate this mat- 
ter long enough to bring this subject to the attention of every- 
body in the United States. This is an important subject. The 
gentleman has told us of the great interests that are in jeop- 
ardy by reason of the failure of Goyernment officials to perform 
their sworn duties. Many titles, he says, are in jeopardy. The 
rights of traveling citizens are affected, and the protection of 
the Government withdrawn from them because of these negli- 
gently criminal offenses on the part of the courts. I am un- 
willing that these acts should be validated. It is very much 
better that the individuals should suffer, the individuals who 
sought naturalization, who ought to have known the possibili- 
ties of the law of naturalization, who had the duty imposed 
upon them to know under what terms and by what processes 
the valuable boon of citizenship should be given—it is very 
much better that those persons who now, having been advised, 
should go back and secure that naturalization in the proper way, 
which, perhaps, in some instances, at least, for fraudulent pur- 
poses, they did not seek in the proper way. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEr- 
BURN] permit an interruption? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Would it not be imposible for those people, 
whose naturalization is defective because of the things stated 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Benner], to make a new 
application and be naturalized in accordance with the law at 
the present time? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Undoubtedly. If they are entitled to natu- 
ralization, if they have not received it, if the courts have been 
fatally in error as to their duties, if they can not have the rec- 
ords made as they should be made and-receive the certificate 
that they are entitled to under the law, they can not be deprived 
of that right by the negligence and failure to perform a duty 
of an officer of the Government. The doors of the courts are 
open to them now, and they ought to be required to pursue the 
course aH other persons do under similar circumstances. No 
one knows what there is in this broad blanket that the gentle- 
man proposes to throw over all the courts during the last three 
years. How many cases are there of this kind? How many 
men are there that will secure rights under this legislation, de- 
priving others of rights, perhaps, and what are the amounts 
involved? The gentleman has contented himself by simply tell- 
ing us that there are very many of them. I do not know how 
many individual cases there may be; I do not know how many 
thousands or tens of thousands or millions of dollars may be in- 


volved in these questioned property rights, and therefore I think 


5 to have some information upon as important a matter 
as this. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Is it not the duty of the court, if 
a man has made a declaration of his intention and has paid for 
his naturalization that is wrongfully issued, without this legis- 
lation to make good and to give him good and substantial papers 
in place of those he now holds? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, that there 
would be no difficulty in the case of anybody who suffers under 
the disabilities described by the gentleman in going into court, 
and if he had failed to furnish these affidavits and these proofs 
under which the courts obtained jurisdiction—mind you, if they 
had failed thus far by making good their own default and vest- 
ing the court with jurisdiction, they can then secure the proper 
records to be made and secure the issuance of the proper certifi- 
cate to be had, preserving all of their rights. And that is a 
very much safer way, in my judgment, than it is to have this 
blanket process, to enter upon a domain we do not know how 
broad it may be, starting on a way we do not know where it is 
to end, and jeopardizing the rights of other persons that we now 
have no ken of. 

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield to the gentleman, 

Mr. KEIFER. I want to ask the gentleman whether these 
persons whose rights of citizenship are now sought to be cured 
have not already been naturalized in the same way that the 
great majority of the naturalized citizens of the United States 
have been naturalized? A 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I presume that may be so. I 
do not know, and the gentleman has not informed us. But 
I will assume that is so. I want to remind the gentleman 
from Ohio that Congress solemnly resolved that these older 
methods were obsolete, they would no longer serve; that under 
these old methods there have been frauds perpetrated. The 
gentleman called attention to this condition in the courts. I 
do not know where they are. 

Mr. KEIFER. The State courts. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know what the motives or influ- 
ence may have been. The gentleman says it is ignorance, and 
no motive at all. I do not know what political considerations 
there may have been, It might have been men were trying to 
bring in aliens in this improper manner and get them natural- 
ized, so that finally they might make an assault upon the ballot. 
I do not know. We determined that that should not continue. 
Therefore, the argument that may be drawn and that the gen- 
tleman seems disposed to draw, that they were following the 
old methods, will not suffice to influence the judgment of this 
House, when, at least largely, the membership has decided 
that the old method should no longer obtain and that the 
newer method was the better one. [Applause.] 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand that the State courts in Iowa 
and in many of the other States have overlooked that statute. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why do you say Iowa? 

Mr. KEIFER. Because I am informed the State courts gen- 
erally throughout the United States for a time overlooked the 
statute and naturalized, for that reason, under the old law and 
old provision. They did it in my State; and these people who 
made the application were not to blame so much as the courts, 
if anybody was to blame. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why can the gentleman say that the appli- 
cant for naturalization is not to blame if he does not comply 
with the provisions of the law? 

Mr. KEIFER. Because he makes his application on blanks 
that the court officers furnish him. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, you must remember that a 
man who seeks naturalization comes asking for benefit; he 
comes asking for privilege, a high privilege, a privilege that Is 
given to him with limitations, limitations that he must have 
knowledge of. Is it possible that the gentleman proposes to make 
an argument in favor of naturalization for a man who is so 
densely ignorant of our laws and our customs and our methods 
that he does not even know the statute and provisions of the stat- 
ute that confer upon him this great boon of citizenship? It is 
not a light matter to confer upon a man citizenship of the 
United States, to dilute, as we often do, our political power in 
the States by the admission, in very many instances, of improper 
persons. 

Mr. DALZELL. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa 
a question for information? . 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DALZELL. As I understand it, this thirty-ninth section 
of the act of March, 1903, provides substantially that no anarch- 
ist shall be naturalized. It also provides on the face of every 
certificate it shall appear that the party has made that fact 
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appear by affidavits prescribed under the terms of the act. Now, 
do I understand that this proposed law is to validate certifi- 
cates that neither show that he is not an anarchist nor that he 
has complied with the terms of the act? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is what the gentleman from New 
York stated in his opening address, and that is one of the rea- 
sons that he gave for this most astonishing method. 

Mr. DALZELL. Then I do not think it is worth while con- 
suming the time of this House to do away with the force of the 
act of the last Congress. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will yield to any gentleman who desires 
to oppose the passage of this bill. [After a pause.] I will re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, how much time 
have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has sixteen 
minutes remaining, and the gentleman from Iowa nine. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Colorado. . 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Speaker, at the last session of Congress 
we passed a new naturalization law. Under that law the irreg- 
ularities that have been mentioned as having occurred under the 
act of 1903 will become absolutely impossible. The condition is 
simply this: In section 39 of the act of March, 1903, the duty 
was not imposed upon the applicant but upon the court. At that 
time there were in the United States some five thousand differ- 
ent courts having jurisdiction under the naturalization laws. 
Many of these courts did not follow the provisions of this 
statute. They did not change the form of their naturalization 
certificates. It may be that they required the affidavits. It 
may be that they examined the applicants and determined that 
they were in every way qualified for citizenship; but when they 
came to issuing the certificate they used the old form of cer- 
tificate, and did not place in that certificate what section 39 re- 
quired should be stated, namely, that the provision in question 
had been followed. 

Mr. MARTIN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BONYNGE. Certainly. 

Mr. MARTIN. If, as a matter of fact, section 39 has been 
complied with in these cases, is there anything to prevent the 
court that issued the certificates from amending the certificate 
and making the proper recital? 

Mr. BONYNGH. Yes; I should think so. 

Mr. MARTIN. What? 

Mr. BONYNGE. They can not go back and change that cer- 
tificate now. 

Mr. MARTIN. It seems to me if there was a mere omission 
in form, if the wrong form has been used, the court that issued 
that might correct it. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Let me suggest to the gentle- 
man that some of the courts that issued those certificates do 
not now have the right to naturalize applicants. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Certainly. Many of the 5,000 courts then 
having jurisdiction in naturalization cases, have been de- 
prived of that jurisdiction under the new naturalization law 
passed at the last session of Congress. Now, at the last ses- 
sion, in addition to passing the general naturalization law, we 
did pass, as the gentleman from New York has stated, a bill 
authorizing the yalidating of certificates issued by the criminal 


court of Cook County. There has been some question as to 


whether that court was authorized, under the law then in force, 
to issue naturalization certificates. The court had issued a 
great many such certificates, and those certificates had not been 
issued in accordance with this section. We have validated all 
the certificates issued by that court, and the purpose of this 
legislation is only to correct, not the error of the applicants, 
but the error of the courts that were authorized to issue nat- 
uralization certificates. 

Mr. LACEY. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 
Is it not true that under the recent naturalization law blanks 
haye been furnished by the United States Government to all 
these courts, so that errors like this will never occur again? 

Mr. BONYNGH. Certainly. All the certificates and all the 
forms to be issued in naturalization proceedings are now regu- 
lated by the law enacted at the last session. They are all pro- 


.vided by the Federal Government and furnished to the courts 


that have jurisdiction in such cases. The fault was not with 
the applicant. The fault was with Congress in the form of the 
legislation that we had. We allowed this loose method to go on, 
and, in my judgment, it would now be wrong to work a hard- 
ship upon the applicant, not because of any fault of his, but 
because of our failure properly to regulate naturalization pro- 
ceedings, thereby depriving many worthy citizens of their right 
of naturalization when they have in every respect complied with 
the law. The same reasons that actuated us in correcting the 
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error in the court of Cook County certainly should control us 


in respect to all other courts. It only affects this one particular 
feature of the law and does not in any other way validate the . 
certificate. Unless the certificate of naturalization was properly 
issued in every other respect this law will not validate it, and 
it enly validates the omission of the court. Nothing else is 
cured or corrected by this legislation. In my judgment the bill 
ought to pass. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, one further question. 

Mr. BONYGNE. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIN. Section 39, to which the gentleman has re- 
ferred, seems to require the court to make certain examination 
as to the qualification of the applicant. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Yes. 2 

Mr. MARTIN. Upon this particular question? 

Mr. BONYNGE. It does. 

Mr. MARTIN. Now, if this bill is passed into law, would 
not the effect of it be to validate the certificate in a case 
where the court had not complied with the law in this respect? 

Mr. BONYNGE. Not at all, because the bill provides that 
it shall only validate the certificates in the cases where the 
certificate itself has failed to show upon its face that which 
the law required, and then only to validate those certificates 
in cases where the law was in all other respects complied with. 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes; but not in that respect—— 

Mr. BONYNGE. But in that one respect only, namely, the 
failure of the court in the issuance of its certificate to show 
upon its face that it had complied with the requirements of the 
law. And the bill provides that it only validates certificates 
in such cases. The certificate must in all other respects be 
legal, or else it will not be validated. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I yield three min- 
utes to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STAFFORD]. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, after listening to the ex- 
planation made by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Bo- 
NYNGE] it impresses me that there is need to have the law 
passed, because if we do not pass it there will be hundreds 
and thousands of certificates of naturalization held by people 
throughout the country who believe they have the right to 
citizenship, and will never know that they have not that right 
until they make application for a passport or papers of some 
other similar character. It has not been the fault of the ap- 
plicants that these certificates were not in proper form, but 
it was the fault of the courts that did not furnish the proper 
blanks necessary to carry out the law As all the certificates 
that were issued prior to the enactment of the law of 1903 
were in the same form as those issued afterwards, that are by 
this bill sought to be validated, there can not be any great 
harm in validating all the certificates, so that all the people 
who have taken out certificates will know once and for all 
that they are full-fledged citizens of the United States. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I now yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL]. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I am sure that no 
Member of this House would want, by withholding support 
of this bill, to do injustice to anyone who honestly sought citi- 
zenship in this country. The purpose of the bill is not to correct 
errors of the applicant, but rather to correct errors or oversights 
made by the courts in issuing the certificate. 

The persons who have been naturalized within the time cov- 
ered by this bill are not the undesirable persons referred to 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hernvurn]. The persons 
who are to be affected by this bill are men of industry and 
economy who have purchased property. That title to such prop- 
erty is affected by the oversight of the courts in issuing the 
certificates referred to. The question may not be raised during 
the lifetime of the man who has by his industry secured a home 
for his family. The question may not be raised until after his 
death, and then it may be raised to the injury of those who hare 
been left and provided for by him. I think that, in view of the 
fact that this is a bill to correct oversights of the court rather 
than of the applicant, there ought not to be any hesitation what- 
ever in passing this law and protecting those who have acquired 
property and shown themselves to be honest and industrious 
citizens. 

The Republic has not been populated wholly by native-born 
American citizens. Many citizens who have contributed to its 
greatness and glory were foreign born and have sought citizen- 
ship here in the way provided by law through the courts. They 
have not the responsibility in the methods pursued in naturali- 
zation, but the responsibility is upon the courts, and where the 
courts err the applicant, the man made a citizen, ought not to 
be held responsible for the error and oversight of the courts 
and made to suffer. I sincerely hope that the bill may pass. 
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Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, as I intend to use 
the balance of my time in one speech, I would like to have the 
gentleman from Iowa use his time. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to use all my 
time. If any gentleman desires, I will yield to him. If not, I 
would like to correct some errors gentlemen have unwittingly 
fallen into in regard to the character of this legislation. ‘The 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL] has just said that this 
legislation is to correct defects resulting not from the conduct 
of the applicant for naturalization, but to correct errors of our 
courts, I deny this. That is not the language of the law. There 
are duties imposed upon the individual as well as upon the 
courts. Let me read the statute: 


All courts and tribunals and ali judges and officers thereof having 
jurisdiction of naturalization proceedings or duties to perform in re- 
ona thereto shall, on final application for naturalization, make careful 
nqulry into such matters, and before issuing the final order or certifi- 
cate of naturalization cause to be entered of record the affidavit of the 
applicant and his witnesses so far as applicable, reciting and affirmin 
the truth of every material fact requisite for naturalization. All fina 
orders and certificates of naturalization hereafter made shall show on 
their face specifically that said affidavits were duly made and recorded, 
and all orders and certificates that fail to show such facts shall be null 


and void. 

Here is a duty imposed upon the applicant. It is an affidavit 
from the applicant that must be made; it is the affidavit of his 
witnesses that must be made and filed, not simply reciting the 
facts that exclude him from the class of anarchists, but recites 
every material fact essential to naturalization—everything— 
facts that the courts can not be advised of except through his 
affidavits—the affidayits that are antecedent to the making of 
the record, that must be completed before the duties of the clerk 
in making the record begins, or the duty of the court in author- 
izing the certificate begins. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. As I understand, if this affi- 
davit has not been made of the general qualifications of the ap- 
plicant, his certificate may be invalidated without the affidavit 
being filed? 

Mr. HEPBURN. If this act passes, these men are citizens, 
and they are citizens without having shown these material facts 
that are essential to confer the right of citizenship. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to obtain the view 
of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] as to whether as 
this bill is drawn its effect would not be to cure cases in which 
courts haye not entered at all into the investigation of the 
facts. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Undoubtedly. It cures cases that have 
been made since the passage of the act of March 3, 1903. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Will the gentleman allow me to call his 
attention to the language of the bill? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. BONYNGE. The bill provides that naturalization cer- 
tificates issued heretofore and under the act approved March 3, 
1903, entitled “An act to regulate the immigration of aliens into 
the United States,” went into effect, which failed to show that 
the courts issuing said certificates complied with the require- 
ments of section 39 of said act, but which were otherwise law- 
fully issued, are hereby declared to be as valid as though said 
certificates complied with said section, but shall not be by this 
act further validated or legalized. That is, simply in those 
eases where the certificate failed to show that the law had 
been complied with, but the other provisions of law must have 
been complied with. 5 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is again 
error. Let me read the statute: 

All final orders and certificates of naturalization hereafter made 
shall show on their face specifically that said affidavits were duly made 


and recorded, and all orders and certificates that fail to show such facts 
shall be null and vold. 


The certificate must show that the affidavits were filed. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, then, if the certificate does not show 
that, if the affidavits were filed, if they were made a matter of 
record, if the court had particularly inquired into all of these 
matters and the recitals of the records so show, it is a small 
matter for that man who holds this defective certificate to ap- 
pear before the court and ask for the certificate that he is enti- 
tled to. It is like the correction of any mere technical error 
in a decree, which can be corrected in that way. There is no 
other party to the record. No notice has to be served upon any- 
body else. All this man has to do in order to secure this boon 
of naturalization’ is to go into that court and say that that cer- 
tificate is informal. But I undertake to say, Mr. Speaker, that 
but few instances will be found where there is simply an omis- 
sion in the certificate to recite facts that have in fact occurred. 
If the affidavits are filed, if there is this investigation, it is such 
a departure from the old method as to do away with the sugges- 
tion of the gentleman from New York as to ignorance of the 
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courts. The party was not ignorant, He knew, or his attorney 
that appeared for him knew, what it was necessary to recite in 
that certificate. These are important matters, prerequisites es- 
sential to the jurisdiction of the court, without which the court 
has no power to act, without which the certificate of the court is 
void if he issues it, and it seems to me they always would haye 
been complied with. 

i Mr. BONYNGE. Will the gentleman permit another ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. BONYNGE. You would certainly have to give notice to 
the applicant in some way that the certificate was illegal. The 
gentleman says that they should know that it is the law. 

1 1 pata It is his duty to know that he is not natu- 
ralized. 

Mr. BONYNGE. ‘This section 89 was section 39 of a law en- 
titled “An act to regulate immigration.” This naturalization 
section never had any place in that law, and it is very probable 
that the courts did not know that a law passed to regulate im- 
migration provided new rules for the court in issuing naturali- 
zation certificates, and it is because of that fact that the courts 
and the applicants were not familiar with this provision of law. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, these gentlemen are treating 
this subject as though a boon were conferred upon the Govern- 
ment and the people when naturalization was accepted by one of 
these men. I do not so regard it. I know of no boon that can 
be given to a man greater than that of citizenship in the Repub- 
lic. It ought to be a thing valued by him. He ought to 
know something about the requirements. He ought to know 
something about the benefits conferred, and I am unwilling 
to treat the subject in this way, to treat it, in fact, with 
levity and make a farce of it, to make these requirements, 
and then when men contemptuously refuse to obey them to come 
in with this piece of blanket legislation that the gentleman him- 
self can not tell within thousands of cases, perhaps, how far 
reaching it is to be. The gentleman knows nothing with regard 
to the property rights interested, except in the most vague man- 
ner, yet he comes to us with this piece of legislation to cover all 
of the cases and attempts to pass it with twenty minutes of argu- 
ment under a suspension of the rules. I think that is going a 
long way toward treating the subject of naturalization with 
contempt. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Will the gentleman permit another ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Does the gentleman from Iowa think that 
the contempt was on the part of the applicant or on the part of 
the court, when the duty was imposed upon the court to make its 
certificate contain this showing and the court failed to comply 
with the law? Who was guilty of contempt? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iam not going to enter into any controversy 
with the gentleman as to who was most derelict of duty. The 
court ought to have known, and the man who seeks naturaliza- 
tion in the United States ought to know, the law under which 
it is conferred upon him. 

Mr. OLMSTED. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, this bill applies 
not only to the man who took out naturalization, but to his 
wife and his children, and to anyone, native born or alien born, 
who bought real estate from him and holds title through him. 
If it applied merely to the original alien I would not advocate 
the bill, because, as the gentleman says, he could go back to the 
court and get his certificate corrected or at least take out a new 
naturalization; but here we have created a situation where 
county courts, which now by the action of this Congress are not 
permitted to naturalize any more, have, in ignorance of the 
statute, which was a section in an immigration and not a natu- 
ralization bill, issued invalid certificates. 

Mr. MARTIN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Just a question. 

Mr. MARTIN. Then, if I understand, under your view of 
this proposed act persons would have their certificates corrected 
where the court had not gone into an inquiry of the facts re- 
quired by section 39. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Not at all; because this law only 
validates certificates otherwise lawfully issued. 

Mr. MARTIN. It seems to me it clearly covers cases where 
the court had not gone into the inquiry required by section 39. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Not at all. In large cities, such 
as Pittsburg, and such a city as the one in which I live, the 
State and Federal courts comply literally with the Federal law. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio. If your theory of your bill is cor- 
rect then you would have a great number of naturalization cer- 
tificates in the hands of people, the certificate on its face not 
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showing whether it was a valid naturalization paper or not. 
One would have to go to the court and inquire of the record to 
find out whether one of these people with this paper in his 
possession was a citizen or not. . 

Mr. BENNET of New York. No; not if this bill passes. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio. If this bill passes, as I understand, 
the naturalization paper will not be valid unless the court's 
record contains these affidavits. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Unless the other steps were 
taken, yes. I will say this to the gentleman, that that same 
criticism applies to every naturalization certificate issued prior 
to the uniform naturalization law which we passed last year, 
and that was one of the reasons for passing that law. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I understand this identical 
bill passed the last session, did it not? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. No, sir. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Did we not pass this law? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. ‘This bill? 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. This bill in the House. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. If the gentleman will permit an 
answer not: quite categorical, I have just answered the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. MADDEN]. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. A bill containing this exact lan- 
guage, which had another section, was passed in the last days 
of the session. The other section cured other defects. That 
bill was amended to cover the court of Cook County, III., where 
they had 20,000 invalid naturalizations. Questions had been 
raised. The Senate concurred in our action to that extent. At 
the request of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] the 
committee recommended concurrence and this House concurred. 
The House has once passed this subject-matter. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Is it not true, then, if we 
now pass this bill we will be sending over to the Senate pre- 
cisely the same proposition which the Senate during this Con- 
gress rejected? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. That is absolutely correct; but 
we have hopes of changing the mind of the Senate of the 
United States. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virgina. Does not the gentleman then 
think he is not only asking us to vote to suspend the rules of 
the House, but to vote to suspend the rules regulating the pro- 

.prieties of- legislative intercourse between the House and the 
Senate? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Not in the slightest degree. 

1 GRAHAM. Win the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
7 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAHAM. If these affidavits are properly filed before 
the court, what is to prevent the court from sending word to 
have those certificates brought in and stamped in accordance 
with the law? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. You can not find the people. 

Mr. GRAHAM. You can notify the ones they have natu- 
ralized. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. They do not know where they 
are now. If a man gets naturalized in Pittsburg and goes out to 
Oklahoma, and moves to Minnesota 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. BENNET] has expired. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to 
ask unanimous consent that the time may be extended? If so, 
I ask unanimous consent that time for the discussion of this 
measure may be continued for twenty minutes. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I would like to haye five minutes. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I will change 
my request and ask for half an hour, fifteen minutes to be con- 
trolled by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BENNET] and 
fifteen minutes by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUTLER] that the time be extended 
for half an hour, fifteen minutes to be controlled by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Benner] and fifteen minutes by the 
gentleman from Iowa | Mr. HEPBURN]. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I Will yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUTLER] five minutes. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I do not care for five min- 
utes. Mr. Speaker, I would like to state my understanding of 
this bill. Section 39 of the act of 1903 requires every poron 
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who applies for naturalization to do something; and that is, to 
satisfy the court he is not an anarchist, that he is in sympathy 
with the Government of the United States. The measure con- 
sidered here this morning will validate every naturalization cer- 
tificate without requiring the person who applies to make the 
affidavit required by the thirty-ninth section of the act of 1903. 
Assuming that to be so, then those already naturalized, but 
whose certificates are deficient, will not be required to state 
their opinions upon the form of our Government and make the 
affidavit requiring them to subscribe thereto. They will not be 
required to qualify that they are not anarchists. They will es- 
cape the provisions of existing law. These applicants will have 
their certificates without having complied with the requirements 
of this section. Furthermore, there is nothing in this act to re- 
quire their appearance in court, The court of its own motion 
may validate all of these certificates, and the very person 
against whom the thirty-ninth section of the act of 1903 was di- 
rected wilk be exempt from its provisions. Mr. Speaker, it 
seems to me that if this measure should become a law, it will 
entirely nullify the purpose of section 39, which we were so 
anxious to bave inserted in the act of 1908—to provide against 
the naturalization of anarchists. That is all the time I care for. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED]. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this is a 
very important bill and a dangerous one. The report accom- 
panying it sets forth that in violation of the act of 1903 there have 
been thousands of certificates of naturalization issued which are 
null and void because there was no compliance with the re- 
quirements of that act; that there should be filed an affidavit 
setting forth, among other things, that the applicant did not 
possess those disqualifications enumerated in the act which are 
usually attributed to those persons whom we commonly style 
anarchists, and also “reciting and affirming the truth of every 
material fact requisite for naturalization.” The certificate 
issued by the court must show compliance with this reqùire- 
ment. 

This bill proposes to make all those illegal naturalization 
certificates valid just the same as if all the requirements of law 
had been complied with. To that I am opposed. 

It is said in explanation that neither the court nor the ap- 
plicants were familiar with the provisions of the act of Congress. 
There is an old legal maxim that “ignorance of the law excuses 
no man.” Certainly it does not excuse a court or an applicant 
for naturalization. I am one of those who believe that natural- 
ization is a privilege that ought not to be carelessly or illegally 
conferred. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Ought a man’s transferees of 
real estate to suffer for the fault of the court when the man is 
without fault? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, the man was not without fault— 
his counsel was not without fault—and whether they were or 
not he ought not to obtain naturalization without complying 
with the requirements of law. , 

It is a very simple matter if the act was complied with and the 
affidavit filed. In that case it has become part of the records of 
the court, and it would be a very simple matter to apply to that 
court and have the proper certificate issued. It is a fact, Mr. 
Speaker, that the Attorney-General of the United States is now 
hunting out thousands of cases of fraudulent naturalization. I 
know one judicial district in which the United States district 
attorney has been informed by the Department of Justice that 
there have been some thousands of cases of fraudulent natural- 
ization certificates. He is instructed to look them up. Now, 
while he is looking them up, while the Department of Justice is 
prosecuting them, it is proposed by one brief exactment that we 
shall make them all valid, no matter what the conditions under 
which they were issued. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Does the gentleman contend that the pas- 
sage of this bill will in any way prevent the Attorney-General 
or the district attorneys in the various districts under the bil! 
passed the last session of Congress from proceeding under the 
provisions of that bill to haye declared null the certificates 
that were illegal? 

Mr. OLMSTED. The trouble. with this bill is that it will 
make them legal, although they are now illegal. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Does not the gentleman see that he makes 
it legal only as to one requirement? The language of the bill 
is that the certificate which fails to show that the court issu- 
ing the certificate complied with the law, but which was other- 
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wise legally issueđ, was valid. That is, all the other pro- 
visions must be complied with. This examination must have 
been had, and it is only in cases where the court simply failed 
to give a certificate showing that it complied with the law that 
this bill applies, and if passed, it validates those only where 
the certificates fail to contain the statement required by the 
act of 1903. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Who on earth would investigate each case 
and find out whether all the other requirements of the law 
had been complied with? Who would know? Here you pro- 
pose to enact a general sweeping ratification and validation. 
There is nobody whose duty it would be to investigate to ascer- 
tain whether the other requirements had been complied with. 
But, Mr. Speaker, this particular requirement was the most 
important that the law imposed, that there must be an affidavit 
reciting affirmatively the truth of all the facts necessary to 
naturalization. If that affidavit has not been filed, they are 
not entitled to naturalization and never ought to* have been 
granted certificates conferring that right and privilege. 

Mr. BONYNGE. The gentleman speaks of the requirement 
that the afidavit should be filed as the most important require- 
ment. I will agree with him, but this bill does not, as I tried 
to show to the gentleman, affect that provision of the law. 
The requirement that the certificate itself should show that the 
afidavit was filed the gentleman will hardly contend was so 
important if, as a matter of fact, it was filed. Now, this law 
simply deals with the certificate and nothing else. 

Mr. OLMSTED. The act of 1903 says that all courts shall 
make an inquiry as to the truth of the facts in addition to the 
affidavits. This act says that if the certificate fails to show 
that the affidavit was filed or that the court made the inquiry, 
nevertheless the certificate shall be valid. 

Mr. BONYNGE. If otherwise legal. 

Mr. OLMSTED. But where is the evidence that the courts 
did make the inquiry, if the record does not show it and the 
certificate does not show it? I submit, Mr. Speaker, that this 
is a very dangerous bill. It validates thousands of naturaliza- 
tion certificates which never ought to haye been issued and are 
absolutely illegal and void to-day. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr, BENNET of New York. I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer.] 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I think we are running off into 
side issues somewhat and discussing questions that do not and 
can not arise under this bill should it become a law. The 
trouble urged against it is that the immigrant to this country 
did not come here possessed of knowledge as to the precise 
terms of a section of an immigration bill that related to natu- 
ralization. I make a guess that nine-tenths of the Members of 
this House, some of whom participated in the passage of that 
bill, do not remember the terms of that section. I understand 
that many of the State courts, in all of the States of the Union, 
forgot or ignored it for a time at least; and to-day we are dis- 
cussing the question as to whether we shall apply a severe rule 
to these immigrants because they were not able to advise their 
attorneys, if they had attorneys, and to advise the courts that 
they appealed to to grant them naturalization as to what the 
law of the land was, and they proceeded, under all the solemnity 
of the old law, and succeeded in getting naturalization certifi- 
cates that are substantially, if not precisely, in accord with the 
naturalization certificates issued in the United States for more 
than one hundred years prior to 1903. And yet we hesitate to 
say whether persons who have been thus unfortunate shall be 
in a situation where they can make valid, or where the courts 
can make valid, their certificates. We hesitate to say that their 
children, whose naturalization may depend upon this, shall be- 
come naturalized, because we imagine that somehow or other 
these ignorant immigrants could not instruct the State courts 
and lawyers of this country just how to prepare a certificate 
that was not in exact accordance with a section, not of a natu- 
ralization law, but of an immigration law. There is where we 
are, I think that is sufficient to be said. There is no attempt 
by this bill to validate fraudulent naturalization papers, for it 
is carefully drawn on that subject. It only undertakes to make 
valid the certificates which are not in form according to section 
89 of the immigration law. 

NMT. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman from Ohio permit me? 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. : 

Mr. OLMSTED. I think the gentleman is mistaken in under- 
standing that this bill relates only to the certificate. The act 
of 1903 requires an inquiry by the court into all these matters. 
This bill says that if the courts issuing the certificates have 
failed to comply with the requirements of that act, nevertheless 
the certificates shall be valid. 

Mr, BONYNGE. Oh, no. 


Mr. KEIFER. Read the closing sentence of the bill which 
you have in your hand. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That ought to be read in connection 
with the beginning of the section. That is, that naturalization 
certificates issued heretofore, which fail to show, and so forth. 

Mr. BON INGE. It is the naturalization certificate that is 
validated. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certificates which fail to show that they 
complied with the requirements of the section? 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes. 

Mr. OLMSTED. And one of the requirements is not only 
that the eertificate shall show the filing of an affidavit, but that 
the affidavit shall be filed with the court, and that the court 
shall make inquiry into all those matters. 

Mr. BONYNGH. That is not the effect of it. 

Mr. OLMSTED. It is capable of that construction. 

Mr. KEIFER. If the gentleman will read the last clause of 
the bill he will see it is very carefully drawn, and that it does 
not validate anything save and except the defect in the certifi- 
cate, I think I am substantially correct in that. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield five minutes to the tle: 

South Dakota. paneer ible 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be some difference 
of judgment and opinion between Members of the House as to 
what would be the effect of the passage of this bill. I agree en- 
tirely with the general statement of the gentleman from Iowa 
Mr. HEPBURN] upon that subject. I believe that the effect of the 
passage of this bill would be not only to validate certificates in 
which a mere recital was not made in compliance with section 
39, but to validate also the certificates in cases where the other 
provisions of section 39 were not in fact complied with. In 
his argument the gentleman from New York [Mr. Benner] held 
and takes the other position. The gentleman says, however, 
that section 39 of the act of March, 1903, is not a section in a 
naturalization law, but an immigration law, and that many of 
the courts and the parties applying for naturalization knew 
nothing about it. It is difficult to conceive of a case where 
a court has had its attention called to the language of the anti- 
anarchistic clause and has made the examination required by 
the section, and yet has failed to recite this fact on the face of 
the certificate, because the section itself is positive that no 
certificate shall be valid that does not state that on its face. 
There is little doubt that in all cases in which the court has 
actually made the examination and required the person apply- 
ing for naturalization to give an affidavit that he is in sym- 


pathy with the principles of our Constitution and Government 


the certificate would, in fact, show it. I believe this is a most 
important provision. I believe in cases in which it has not 
been complied with the certificates ought not to be validated, 
and therefore oppose this bill. 

As the gentleman from Iowa said, the boon of citizenship in 
the United States is of sufficient dignity and importance that 
every important provision that has been made in the statute 
should be understood by the person applying, and should be 
obeyed and followed by the court giving its final certificate. 

Now, so far as the title to land passed by the Government of 
the United States under the homestead law is concerned, I will 
call the attention of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMP- 
BELL] to the fact that a person does not have to have taken out 
a final certificate in order to be a valid homesteader, and if the 
preliminary declaration has been in proper form such a person 
ean still apply and obtain a correet and valid final certificate. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. If the gentleman will permit 
me, I will state that that may be true, and I have no doubt it 
is, as to the certificate of a homesteader. But suppose the 
naturalized citizen under this law within the last three years has 
purehased from a citizen a homestead or home, and has since 
then passed title to another, who was a native-born American 
citizen, in what way may the defect in the title to that property 
be cured? . 

Mr. MARTIN. That would depend entirely upon the statutes 
of the State in which the transfer was made. But be that as it 
may, I take the position that since the passage of the act of 
1903 no person not examined by the court as to his disposition 
toward the Constitution and principles of our Government 
ought to be admitted to citizenship, whatever may be the effect 
upon the claim of title to any particular piece of land. I take 
the position that the effect of the passage of this act would be 
to validate a certificate where the necessary affidavit had not 
been required and no proper examination made by the court at 
all, and for that reason I am opposed to it. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will the-gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MARTIN. Certainly. 
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Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Why can not it be provided 
in this bill that the applicant whose certificate is not regular in 
form, because the affidavit was not made at the time he applied— 
to repeat, why can not we provide that when the applicant 
makes application for correction of his certificate he should 
make the affidavit provided for in section 39, and that the 
affidavit should be filed nune pro tunc? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield the balance of my time to the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. MARTIN. It seems to me that where the court has in 
fact made the examination there is no need of legislation. If 
this can be shown, that the court has made the examination 
and conformed to the law in every respect except as to the 
form of the certificate, the court could cure the certificate by 
conforming it to the facts disclosed in the examination. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Has the gentleman taken into account the 
fact that we have taken the jurisdiction away in reference to 
matters of this kind from the court? 

Mr. MARTIN. The effect of that would not be to deprive the 
court of the right to complete any case in which it originally 
had jurisdiction. The court would still retain jurisdiction to 
give a proper certificate. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Under the terms of the act the certificate 
is given of the time of the examination. 

Mr. MARTIN. Will the gentleman state that in the cases 
in which section 39 has been complied with by the making of 
the affidavit, and where the applicants have Been examined by 
the court, and the section followed in all respects except as to 
the form of the certificate, that can not be cured by the court? 

Mr. BONYNGE, That is my opinion. 

Mr. MARTIN. That is not my opinion. 

Mr. BONYNGE. It is my opinion further that this bill does 
not affect any case except those in which the court has complied 
with all the requirements of the statutes until it comes to the 
statute affecting the certificate of naturalization. 

Mr. MARTIN. Itis my opinion that any court that had its 
attention called to the requirements of this section as to the 
certificate of naturalization requiring these facts 

Mr. BONYNGE. The clerk issues the certificate, and he had 
printed forms and used the old forms. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. 

Mr. MARTIN. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion: Suppose a foreigner comes to the State of South Dakota 
and takes up a homestead; he has to be naturalized before he 
can prove up, and his naturalization is defective on account of 
this certificate. 

Mr. MARTIN. He does not have to be naturalized to prove 
up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
from South Dakota has expired. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to amend my request by adding, on line 10, page 1-of 
the bill, after the word “ section,” the words “so far as rights 
in real property are concerned.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SHERMAN). The gentle- 

man from New York asks unanimous consent to amend the bill. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I 
desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. SHERLBY. Reserving the right to object, I want to 
learn what the request is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the right to object, the 
gentleman from Colorado and the gentleman from Kentucky 
desire information, 

Mr. BONYNGE. Do I understand the purpose of the gentle- 
man from New York is to simply validate certificates in which 
the other provisions of the section haye been complied with and 
the only failure was to insert in the certificate the fact that the 
provisions of the statute are complied with? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes; and then only so far as 
they relate to the rights in real property. 

Mr. BONYNGE. The gentleman from New York handed me a 
suggestion, in which he had scratched out the words “which 
were otherwise lawfully issued.” The request the gentleman 
now makes does not strike out those words. 

Mr, BENNET of New York. It does not. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Then I do not object. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman from New York asks permis- 
sion to amend his request? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. 
bill.” 

Mr. SHUERLEY. Very well. 


The time of the gentleman 


I intended to say “amend the 


I did not know but that some 


previous request had been made of which I was not aware. 
The gentleman desires now to amend the bill to relate to real 
estate only? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes. 


Mr. SHERLEY. I shall not object. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
if his contention is that validating the certificates of naturaliza- 
tion can affect title to real property in the States? I do not 
think it can myself. That is a matter of legislation which is 
entirely within the control of the States. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes; it can pass a law affecting 
a man’s naturalization, upon which his title to the land depends. 

Mr. MUDD. But you can not pass a law here affecting the 
right to acquire or to hold or in any manner to regulate titles 
to real estate in the States. $ 

Mr. BENNET of New York. ‘That is true. 

Mr. MUDD. You can validate the act of naturalization upon 
which the State law in relation to real estate titles will take 
effect automatically and accomplish what is desired in relation 
thereto, but you can not here by an act of Congress make a 
partial provision as to naturalization which goes merely to the 
point of the acquisition or alienation of land. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. My motion is to amend the bill 
by inserting after the word “ section,” in line 10, the words “ so 
far as rights in real property are concerned.” 

Mr. MARTIN. I do not think that will accomplish what the 
gentleman from New York seeks to accomplish. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. As I. understand, if this 
should be adopted it will not affect anybody except those who 
own real estate. * 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The gentleman is correct. 
Where men have gone on under the assumption that they were 
citizens and were not citizens, but aliens, and either they or 
their heirs or their devisees have taken title, which title is abso- 
lutely invalid, then this act legalizes that certificate of naturali- 
zation for that purpose. 

Mr. KENNEDY cf Ohio. 
the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I will yield. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio. As affecting the real estate in the 
States, can we pass a retroactive law to make a man a citizen 
who is an alien? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. You can relieve the objection of illegal 
naturalization, so far as that operates. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio. I am opposed to this bill. I think 
it is improper in form and something much better could he 
framed to accomplish the object. If the record of the court 
naturalizing the alien shows that all the proceedings were regu- 
lar, why not provide for the issuance of a transcript; then that 
would obviate the alien, or the parties who now have the defect- 
ive certificate, carrying around over the country a paper which 
does not show whether it is valid or invalid. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The trouble with the suggestion 
of the gentleman in this, that people get naturalized, for in- 
stance, in the courts of Pittsburg, and then move to Oklahoma 
or Minnesota and other States. Their certificates are burned 
and destroyed, and you can not obtain again the original cer- 
tificates. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio. The law provides that we can get 
a transcript at any time from every court. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection made to the 
request of the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I yield two min- 
utes to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, if this bill contemplated 
to validate certificates of naturalization fraudulently issued, I 
should certainly vote against it, but as I understand the lan- 
guage of this act, it does no such thing. It merely validates 
certain certificates of naturalization which are not correct in 
form, and not because of any fault on the part of the immigrant 
who sought naturalization, but because of the neglect or over- 
sight of the courts who issued the certificates. Now, the ques- 
tion is, Shall we punish an innocent applicant for a certificate 
of naturalization whose certificate, in the light of this section 
in the immigration bill, is now invalid, or shall we state that 
because of a neglect of the courts these certificates shall be 
validated? 

Mr. BONYNGE. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, people who are concerned 
in fraudulent certificates of naturalization are being prose- 
cuted to-day in all the large cities of the country. In my own 
city we have sent quite a number of prominent politicians to 
the penitentiary for fraudulently procuring naturalization pa- 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
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pers for people. 


But this bill does not apply to that class. It 
applies to a class of innocent men. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 3 

Mr. BENNET of New York. How much time have I remain- 
ing? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Three minutes. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I was going to say that it 
applies to a class of innocent men who were seeking the boon 
of citizenship of this country, who have come here with the 
intention of remaining in this country, who have come here 
with their families, who have come with the purpose of identi- 
fying themselves with the institutions of this country. When 
we investigate as to which party is benefiting most by the process 
of naturalization, I would say that, in my own humble judg- 
ment, both parties are benefited. The country is benefited by 
granting citizenship to a good man and a good family, and the 
immigrant is benefited, upon whom is bestowed that boon of which 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] speaks. Mr. Speaker, 
I sincerely trust that this bill will pass, and I am glad that 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Benner] has been objected to, because it would certainly have 
weakened the bill. It would have included only those who hold 
property and all the other thousands would hold defective cer- 
tificates of naturalization, would be excluded from the benefits 
of this legislation although the issuing of those defective cer- 
tificates was no fault of theirs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from New York to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
HEPBURN) there were—ayes 51, noes 41. 

So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the motion to sus- 
pend the rules was rejected. 


PAY OF OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of House joint resolution 203, 
which I send to the desk and ask to haye read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and in- 
structed to pay the officers and employees of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, including the Capitol police, their respective salaries 
for the month of December, 1906, on the 20th day of said month. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New 
Jersey asks unanimous consent for the present consideration. of 
the House joint resolution 203. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the en- 
grossment and third.reading of the joint resolution. 

The question was taken; and the joint resolution was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time, read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. LoupENsLAGER, a motion to reconsider the 
last yote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS ALLEGHENY RIVER, PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 21200) to authorize 
the county of Allegheny, in the State of Pennsylvania, to con- 
struct a bridge across the Allegheny River, in Allegheny County, 
Pa., which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the county of Allegheny, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, a municipal corporation organized under the laws of 
Pennsylvania, its successors and assigns, be, and it is hereby, author- 
ized to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge, and approaches 
thereto, across the Allegheny River, from a point at or near H street 
in the borough of Oakmont, Allegheny County, Pa., to Hulton Ferry, 
in the township of Harmar, in said county and State, in accordance 
with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the con- 
struction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask whether it is 
intended that that bridge shall be used for railroad purposes? 

Mr. DALZELL. Why, the bill is in conformity with the gen- 
eral bridge act which we passed at the last Congress and pro- 
vides for the use of the bridge by all sorts of corporations. It 
is the ordinary general-corporation act. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. In other words, this is really a bill for 
the purpose of permitting some railroad company to use this 
franchise. 

Mr. DALZELL. Not so far as I know; no. 


The time of the gentleman has 


Mr. GOLDFOGLE. What railroad is intending to pass over 
this bridge? 

Mr. DALZELL. No railroad, so far as I know. It is a bridge 
between two large communities, one on one side of the Alle- 
gheny River and the other on the other side, and there is no 
bridge across within a distance of 8 or 10 miles. It is an ordi- 
nary highway bridge built by the county of Allegheny; not a 
corporation, but a municipality, 

Mr. GRAHAM. I would also state it connects Mr, DALZELL’S 
district with mine, and the people all want it. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. If you two gentlemen desire to get so 
close together, I shall haye no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
yote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS TOMBIGBEE RIVER, ALABAMA. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to call up the bill H. R. 21951, and ask its present 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: , 

A bill (H. R. 21951) to authorize the Alabama, Tennessee and North- 


ern Railroad Company to construct a bri across the B 
in the State of Alabama. 81 e 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Alabama, Tennessee and Northern Rail- 
road Company, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of 
Alabama, its successors and a es be, and they are hereby, author- 
ized to construct, maintain, and operate a railroad bridge and a 

roaches thereto across the Bigbee River at or near Stones Ferry, fa 
*ickens County, in the State of Alabama, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of 
bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

Src. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


The committee amendment is as follows: 

In line 7 strike out“ Bigbee“ and insert“ Tombigbee.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know the name 
il 2 railroad corporation which desires to make use of this 

ridge. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. It is an ordinary bridge 
bill in the usual form prescribed by the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. The question I put was, What corpora- 
tion desires to make use of this bridge?“ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Certainly it is intended to 
inake use of it; that is why it is to be put up. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I want to know the name of the railroad 
that is to pass over it. 3 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. It is in the bill. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLBE. It is named in the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. It is the Alabama, Tennes- 
see and Northern Railroad Company. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended to read as follows: ‘ 

To authorize the Alabama, Tennessee and Northern Railroad Com- 


pan tò construct a bridge across the Tombigbee River in the State of 
abama. ` 


LIFE-SAVING STATION, ISLES OF SHOALS, FORTSMOUTH, N. H. 
Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the same. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 189) to establish a life-saving station at the Isles of 
Shoals, off Portsmouth, N. II. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to establish a life-saving station at such 
ponr on the Isles of Shoals, off Portsmouth, N. H., as the General 

uperintendent of the Life-Saving Service may recommend. 


The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the purpose of considering the Indian appropria- 


[After a pause.] The 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
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tion bill, and pending that, if the gentleman from Texas is here, 
let us see what arrangement can be made for general debate. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I haye not had any application 
for time except from one gentleman. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And he is not here? What do you say, not 
to exceed an hour? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Not to exceed one hour. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent that general de- 
bate may be for one hour, one-half to be controlled by myself 
and one-half by the gentleman from Texas. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the bill H. R. 22580, the Indian appropriation bill, Mr. 
Bovretz in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 22580) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, for fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1908. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with 
the tirst reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, the bill as now presented 
presents no new feature of administration. It does present cer- 
tain features of legislation which if any gentleman desires to 
invoke the rule will necessitate the striking out of the provi- 
sions. For instance, it has been the custom for many years 
to make certain provisions as to the manner in which certain 
funds should be expended; how they could be changed from ex- 
penditure in one location or one avenue to another, and also 
how certain provisions as to the manner of advertising for bids 
for supplies and the letting of supplies, etc. These provisions 
have been carried in the bill ever since I first became con- 
nected with the Indian Committee, which is twelve years ago, 
and I do not know how long prior to that time, and we have 
in the bill this year made those provisions continuous, so that 
it will be unnecessary year after year to lumber up this ap- 
propriation bill with page after page of these provisions. It 
will be entirely proper for Congress at any time that it desires 
to do it to make a change of these provisions. It is apparent 
from the repeated enactment year after year that this is the 
will of Congress, and we attempt to shorten the bill by making 
these provisions continuous. 

The policy of the Government in the treatrient of the Indians 
is, as has been the policy for many years, to allot to the Indians 
as rapidly as possible, and to do away as rapidly as possible 
with the tribal occupancy of the land, to educate the Indians, 
to instill habits of industry into them, to nforce labor where 
it is necessary. Where the treaty provisions are such that 
the administrative officer can require them to labor for money, 
rather than issue rations to the Indians, to buy the food, that 
has been done, and that policy is continued now. And we dre 
educating them not merely in the “three R’s,” not merely in 
the day schools, but also in the boarding schools and in the 
manual training schools, teaching them to be artisans, to be 
carpenters, blacksmiths, harness makers, and the like of that, 
and more than that, we are teaching the Indians, not merely 
the youthful ones, but the older and the middle-aged men and 
women, in their home, the art of farming, of grazing, of cattle 
raising, housekeeping, of sewing, and of washing, through the 
instrumentality of the practical farmers and the matrons who 
go from reservation to reservation and from home to home. 
This has been the policy for some years, and this is the policy 
now. In that way it is believed we will soonest reach the 


goal which all desire, of making the Indians self-supporting. 


citizens. n 

As viewed from year to year, no striking advance can be seen 
in the condition of the Indians, but taking any given period of 
three or five or ten years, or longer, there is to be seen a very 
rapid improvement in their general condition. Last year in 
presenting the bill I read from the report in many States and 
Territories. from agents, from superintendents, from farmers, 
and the like, showing the satisfactory condition of the Indians 
as a whole in these various localities. The reports did not all 
demonstrate improvement and a satisfactory condition, to be 
sure, but most of them did, and the one wail that then was 
general, and that I find in the reports for this year as well, is the 
introduction of alcoholic liquors among the Indians. That is 
an evil which has been most instrumental in retarding the 


progress of the Indians heretofore, and it still exists to a degree, 
stimulated somewhat by a recent decision of the Supreme Court 
in reference to the right of Indians after taking allotments and 


becoming citizens. We attempted in last year’s bill, and have 
repeated in this year’s bill, to provide for combating that evil 
by giving to the Commissioner a very considerable sum of money, 
$25,000, for reaching without the reservation limits in fighting 
the introduction of liquor to Indians. Perhaps I can best show 
the advance of the Indians during a period of a decade or more 
by quoting a few figures, and I shall not quote a great many. 
First, the population of the Indians to-day, as shown by the last 
census and somewhat by agency reports since, and a little bit 
estimated, outside of the Indian Territory, is 192,442; the pop- 
ulation within the Territory, 91,637, making a total Indian pop- 
ulation of 284,079. Last year the Indian births exceeded the 
deaths by 316. There are more Indians in Arizona than are 
in any other State or Territory. There are 38,000 in Arizona, 
19,000 in South Dakota, 18,000 in New Mexico, 15,000 in Cali- 
fornia, and 9,000 in North Dakota. , The total fund which be- 
longs to the Indians, held in trust by the Government for them, 
is $35,000,000—I give these sums in round figures, as there is 
no use of particularizing to ‘the dollar and cent—upon which 
the Government paid last year to the Indians $1,721,000 in in- 
terest. To this the Indians added by the payment for their 
own labor throughout the United States last year $1,331,000. 
Besides this, the United States is obligated, under its various 
treaties, to pay to Indians, in round numbers, about three-quar- 
ters of a million dollars in various ways—some of it in money, 
some of it in support of schools, some of it in furnishing rations, 
and so forth. 

The total acreage of lands owned by the Indians, both allotted 
and not allotted, in the United States, outside of the Indian 
Territory, is 51,000,000 acres, or an average of 271 acres for 
every man, woman, and child of the Indian population in this 
country outside of the Territory. > 

First, let me say, they cultivated themselves 365,000 acres of 
land, and from them they produced last year three-fourths of a 
million of bushels of wheat, a million and a quarter of oats and 
barley, a million bushels of corn, nearly three-quarters of a mil- 
lion of bushels of vegetables, and half a million tons of hay. 

Now, to illustrate the advance of the Indians, let me quote 
these figures: Fifteen years ago there were 75,000 Indians wear- 
ing citizens’ dress; ten years ago, 81,000, and the last fiscal year 
for which we have a full report, 116,000. Ten years ago those who 
wore citizens’ clothing, in part, were 31,000; last year, 43,000. 
Those who could read the English language fifteen years ago 
were 27,000; ten years ago, 33,000; last year, 63,000. Those who 
could speak the English language fifteen years ago, 31,000; ten 
years ago, 41,000, and at the present time upward of 70,000, 
the last report showing 70,000. The number of dwellings occu- 
pied by the Indians fifteen years ago were 20,000; ten years ago, 
23,000; now, 28,000. The number of church buildings fifteen 
years ago, 198; ten years ago, 371, and now, 390. Church mem- 
bership has increased during the last ten years from 20,000 to 
38,000. So that, as I say, these figures show a reasonably satis- 
factory progress on the part of the Indians throughout the 
United States. The school enrollment for the last fiscal year 
has not increased over the school enrollment of the prior year. 
The average attendance during the last year is slightly greater 
than the year before. However, with an enrollment of over 
30,000 out of a population of 200,000, it seems to me that we have 
somewhere near reached the high-water mark in school attend- 
ance. The reports from the various school superintendents show 
a satisfactory condition in reference to the education of the pu- 
pils in the various schools and from the various reservations. 
We have about 300 Indian schools—28 large nonreservation 
boarding schools, the largest of which is Carlisle, the next Chi- 
locco, and the next Haskell, Kans. Over a thousand pupils are 
educated at Carlisle. At some of the larger schools the so-called 
“outing system” is in operation, the results of which are uni- 
formly satisfactory. The Indians during the vacation are 
farmed out, and farmed out with very great care, to families 
where they are taught the art of housekeeping and farming and 
the like from a practical standpoint. 

There has been much agitation both in and out of Congress in 
reference to so-called “contract schools.” Congress about ten 
years ago declared that after a specified time named in the act 
Congress should no longer appropriate to these contract 
schools—“ sectarian schools,” as they were then called. Since 1901 
Congress has not so appropriated, but under the direction of 
the Executive certain treaty funds and certain trust funds have 
been used for the support of some of these schools. Under a 
ruling that has been made the treaty funds are no longer used 
for that purpose. Trust funds are used where the tribes peti- 
tion that they be so used. At the present time there are con- 
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tracts with less than half a dozen schools, in which there are 


educated less than 300 children under these contracts. But 
there are so-called “sectarian schools” still maintained by vari- 
ous denominations—-more by the Catholic Church than by any 
other denomination—schools in which about 3,500 Indian schol- 
ars are educated and supported or maintained by the Catholic 
Church, Presbyterian Church, Lutherans, Episcopalians, Dutck 
Reformed, Methodists, and possibly other denominations. The 
fact is that they do this with money that they raise in their own 
way, with which Congress has naught to do. Of these schools, 
I think there are forty-five, and the Catholic Church supports, 
if I remember correctly, twenty-nine, and the other sixteen are 
supported by the various other denominations. The care and 
maintenance of the pupils in these schools is satisfactory. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, with this I hope not too lengthy explana- 
tion I reserve the balance of my time. When we come to the 
reading of the bill, T will be glad to explain any item that any 
Member of the House desires to have information upon. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Before the gentleman sits down 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the gentleman will permit me, just one 
moment. I neglected to take up the report. It discloses these 
facts: That, first, the total amount that is proposed to be ap- 
propriated is $8,200,000. Last year the total amount was $9,- 
400,000. Now, it is proposed to appropriate a sum in excess of 
the estimates by the Department. We have provided for $300,- 
000 rather than $150,000 estimated for the support of schools 
in the Indian Territory, and this money is expended not merely 
for the education of the Indians, but for whites as well, during 
the transition period from the condition of tribal ownership 
to coming in under the State government. 

These schools, by the way, are contributed to not merely by 
this appropriation, but also by certain funds that come to the 
tribe for royalties on certain lands which haye been leased, and 
also from fees for certain court proceedings. So that while the 
facts are that last year more white people were educated in 
these schools than Indians, $150,000 was appropriated by Con- 
gress, and the balance of better than $400,000 was expended out 
of the Indian fund. Now, I will yield to the gentleman from 
Maine. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman referred to a ruling by 
the Department in relation to treaty funds. Would he be kind 
enough to state just exactly what the ruling was, so that we can 
get an idea of the situation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The idea was that the trust funds could 
be used for the education of the Indian children in any schools 
that the owners of the fund desired them to be educated in; 
wherever the Indians of any tribe petition that a portion of 
their fund should be used for the education of their children in 
any particular school that it should be so used. 

MI. LITTLEFIELD. But the tribe had to take the initiative? 

Mr. SHERMAN. , Yes; by petition. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The trust funds are being so used, but 
the treaty funds are not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The trust funds are being used for the 
benefit of the cestui que trusts? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. The treaty funds are not used in this 
way, but when the Indians petition that the trust funds be used 
in any particular way for educational purposes they are so used. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Has there been any ruling in relation to 
the use of the treaty funds? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The ruling has been that they could not be 
so used. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Could not be used on the petition of the 
tribe? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No. 
use the treaty funds. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Under what circumstances was that 
ruling made? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is some action pending in some court, 
on. the application of somebody somewhere, representing one of 
these schools, for a determination of that question. I have for- 
gotten whether it be in the nature of a mandamus proceeding or 
an injunction proceeding, but I say there is now pending a pro- 
ceeding to determine whether or not the Department shall use 
the treaty funds upon the application of the Indian tribes. 
Pending the determination of that action, the funds are not be- 
ing so used. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The bill last year from your committee, 
appropriating for the Indians, as I remember it, carried quite a 
large increase in salaries and in the number of officers, some- 
thing in excess of $100,000. Is the gentleman able to state what 


The Department has declined so to 


the fact is in relation to the present bill? 
Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman is in error in his recollection 
of last year’s bill. 


It did not do anything of the kind. 
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Mr. LITTLEFIELD. My recollection is that it provided for 
a large number of extra officers. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman’s recollection is at fault. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What is the fact about this bill so far 
as the creation of new offices is concerned and the increase of 
official salaries? 

Mr. SHERMAN. We create no new offices. I am glad the 
gentleman made the inquiry, because it brings to my mind one 
subject I have not discussed. We have heretofore appropriated 
specifically for the superintendents of the various schools. We 
make this change in this bill: We divide the schools into four 
classes. Class 1 is made up of boarding schools that have 100 
students or less; class 2, those having from 100 to 200; class 3, 


I thought it did. 


‘above 200 and below 400; class 4, above 400; and we provide 


that the salaries of superintendents in class 1 shall be not ex- 
ceeding $1,200; in class 2, not exceeding $1,600; in class 3, not 
to exceed $2,000, and in class 4, not to exceed $2,500. . 

These salaries are to be fixed by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. The idea was this: Now the superintendent is put at-a 
school, say, with a salary of $1,200. No matter how efficient he 
may be, that is all he can get in that school, and the only way to 
give him promotion is to take him to some other school. The 
Commissioner believed, and the committee thought he was cor- 
rect in his idea, that to provide this sliding scale, as it were, the 
Commissioner could bring a new man into the service, put him 
at a school in class 2, pay him in that school a salary of $1,300 
or $1,400, and ‘say: “ Now, when you have brought this school 
up to a higher grade than it now is, when you accomplish a little 
more than has heretofore been accomplished, I will raise your 
salary to the maximum of $1,600.” In other words, he believed 
that stimulant before the superintendent will result in the bet- 
terment of the service, and the committee thought he was right 
in that regard. 

It does not increase the number of superintendents, but it in- 
creases slightly the appropriation, because there are a few 
schools, two or three, where the number of students is above 
400, and the salary now appropriated is less than $2,500. But 
it does not of necessity follow that the Commissioner will fix the 
salary at $2,500. For instance, take the Riverside School, Cali- 
fornia, where there is as efficient and capable and fine a super- 
intendent as in any school in the country, regardless of color of 
the students, and the salary is $2,250, and as far as I know the 
superintendent is entirely satisfied. I imagine the Commis- 
sioner will not think it necessary to raise that salary above the 

2,250, which it is at present, But the maximum is $2,500, and 
we appropriate the maximum, so that if the Commissioner sees 
fit to use it he can. But that means all told only twelve or fif- 
teen hundred dollars. 

The gentleman from Maine must understand that in this 
bill we do not appropriate for the officers here in the city of 
Washington, only the officers in the field. We never do appro- 
priate for the administration in the office at Washington—that 
is carried in the legislative bill. All this bill cares for is the 
administration in the field and the obligations of the Government 
by way of treaty and gratuities. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Are there any increases appropriated 
for in the bill other than those which the gentleman has de- 
scribed? 4 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not remember now whether we appro- 
priate more for the Indian Territory work than we did last 
year, but unless we do there is no other increase. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That would be in connection with the 
increased appropriation for schools in the Indian Territory? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; my recollection is that we appropriate 
less for the work in the Indian-Territory this year than we did 
last year, except school work that I spoke of. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I think the com- 
mittee is to be congratulated for the reduction in expenditures 
in this bill from that of last session. The amount appropriated 
for 1907 was $9,405,198, and the amount carried in this bill is 
$8,203,068, making an excess of last year over this year of 

1.202,13 
$ I desire further to state, Mr. Chairman, that there is but little 
new legislation in this bill. Among the items of new legisla- 
tion I find this, an item which capitalizes the fund of the Iowa 
Sac and Fox tribe of Oklahoma, and enables the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay the sum of money to their credit on his 
books, and on which the Government is now paying interest. 

Mr. CURTIS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, but these are 
Kansas Indians and not Oklahoma Indians. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, I understand; but it is merely a 
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provision that enables the money to be paid out according to the 
indorsement of the Secretary of the Treasury. ~- 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I should be glad if the gen- 
tleman will explain this process of capitalization. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Where a fund has come to the 
Indians under different treaty stipulations, capitalizing it is 
putting it all together and paying it off in bulk to the Indians 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. They get all the money due 
them, but it is capitalized and paid to them under their instruc- 
tions, so as to save so much trouble and bookkeeping. It is 
simply a matter of bookkeeping. 

There will be found in the bill a raise of from $150,000 to 
$300,000 which was appropriated last year for schools in the 
Indian Territory. We find that the amount we appropriated 
last year was wholly insufficient for the purpose of carrying on 
the schools in the country. This is outside of the towns. So 
we simply doubled it this year and let it carry $300,000. 

I disagree with the chairman of the committee and with the 
majority of the committee, and have for some years, with refer- 
ence to the use of trust and treaty funds for sectarian schools. 
I have bills pending to correct that trouble, as I so regard it, 
but have been unable to get the Committee on Indian Affairs to 
see these things in the light that I see them. I think all of 
these trust funds and the treaty funds coming to the Indians 
should be used in Indian Government schools, and that no part 
of it should be farmed out to any sectarian school of any kind 
or character. I believe that the principle is wrong. Another 
matter to which I desire to call the attention of the House is 
this: We find a great many Indians who have become citizens 
of the United States under a recent decision—I believe the 
Hough case—where an Indian in Kansas had some one sell him 
whisky. The man who sold the Indian the whisky was prose- 
cuted. He defended on the ground that the Indian was a citi- 
zen of the United States, because his land had been allotted to 
him. He was convicted in the lower court. The case came to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and they reversed the 
lower court and held that after allotment of lands to Indians 
they become citizens of the United States, and hence it was no 
offense to sell whisky to a citizen of the United States. I-be- 
lieve it is wrong for Congress and the United States to have to 
educate children of the citizens of the United States, and I take 
the broad ground that when these Indians have their lands al- 
lotted to them that they do become citizens of the United States 
and that they should be taken off the General Government and 
that the States and Territories where they live should provide 
for educating them; that they should be mixed among the chil- 
dren of the schools of the State or Territory and become part 
and parcel of the schools of the State or Territory where they 
reside. I do not think it is fair for the entire United States to 
be taxed; for the Government of the United States to go into 
the yarious States and Territories whete these Indian reserva- 
tions happen to be and appropriate $167 per capita to each one 
of these Indians for the purpose of educating what are now citi- 
zens of the United States simply because they may have one- 
sixteenth or one-eighth of Indian blood in their veins. 

If we adopt this policy when these allotments are made and 
these people become citizens of the United States, and turn them 
over to the States or Territories, then we will have this Indian 
problem solved in a very few years, because we have very 
justly adopted the policy of allotting the lands to the Indians 
and making them citizens, and we should let them become a part 
and parcel of the great body of our citizens. Then the local 
legislatures of the States or Territories should take control of 
them, and that would relieve the Congress of the United States 
from the burden. It would relieve the Treasury of the United 
States from the burden, and in that way the Indian problem 
would soon be solved. 

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Chairman, I notice that the chairman of the 
committee, the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN], 
stated that there were forty-five sectarian schools in the Terri- 
tory, twenty-nine of which were Catholic and the others 
Protestant. Do all of these sectarian schools there share in this 
trust fund that the gentleman speaks of? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. No; that is done in this way. It 
is done on petition of the tribe, as I understand it, to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to be permitted to use so much of their 
fund as is available for that year; and they select the school, 
whether Catholic, Presbyterian, or whatever it may be, to which 
they desire to send their children. I object to that, for the 


reason that you will have a petition going the rounds for one 
kind of school and another for another; as, for instance, for a 
Presbyterian and for a Catholic school; and you thus have a 
sectarian trouble among those Indians. I maintain that all of 
these funds should be used only in Government schools, under 


the control of the Government, and not under the control of any 
sectarian teacher whatever. 

Mr. WEBB. Is there any one of the churches that receives 
the largest share of this trust fund? 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I think the Catholic Church, as 
the chairman has stated, has twenty-nine out of forty-five. 

Mr. Chairman, I now yield such time as I may haye left to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. GouLpEN]. ; 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration 
for Indian appropriations is absolutely safe in the hands of 
the. Committee on Indian Affairs, and especially as the chair- 
man [Mr. SHERMAN] has the full confidence of every Member 
of this body. Indeed it would be safe, in my judgment, to 
adopt the recommendations and approve the bill as a whole 
without discussion or change of any character. [Applause.] 

Therefore I shall devote the period allotted me to the neces- 
sity of larger appropriations for the improvement of the na- 
tion's waterways, the best and cheapest manner of handling 
the country’s products. 

These are nature’s common carriers and will solye the vexed 
problem of transportation and railroad-rate regulation. 

A great congress of commercial bodies, representing every 
section of the country, with an attendance of 1,000 delegates, 
met in this city December 7 and 8, 1906, to discuss ways and 
means to bring about the desired results. Speeches were made 
by distinguished men known for their civic pride and sterling 
patriotism, resolutions unanimously adopted demanding at 
lease $50,000,000 annually for river and harbor improvements, 
and a permanent organization effected, with that zealous and 
untiring colleague of ours, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
RANSDELL], at its head as president. 

The country should awaken from its apathy and get behind 
this grand and praisworthy organization, creating and stimu- 
lating a strong active public sentiment in favor of the project 
advocated. In this way the Congress of the United States, 
eyer responsive to public sentiment, will see to it that a suffi- 
cient amount of the annual revenues of the Government is 
appropriated for this purpose, and that, too, before the moneys 
are deyoted to other and less important objects. 

While in favor of a good navy and a well-equipped, limited-in- 
number army, I do not advocate excessive and yearly increasing 
appropriations for these objects, and especially not at the ex- 
pense of the improvement of the great waterways of the country 
now actually needed to transport the rich products of the farm, 
the mine, the forest, and the factory. 

Representing a district with forty-odd miles of navigable 
water front and a population of 400,000, I am particularly inter- 
ested in this matter. This district has such well-known water- 
ways as the Hudson, East, Bronx, and Harlem rivers, Long 
Island Sound, Westchester and Eastchester creeks, and Bronx 
Kills, all tidal streams, with an immense traffic; all under im- 
provement by the General Government except the Kills. 

What is demanded by my people and those of the Empire 
State is that the improvements now under way be speedily com- 
pleted, and not drag along another quarter or half a century in 
most of the improvements, as has been the case. Take the Har- 
lem River, 8 miles in length and with a commerce the last year 
of 9,998,021 tons, valued at $270,210,309, and a contiguous popu- 
lation to be benefited of 850,000. It has been under way since 
1874, nearly thirty-three years. The Borough of the Bronx, the 
upper part of the Eighteenth Congressional district, which I 
have the honor to represent, one of the five great subdivisions 
of New York City, has a population of over 300,000, an assessed 
valuation January, 1906, one year ago, of $360,543,727. Its 
growth is phenomenal, increasing at the rate of 35,000 yearly, 
due to its great natural advantages. The new buildings erected 
in 1906 will approximate $40,000,000 in value, mostly homes for 
the great middle class of our people, who are coming into the 
borough. New docks are being built and many more in con- 
templation, eventually making these waterways one solid line of 
wharfs and storehouses, thus giving relief to the congested state 
of affairs in the lower part of the city, now the center of great 
commercial activity. [Applause.] 

When it is remembered that more.than one-half of the foreign 
and coastwise trade enters or leaves the port of New York the 
importance of these waterways will be appreciated. à 

In addition to all this there will be a largely increased traffic 
from the Lakes and the great Northwest when the canal system 
of the State of New York, upon which $101,000,000 is now being 
expended, is completed, which will be an accomplished fact in 
the next decade. 

I desire to add as a part of my remarks the very able and 
interesting report made to the Hon. THEODORE E. BURTON, 
chairman of Rivers and Harbors Committee, under date of 
December 15, 1906, by the Hon. James L. Wells, of the North 
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Side Board of Trade, an organization of nearly 500 prominent 
business men in the Borough of the Bronx. Mr. Wells was 
for six years the president of this influential body of distin- 
guished citizens and is an acknowledged authority on real 
estate, taxes, and assessments and the charter of Greater 
New York, having been one of its framers. [Applause.] 

Now, with a growing sentiment all over this land of ours that 
the railroads are no longer able to carry the products of. the 
country, no longer able to give relief in the way of fuel, as I 
haye observed in the morning papers, in the West, where cities 
are suffering te-day from the severe cold, because of the ina- 
bility of the railroads to carry the fuel necessary for those 
places; inasmuch as so distinguished a gentleman as James J. 
Hill, president of the Northern Railroad Company, in a recent 
letter stated that the improvement of our waterways was an 
absolute necessity if we desired to have the products of the coun- 
try carried to the markets; if this is the case, and I think it is, 
the railroads being no longer able to perform the duties for which 
they were chartered and built, it is time, I-should think, my 
colleagues, to do something to improve and complete the various 
waterway projects under way in order that these natural chan- 
nels of commerce and trade may be able to come to the rescue 
of the railroads, especially in the matter of heavy freight, 
and be enabled to give what is necessary for the prosperity 
and comfort of its people. Not only that, but by the river 
and ocean methods we are enabled to carry freight, particu- 
larly heavy freight, so much cheaper—I think about eight 
times less than it can be done by railroads. ‘Therefore 
I trust that the recent congress which met here in con- 
vention will have a salutary effect upon this body, so that 
larger sums may be appropriated for the improvement of our 
rivers and harbors under the direction of that able committee. 
a committee that has never been charged with any wrongdoing 
nor lack of interest in the matter, a committee that has given 
the best of their time and their ability to bring out bills which 
were for the benefit of the whole country. I trust, therefore. 
that this Congress will pass a bill during this session that will 
give the needed relief to the whole nation in the way of larger 
appropriations for the improvement of our rivers and harbors. 
[Applause. ] 


Statement submitted by James L. Wells, representing the North Side 
Board of. Trade of the city of New York, in favor of an appropria- 
tion for the completion of the Harlem Ship Canal. 


Mr. CHAIRMAN AND GENTLEMEN: The North Side Board of Trade of 
the city of New York lias requested me to respectfully submit for your 
consideration the following statements in favor of an appropriation for 
the completion of the Harlem Ship Canai. 


1. THE ADVISABILITY OF THE WORK. 


‘The nature of the improvement,—This_ improvement consists in 
widening and deepening the channel of the Harlem River and Spuyten 
Duyvil Creek, in the city of New York, so as to make a continuous 
ship canal connecting the waters of the Hudson River with those of 
Long Island Sound. 2 

This is not a new, local, or expensive proposition.—It is one of 
the oldest and most meritorious projects of its kind in the United 
States. 

Always navigable streams.—Ever since their discovery by the Dutch 
the Harlem River and Spuyten Duyvil Creek have been regarded as 
navigable streams. In colonial times and long afterwards they fur- 
nished the natural waterway for the farmers of Manhattan and the 

reat territory beyond to 5 their products and supplies to and 
Rom the city of New York. uring our war for eg ‘iret they 
were constantly used by the contending armies for the transportation 
of troops, munitions, and provisions to the numerous forts along their 


nks. 

The available depth of the water in these streams before their im- 
provement by the United States begun was from 8 to 10 feet. 

Part of the canal system of New York.—The improvement of these 
waterways formed an essential part of the original plan of Gouver- 
neur Morris for connecting Lake Erie with the ocean. Governor De 
Witt Clinton, of New York, gave this project his hearty approval. He 
formulated the necessary legislation for its accomplishment by the State 
of New York, and would have secured its enactment had it not been for 
his untimely death. " i, 

An arm of the sea.—In 1837 the learned Chancellor Walworth judi. 
cially decided that “the Harlem River is a public highway and an 
arm of the sea.” (Renwick v. Morris, 7 Hill, 575.) yice-Chancellor 
McGoun in 1839 also decided in the Matter of the Water Commissioners 
that “the Harlem River is a navigable stream. The tide ebbs and flows 
through it. It is an arm of the sea.” (3 Edwards Chancery Reports, 
289-291.) The legislature of the State of New York also finally 
deemed it to be unwise to subject these waters to the control of private 
individuals or corporations desiring to improve their navigation and 
collect tolls. 

Comparative 5 coast survey hydrographic charts and 
other official maps established the fact that the natural navigable ca- 

city of the Harlem River compared favorably with any of the har- 
bord on the Atlantic coast from Eastport, Me., to Jacksonville, Fla. 
Those competent to judge declared that the lower Harlem was a better 
stream for commercial pur, s than the Seine at Paris. (See report of 
Hon. Andrew H. Green, New York park commissioner, 1868.) thers 
positively assert that it compared favorably with the Clyde at Glasgow, 
the Weser at Bremen, and the Elbe at Hamburg. 

The public necessity of improving the Harlem River and Spuyten 
Duyvil Creek, and of converting these streams into a ship canal, was 
determined by the United States authorities in 1874, more than thirty- 
two years ago. a 7 

4. great convenience.—In 1874 Congress made a small appropriation 


for the survey of these streams. In 1875 Col. John Newton, United 
States 2 in charge of the work, in his report to General Hum- 
phreys, Chief Engineer, United States Army, recommending the im- 
2 eaid “it would, if made, constitute a at convenience 
‘or vessels passing through the Harlem to Long Island Sound.“ He 
also said In his report, “it must be the depot for vast supplies of 
lumber, stone, brick, cement, lath, lime, and other building materials.” 

ficial incestigations.—Congressional committees, as well as the 
engineers of the War Department, have frequently examined and re- 
ported in favor of the improvement. 

A part of New York’s harbor—The Board of Engineers, on Decem- 
ber 7, 1892, answering certain questions submitted to them in reference 
to the improvement, said: The Harlem River, in its natural and pres- 
ent condition, is a large and important part of New York's harbor, and 
offers location for wharves, manufactures, and 1 superior to 
any unoccupied water fronts on Manhattan Island. The rapidly in- 
creasing demands of commerce and navigation preclude the notion that 
anything should be done to diminish the harbor accommodations.” 
(See report of General Schofield, United States Army, to Senate Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Benefits resulting from the work.—Secretaries of War have from time 
to time officially reported to Congress that the work already done has 
made a reduction in freight rates, increased the facilities for handling 
shipments, caused a material saving in the time and cost of transpor- 
tation, and that the completion of the work -would constitute a great 
convenience to vessels passing through the canal to Long Island Sound. 

Indorsements and petitions.—The advisability of this improvement 
has been indorsed by the legislature of the State of New York, by the 
legislative department of the city of New York, by chambers of com- 
merce, boards of trade, and other organizations, and by thousands of 
prominent business men in all the large cities between the Atlantic 
8 und the Mississippi River. The petitions are matters of official 
record. 

Further discussion unnecessary.—The time has long since elapsed 
for a further discussion of the advisability of this important project. 
The General Government is already committed to the prosecution of 
the work to completion by the large sums of money it has already ex- 
oopa 2 ig it and the heavy expenses it has imposed upon the city of 

ew York. 

If this improvement was advisable in 1874 and 1886, when author- 
ized by the Government, it certainly is much more so now, with the 
extraordinary growth of the city, State, and nation in population, 
wealth, commerce, and manufacturing enterprises. 

The growth of city shows its necessity —The phenomenal growth of 
New York City north of Ninety-eighth street shows the necessity of 
this improvement. This growth alone would justify the most liberal 
expenditures by the General Government in order to facilitate com- 
merce by the completion of the work. 

In 1874, when Colonel Newton's plans were adopted by the War 
Department, the portion of Manhattan on the southerly and westerly 
side of the Harlem River was comparatively sparsely settled, and the 
assessed value of its real estate was only about $70,000,000. Now its 
popalation is over 500,000, and the assessed value of its real estate is 
over $700,000,000. 

In 1874 the population of that part of the city of New York north 
and east of the Harlem River, now called “the Borough of the Bronx,” 
was about 36,000, and the assessed value of its real estate was about 
$22,000,000. Now upward of 350,000 people have their homes and 
their business interests in the Bronx, and the assessed value of its 
taxable real estate was, in January, 1906, $360,543,727. 

Since January 1, 1881, the estimated cost of new buildings erected 
in the Bronx has been approximately $229,000,000. The cost of those 
ae during the past three years has been approximately $90,- 

000. 

These figures show a total population on both sides of the Harlem 
River of over 850,000. This is a population greater than that of any 
one of sixteen States of the Union and greater than that of five of 
them combined. This is a. population greater than that of the whole 
State of New York when the Erie Canal was first suggested. 


These figures also show that the taxable value of real estate alone 


contiguous to the Harlem River is greater than the total combined 
taxable value of all the real and 3 property in any one of 
thirty-four States of the Union and greater than that of eleven of 
our States together. 

A growth so extraordinary as this in itself creates commerce, and 
the Harlem River, situated, as it is, in the center of this great popu- 
lation, is the natural carrier and its docks the storage and distribut- 
ing depot for the bulky merchandise of this large and enterprising 
community. 

Why the improvement is advisable-—We hold that the completion 
of this improvement is advisable for the following, among other, rea- 
sons: . 

1. It is in the interests of commerce, present and prospective, of 
the whole country, and especially of the Atlantic coast and the Great 


kes. 

2. The United States Government is pledged to finish the work ex- 
peditiously, and as a condition precedent thereto has W the city 
of New York to comply with its terms and to expend large sums of 
more in furtherance of the project. 

8. It will afford a new, shorter, and safer route for State and inter- 
state commerce. 

4. It will reduce the cost of transportation and save thousands of 
dollars annually in time and eet 

5. It will enlarge the capacity of the harbor of New York by adding 
to it 8 miles of available water front. 

6. It will assist in relieving the congestion of the docks in the lower 
part of the city of New York. 

7. It has already and will continue to cause large transfer freight 
stations and new commercial and manufacturing interests to locate 
on either side of the improved ship canal. 


2. THE PRACTICABILITY AND PROGRESS OF THE WORK. 


The graphical 8 of the Harlem River demonstrates the 
practicability as well as the 9 of converting that stream 
ooa s re extensions, Spuyten Duyvil Creek and Bronx Kills into 
a ship canal. 2 

No great engineering difficulties are connected with the project. 

The plans for the 15 original project was adopted by the 
War Department In 1874. The existing project was adopted June 18, 
1878, and modified and enlarged October 7, 1886. ‘These final plans 

rovide for a continuous channel about 7 miles long, 400 feet wide, and 
155 feet deep at mean low water, from the East River to the Hudson 
River, except about 1,300 feet north of High Bridge, where the width 
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was made 354 feet, and the rock cut through Dyckmans Meadow, where 

the width was reduced to 350 feet and the aes increased to 18 feet. 

(See Annual Report of Chief of Engineers, 1 „ Appendix E, p. 129.) 
Progress of the weork.—Actual work under the existing plan on the 

improvement began in January, 1888, and has progres: Bos since 

that time. The work has been confined to the Harlem River and Spuy- 

ten Duyvil Creek. No actual work has yet been done on the Bronx 

s. 


What has been accomplished.—The most expensive part of the work, 
namely, the rock cut n Dyckmans Meadow, has been completed. 
The engineer in charge, in his report for 1906, says work has resulted 
“in completing a channel 150 to 400 feet wide and 15 feet deep at 
mean low water from the Hudson River to the East River. From Mc- 
Comb’s Dam Bridge to the East River the width varies from 150 to 400 
2 128.) (See Annual Report of Chief of Engineers, 1906, Appendix 

„P. 129. 


3. ESTIMATED COST OF PROJECT, AMOUNTS HERETOFORE APPROPRIATED, 
AMOUNTS “ALREADY EXPENDED, AMOUNT NECESSARY TO COMPLETE THE 
IMPROVEMENT. 

The estimated cost of the work for the improvement of the Harlem 
River and Spuyten Duyvil Creek is $2,700,000. (See Annual Report of 
Chief of Engineers, 1 > ee i, p. 129.) 

Amounts appropriated.—The appropriation for the improvement of 


the Harlem River have been made in inadequate installments, averaging 
about $40,000 per year, as follows: 


100, 000 
75, 000 


vie o ere Da oP tb Lede ee) ey ada hal ets le 


See Report of Chief of orem 1906, Appendix E, p. 956.) 

The amount expended on this improvement from 1874 to the close of 
the fiscal year June 30, 1906, was $1,332,551.91. (See Report of Chief 
of Engineers, 1906, Appendix E, p. 129.) This has been at the ayer- 
age rate of $41,600 pes year. 

The amount required to complete the work, according to the report 
of the Chief of Engineers above mentioned, will be $1,305,000, or less 
than the one-half of 1 per cent of $270,000,000, the value of the tonnage 
carried on the Harlem map Canal during the year 1905. If appropria- 
tions in the future be made at the same average annual amounts as in 
the, past, it will require thirty-one years longer to complete the im- 
provement, 

The ċost of maintenance.—This con not now be determined, as the im- 
provement is not yet completed. Engineers with whom we haye con- 
sulted assure us that the cost of maintaining the improvement when 
finished will be comparatively light. 

4. THE CHARACTER, AMOUNT, AND YALUE OF COMMERCE EXISTING OR 
REASONABLY PROSPECTIVE WHICH WILL BE BENEFITED BY THE COM- 
PLETION OF THE HARLEM SHIP CANAL, . 

The character of the commerce on the Harlem is shown by the class 
of vessels using the river and by the great manufacturing establish- 
ments, the numerous railroad freight stations, large lumber, brick, coal, 
and other businesses established in or contiguous to the stream. 


Véssels employed in trade on the Harlem, 1905. 


Class, 


ane . 

Sailing vessels 850 

Barges, canal boats, and lighters...-............. 26, 051 
%%% E N T 4 


(Report of Chief of Engineers, 1906, Appendix E, p. 957.) 


The following statistics compiled from reports of the Chief of Engi- 
neers of the War Department show the charzcter of commerce on the 


Harlem River during the years 1904 and 1905: 


Tonnage, | Tonna 
1904. 1905" 


160, 264 „983 
, 908 310, 645 
GCenient, time: a0 ehh ³ 2 556 471, 600 
Coal and thet fae) ios occoc ss cc tuntnoaracccsavdatcecysne 2, 516, 288 3, 103, 738 
Fertillse s e . 
Fruit and farm products. 3, 10g 5,102 
e anne 377, 142 544, 134 
A/ . 72, 858 20, 
BOBLS  ciceacweei cuspacerntartecuashade 172,493 200, 402 
5 3 „ 63, 198 
I umber and timber. 127, 216 304, 634 
Merchandise, genera: 54 $ 
Petroleum 2 1 
Total tonnage . 9, 180, 763 | 9, 998, 021 


The amount of commerce existing—The commerce of the Harlem 
River, which is steadily increasing. is so intimately connected with that 
belouging to the East River and New York Harbor that a separate 
statement can not be accurately made. Investigations instituted by the 
North Side Board of Trade show that the amount is much larger than 
that stated in the Report of the Secretary of War for the year 1905. 

The average increase in the amount of freight handled by the larger 
shippers on the river who have reported to our board was in 1905 36 
per cent over that of 1904. 
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The amount of tonnage and the value of the same carried on the 


Harlem River are shown in the following table compiled from the re- 
ports of the Chief Engineer of the War partment : 
Year. à Value. 


Pe 
838838882 


= 


The value of the tonnage carried on the Harlem in 1905 was $270,- 
210,309, an amount as large as the total combined value of all the 
taxable real and persons! 3 of six of the States of the Union 
and as great as that of the total taxable value of real and personal 
property in any one of seventeen of them. 

uch an amount of commerce justifies every dollar spent upon the 
improvement of the important waterway. The demands for the com- 
pletion of the work should not be ignored. 

Comparison of tonnage values.—The value of tonnage transported 
upon the Harlem River in 1905 as compared with the total export 
and 1 trade of the United States with other countries during the 

m 


same time is shown by the following table compiled from the Tribune 
and World Almanacs for the yenar T „ said figures being taken from 
the Bureau of Statistics, Department of Commerce and Labor: i 
Great Britain $698, 278, 364 
Germany 312, 637, 347 
YN E EA 290, 038, 894 
Harlem River 270, 210, 309 
Mexico and West Indi 250, 804, 613 
France, Spain, Portugal, 230, 977, 815 
Central America 230, 164, 204 
South America (all countries 207, 661, 966 
British America 206, 672, 457 
Belgium, Netherlands, Sweden, Norway, and Denmark.. 191, 699, 916 
Switzerland, Italy, Austria, Turkey, and Russia 163, 350, 622 


The congested condition of the river —The commerce of the river 
has increased so rapidly and become so immense that navigation below 
One hundred and forty-ninth Street Bridge has become dangerously 
congested and accidents involving serious loss, delay, and inconvenience 
are of frequent occurrence. The numerous foreign and domestic craft 
now using the canal are also larger in size than formerly, and uy 
3 their accommodation a channel wider than that whi 
now exists. 


5. THE AMOUNT OF COMMERCE REASONABLY PROSPECTIVE WHICH WILG 


BE BENEFITED BY THE IMPROVEMENT OF THE HARLEM RIVER: 


At the inception of the work Colonel Newton in speaking of the 
advantages of the improvement to commerce said in his report of 
February 18, 1875: “It is simply impossible to foresee the effects, 
save in a general way; but it seems to me quite as easy to err by 
assigning too little as too much importance to the subject.” (Annual 
Report of Chief of Engineers, 1875, Appendix Y, p. 39.) In 1890, 
two years after the actual work of improvement begun, the freight 
carried on the Harlem amounted to 2,384,466 tons. In 1905 it was 
9,998,021 tons, an increase of over 300 per cent in fifteen years. It 
is reasonable to assume that with the growth of the city of New York 
the commerce of the Harlem will continue to increase at the same rate 
in the future. If it does the tonnage at the end of the next fifteen 
years, or in 1920, will be over 40,000, tons, almost equal to the ton- 
nage of the Great Lakes that passed through the famous St. Marys 
Canal in 1905. The Meee ad, e of the canals of the State of New 
York for the passage of 1,000 ton barges, the development of the 
freight transfer stations of the New York Central, New York and New 
Haven, Pennsylvania, Baltimore and Ohio, Erie, Lehigh Valley, New 
Jersey Central, and Lackawanna Railroads already located on the banks 
of the Harlem, the improvement of Bronx Kills and the general increase 
in the commerce of the country are indications that the above estimate 
is not exaggerated. 


6. THE UNITED STATES PLEDGED TO COMPLETE THE IMPROVEMENT. 


We hold that the National Government is bound to complete the 
improvement of the Harlem River, Spuyten Duyvil Creek, and Bronx 
Kills without further delay, for the reason that before commencing the 
work it imposed upon the State and the city of New York expensive 
terms and conditions with which they have fully complied. 

The terms imposed by the United States are contained in the fol- 
lowing extracts from official reports: 

In Colonel Newton’s report to Gen. A. A. Humphreys, Chief of 
Engineers, dated February 18, 1875, he says: 

“As it may be necessary, in order to carry out the plan of improve- 
ment, to encroach upon lands under water, or structures erected upon 
what was once the of the river, it would seem but Jost that the 
authority, whether the State of New York or the city, which has made 


the grant or concession tending to prevent the feasibility or impair the 
excellence of the improvement of the river should make reparation to 
the individuals concerned.” (Annual Report of Chief of Engineers 


for 1875, Appendix Y, p. 42.) 

In the same report Colonel Newton also recommended : 

“Tf Congress shall deem it advisable to prosecute this improvement, 
that the Government absolutely forbid the erection of any more bridges 
having piers within the waterway of the improved rivers, or not con- 
structed of height sufficient to permit navigation without the use of 
draws; as to existing bridges, except High Bridge, it is recommended 
they should be got rid of as speedily as the laws under which they 
have been erected will permit.” (Annual Report of Chief of Engineers 
for 1875, Appendix Y, p. 48.) 

In his official report to General Humphreys dated February 10, 1876, 
Colonel Newton said: 3 

“I beg leave to reiterate the substance of what was said in the pre- 
vious report of the necessity, before work is actually begun, of a clear 
understanding and definite agreement concerning the character of fu- 
ture bridges and of the modification of existing ones, the depth at which 
all tunnels shall be driven, and the settlement of land damages.” (See 
Report of Chief of Engineers, 1876, Appendix D. p. 19.) 

be Secretary of War adopted the recommendations of Colonel New- 
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ton, and decided not to proceed with the work of constructing the 
ship canal until the State and the city of New York erected pees 
laws for ceding to the United States the lands necessary for widening 
the streams and the protection of the improved channel. 

In an official report dated January 5, 1880, addressed to Gen. H: G. 
Wright, Chief of Engineers, United States Army, Colonel Newton said 
that should the amount then appropriated and available be devoted to 
the commencement of the work “the very fact pledges the Government 
to complete it, because an incompleted improvement would be a positive 
injury to the whole neighborhood.” 

In commenting upon this letter General Wright, in his report to the 
Secretary of War, said: There is much, force in Colonel Newton's state- 
ment, and if his wishes can be carried out the work will be accom- 
a with economy and dispatch and in the best possible way for all 

terests concerned.” 

Secretary of War Ramsey, in transmitting this correspondence to 
the United States Senate, said: 

“The Department fully coincides with the views of Colonel Newton, 
— respectfully requests action in accordance with his recommenda- 

ons.“ 

By chapter 907, United States laws of 1890, the sum of $250,000 was 
sppro riated for 8 the improvement, and the Secretary of 

ar is directed to cause the low bridges now crossing said Harlem 
River to be replaced by other bridges at the expense of the owners 
thereof as soon as the necessary legislation, if any such legislation be 
necessary, shall have enabled the change in grade to the approaches to 
sald bridges thus required to be made, the owners of said bridges being 
allowed a reasonable time in which to complete the work necessary for 
said approaches, Said bridges shall leave a clear space between the un- 
der sides thereof at high water of spring tides of 24 feet and shall be 

rovided with draw spans of the width and length to be determined by 

e Secretary of War, and shall in all respects comply with this law 
and conform to the requirements of the Secretary of War.” 


THE STATE OF NEW YORK HAS COMPLIED WITH THESE CONDITIONS. 


It was my privilege to Sy ree the upper part of the city of New 
York in the legislatures of 1879 and 1 and to introduce and assist 
in enacting the measures yg ape by Colonel Newton and 8 by 
the Congress of the United States for the protection of the improved 
ehannel of the Harlem River, Bronx Kills, and Spurten Duyvil Creek. 
They constitute ckapter 345 of the laws of 1879 and chapter 65 of 
the laws of 1880. hese acts authorize and empower the city of New 
York to cede to the United States free of cost the lands necessary for 
the enlarged channel and to acquire by condemnation such private 
property as was necessary for the widened waterways. DN granted 
o the United States concurrent jurisdiction over the aforesaid streams. 
They also provided that all bridges built across them should be not less 
than 24 feet above high-water mark of springtide, that the outlines 
and the size and height of their draws and other details should first 
be submitted to and approva by the United States 3 in charge 
of the harbor of New York and by the Secretary of War. The State 
has also compelled all railroads crossing the Harlem and its extensions 
to remove their low bridges or to build new and higher ones or tunnels, 
and to raise or lower their roadbeds. All of these requirements were 
imperative in order to comply with the plans of the War Department. 


NEW YORK’S CONTRIBUTIONS TO COMMERCE. 


In addition to this the State of New York has made the most mag- 
nificent contributions to the commercial interests of the nation. 
th ers of a century ago the State of New York, at a 
cost of $7,143,789, constructed the Erie Canal from the Niagara to the 
Hudson River. Its enlargement in 1836-1862 cost the State $44,465,414. 
The State has annually expended large sums for its maintenance and 
improvement. This artificial waterway, 363 miles in length, has fur- 
nished cheap and convenient transportation for the products of the 
pa West to the seaboard as well as for those of our own State. 
his grand artery of commerce is owned by the people. It is operated 
by the State. It can not be merged into any pool. Neither can its 
stock be watered. . 

Ten gons ago the people of the State of New York voted to expend 
$9,000, for the improvement of their canals. Up to and inciuding 
the appropriations of 1895 the total cost of constructing and 5 
the Erle, wego, and Champlain canals has been about $118,000,000. 

On November 3. 1903, 673,010 electors of the State of New York, a 
re gon of over 245,000, voted in favor of the proposition to expend 
$1 1,000,000 for the enlargement of these canals, so as to permit the 
passage of 1,000-ton barges. This work will be commenced during the 
coming year. It is the most oes scheme of internal improve- 
ment frat has ever been pro n any commonwealth in this country, 
and it has few parallels in the history of the world. 

The city of New York has complied with the contract. The city 
of New York has complied fully with the terms of the compact since the 
United States assumed absolute control of these waterways. It has 
ceded to the United States without cost the lands of the municipality 
needed for widening the Harlem. (See deed in comptroller’s office, New 
York City, book B. p. 61.) In order to 8 with the conditions 
imposed upon it the city of New York did loan its credit by the issue 
of bonds for the purchase of gat property needed for the improve- 
ment. During the past twenty years the city of New York has ex- 
pended over $12,500,000 in removing existing bridges and constructing 
new ones across the Harlem River. The cost of these bridges has been 
largely increased because of the greater width of draws and the in- 
creased height of the structures and the approaches thereto to compiy 
with the requirements of the War N During the com — 
twenty years, or even in less time, the city of New York will be requi 
to expend at least $12,500,000 more in order to complete additional 
new brid across the Harlem, the expense of which will also be 
largel enhanced by the uirements of the United States authorities. 
The city is now spending $2,500,000 in rebuilding a bridge across the 
Harlem at Madison avenue and a large sum for a bridge at Fordham 
Heights. It is estimated that the amount annually raised by the city 
of New York by taxation to pay the interest on bonds issued by it for 
the construction of new brid across the Harlem River built in con- 
formity with the plans of the War Department is nine and one-half 
times the average annual amount 1 by Congress since 1874 
for the improvement of the Harlem Ship Canal. 

What property owners have contributed.—The owners of real estate 
in the upper part of the ey of New York contiguous to the Harlem 
Ship Canal have also contributed largely to the 8 of that 
waterway in the amounts paid in greatly Increased ation and local 
assessments, made necessary for the acquisition of and damages done to 
private proper $ an the ge bog A Nap ins Wr ae 
approac an e reregulating, regra „ n repaying of ex 
streets and avenues and the opening of new thoroughfares. 


Among other things they have suffered their property to be assessed 
locally over $1,000,000, 1 A $258,892 for 8 private lands 
necessary for constructing the Harlem Ship Canal (see report and order 
confirming same, New York county clerk's office in matter petition of 
U. entered July 9, 1886) and $750,000 for a portion of the cost of 
reregulating and regrading Park or Fourth avenue above One hundred 
and sixth street in order to enable the New York Central Railroad to 
cross the river at the elevation required by the War Department. 
mya 5 . by 155 Sty of Rey 1 and its property 
owners e e most serlous consideration of th 
of the United States. er 


7. THE COMPLETION OF THE HARLEM SHIP CANAL IS A MATTER OF GREAT 


NATIONAL IMPORTANCE FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS IN ADDITION ro 


THOSE HERETOFORE MENTIONED IN THIS MEMORANDUM: 


1. Because it affects the commercial, agricultural, and 
interests of the whole country. The Harlem is a art of | ue wenn 
ful center of activity and development, the port of New York, the great- 
est shipping port of the world. To this port,” to quote the words of 
a distinguished Secretary of the Treasury, “ 80,000,000 of ople bring 
$30,000,000 of the surplus 8 of their farms, 30.900.000 of the 
surplus of their forests, $30,000,000 of the surplus from their mines, and 
more than $200,000,000 of their manufactures, From this rt the 
same people carry Inland $560,000,000 imports, and to the collector of 
3 port is paid $165,000,000, 65 per cent of the customs duties of the 
nation. 

2. Because the commerce of the Harlem is a large and constant! — 
creasing part of the coastwise trade of the United States, 3 
along the Atlantic, a trade unequaled anywhere on the waters of the 
globe and vastly more valuable to our people than all our foreign com- 
merce. 

3. Because upon the peaceful waters of that stream there is — 
ried by the swift steamer, the three-master schooner, and by the. 8 
oe Dentor 5 8 barge moa 8 of the forest, the 

eld. e mine, an e factory amountin n round 
10,000,000 of tons and valued at over $270,000,000. oe 

h cause the value o e tonnage carried on that b 
to-day greater than the value of the whole export and eee toads ot 
the United States with any portion of the world except Great Britain 
Germany, and Asia, as has already been shown. A 

5. Because that stream and its natural extensions, Bronx Kills and 

7 575 Parvi cm a 5 parts = id canal system of the 

e of New York, great continuous and free wat 
from Duluth to the Atlante. 141 n 
ause nearly a million e—a population ter th 
any one of sixteen States of the nion, and larger than that of fe sf 
them combined—have located their homes and business enterprises on 
the banks of that stream. Situated as it is, in the center of this great 
1 the most rapidly growing community in the United States 
it is the natural carrier for the provisions that feed this people, for the 
lumber, the iron, the stone, the brick, the lime, and the other materials 
that enter into their vast building operations, and for the fuel that 
heats and lights their homes and places of employment and produces the 
power that turns the wheels of their busy industries and propels their 
elevated, surface, and underground railway cars. The docks of this 
stream are the storage and distributing 7 oe of the bulky merchandise 
that enters Into the daily life and activities of this large and enter- 
prising community. 
8. FURTHER DELAY UNWISE. 

Only a comparatively small enditure is now necessary to c 
the Haslem Ship Canal. Mora than 60 per cent of the work tae, rem 
done. (See Annual Report of Chief of Engineers, 1906, ‘Appendix E, p. 
956.) The completed improvement will benefit more States and greater 
agricultural, commercial, and manufacturing interests than the improve- 
ment of any similar waterway in the Union. 

It would be a parsimonious and shortsighted policy for the National 
Government to delay any longer the completion of this important com- 
DNIOM TEE j Eae Jenga A e 8 5 greater jis pS the incon- 
venience and injustice to the State n o the city of New 
the varied interests of the whole country. ` z ork An to 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. How much time haye I re 
maining? 

The CHAIRMAN. Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I yield back that time, as no one 
desires to speak on this side. 

Mr. CURTIS. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD]. 
` Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I simply wish to call 
the attention of the chairman of the committee to this. The 
bill of last session, which I had in my mind when I made my 
inquiry of him in reference to the increase of $100,000, it seems 
upon examination of the Record that there was an increase in 
appropriation of $100,000 in connection with the Indian police, 
as appears from this colloquy between myself and the chairman. 

Mr. CURTIS. But not an increase in the number. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Not an increase in the number. 
[Reading :] 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is offset by the salary or wages of the police 
department. 

ty r. SHERMAN, Yes; very largely; an increase of $100,000 for Indian 

ce. 
Peir. LITTLEFIELD. Does not that increase the number? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; only the compensation. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What is the occasion for that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The occasion of the increased appropriation is that 
the Commissioner found he could not retain the services of the best 
men at the former compensation, which was $15 a month for a captain 
and $10 a month for a private- He recommended ‘the increase so that 
he could pay $25 a month for a captain and $15 a month for a private. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And the aggregate result is $100,000? 

Mr. SHERMAN., One hundred thousand dollars; but the gentleman 


must. remember that these officers furnish their own horses. They are 
largely used to restrain the traffic in liquor. 


While I perhaps made an inadvertent. reference to that, I 
wish to explain to the chairman that was the increase I had in 
mind when I made the inquiry. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I was out when the gentleman from Maine 
began reading. This is no increase in the number. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I so understand it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But I notice that I answered you last year 
that they received nothing other than their monthly stipend; 
I do not know how I could haye made that answer. I was in 
error in that respect. They are furnished their uniforms, and 


they are also permitted to get rations at the agencies at cost’ 


price. : 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The question and answer that prac- 
tically coyers the whole thing is this: 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Do they get anything in the way of compensation 
by the way of being found? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No: they are not found. A 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. They get their. food and supplies at cost price? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD, So that does cover the food and sup- 


plies proposition, and as I understand the gentleman now, they 
are furnished their uniforms in addition to their compensation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; they are in addition. We did not 
last year increase the number of officers at all, but we in- 
creased the compensation because the Commissioner had found 
that he could not obtain the best men in the tribe at the old 
compensation of fifteen and ten dollars. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I have been advised since I made the 
inquiry of the chairman in regard to the increase of officers 
that there is only one increase of officers provided in the bill, 
a superintendent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A superintendent of irrigation. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; that is all. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What is the salary of that officer? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it is $3,000. 

I ask for the reading of the bill, Mr. Chairman, if the mi- 
nority haye consumed their time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the following sums be, and they are hereby, 
appropriated, out of any meneg in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
printed, for the purpose of paying the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes, and in full compensation for all offices the salaries for 
which are specially provided for herein for the service of the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1908, namely : 


MI. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. The gentleman from New York [Mr. GOUL- 
DEN] has, as usual, clearly elucidated the importance of an in- 
creased appropriation for rivers and harbors in his speech a 
few moments ago, and I am going to take a half minute of 
five minutes of time and ask him a question or two and let him 
take the balance of my time in answering them. How are we 
going to get the money now to do all this increased river and 
harbor work? The gentleman has studied the matter, and I 
trust he will answer and give to the House and to the country 
the benefit of his investigations. 

Mr. GOULDEN. There are two ways of doing it, and one is 
by economizing in appropriations and other expenditures of the 
Government in which I think we are rather lavish. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. In what? 

Mr. GOULDEN. In yearly amounts for the Army and the 
Navy, as an illustration; and secondly, by making posterity, 
which will be largely benefited, assist in paying for a part of 
these improvements by the issuance of bonds. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman ask a re- 
enactment of the Spanish war tax, or a part of it, to raise a 
part, at least, of the desired revenue? 

Mr. GOULDEN. No. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does not the gentleman think it 
would be a good idea to do that? 

Mr. GOULDEN. I think it would be an excellent idea to do 
that rather than to issue bonds. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman remember 
all of the articles that were taxed in that law? 

Mr. GOULDEN. Yes; but allow me to make another sugges- 
tion. I think we should favor the enactment of an inher- 
itance tax, as was ably set forth the other day by my colleague 
from New York [Mr. PERKINS]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. We did that in the Spanish war 
tax and also taxed telegrams and bills of lading, checks, etc., 
and tried to tax express receipts, but the express companies 
wormed out of that, and did not pay anything to carry on that 
war; and in addition we could tax stock-exchange trades that 
are so often and rapidly made, and a thousand and one things 
that would not depress the people, and yet the people would get 
the full benefit of the revenues coming from such a law. In ad- 
dition to that my idea was—— 

Mi. GOULDEN. I would say, in reply to the distinguished 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garnes], that in the State of 


New York we tax stock transfers and find it quite a beneficial 
thing in the way of raising revenues, and I should not oppose it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Has the gentleman ever found 
anybody who said that he was oppressed by what is known as 
the “ Spanish war tax?” 

Mr. GOULDEN. No; I think not. My only regret is that the 
express companies escaped that, and they certainly should not 
be allowed to do so in the future should such a tax be enacted. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, if we would reenact at least 
parts of that tax law and call it a “river and harbor tax” in 
haec verba, and take the money therefrom and add it to what we 
usually have for rivers and harbors and what we may econo- 
mize on and get along the line you have suggested or without 
that, it does seem to me that in a short while we would accumu- 
late regularly, yearly, an immense fund of money here that 
could be spent on our rivers and harbors, and when the people 
saw it going into the rivers and harbors, as they saw fit, as with 
the rural routes of the country, I think they would be satisfied 
and quickly and greatly benefited. 3 

Mr. GOULDEN. I agree with my friend from Tennessee, and 
would say, as an illustration, that the river, the Bronx, which I 
haye been talking about, had a commerce in 1903 valued at 
$270,000,000, and it was more than thirty-two years since the 
Government first began the improvement. It was no fault of 
the River and Harbor Committee of Congress, but that lies 
with the Congress itself in not appropriating a sufficient sum 
of money to complete this and other projects that are now under 
way, and this is one of the most important, d 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. We would save a great deal of 
money, in the judgment of our engineers, and our own common 
sense teaches us that if we appropriate enough money to build a 
lock or dam, if we would continue their building right along 
without stopping, we would save money, because there is a 
great deal of money lost by stopping, reemploying labor, and so 
forth. I know what has occurred down in my State. They 
have been delaying the locks and dams on the Cumberland 
River, and I was told by my good friend Mr, Bryan, of Nash- 
ville, who is chairman of Cumberland River Association, that 


the alluvial soil has accumulated by the acre around the locks 


and dams and a very wise farmer had put a fence around it and 
is raising crops on it. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I heard the statement the farmer was 
cultivating the soil over and around the dam, and that is cost- 
ing the Government many thousands of dollars. I agree with 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garnes] that something 
ought to be done and at once, and in my judgment it’s up to this 
body and the Senate to do it. [Applause.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SECRETARY. P 

That hereafter no purchase of supplies for which appropriations are 
made in any Indian appropriation act, exceeding in the aggregate $500 
in value at any one time, shall be made without first giving at least 
three weeks’ public notice by advertisement, except in case of exigency, 
when, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, who shall make 
official record of the facts constituting the exigency and shall report 
the same to Congress at its next session, he may direct that purchases 
may be made in open market in amount not exceeding $3,000 at any one 

urchase : Provided, That supplies may be purchased, contracts let, and 
abor employed for the construction of artesian wells, ditches, and 
other works for irrigation, in the discretion of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, without advertising as hereinbefore parues: Provided further, 
That as far as practicable Indian labor shall be employed and purchase 
in the open market made from Indians, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. | 

Mr. MANN. I reserve the point of order upon that para- 
graph, and would like to inquire of the gentleman in charge of 
the bill what is the object of carrying this out in the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is made continuous in this bill. If the 
gentleman had been present when I explained the bill he would 
have understood what its object was. Year after year this pro- 
vision and certain others have been carried in the bill relating 
simply to the current year, and it seemed to us that it lumbered 
the bill with a lot of stuff after Congress had a dozen or twenty 
or thirty times decided upon the proposition and set out that 
provision in the bill. Now, this year by putting in the word 
“hereafter,” if it becomes law, it will not be necessary after 
this to carry it in the bill. 

Mr. MANN, I did not hear the explanation of the gentleman, 
but it seems a rather serious proposition to give the Secretary 
of the Interior, as permanent law, power to make these pur- 
chases without advertising. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, that is a limited purpose; limited in 
amount, you will discover, when contingencies arise where there 
is not time to advertise; and then he has to make a report to 
Congress. We have carried that same provision in every appro- 
priation bill for the dozen years that I have had anything to do 
with it. 

Mr. MANN. I understand. I have been inclined to make the 
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point of order to it in previous years and have called attention 
to it before. This would put it practically beyond the power of 
Congress to prevent the Secretary of the Interior from purchas- 
ing goods without advertising as he may please. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; because when Congress desires to put 
that limitation upon an appropriation bill they can do so. But 
rather than have it in the bill every year, making the bill more 
lengthy than necessary, we thought it was best to make it con- 
tinuous. Now, the moment Congress desires that limitation 
inserted it can do so. 

Mr. MANN.. What limitation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That this limitation should be taken away, 
they can reinsert the necessary provision. 

Mr. MANN. No; it would be subject to a point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not if it is a limitation. 

Mr. MANN. I do not know any form in which you could 
frame a limitation covering the subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the gentleman would be able to 
draw a limitation covering any appropriation in the bill for any 
year. If he can not, I will draw it. 

Mr. MANN. I am not only certain that the gentleman or my- 
self can not do it, but I do not think there is a single gentleman 
who can do it and it not be subject to the point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have been able to do it whenever I thought 
it was necessary. 

Mr. MANN. For the present I will insist upon the point of 


order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman does insist upon the point of 
order? 

Mr. MANN. I have no objection to it going in for the year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, if the gentleman will move an amend- 
ment striking out “hereafter,” in line 17, page 2, he accom- 

ishes his purpose. yi 
parri MANN. I insist upon the point of order, and the gentle- 
man can offer an amendment and leave out the word “ here- 
after.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; we will have it that way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘Then, Mr. Chairman, I move to reinsert the 
provision striking out the word “ hereafter,” in line 17, and in 
line 18 strike out the words “in any Indian appropriation act” 
and insert in lieu thereof, after the word “ made,” “ hereafter.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

iki t, in line 17, 2, the word 

+ . is e sat the words “ iat 7 ey Indian ap- 
propriation aet and insert in lieu thereof the word “ hereafter. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That hereafter whenever after advertising for bids for supplies in 
accordance with the immediately foregoing paragraphs, those received 
for any article contain conditions detrimental to the interests of the 
Government, they may be rejected, and the articles specified in such 
bids purchased ín open market, at prices not to exceed those of the 
lowest bidder, and not to exceed the market price of the same, until 
such time as satisfactory bids can be obtained, for which immediate 
advertisement shall be made: Provided, That so much of the me 
priations of any annual Indian appropriation act as ma be required 

and supplies, for ex 


for mses incident to their purchase, 
— 8 * transportation of the same, for the fiscal year for which such 


available, upon the a 
proval "of bach . 8 shall be distributed 
or delivered to any of said Indians prior to the beginning of such 

year. 

Mr. MANN. I raise, or reserve, the point of order on the para- 
graph read. The latter part of it I have no objection to, but 
it seems to me that instead of putting into permanent law some 
of these provisions of the bill it is desirable that the policy of 
the Government that goods shall be obtained after advertise- 
ment should be adhered to in the Indian Service more fully 
than it has been in the past. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand the gentleman to raise the 
point of order against the paragraph beginning with line 20 on 
page 4. 

Mr. MANN. Yes. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. Of course it is legislation and was so in- 
tended: If the gentleman insists on his point of order, I as- 
sume that it will be sustained, and then I shall be obliged to 
offer, as I did in the other case, the same provision, to apply 
simply to this year’s bill. 

Mr. MANN. So far as the latter part of the paragraph is 
concerned, commencing with the word “ Provided.” I have no 
desire to raise the point of order on that, if the gentleman cares 
to except it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well, then, make your point of order 
against the first part of it, if that is your determination. 

Mr. MANN. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, upon 
the paragraph commencing with line 20 on page 4 and ending 
with the word “made” in line 3, page 5. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then, Mr. Chairman, I will offer an amend- 
ment to cover that. In this instance, I think, the question is 
covered by simply striking out the word“ hereafter” in line 20. 
So I move to insert in the bill the provision now covered in 
lines 20 to 25 on page 4 and lines 1 to 3 on page 5, omitting 
the word “ hereafter” in line 20 on page 4. That makes it 
apply simply to this year’s bill. 

Mr. LACEY. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move to insert the word 
“hereafter ” after the word “ that,” in line 3, page 5. I under- 
stand the gentleman from Illinois to make no objection to that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not catch what the gentleman from 
Iowa said. 

Mr. LACEY. I move to insert the word “hereafter” after 
the word “ that,” in line 3, page 5, so as to have the remainder 
of the paragraph become a part of the permanent law; so that 
it will not have to be reenacted every year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us get that as a separate amendment. 

Mr. LACEY. I understood the gentleman from Illinois to 
say that he would not object to that. 

Mr. MANN. I am inclined to raise the point of order against 
both of them, as far as that is concerned. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My amendment is to reinsert what was 
stricken out on the point of order, with the exception of the 
word “ hereafter,” line 20, page 4. x 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order upon 
the amendment. It has not yet been reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment to 
which the gentleman makes the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in lieu ef the matter stricken out the following: 

That whenever, after advertising for bids for supplies in accordance 

with the immediately foregoing paragraphs, those received for any 
article contain conditions detrimental to the interests of the Govern- 
ment they may be rejected, and the articles specified in such bids 
urcha: in open market, at prices not to exceed those of the lowest 
idder, and not to exceed the market price of the same, until such 
time as satisfactory bids can be obtained, fer which immediate adver- 
tisement shall be made.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
that is out of order, as it changes existing law. If the gentle- 
man desires to state his reasons, I will reserve the point. The 
fact that this provision is in the current law of course makes 
no difference. If there is no statute authorizing it, it can not 
go in. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is a provision which simply relates to 
the appropriation made for the current year in this bill. 
Surely the. gentleman does not maintain that we can not do 
that. 

Mr. MANN. If the provision would change existing law, 
then it is subject to the point of order. It is not a limitation, 
and there can not be any pretense that it is. It is an enlarge- 
ment of the power of the Secretary and not a limitation upon 
his power. 

Mr. SHERMAN (reading)— 

Whenever, after advertising for bids for supplies in accordance with 
the immediately foregoing paragraphs—— 

Mr. MANN. It practically amounts to authorizing something 
which the law does not now permit. If there is any special 
reason for that, the gentleman may state it. Unless there is 
some good reason for it, it seems to me to be better when we 
require Government officials to advertise for bids not to. make 
an exception in favor of certain Government officials as to 
certain bids. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. The reason is perfectly plain. It is stated 
in the terms of the paragraph itself, it seems to me. When- 
ever, after advertising for bids, those received for any article 
contain conditions detrimental to the interests of the Govern- 
ment they may be rejected, and before readvertisement for 
resubmission of the bids such purchases may be made tempo- 
rarily to supply the temporary necessities of the case. 

For instance, the Department advertises for bids supplying 
vaccine. That is one article appropriated for in this bill. 
The bid is unsatisfactory and it is rejected. Now, an epidemic 
of smalipox is on, and is the Secretary or Commissioner to be 
precluded from buying enough vaccine to be used during the 
time that he is advertising for new bids? 

Mr. MANN. That is covered by the other paragraph we 
adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think so. . 

Mr. MANN. That provides for the exigency. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Where? 

Mr. MANN. On page 2, which was adopted. There was an 
express provision that in case of an exigency he may buy with- 
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out bids and report to Congress, but here is a provision that he 
may buy without bids and make no report to Co: 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I desire to ask the gentleman 


if his attention has been called to the current law as it was 
enacted in the last appropriation bill? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, Then this is only reenacting 
a law that has been enacted, is not that true? - 

Mr. MANN. It is to practically extend for another year what 
is now the law. That is true; it is not to reenact a law, because 
if it was a law for the ensuing year it would not need to be in 
here. What is the purpose of it? I have heard a great many 
complaints as to the way supplies were purchased by the Indian 
Department. I do not know whether they were occasioned by 
this provision cr not. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. That is not the question; the 
question is on the point of order. 

Mr. MANN. I may say to my distinguished friend from South 
Dakota that I am willing to submit the point of order without 
saying anything on my side, because it is so perfectly plain that 
it ought not to be subject to a point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. With the preceding provision modified, I 
must concede that the point of order is well taken against the 
wording as I presented it. I will withdraw the amendment if 
there is no objection. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will 
be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer this: “That 
hereafter, whenever after advertising for bids or supplies in ac- 
cordance with this act those received for any article contain 
conditions detrimental to the interests of the Government, they 
may be rejected,” etc. I am sure the Chair will hold that that 
is in order. 

Mr. MANN. Has the amendment been reported, or will it 
be? I will make the point of order on the amendment at the 
proper time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Instead of the matter stricken out on the point of order insert 
the following: That hereafter, whenever after advertising for bids or 
supplies in accordance this act those received for any article 
contain conditions detrimental to the interests of the Government,” 
ete. 

Mr. MANN. That is not a limitation upon the appropriation 
at all. That is an extension of the power of an officer, a 
power which he does not now possess; it is not a limitation. 
Putting something in the bill because it relates to a current pro- 
vision is equivalent to saying that you can enact any new law, 
extend the power of an official; that could not be done in an ap- 
yropriation bill. 

As to the first part of the paragraph, I assume that it might 
not be subject to a point of order because I do not think it 
changes existing law. They now haye the power to rejects bids 
that they do not like, and have the power to reserve the right 
to reject bids. It is not necessary to say in the bill that they 
should have that power to reject bids. It is not necessary to 
say or to give them the power that where conditions are detri- 
mental to the interests of the Government they may reject the 
bids. ‘They have that right under the law. The other part of 
the paragraph, providing that if the bids are not what the 
Secretary wants he can buy regardless of bids, changes the ex- 
isting law, and cought not to be inserted unless a good reason is 
given for it. So far no reason has been given. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the gentleman will excuse me, I stated 
a reason, but the gentleman from Illinois may not consider it 
agood reason. I do not care to waste the time, Mr. Chairman, in 
further discussion on the point of order. I have stated my con- 
tention, and I am ready to take the ruling of the Chair on it, 
whether it be to leave the provision in or strike it out. 

Mr. MANN. I would not say, Mr. Chairman, that any reason 
the gentleman from New York gave was not a good reason. 
Whatever else I might say, I would never say that anything 
which the gentleman from Now York said was not good, for he 
never does anything but the best. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. So far as 
this provision in this amendment is concerned, it gives positive 
authority to purchase goods in the open market, and it is not to 
that extent in the nature of a limitation. The Chair sustains 
the point of order. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other edu- 
cational purposes not hereinafter provided for, $1,300,000. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow- 
ing amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Add in line 17, the foll 
n line page 6, 0 aig: 


“Provided, That nothing contained 
authorize the money herein appropriated to be for the support 
or education of any children of Indian blood whose parents have be- 
come citizens of the United States under existing laws and are no 
longer the wards of the Government; and the education and mainte- 
nance of such children are hereby relegated to the States or Territories 
where such Indian citizens reside.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against that amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I do not think it 
is subject to the point of order, for the reason that it states sim- 
ply how this money shall be expended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will sustain the point of order. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For collection and transportation of pu Us to and from Indian 
schools, and also for the transportation of Indian pupils from all the 
Indian schools and paang of them, with the consent of thelr parents, 
under the care and control of such suitable white families as may 
in all respects be qualified to give such pupils moral, industrial, and 
educational training, under arrangements in which their proper care, 
support, and education shall be in exchange for their labor, $70,000; 
Provided, That not 5 5,000 of this amount may be used, 
under direction of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in the trans- 
portation and placing of Indian pupils in positions where remunera- 
tive employment can be found for in industrial pursuits. The 
pee of this section shall apply to native pupils brought from 
aska. 


“this paragraph of the bill shall 
expended 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill 
whether it is possible for him at this time to inform us how 
much of this $5,000 has been used and how much of it was for 
transporting children from Alaska into this country to obtain 
remunerative employment in industrial pursuits? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I can not state. I have no 
information before me from which I can give the gentleman the 
information that he desires. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That h ft ll schools f. h t 10 
are N 6 — iL 2 
according to the number of pupils appropriated for therein, as follows : 
Class 1, where such number is less than 100; class 2, where such 
number is not less than 100, but not more than 200; class 3, where 
such number is more than 200, but not more than 400; class 4, where 
such number is more than 400. The pay of the superintendents of 
said schools shall be fixed by the Commissioner, of Indian Affairs on 
a scale corr mding to the classification hereinbefore directed, as 
follows: Superintendents of schools of class 1, not to exceed $1,200 
per annum; superintendents of schools of class 2, not to exceed $1,600 . 
per annum; superintendents of schools of class 3, not to exceed $2,000 
per annum; superintendents of schools of class 4, not to exceed $2,500 
per annum: Provided, That the forego’ provision as to pay of super- 
ntendents shall not apply to the sch at Carlisle, Pa., as long as 
said school remains under the superintendency of an active army 
officer: And provided further, That the pay of any superintendent who 
performs agency duties in addition to those of his superintendency 
may be increased by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in his dis- 
cretion, to an extent not exceeding $300 per annum. ~ 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on 
that paragraph. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill what would happen in case any pupils at a school 
should vary? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, we appropriate for so 
many pupils in a school. Now, it can not vary above that 
amount. If we appropriate for 100 pupils the superintendent 
goes into a class of 100 or under. If we appropriate for 200, 
of course he goes into the second class. We might appropriate 
for 210, though we seldom appropriate in that way, for it usu- 
ally goes by 25 or 50, and the average attendance where 210 
is appropriated for might fall below 200, and in that case the 
superintendent might be in class 2 rather than in class 3. 

Mr. MANN. Suppose you appropriate for 150 and there were 
only 75 there. What would be the classification? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Class 1. 

Mr. MANN. When is that to be ascertained? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Commissioner ascertains that in his 
own way. 

Mr. MANN. At the beginning of the year or at the end of 
the year? - 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know how he could determine at 
the beginning of the year what the average attendance would 
be during the year. 

Mr. MANN. I do not see how he could myself. Therefore 
I do not see how he could determine what would be the pay the 
superintendent would get until the end of the year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I assume he would determine the salary 
of the superintendent on the basis of our appropriation here. 
In other words, if we appropriated for 210 students or 250, he 
would hold that the superintendent was in class 3. In every 
case where we specifically appropriate we appropriate for so 
many children, and this provision applies only to the specially 
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appropriated for schools, the twenty-eight nonreservation 
schools; and had the gentleman been here when the bill was 
presented in general debate he would have heard what I said in 
reference to that. 

Mr. MANN. I heard what the gentleman said, but I still 
was not sufliciently enlightened, being a little bit dull. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, I do not think the gentleman ought to 
say that. Nobody in the Mouse will concede that he is correct 
about that. I will have to take issue with him. 

Mr. MANN. I heard both the gentlemen discuss the matter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The salary I assume would be fixed by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs at the beginning of the school 
year, based upon the number of pupils appropriated for at each 
school. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me—I do not in- 
tend, I will say to the gentleman, now to insist on the point of 
order—it seems to me that that provision is going to get the 
whole system into great confusion if it ever goes into law in its 
present shape. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Of course it is legislation. There is no 
dispute about that, but it is anything but getting the Depart- 
ment into confusion, I think. 

Mr. MANN. There is no way of telling under this what the 
salary of a superintendent at a particular place is going to be. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why, it is certainly the easiest thing in 
the world. Turn to page 43 of the bill. We say, “For support 
and education of 700 Indian pupils.” Now, that is a school of 
class 4. You can take page 41, “For support and education 
of 325 Indian pupils at the Indian school, Fort Totten.” Of 
course that is of class 3. Take the page before that, page 40, 
“For support and education of 160 pupils at the Indian school 
at Cherokee, N. C.” Of course that is a school of class 2, and 
so in reference to every one of these schools we appropriate 
specifically for so many pupils. Do I make myself clear to the 
gentleman? 

Mr, MANN. Perfectly. Now, it will be upon that basis that 
the salary would be fixed? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. MANN. Is there any limitation upon the number of 
pupils who may attend those schools? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No. There is a limitation upon what shall 

be expended for the support of the children—that they can not 
expend more than $167 on each pupil. You take a large school 
like Haskell, for instance, or Carlisle, or Phoenix, it is possi- 
ble for the superintendent, and he does in fact, maintain more 
pupils than appropriated for, because it stands to reason that 
with a large attendance like that the expense per capita would 
be less than with a small number, like a hundred or a hundred 
and fifty, for instance. 

Mr. MANN. I withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That any noncompetent Indian to whom a patent containing restric- 
tions against alienation has been issued for an allotment of land in 
severalty, under any law or treaty, may sell or convey all or any part 
of such allotment, on such terms and conditions and under such rules 
and tions as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe, and the 
p s derived therefrom shall be used for the benefit of the allottee 
so disposing of his land, under the supervisión of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs; and any conveyance made hereunder and approved by 


the Secretary of the Interior shall convey full title, the same as if fee- 
simple patent had been issued to the allottee. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. I desire to ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee if the words“ noncompetent Indian,“ found in line 23, on 
page 9, apply to minors; do I understand they would? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can not hear what the gentleman says. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I say the words “ noncompetent 
Indian,” on page 9, line 23, would include minor children, would 
it not, to whom allotments have been made? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly; if they were noncompetent. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. They would be considered non- 
competent within the law, would they not? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It applies to noncompetent Indians whether 
minors or not. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I want to ask the chairman 
whether or not there is any doubt. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; there can not be any doubt. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. That is what I thought. Now, I 
would like to ask the chairman of the committee if he would 
object to an amendment something like this in effect. There 
are a great many minor Indians who are heirs of deceased 
allottees. There ought to be some way by which their interests 
in the estate of the decedent could be disposed of without re- 
quiring probate court proceedings. I would like to see this 
amended by inserting on page 10—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. A bill was passed during last session, which 
was known as the “ Burke bill,” which accomplished just what 


ments which have already been made. 


the gentleman desires to have covered. The gentleman from 
South Dakota, I think, can tell him all about it. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Except, Mr. Chairman, it was 
thought when that law was enacted we could not legislate 
to effect anything that was in the past, that there was danger 
of meeting up with vested rights, and we could not legislate as 
to Indian allotment where the allotment had been approved, 
and any legislation that would tend to change that law might 
interfere with vested rights. 

Mr. JONES of Washington.. I do not understand the gentle- 
man's bill covered minors, I have had this matter up lately in 
connection with the Yakima Reservation. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. My bill affects children as 
well as adult Indians that have taken allotment since the pas- 
sage of that act, and provides that the lands of the deceased 
Indians may be conveyed to the heirs by name, or the Secretary 
of the Interior may cause the land to be sold and the Secretary 
of the Interior shall determine absolutely who the heirs are, 
and his action shall be in all respects final. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Does it affect the interests of 
minors also? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
bill (reading) : 


Let me read the provisions of the Burke 


That hereafter when an allotment of land is made to any Indian, and 
any such Indian dies before the,expiration of the trust period. said 
allotment shall be canceled and the land shall reyert to the United 
States, and the Secretary of the Interior shall ascertain the legal heirs 
of such Indian, and shall cause to be issued to said heirs and in their 
names a porr in fee simple for said land, or he may cause the land 
to be sold as provided by law and issue a patent therefor to the pur- 
chaser or purchasers, and pay the net proceeds to the heirs, or their 
legal representatives, of such deceased Indian. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. That does not apply to allot- 
ments made prior to that act. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Of course not. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It ought to apply to all allot- 
On the Yakima Indian 
Reservation we have many minor heirs of deceased Indians. It 
seems to me there ought to be some provision by which their in- 
terests can be disposed of without their having to go into court. 

Mr. CURTIS. There is a provision which authorizes the sale 
of inherited Indian lands. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 
of minors. 

Mr. CURTIS. Yes; it does. The law provides that where 
there are adult heirs they may sell, and if there are minor heirs 
their interest may be sold through a guardian, but the convey- 
ance is subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. What has that got to do with it? 
Why should it have anything to do with it? 

Mr. CURTIS. That provision was put in the bill so that the 
interest of the minors might be fully protected, and by the 
proper cour. in the county in which he lives. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Washing- 
ton [Mr. Jones] has expired. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last two words. Now, I think those provisions that the 
gentleman has just referred to are included in the regulations of 
the Department. My recollection of it is that it provides for 
the disposition of the lands of deceased Indians, and it is a 
simple provision that these lands may be sold according to such 
rules and regulations that the Secretary of the Interior may 
prescribe. Now, if there is a provision that these lands can be 
sold without the interposition of the probate court, I am cer- 
tainly satisfied, but I do not want any question about it. I 
think it ought to be provided in that way, and I was simply 
going to suggest an amendment here so as to cover the case of 
the minor heir of any deceased Indian’s allotment. I have 
introduced a bill covering this subject and took the matter up 
with the Department. They do not understand that the law 
covers these matters and they are very anxious to have legisla- 
tion of that character. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would ask if the gentleman 
does not understand lines 23 and 24 to mean that this only 
applies to patent cases containing restrictions? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Patents already issued? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Certainly. 

' Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. And this provides two ways by 
which the Indians can alienate their land? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It provides a means by which a 
minor who has an allotment made to him can alienate his land. 


No, sir; it does not. 


It does not touch the interests 
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Would not this turn loose some 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
of these Indian lands? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I am in favor of this. But I 
wanted to see if we could not broaden this a little and provide 
for the minor of a deceased Indian to sell his interest. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will suggest to the gentleman 
that we get what we can. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I suggest that we get this. I 
would like to ask, Mr. Chairman, that this paragraph be 
passed with the privilege of returning to it later on, if desired. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
JonEs] asks unanimous consent to pass this paragraph without 
prejudice. Is there objection? There was no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Srertine having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the 
Senate had passed without amendments joint resolution ané 
concurrent resolution of the following titles: 

II. J. Res. 203. Joint resolution to pay the officers and em- 
ployees of the Senate and House of Representatives their re- 
spective salaries for the month of December, 1906, on the 20th 
day of said month. 

House concurrent resolution 45: 


Resolvcd Ad the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That when the two Houses adjourn on Thursday, December 20, they 
stand adjourned until 12 o'clock meridian, January 3, 1907. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
MISCELLANEOUS. 


Telegraphing, telephoning, and purchase of Indian supplies: To pay 
the expense of purchasing goods and supplies for the Indian Service, in- 
cluding ection and pay of necessary cimni; advertising, at rates 
not exceeding regular commercial rates, and all other expenses con- 
nected therewith, and for telegraphing and telephoning, and for trans- 

rtation of Indian goods and supplies, including pay and expenses of 
Transportation agents and rent of warehouses, and warehouses for the 
receipt, storage, and shipping of goods for the Indian Service shall be 
maintained at the — places: New York, Chicago, Omaha, St 
Louis, and San Francisco, $315,000. 


Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. I move to strike out the last 
word. I would like to ask the chairman of the committee a 
question or two with reference to this appropriation. I notice, 
Mr. Chairman, that the appropriation for the five cities of New 
York, Chicago, San Francisco, St. Louis, and Omaha is $315,000. 
I wish to inquire on what basis that appropriation rests, so far 
as the city of Omaha is concerned? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, as the bill passed the House 
last year this item was for telegraphing, telephoning, etc., 
$260,000. The city of Omaha was specifically appropriated for, 
I think, on the motion of the gentleman from Nebraska, at 
$10,060, and $10,000 in another place was inserted for the sup- 
port of the San Francisco warehouse, and $10,000 for the St. 
Louis warehouse. In the Senate all of these provisions were 
stricken out, and this so-called blanket provision, covering all 
the warehouses, was inserted, and the $30,000 which had been 
appropriated here for the three warehouses separately were 
added to the $260,000, as it passed the House, making it in all 
$290,000. Now, the appropriation this year is for $315,000, 
with the expectation that it will more than support these three 
warehouses, but with the expectation also that the transporta- 
tion of supplies will cost more this year than last year. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Then the basis, as applicable 
to Omaha, is the same as the appropriation of last year? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Quite so, and possibly more so, because 
there was a period during the fiscal year ending July last when, 
not in Omaha, but in another warehouse, the work had to be sus- 
pended because the specific appropriation allowed to that ware- 
house was exhausted. Now, under this blanket provision the 
work in no warehouse need be suspended, because there is ample 
provision to take care of them all; and if it took a little more 
to sustain the Omaha warehouse than it did at St. Louis, it is 
the purpose of this provision to provide the funds to carry it on. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. But the basis on which your 
bill rests is the same? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The basis upon which this appropriation is 
made is $10,000 for Omaha, the same as specifically provided for 
in the bill last year. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, that is satisfac- 
tory tome. Because our business is constantly increasing, I was 
anxious that the amount should not be reduced as to Omaha. I 
withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. MANN. I renew it. The gentleman in charge of the bill 
states that the amount was sufficient. Now, as a matter of fact, 
at one time during the last fiscal year the Indian warehouse at 
Chicago was almost closed up. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Just as I stated. Why? 

Mr. MANN. It had not a sufficient amount. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is true. Now, we have increased the 
amount to $315,000. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman to say that the in- 
crease was intended to cover the cost of transportation. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Largely so. 

Mr. MANN. I wish to inquire if it is not necessary to ap- 
propriate a larger sum of money for maintenance? 

Mr. SHERMAN. So far as Chicago is concerned, that is cor- 
rect. Chicago is a very important point; second to none in im- 
portance. As I say, it was unfortunate that this appropriation 
was so nearly exhausted that for a time—only a matter of six 
or seven weeks—the work had to be very much curtailed. Un- 
der this appropriation that condition can not occur again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CONTINGENCIES. 


For contingencies of the Indian Service, including traveling and in- 
eldental expenses of Indian agents and of their offices, and of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs; also traveling and incidental expenses 
of special agents, at $3 per oy when actually employed on duty the 
field, exclusive of transportation and sleeping-car fare, in lieu of all 
other expenses now authorized by law, and expenses of going to and 
going from the seat of government, and while remaining there under 


orders and direction of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, for a period 


not to exceed twenty days; for pay of employees not otherwise pro- 
Food and for pay of spacial agents, at $3,000 per annum chch, 
ie, . 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I do not know whether the gentleman in charge of the bill 
has the information or not, but I wish to ask him a question. 
All through this bill, and all through all appropriation bills, we 
find provisions like the following: 

Including travelin 
of their offices, and Se “ne S TAs hs Ayes 


eling and incidental expenses of special agents, at $3 per 
actually employed on duty in the field. 3 $3 per day, when 


The. truth is that this has grown to be a great abuse in the 
Government. There are a great many officials in the Govern- 
ment, employed at salaries fixed by Congress (in this case at 
$2,000 per annum), who are permanently on duty at places away 
from home, and who receive an extra compensation of three 
times $365, making a very large increase in their salaries; and 
it has come to the point where a good many of the employees in 
Washington, as well as elsewhere, seek and urge that they be 
sent to some other place, as on duty there, in order to get the 
additional compensation of $90 per month; and there are some 
employees of the Government who receive more in the way of 
additional allowances away from home than their original com- 
pensation amounts to. And the cost of living in many of these 
eases is no greater than it would be if they were living where 
they originally were, because they are transferred not for a day, 
but for months, for seasons, and sometimes for years. I do not 
know as to these special agents, and I presume there is no way 
of ascertaining the exact amount that any of them are paid in 
the way of incidental expenses, which in this case very likely is 
the correct and proper thing. But if the gentleman from New 
York happens to have information on the subject, I am sure that 
it would be of value to the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr, Chairman, I can not give the exact 
statement. That is a detail that I did not ask for. I could 
get it for the gentleman; but I can tell him this, which I sup- 
pose will satisfy him, that so far as these five officers are con- 
cerned, 1 think they hardly come within the general class which 
he criticises, and justly so, I believe. These five agents are 
seldom in any one place for any great length of time. They are 
sent hither and thither, and here and there and yonder, from 
one agency to another, and from one State to another, and I 
think when they get through paying their expenses they are not 
able to save any very considerable amount out of the $3 per 
day that they are allowed. for these traveling expenses. 

I think I have in mind the class of employees to whom the 
gentleman particularly refers when he says it is substantially 
an addition to their salaries. For instance, a pension examiner 
in the field, who may live in Chicago, may be assigned to duty 
at Milwaukee, and while at Milwaukee he receives his $3 per 
day for subsistence, and it is possible for him to spend every 
Sunday, if he so desires, with his family in Chicago. It is pos- 
sible for him, as he undoubtedly does, to obtain some comfort- 
able home in a boarding house or with some private family, 
where his total expense would not, perhaps, exceed $8 or $10 a 
week; so that it is practically, in a case of that kind, an addi- 
tion to the salary. But with these special agents in the Indian 
Service, they do not have any such co-called “soft snap” as 
that. They are sent to all sorts of outlandish sections of the 
country, if I may use the word “ outlandish,” where it is pretty 
hard for them to get comfortable accommodations at any price, 
and by the time the year ends I think it will be found that they 


480 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 17, 


haye saved no considerable amount out of their per diem allow- 
ance, but it will be found that they have drawn that per diem 
the major part of the year. They are out nearly all the time. 
Is that what the gentleman desired to know, whether they were 
out most of the time? 8 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. These five agents are out most of the time. 
From this contingent fund are also paid the traveling expenses 
of the Commissioner, and they are not inconsiderable, because 
the Commissioner attends the opening of business and the letting 
of contracts in Chicago, St. Louis, and San Francisco, and the 
present Commissioner, particularly, has been visiting a large 
number of reseryations and schools. He was in the field, I 
think, for perhaps four months last year, and undoubtedly all 
that travel is expensive. It is not paying simply 34 cents per 
mile on the railroad, but it is hiring teams to take him perhaps 
30, 60, or 70 miles through a barren country, to reach the head- 
quarters of an agency. So the expenses are large. 

From this fund is also taken the pay of certain employees who 
are not otherwise specifically provided for. For instance, if one 
farmer is provided for at an agency, and the temporary condi- 
tions demand the employment of a second farmer, he can be paid 
out of this appropriation. : 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last two words. My purpose in doing só is to answer a criti- 
cism made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] as to 
the abuse which had grown up in some Departments concerning 
the per diem allowance. So far as the postal service is con- 
cerned, it was called to our attention three years ago that in- 
spectors would utilize the $4 per diem allowance when they 
would be assigned to official headquarters away from their homes, 
where most of their time would be passed and which was virtu- 
ally their permanent stopping place. So the postal committee, 
in a bill reported that year, put a limitation providing that the 
per diem should not be available unless away from their home, 
their domicile, or their designated headquarters. It had been 
shown that prior to the establishment of the per diem allow- 
ance and under the old practice the agents in the field were 
allowed their expenses; that in many cases it would aggregate 
much more than the $4 daily allowance even if granted for 
three hundred and thirteen days in the year. Since the placing 
of the amendment on the statute books there has been no abuse 
in the postal service to our knowledge, and the postal agents in 
the field now are only entitled to that amount when away from 
their homes, their official headquarters, or their domiciles. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be with- 
drawn. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill to the close 
of line 19, on page 15. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

' Accordingly the committee rose, and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. BouTELL, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the Indian appropriation 
bill and had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. Drxon of Montana, by unanimous consent, was given 
leave of absence indefinitely, on account of important business. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, and, with ac- 
companying papers, ordered printed, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. : 

[For message see Senate proceedings of this date.] 

PUBLIC LAND LAWS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, ordered 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

[For message see Senate proceedings of this date.] 

PANAMA CANAL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a message from the 
President of the United States; which, with the accompanying 
documents, was referred to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

[For message see Senate proceedings of this date.] 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint 
resolution of the following title; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

H. J. Res. 203. Joint resolution to pay the officers and em- 


ployees of the Senate and House of Representatives their respec- 
tive salaries for the month of December, 1906, on the twentieth 
day of said month. 
‘ COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT. 

8 SPEAKER announced the following committee appoint- 
ment: 
Eon Moon of Tennessee to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs. 

ADJOURN MENT. 

Then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 4 o'clock and 33 minutes 

p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of The Trustees of the Ivey Memorial Chapel against The 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of The Trustees of the Fourmile Creek Baptist Church against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of Commerce and Labor, 
transmitting a copy of a letter from the Commissioner of Navi- 
gation, with draft of proposed legislation with reference to the 
payment of certain navigation fees—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting the report 
of Mr. Samuel J. Barrows, Commissioner of the United States 
in the International Prison Commission, of the proceedings of 
the Seventh International Prison Congress—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
with a copy of a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
a draft of a bill to pay certain incapable Indians their shares of 
the tribal trust funds—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers re- 
lating to the claim of Pelagio de Leon, of Bulacan, P. I.—to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. SLAYDEN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the concurrent resolution of the House 
(H. C. Res. 42) instructing the Secretary of War to return to 
the State of Texas the muster rolls of the Texas Rangers in 
service between February 28, 1855, and June 21, 1860, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5553) ; 
which said concurrent resolution and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MAYNARD, from the Committee on Industrial Arts and 
Expositions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
21949) authorizing the appropriation of the sum of $1,000,000 as 
a loan to the Jamestown Exposition Company for the purpose of 
aiding in the payment of the cost of the construction, completion, 
and opening of the Jamestown Tercentennial Exposition on 
Hampton Roads, Virginia, on April 26, 1907, and to provide for 
the protection of the Government and insuring the repayment 
of the said sum of $1,000,000 by a first lien upon the gross re- 
ceipts of the said exposition company from all paid admissions 
to the grounds of said exposition and from all moneys recelved 
from the concessions after the opening of said exposition, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5554) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Penstons, 
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to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18969) 
granting an increase of pension to Herman Hagemiller, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5488) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 


dar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18322) granting 
an increase of pension to Hezekiah James, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5489); which 

_ said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17810) 
granting a pension to Saul Saulson, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5490); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
19706) granting an increase of pension to Almon Wood, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5491) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17581) granting 
an increase of pension to Aquilla Williams, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5492); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15631) granting an increase of pension 
to Henry Clay Worley, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5493); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7555) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Roseberry, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5494) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21767) 
granting an increase of pension to George Young, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5495) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (I. R. 21624) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William H. Willey, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5496) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20685) 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph R. Benham, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5497) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15139) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James P. Mullen, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5498) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21667) 
granting an increase of pension to John W. Towle, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5499); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21535) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William E. Feeley, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5500); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21499) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry A. Wieand, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5501); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20927) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Benjamin F. Burch, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5502); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21162) 
granting an increase of pension to John W. Humphrey, reported 
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the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5503); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21314) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert F. Patterson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5504); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21277) granting an increase of pension 
to Robert Martin, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5505) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21002) granting an increase of pension 
to William Wiggins, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5506); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20881) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Martha J. Weaverling, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5507); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20859) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry C. Hughes, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5508); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 20821) granting an increase of pension 
to John L. Newman, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5509) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21079) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Patrick Kinney, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5510); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21161) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry J. Rhodes, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5511) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17204) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah E. Robey, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5512); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 21325) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George O. Tibbitts, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5513) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21427) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas L. Moody, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5514); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2055) granting 
an increase of pension to Joanna Cox, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5515); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13806) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Campbell, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5516); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21542) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Erastus A. Thomas, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5517); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16698) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry H. Davis, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5518) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14884) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Stauffer, reported the same 
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with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5519); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10738) granting an increase of pension 
to Thomas Prosser, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5520) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17094) granting 
an increase.of pension to James H. Sperry, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5521); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 17483) granting an increase of pension 
to William H. Loyd, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5522); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20036) 
granting an increase of pension to Oliver T. Westmoreland, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5523) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20000) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas R. Elliott, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5524) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5729) granting 
an increase of pension to Norman H. Cole, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5525); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of fhe House (H. R. 2399) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles F. Sanscrainte, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5526); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6894) 
granting an increase of pension to Daniel O. Corbin, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5527); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20647) granting 
an increase of pension to Dominick Garvey, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5528) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7581) granting 
an increase of pension to Emile Cloe, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5529); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15630) granting 
a pension to Sarah A. Kizer, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5530); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11174) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaac Richards, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5531); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16506) granting an increase of pension 
to Kate S. T. Church, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5532); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 20731) granting an increase of pension 
to Peter Buchman, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5533); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12399) granting 
an increase of pension to William T. Osborn, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5534) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20854) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Walsh, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5535) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Comimittee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20887) granting 


an increase of pension to Emma Walters, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5536); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20970) granting 
an increase of pension to Edgar Weaver, reported the same 
without amendment, acompanied by a report (No. 5537) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DHEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21026) granting 
a pension to Delia S. Humphrey, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5538) ; which said pill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21078) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry C. Davis, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5539); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21281) granting 
an increase of pension to Catherine Ludwig, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5540); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21320) granting 
an increase of pension to Malinda H. Hitchcock, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5541); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H, R. 21355) granting 
a pension to John Cooper, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5542) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21354) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary Shutler, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5543); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21376) granting an increase of pension 
to John W. Stichter, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5544) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21498) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel Scheetz, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5545); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21532) granting 
an inerease of pension to William Dobson, reported the. same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5546); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21534) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry Reed, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5547); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21543) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Addison Thompson, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5548) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21615) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to David Yoder, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5549); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21819) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Peach, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5550); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 676) granting 
an increase of pension to Musgrove E. O'Conner, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5551); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS INTRO- 

DUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 

rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 22652) to make uniform the 
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law of sales in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22653) to make uniform the law of ware- 
house receipts in the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 22654) providing for transfer of 
certain ground to the United States—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 22655) to provide for 
the use of the block system for all trains engaged in interstate 
commerce; to provide for the examination and license of all 
telegraph operators engaged in handling block signals and tele- 
graphic orders affecting the moyement of trains on such rail- 
roads, and to provide for the hours of labor to be required of 
such telegraph operators and their compensation—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 22656) authorizing ex- 
perimentation by the Secretary of Agriculture in reference to 
cotton bollworm and cotton wilt disease—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. ’ 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 22657) to amend 
an act entitled “An act for withdrawal from bond, tax free, of 
domestic alcohol when rendered unfit for beverage or liquid 
medicinal uses by mixture with suitable denaturing mate- 
rials,” approved June 7, 1906—-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 22658) to make available 
the waters of the James River in the county of Stone, State of 
Missouri, for electric-power purposes—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 22659) to amend section 
1854 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, restricting 
appointments to office of members of the legislative assemblies 
in Territories—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WASKEY: A bill (H. R. 22660) to relieve the 
Tanana Mine Railroad, under construction in Alaska, of the 
licensed tax of $100 per mile per annum—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 22661) authorizing the sur- 
vey of Red River, Arkansas—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22662) authorizing examination, etc., of 
Red River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 22663) providing for the 
deepening and widening of the channel between North Brothers 
Island and South Brothers Island, in the East River of New 
York Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 22664) increasing 
salaries of rural free-delivery letter carriers—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 22665) authorizing 
the erection of a post-office building at Lawrenceville, Ga.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22666) authorizing the erection of a post- 
office building at Winder, Ga—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 22667) for the relief of the 
people of Hartshorne, Ind. T.—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 22668) for the erection of a 
public building at Laurel, Md.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22669) for the erection of a public building 
at Hyattsyille, Md.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22670) for the erection of a public building 
at Ellicott City, Md.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 22671) to provide for the in- 
vestigation of the water resources of the United States—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 22672) to appropriate 
$50,000 to conduct demonstration farms in the Mexican cotton 
boll weevil territory—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 22673) amending the national 
banking act of 1864, for the better security of national-bank de- 
posits—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. CLAYTON; A bill (H. R. 22674) to provide pay for 
rural free-delivery letter carriers—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. POLLARD: A bill (H. R. 22675) to amend section 51 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, fixing the time 
Members elected to fill vacancies shall begin—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 22676) forfeiting cer- 
tain lands heretofore granted to the Minneapolis and Manitoba 
Railroad Company and providing for the disposal of said for- 
seron lands to actual settlers—to the Committee on the Public 

ands. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 22677) to provide for selec- 
tion of site and preparation of plans for a building for the 
United States Patent Office—to the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22678) to provide increased force and sala- 
ries in the United States Patent Office—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A resolution (H. Res. 669) 
increasing the salary of Bert W. Kennedy, assistant doorkeeper 
of the House—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
me following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 22679) granting a pension to 
Ida E. Vaughn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 22680) granting an increase of 
pension to Ezekiel R. Morse—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22681) granting an increase of pension to 
Owen Carroll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22682) granting an increase of pension to 
Winslow Russeli—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BANNON: A bill (H. R. 22683) granting a pension to 
Ruth Boler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 22684) granting an increase of 
pension to William Sherk—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 22685) granting an increase 
of pension to John T. Larkin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22686) granting an increase of pension to 
George Ebert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22687) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Purcell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22688) granting an increase of pension to 
George A, Hamilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 22689) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry P. Whiteman—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 22690) granting an increase of 
pension to Matthew J. McRaith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 22691) for the relief of 
the estate of Ovid Decuir, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22692) for the relief of Harvilien Norris 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22693) for the relief of Paul Duhon—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22694) for the relief of the estate of 
George Sallinger—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 22695) for 
the relief of Rathbun, Beachy & Co., of Webster, S. Dak.—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 22696) granting a pension 
to Charles F. Ellingwood—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22697) granting a pension to M. Emily Put- 
nam—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22698) granting a pension to Sarah R. 
Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22699) granting an increase of pension to 
Americus Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22700) granting an increase of pension to 
William McCauley, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22701) granting an increase of pension 
to James R. Fairbrother—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 22702) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel Crews—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 22703) grant- 
ing a pension to Benjamin F. Richards—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22704) granting a pension to Orin S. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 22705) granting an increase 
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of pension to William A. Beatty—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 22706) granting an increase 
of pension to William Smoker—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SCROGGY: A bill (H. R. 22707) granting an increase 
of pension to Sebastian Gerhardt—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 22708) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Hughes—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. COCKS: A bill (H. R. 22709) granting a pension to 
Martha E. Muhtenfeld—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22710) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson Cornell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22711) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Kures—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLE: A bill (H. R. 22712) granting a pension to 
Lydia B. Fowler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22713) to correct the military record of 
William H. Creek—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 22714) granting an increase 
of pension to Francis Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22715) granting an increase of pension to 
Terrance Doyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 22716) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Mosher—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22717) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Brick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 22718) granting an increase 
of pension to William Dean—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 22719) granting an increase 
of pension to William Hazelbaker—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22720) granting a pension to Jane M. 
Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22721) granting a pension to Grace C. 
Cheney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22722) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Hiday—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 22723) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Harvey Walters—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 22724) granting an increase 
of pension to Amasa Plastridge—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22725) granting an increase of pension to 
Caswell I. Hale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 22726) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Garrett F. Cowan—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALE: A bill (H. R. 22727) granting an increase of 
pension to John Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 22728) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Nathan W. Coggburn—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22729) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert W. Ross—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22730) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22731) granting an increase of pension to 
J. N. Chandler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22732) granting an increase of pension to 
John N. Ungles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22733) granting an increase of pension to 
James Fagan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 22734) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Marshall Maier—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22735) granting an increase of pension to 
Julia F. Clevenger—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22736) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Eberhardt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 22737) granting a pension to 
Catherine A. Osborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22738) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Robbins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 22739) granting an increase 
of pension to John Layton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 7 

By Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 22740) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Nance—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 22741) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Cleveland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 22742) granting 
a pension to R. M. Carl—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22743) granting an increase of pension 
to Emmett W. Sherman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: A bill (H. R. 22744) granting an 
increase of pension to William M. Deaton—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 22745) granting 
a pension to Ellen J. Johnson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22746) granting an increase of pension to 
Felix G. Cobb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 22747) granting a pension to 
Celestia E. Outlaw—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 22748) 
granting an increase of pension to Willard P. Fisher—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 22749) grant- 
ing a pension to Della S. Easton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 22750) granting an increase 
of pension to William Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. $ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22751) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 22752) granting a pension 
to G. S. Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22753) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Zimmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22754) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Gale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 22755) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary A. Hermance—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 22756) granting 
an increase of pension to Levi Curtis—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22757) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua E. Hyatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 22758) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Bivens—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions.. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22759) granting an increase of pension to 
David R. Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22760) granting an increase of pension to 
John Cherry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 22761) for the relief of 
D. C. Manire—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22762) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Gilbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 22763) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles H. Slocum—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22764) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel V. Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22765) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Hauthorne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 22766) granting an increase of 
pension to Soren V. Kalsem—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 22767) granting an increase 
of pension to Owen T. Edgar—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 22768) for the 
relief of Dorsey S. De Lootch—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 22769) granting 
an increase of pension to Chauncey W. R. Lynch—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22770) granting a pension to Benjamin F. 
McKey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 22771) granting 
an increase of pension to William J. Courter—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22772) granting a pension to Mary S. 
Sanders—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 22773) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Dora K. Flaherty—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22774) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Hoey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 22775) for the relief of 
Homer B. Galpin, receiver of the firm of Casgrain & McDonald— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 22776) granting an in- 
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crease of pension to James E. Conyerse—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22777) granting a pension to Jemina 
Grigg—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 22778) for the relief of 
Ruben A. Stern—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22779) granting an increase of pension to 
J. C. Baldridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 22780) granting an increase of 
pension to David Sloss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 22781) granting a pension to 
Benjamin F. Dwinell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 22782) granting an increase 
of pension to Jane Simpson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22783) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Goodson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22784) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellery P. Willett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22785) granting an increase of pension to 
Morton A. Pratt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22786) granting an increase of pension to 
John Higgins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22787) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah Gibson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22788) granting an increase of pension to 
I. B. Gilmore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22789) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. George—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22790) granting an increase of pension to 
James Call—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22791) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert S. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22792) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Gilpen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22793) granting an increase of pension to 
Chancy Buckingham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22794) granting an increase of pension to 
David Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22795) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas C. Danfard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22796) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Duer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 22797) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles F. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 22798) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ‘ 

By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 22799) granting an increase 
of pension to William E. White—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (II. R. 22800) granting an increase of 
pension to George S. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. POLLARD: A bill (H. R. 22801) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert McMillen—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 22802) granting an increase of 
-pension to Louise Eagleson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
` By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 22803) granting a pension to 
Emaline Tabler—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22804) granting a pension to Aaron 
Cohen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22805) granting 2 pension to Amanda Mar- 
tin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22806) granting a pension to R. E. Pel- 
ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22807) granting an increase of pension to 
David R. Lindsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22808) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Herron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22809) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac M. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22810) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah M. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22811) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo M. Hannaford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 22812) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram E. Henry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22813) granting an increase of pension to 
David Winn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: A bill (H. R. 22814) to correct the military 
record of Francis Treas—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R, 22815) granting 
an increase of pension to Catherine Clark—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22816) granting an increase of pension to 
Abram G. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22817) granting an increase of pension to 
Moretta Wiser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22818) granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Hutton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 22819) granting a pension 
to Helen D. Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMYSER: A bill (H. R. 22820) granting an increase 
of pension to George S. Schmutz—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22821) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse T. Reese—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22822) granting an increase of pension to 
Christian Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22823) granting an increase of pension to 
John Tipton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 22824) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to W. R. Morsee—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22825) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel G. Kinder to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 22826) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James O’Neal—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 22827) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary Kirk—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 22828) granting a 
pension to Mary M. Humbarger—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22829) granting an increase of pension to 
George Spalding—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 22830) granting a 
pension to William H. Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22831) granting a pension to Rhoda Nel- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22832) granting a pension to William H. 
McConnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22833) granting a pension to Louisa F. 
Smith—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22834) granting a pension to Jane B. 
Chapel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22835) granting an increase of pension to 
John Trims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22836) granting an increase of pension to 
John Bergin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22837) granting an increase of pension to 
Homer C. Reid—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22838) granting an increase of pension to 
W. Ira Tempelton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22839) granting an increase of pension to 
A. D. Baird—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22840) granting an increase of pension to 
John Egan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22841) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry F. Sager—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22842) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Hodges—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22848) granting an increase of pension to 
John A, Chaffee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22844) granting an increase of pension to 
Avery Truesdale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22845) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth M. Baldwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22846) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Holmes, alias George Langin—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22847) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Rood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22848) granting an increase of pension to 
Sherman B. Northway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 22849) granting a pension 
to Isham Handy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22850) granting a pension to James A. 
House—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22851) granting a pension to William F. 
Cummins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22852) granting an increase of pension to 
Walter L. Todd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22853) granting an increase of pension to 
Burden H. Barrett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 22854) granting an increase of pension to 
George Pollard—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22855) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin L. Shepard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22856) granting an increase of pension to 
Charlottie A. Randolph—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22857) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry W. Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22858) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Henry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22859) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Boyd—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22860) granting an increase of pension to 
Silvanis Kessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22861) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher S. Alvord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22862) granting an increase of pension to 
Philemon Deyereux—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 22863) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Oscar A. Fuller—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 22864) granting an 
increase of pension to Grace T. Train—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 8 

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 22865) for the relief of 
©. A. Sarpy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22866) for the relief of H. N. Sarpy—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22867) for the relief of the heirs of 


Joseph and Antoinette Metoyer, deceased—to the Committee on 


War Claims. . 

Also, a bill (II. R. 22868) for the relief of the heirs of Fran- 
cois F. Metoyer, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill, (II. R. 22869) for the relief of the heirs of J. B. P. 
Rachal, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22870) for the relief of the estate of Ches- 
tan Metoyer, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22871) for the relief of the estate of Flor- 
entin Conaut, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22872) for the relief of the estates of Wil- 
liam Robinson and Emily Bartell, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22873) for the relief of the estates of Theo- 
file Metoyer and Elena Metoyer, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22874) for the relief of the estate of J. 
Valcour Metoyer, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22875) for the relief of the estate of Joseph 
E. Dupre, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22876) for the relief of the estate of Charles 
Christophe, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 22877) for the relief of the estate of Arte- 
mise Metoyer, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22878) for the relief of the estate of Ozam 
D. Metoyer, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 22879) for the relief of the estate of Fran- 
cois Florival Metoyer, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 22880) granting an increase of 
pension to John Nuss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 22881) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas L. Willlams—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 22882) granting an increase of 
pension to John W. Hougland—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 20417) 
granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. Brown, and it was 
referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of members of the Western Col- 
lege for Women, at Oxford, Ohio, for investigation of the in- 
dustrial, social, moral, educational, and physical condition of 
women and child workers in the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. AMES: Petition of Wool Sorters Union No. 349, of 
Lawrence, Mass., for legislation that will compel the use of 


American material in shipbuilding needed for our foreign com- 
merce—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
By Mr. ANDREWS: Petition of Jesus Belarde and 490 others, 
against religious legislation in the District of Columbia (bill 
H. R. 16483)—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolutions of the Board of Trade 
of Savannah, Ga., and the Savannah Clearing Association, for 
legislation regulating bills of lading so as to safeguard the in- 
terests of all parties interested in them—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of the New Century Club, of 
Philadelphia, for repeal of the duty on works of art—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Puritan Council, No. 185, Daughters of 
Liberty, fayoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: Petition of Henry McKluck, of Denver, 
Colo., for free art legislation as per bill H. R. 15268—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Division No. 35, Order of Railway Con- 
ductors, against the La Follette bill relative to arbitrary limi- 
tation of hours of service by railway employees—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: Papers to accompany bills for relief 
of estate of Ovid Decuir, Harvilien Norris, Paul Duhon, and 
estate of George Sallinger—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Samuel Crews—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Benjamin F. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: Petition of Harvey Rice Council, 
No. 211, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring 
restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Orin M. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Versa Hatton (pre- 
viously referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions)—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Benjamin F, 
Richards—to the Committee on i 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William H. Webb— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of the American Civie Association, 
for the forest-reserve bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of A. Beatty—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the governors of the several New England 
States and others, for the establishment of two forest reseryes 
in the East—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Dr. Benjamin F. Tefft, jr., of Anthony, R. I., 
and J. H. Smith, of Phenix, R. I., for the passage of the immi- 
gration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Resolutions of Joy Council, No. 1003, 
of Shoff, Pa.; General Cameron Council, No. 851, of Mount Joy, 
Pa., Junior Order United American Mechanics, and Peerless 
Council, No. 189, of Columbia, Pa., Daughters of Liberty, in 
favor of the passage of the immigration bill—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CROMER: Petitions of the Daily News, Anderson, 
Ind., and the Banner, Bluffton, Ind., against tariff on linotype’ 
machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Vine Cliff Council, No. 107, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Duncan Cunningham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of Camp No. 44, Department of 
New York, United Spanish War Veterans, of Poughkeepsie, 
N. Y., for restoration of the Army canteen—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of William Lloyd Garrison 
Post, No. 207, Grand Army of the Republic, of Kings County, 
Department of New York, for restoration of the Army canteen 
in Soldiers’ Homes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of a Brooklyn missionary mass meeting, for in- 
vestigation of the conditions in the Kongo Free State—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Ellen Jane Johnson—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Felix G. Cobb 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Ellen Jane John- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARNER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Celestia E. Outlaw—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of the Baptist, Methodist, and 
Presbyterian churches of Williamsbridge, New York City, for 
investigation into affairs in the Kongo Free State—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GRONNA: Petition of the Commercial Club of 
Minot, N. Dak., for passage of the Wilson bill relative to an 
increase of salaries for postal clerks—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petitions of Abraham Lincoln Council, No. 
2, of San Francisco, Cal, and U. S. Grant Council, No. 19, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of Iowa soldiers, for legisla- 
tion that shall increase pensions to ex-Union soldiers and 
sailors of the civil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Levi Curtis, of Woodbury, Conn.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Ben Miller Council, No. 11, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion (S. 4408)—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

Also, petition of Bridgewater (Conn.) Grange, No. 153, 
against free seed distribution—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Joshua E. Hyatt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petitjon of Martha Washington Council, No. 
2, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: Petition of North Platte 
Division, No. 35, Order of Railway Conductors, against the La 
Follett bill limiting hours of continuous employment by railway 
employees—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Railway Conductors, Division No. 
33, of North Platte, Nebr., against arbitrary limitation of hours 
of labor on railways—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of T. T. 
Tate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEVER: Petition of the R. L. Boyan Company, against 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Council No. 7, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Sumter, S. C., favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. LILLEY: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Dora K. Flaherty and Francis Hoey—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of J. Eaton, for forest reserve in 
the White Mountains and the Southern Appalachians—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Hamilton Council, No. 35, Daughters of 
Liberty, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Petitions of the Watson Jeffersonian 
Magazine and the New Rochelle Paragraph, against tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Wil- 
liam Hardesty (previously referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions)-——referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
James E. Converse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Jemina Griggs— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Dayid 
Sloss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of the United Spanish War 
Veterans, of Fresno, Cal., Camp No. 6, for restoration of the 
Army canteen—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Thomas Horner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of W. S. Noe—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Spanish War Veterans of Au- 


burn, N. Y., for restoration of the Army canteen—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POLLARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Robert McMillen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Division No. 35, Order of Railway Con- 
ductors, of North Platte, Nebr., expressing unalterable opposi- 
tion to the bill limiting continuous hours of labor by railway em- 
ployees—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the library board of the State University of 
Nebraska, against any change in the copyright law relative to 
importation of books in the English language—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: Petition of Bloomsburg Council, No. Si, 
Daughters of Liberty, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SMYSER: Petitions of Wayne Council, No. 42, of 
Wooster, Ohio; Coshocton Council, No. 65, and Goodwill Lodge, 
No. 178, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring 
restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of Bridgewater (Conn.) Grange, 
No. 153, against free Government seeds—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Evening Leader, New Haven, Conn., 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. STERLING: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Robert Beardsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WATKINS: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
C. A. Sarpy, estate of Chestan Metoyer, estate of Florentin 
Conaut, estates of William Robinson and Emily Bartell, H. N. 
Sarpy, estates of Theofile Metoyer and Elena Metoyer, heirs of 
Joseph Metoyer and Antoinette Metoyer, estate of J. Valcour 
Metoyer, heirs of Francois F. G. Metoyer, estate of Joseph E. 
Dupre, estate of Charles Christophe, estate of Artemise Metoyer, 
estate of Oram D. Metoyer, estate of Francois Florival Metoyer, 
and heirs of J. B. P. Rachal—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
Tursbax, December 18, 1906. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request ef Mr. Scorr, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 


PAYMENT OF INDIAN FUNDS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs submitting a draft of a 
bill authorizing the payment to any Indian who is blind, crip- 
pled, decrepit or helpless from old age, etc., his or her share of 
the tribal trust funds in the Treasury, etc.; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPERIMENTS WITH CHOLERA VIRUS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in further re- 
sponse to the resolution of the 12th instant, additional informa- 
tion relative to experiments with cholera virus upon prisoners 
in Bilibid Prison, at Manila; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Philippines, and ordered to be printed. 


INTERNATIONAL PRISON COMMISSION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of State, transmitting a report pre- 
pared by Samuel J. Barrows, Commissioner for the United 
States on the International Prison Commission, of the proceed- 
ings of the Seventh International Prison Congress, held at 
Budapest September 3-9, 1906; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownine, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: 

II. R. 189. An act to establish a life-saving station at the 
Isles of Shoals, off Portsmouth, N. H.; 

H. R. 21200. An act to authorize the ‘county of Allegheny, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, to construct a bridge across the 
Allegheny River, in Allegheny County, Pa.; and 
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H. R. 21951. An act to authorize the Alabama, Tennessee and 
Northern Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the 
Tombigbee River, in the State of Alabama. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. J. Res. 203) to 
pay the officers and employees of the Senate and House of 
Representatives their respective salaries for the month of 
December on the 20th day of said month; and it was thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Spokane, Wash., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to provide for the appointment of commer- 
cial attachés to the consulate at Yokohama and Shanghai; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the American Fed- 
eration of Catholic Societies, relative to the action of the 


French Government toward.the Catholic Church; which were. 


referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of Rey. J. Chester Hyde 
and 112 other citizens of Dexter, Me., praying for an investiga- 
tion into the existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the Southern Illinois 
Conference of the Seventh-Day Adventists, of Springfield, TIl., 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation requiring the 
closing on Sunday of certain places of business in the District 
of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Business Men’s 
Association, of the Northeast Citizens’ Association, and of the 
Brightwood Citizens’ Association, of Washington, D. C., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to increase the salaries of the 
park policemen in the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DEPEW presented the memorial of J. G. White and 9 
other citizens of Fultonville, N. Y., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation authorizing the closing of certain places 
of business in the District of Columbia on Sunday; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FLINT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Impe- 
rial, Calexico, Brawley, Holtville, and El Centro, all in the 
State of California, praying that an appropriation be made to 
repair the break in the Colorado River in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Pasa- 
dena, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to increase 
the salaries of post-office clerks; which was referred to the 
Committee on l’ost-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented sundry affidavits in support of the 
bill (S. 6963) granting an increase of pension to William B. 
Sayles; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARNER presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Church of the Living God, of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the 
enactment of legislation setting apart a State or Territory in 
which its members may settle for the fostering of their reli- 
gious creeds ; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. > 

He also presented sundry petitions of D. R. Thomas, chair- 
man and treasurer of the Organizing Committee of the United 
States, praying for the establishment in Africa of an independ- 
ent government for ex-slaves and their offspring under the pro- 
tection of the United States; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Hamilton, 
Mo., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation requir- 
ing certain places of business in the District of Columbia to be 
closed on Sunday; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of St. Louis, 
Sparta, Houston, Kell, Carthage, Marissa, Cutler, Pinckney- 
ville, Tilden, and Oakdale, all in the State of Missouri, pray- 
ing for an investigation into the existing conditions in the 
Kongo Free State; which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FULTON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Milwaukee, Oreg., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation authorizing the closing of certain places of business 
in the District of Columbia on Sunday; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of sundry representatives 
of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians, of Coalgate, Ind. T., 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the im- 


mediate sale to actual settlers of the surplus segregated coal 
and asphalt lands in that Territory; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. KNOX presented petitions of S. M. Watson, Danville; 
Rey. James E. Hutchison, Danville; Nellie B. Mershon, East 
Springfield; W, M. Gaylor, Renovo; William H. Rishel, Dan- 
ville; Rey. L, M. Wecksol, Renovo; Caroline S. Sinclair, Phila- 
delphia; Fanny ©. Soutter, Philadelphia; Northeast Branch, 
Philadelphia Christian Endeavor Union, Philadelphia; West 
Philadelphia Branch, Christian Endeavor Union, Philadelphia; 
Dr. A. E. Heimbach, Renovo; C. R. James, Renovo, and sundry 
citizens of Philadelphia and vicinity, all in the State of Penn- 
Sylvania, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, 
Mercer, Quarryville, New Kingston, Cochranton, Homer City, 
Houston, and Adamsville, of Bishop Darlington, of Harrisburg, 
and F. N. Hoffstot, Pittsburg, all in the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying for an inyestigation into the existing conditions in the 
Kongo Free State; which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Harris- 
burg, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to increase 
the salaries of postal clerks; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Retail Merchants’ Associa- 
tion of Pennsylvania, of Erie, Pa., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for a 1-cent postage rate; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented memorials of the Free Library of Philadel- 
phia, of Philadelphia; Carnegie Free Library, of Braddock: 
Drexel Institute Library, of Philadelphia; Library of Haverford 
College, of Haverford; Dickinson College Library, of Carlisle; 
Lafayette College Library, of Easton; Dimmick Memorial Li- 
brary, of Mauchchunk, and the Lehigh University Library, of 
South Bethlehem, all in the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrat- 
ing against the enactment of legislation to amend and consoli- 
date the acts respecting copyright; which were referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of the Lumbermen’s Exchange 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
promote the growth of the American merchant marine; which 


was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


He also presented a petition of General George A. Me- 
Call Post, No. 31, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Westchester, Pa., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation granting a pension to all soldiers and sailors 
of the war of the rebellion and a uniform pension to widows of 
soldiers and sailors of that war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Warren, 
Pa., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Pottsville, Pa., remon- 
strating against the enactment of legislation requiring certain 
places of business in the District of Columbia to be closed on 
Sunday; which were referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE presented a memorial of the Copper River Railway 
Company, of the Territory of Alaska, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation to aid in the construction of a railroad, 
telegraph, and telephone line in that Territory; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. BURNHAM), from the Committee 
on Pensions, te whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them severally without amendment, and submitted reports there- 


on: 

A bill (S. 3763) granting an increase of pension to Mary A, 
Baker ; 

A bill (S. 5573) granting an increase of pension to Gustavus 
A. Thompson; 

A bill (S. 6581) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Lowell; 

A bill (S. 6585) granting an increase of pension to Amos 
Ham; 

A bill (S. 6583) granting an increase of pension to Abram P. 
Colby ; and 

A bill (S. 6591) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Campbell. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. BURNHAM), from the Committee 
on Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them each with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 3931) granting an increase of pension to Fanny A. 
Pearsons; 
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A bill (S. 6596) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus W. 
Cobb; 

A bill (S. 6597) granting an increase of pension to Frank H. 
Read; 

A bill (S. 6163) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Westcott ; 

A bill (S. 5599) granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
Flaherty ; 

A bill (S. 5041) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Tucker ; 

A bill (S. 6833) granting an increase of pension to Bettie 
Vose; and 

A bill (S. 7065) granting an increase of pension to Lovisa 
Donaldson. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. BURNHAM), from the Committee 
on Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them severally with amendments, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 6505) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
Morgan Benton; 

: A bill (S. 4127) granting an increase of pension to Samuel D. 
Payne ; 

A bill (S. 6514) granting an increase of pension to Alfred Au- 
gustus Stocker; and 

A bill (S. 6885) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Anderson. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7213) providing for 
the establishment of a public park at Langdon, in the District 
of Columbia, asked to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia; which was agreed to. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. HALE. I report back from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, without amendment, the bill (H. R. 22584) making ap- 
propriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes, 
and I ask for its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 

eration. 

Tue bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REPORT ON INDIAN SCHOOLS For 1906. 


Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Printing, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to print from stereotype plates 1,500 additional copies of 
tbe Report of the Superintendent of Indian Schools for 1906, for the 
use of The Department of the Interior. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 7301) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the heirs of Claude M. 
Johnson, of the county of Fayette and State of Kentucky, and 
of Rosa Vertner Jeffrey, of the same county and State, claim 
for cotton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 7302) to 
incorporate the American Medical Union; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 7303) granting an increase 
of pension to B. II. Randall; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 7304) granting an increase 
of pension to George Riel; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7805) granting an increase of 
pension to R. K. Leech; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 7306) granting 
an increase of pension to Anna Cochran; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LONG (for Mr. DOLLIVER) introduced a bill (S. 7307) 
granting an increase of pension to John Atchison; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with an accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 7308) to extend the time 
for the completion of the Valdez, Marshall Pass and Northern 
Railroad, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Territories, 


He also introduced a bill (S. 7309) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Douglas; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7310) granting an increase of 
pension to James C. Himes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill. (S. 7311) to amend section 5153 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FLINT introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7312) granting an increase of pension to R. M. Rob- 
berson 

A bill (S. 7313) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Sarum; and 

A bill (S. 7314) granting an increase of pension to Elisha 
Bridges. 

Mr. SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 7315) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth F. Beals; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. DU PONT introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7316) granting an increase of pension to Addie B. 
Thomas; and 

A bill (S. 7317) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
If. Chambers. 

Mr. CULBERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 7318) 
for the relief of J. P. Dieter; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (S. 7319) for the relief of 
William J. Briggs; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
an accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7320) granting a pension to Frank B. Nofsinger ; 

A bill (S. 7821) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Dennis; 

A bill (S. 7322) granting an increase of pension to John Mar- 
shall ; 

A bill (S. 7323) granting an increase of pension to Falis H. 
Castone; 

A bilt (S. 7324) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
Logan; and . ; 

A bill (S. 7325) granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Cooper. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 7326) to amend an 
act entitled “An act for the withdrawal from bond, tax free, 
of domestic alcohol when rendered unfit for beverage or 
liquid medicinal uses by mixture with suitable denaturing ma- 
terials,” approved June 7, 1906; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7327) providing for the leasing 
of coal, lignite, petroleum, and natural gas deposits belonging 
to the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7328) to authorize the allot- 
ment of 80 acres of land to each Indian belonging on and oc- 
cupying the Fort Berthold Reservation, N. Dak., now living and 
to whom no allotment has been made, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 7329) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nathaniel L. Turner; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DICK introduced a bill (S. 7330) to regulate and equalize 
the pay of officers of the Army, Nayy, Marine Corps, and the 
Revenue-Marine Service; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7331) for the relief of Louisa G. Smithson, ad- 
ministratrix of the estate of Villo R. Smithson, deceased; and 

A bill (8. 7332) for the relief of the trustees of the Baptist 
Church at Gallipolis, Ohio. 

Mr. KNOX introduced a bill (S. 7333) granting an increase 
of pension to James E. Smith; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
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ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7334) granting an increase of pension to Joshua F. 
Jellison; 

A bill (S. 7335) granting an increase of pension to Charles C. 
Burt (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 7336) granting an increase of pension to Freeland 
Young (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 7387) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry W. Blair; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 7338) for the relief of 
the Columbus Gas and Fuel Company; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 7339) granting a pension to 
Julia C. R. Baird; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7340) granting an increase of pension to Horatio 
G. Foster ; 

A bill (S. 7341) granting a pension to Menzo S. Bishop (with 
an accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 7342) granting a pension to Nathaniel M. Smith 
(with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 7343) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Caroline A. Smith; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


CHILD LABOR IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 17838) to regulate the em- 
ployment of child labor in the District of Columbia; which was 
ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

Substitute for section 1: 

“That no child under 14 years of shall be employed, permitted, or 
suffered to work in the District of Columbia in any factory, workshop, 
mercantile establishment, store, business office, telegraph office, restau- 
rant, saloon, hotel, apartment house, pool room, theater, or bowlin 
alley, nor during school hours in the distribution or transmission o 
merchandise or messages, selling newspapers, or doing other light out- 
door work, nor shall such child be employed before the hour of 6 o'clock 
in the morning or after the hour of 7 o'clock in the evening: ided, 
That the provisions of this act shall not apply to children between the 
ages of 12 and 16 years 9 petia in tbe te and House of Repre- 
sentatives, nor to children tween such ages who are regularly en- 
gaged in learning a trade.” i 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 17838) to regulate the em- 
ployment of child labor in the District of Columbia; which was 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 


by him to the bill (H. R. 17838) to regulate the employment of. 


child labor in the District of Columbia; which was ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed. 


OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL, 


Mr. McCUMBER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 20888) for the allowance of cer- 
tain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, 
and commonly known as the Bowman Act, and to provide for 
the payment of French spoliation claims recommended by the 
Court of Claims, under the provisions of the acts approved Jan- 
uary 20, 1885, and March 3, 1891, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. ‘ 

RURAL FREE-DELIVERY CARRIERS. 


On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, it was 


Ordered, That the bill (S. 6903) to increase the salaries of rural free- 
delivery carriers be reprinted, and that 500 additional copies be printed 
for the Senate document room. 


THREE COMPANIES OF TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


On motion of Mr. Foraker, it was 


Ordered, That 500 copies of Senate Document No. 107, Fifty-ninth 
Congress, second session, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS. 

Mr. SCOTT submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public N and Grounds be, 
and it is hereby, authorized to employ a messenger, to be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate at the rate of $1,440 per annum, until 
otherwise provided for. 


THE KONGO FREE STATE. 


Mr. PATTERSON submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


Whereas statements have appeared in a reputable New York journal 
and in reputable journals of other sections of the country that a lobby, 
all to have been maintained by a foreign 5 „Was engaged 
during the last session of Congress in attempting to influence Senators 
—— har 1 action upon matters pertaining to the Kongo Free 

e; an 

Whereas a duly accredited consular official is accused in these publica- 
tions of having sent communications to Senators in an effort to in- 
fluence their official action: Therefore, be it 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and are 


hereby, instructed to investigate all facts in connection with the afore- 
said charges and the truth of the same; and t the committee 
promptly report the result of said investigation to the Senate. 


LOAN TO JAMESTOWN EXPOSITION COMPANY. 


Mr. DANIEL, I ask the Senate to take up Senate bill 6896, 
proposing a loan to the Jamestown Exposition Company. I ob- 
serve that the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hare] is not at this 
moment in his seat. He asked that the bill might lie over until 
to-day, but I am authorized by him to state that he has exam- 
ined it and has no objection to it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will not, of course, object to the request 
made by the Senator from Virginia, but I wish to give notice 
that when the bill he calls up has been considered I shall ask 
that the regular order be proceeded with, which will be the Cal- 
endar under Rule VIII. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill 
called up by the Senator from Virginia. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 6896) appropriating the sum 
of $1,000,000 as a loan to the Jamestown Exposition Company 
fer the purpose of aiding in the payment of the cost of the con- 
struction, completion, and opening of the Jamestown Tercen- 
tennial Exposition on Hampton Roads, Virginia, on April 26, 
1907, and to provide for the protection of the Government and 
insuring the repayment of the said sum of $1,000,000 by a first 
lien upon the gross receipts of the said exposition company from 
all paid admissions to the grounds of said exposition and from all 
moneys received from concessions after the opening of said ex- 
position, and, there being no objection, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Select Committee on Indus- 
trial Expositions with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, page 2, line 13, to 
strike out the word “applications” and insert “application ;” 
so as to read: 


That for the eee 
adage rs complet on, and opening of the Jamestown 
8 on on 


the 
be Ser to the Jamestown 
ident of said company 


during the month of February, $2 during the month of March, 
and $100,000 during the month of April, 1907. at to insure the 
application of all said moneys to t es for which the same is 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, page 3, line 13, after 
the word“ dispose,” to insert of; so as to read: 4 


Provided, That the amount hereby appropriato when paid to the 
Jamestown Exposition Company, as her provided, shall constitute an 
indebtedness of the said company to the Government of the United 
States and shall be repaid by said company to the Treasury of the 
United States. That for the purpose of R the Government and 
insuring the repayment of said sum of $1,000,000 the Government shall 
have the first lien upon the gross receipts of said exposition Coreg | 
from all paid admissions to the grounds of said’ exposition and from 
moneys received from concessions after the opening of said ex tion. 
That before an rt of this appropriation is paid, as hereinbefore pro- 
vided, the sa amestown Exposition Company shall execute, to the 
satisfaction of the Secretary of the Treasury, an instrument in writing 
giving and securing to the Government a first lien upon its said 
receipts, and said exposition company shall at the same time guarantee 
to the said Government, under suitable penalties, that the said gross 
receipts are then entirely free from Hens, mortgages, or other incum- 
brances, and that it will not pledge or in any way encumber or dispose 
of the said receipts so as to injure or affect the right of the Govern- 
ment to first receive therefrom the amount to be returned to the Treas- 
ury, as herein provided. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in-section 1, page 3, line 21, after 
the word “ detail,” to insert the word “the;” on page 4, line 
4, before the word “last,” to insert the word “the;” and in 
line 5, after the word “ respectively,” to strike out the words 
“ond in the same manner; so as to read: 
ury of the United States the said sum of $1,000,000 a follows: On the 
31st day of May, 1907, said Jamestown ition Com 


y shall re- 
port to the Secretary of the Treasury in detail the total 


amount of 


1906. 


all said ss receipts received by said company from April 26 to 
May 31, both inclusive, and 40 per cent of such receipts shall at the 
same time be paid to the Secretary of the Treasury, and thereafter, 
during said exposition and until the sum of $1,000, shall have been 
fully paid, as herein provided, a like detailed report of said gross re- 
ceipts shall be made by said Jamestown Exposition Company on the 
15th day and the last day of each month, respectively, and at the 
same time 40 per cent of sald 2 receipts shall be paid by the said 
company to said Secretary of the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 4, line 10, after 
the word “paid,” to insert “each of;” in the same line, be- 
fore the word “last,” to insert the word“ the; and in line 11, 
after the word “month,” to strike out “of 40 per cent of said 
gross receipts” and insert “ respectively ;” so as to make the 
proviso read: 

Provided, That from and after the 15th day of July, 1907, and until 
the said sum of $1,000,000 shall have been fully paid, each of the said 
payments on the 15th and the last day of each and every month, 
respectively, shall not be less than $100,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 4, line 17, after 
the word “ case,” to strike out the words: 

The Secretary of the Treasury is 3 authorized to supervise the 
collection and take possession of all sal ‘oss receipts and continue 
such supervision and collection until the full sum of said $1,000,000 
has been collected and repaid into the Treasury of the United States, 
as herein provided. 

And to insert: 


The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized a his agents 
and representatives, by him selected and appointed, to collect, receive, 
and control the said gross APA A until the full sum of said $1,000,000 
has been collected and ropas nto the Treasury of the United States, 
as herein provided, and shall have access to and control of all books 


@ accounts and contracts of said company. And said Secretary of 


the 8 shall in such case first pay out of the money so collected 
such operating expenses as in his judgment and discretion are neces- 
Sary and appropriate. 


So as to make the additional proviso read: 


Provided further, That if at any time after said exposition company 

has received the amount hereby 1 it makes default in the 
application or in the repayment of said sum, or any part thereof, as 
herein required, then and in that case the Secretary of the Treasury 
is hereby authorized by his agents and representatives, by him selected 
and i, ee to collect, receive, and control the said gross receipts 
until the full sum of said $1,000,000 has been collected and repaid 
into the Treasury of the United States, as herein provided, and shall 
have access to and control of all books of accounts and contracts of 
said company. And said Secretary of the Treasury shall in such case 
first pay out of the money so collected such operating expenses as in 
his judgment and discretion are necessary and 8 In ac- 
cepting the amount hereby appropriated the said Jamestown Exposi- 
tion Company shall be taken and held to agree to all the terms and 
conditions upon which the same is made and upon which the same is 
to be repaid into the Treasury of the United States. 
- Mr. LODGE. I am not sure that I understand the amend- 
ment, and before it is agreed to I should like to have it stated 
again. It appears to me to change the character of the bili 
very much. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again 
stated. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. It seems to me that in line 24 it should read 
“all the said gross receipts,” to correspond with what is 
stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts propose that as an amendment to the amendment? 

Mr. LODGE. I do. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The Secrerary. After the word “control,” in line 24, page 
4, insert “all;” so as to read “and control all the said gross 
receipts.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as an additional section 
the following: 

Sec. 2. That April 26, 1907, is 3 fixed as the date for the 
opening of said celebration inaugurated the act of Congress ap- 
proved March 3, 1905, and that November 30, 1907, is hereby fixed as 
the date for the closing of the said celebration, and said dates shall 
apply to the participation of the United States and foreign countries 
in said celebration and in said exposition, as provided for by acts of 
Congress approved March 3, 1905, and June 30, 1906. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The ViCE-PRESIDENT. If there are no further amendments 
as in Comittee of the Whole the bill will be reported to the 
Senate. 

Mr. DANIEL. Before the amendments are disposed of I beg 
leave to call the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts to 
the fact tiat the amendment of the committee he referred to was 
one drawn and submitted by the Jamestown Tercentennial Com- 
mission, consisting of Messrs. Shaw, Taft, and Bonaparte. He 
will find the statement in their report. I did not quite appre- 
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hend the verbal amendment which the Senator from Massachu- 
setts offered. I beg leave to have it read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The SECRETARY. In line 24, page 4, after the word “ control,” 
insert the word “all;” so as to read: 

The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized by his agents and 
representatives, by him selected and appointed, to collect, receive, and 
control all the said gross receipts, etc. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill appropriating the 
sum of $1,000,000 as a loan to the Jamestown Exposition Com- 
pany for the purpose of aiding in the payment of the cost of the 
construction, completion, and opening of the Jamestown Tercen- 
tennial Exposition on Hampton Roads, Virginia, on April 26, 1907, 
and to provide for the protection of the Government and insur- 
ing the repayment of the said sum of $1,000,000 by a first lien 
upon the gross receipts of the said exposition company from all 
paid admissions to the grounds of said exposition and from all, 
moneys received from concessions after the opening of said expo- 
sition, and fixing the dates for the opening and closing thereof.” 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

H. R. 189. An act to establish a life-saving station at the Isles 
of Shoals, off Portsmouth, N. H.; 

H. R. 21200. An act to authorize the county of Allegheny, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, to construct a bridge across the Alle- 
gheny River in Allegheny County, Pa.; and 

H. R. 21951. An act to authorize the Alabama, Tennessee and 
Northern Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the 
Tombigbee River in the State of Alabama. 


JAPANESE IN SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, on motion of Mr. PERKINS, it was, with the accom- 
panying paper and illustrations, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I inclose herewith for your information the final report made to me 
1 by Secretary Metcalf on the situation affecting the Japanese 
n San Francisco. The report deals with three matters of controversy— 
first, the exclusion of the Japanese children from the San Francisco 
schools; second, the boycotting of Japanese restaurants, and third, 
acts of violence committed against the Japanese. 

As to the first matter I call your especial attention to the ve 
small number of Japanese children who attend school, to the testi- 
mony as to the brightness, cleanliness, and good behavior of these 
Japanese children in the schools, and to the fact that, owing to their 
being scattered throughout the city, the requirements for them all to 
go to one special school is im ible of fulfillment, and means that 
they can not have school facilities. Let me point out further that 
there would be no objection whatever to excluding from the schools any 
Japanese on the score of age. It is obviously not desirable that young 
men should go to school with children. The only point is the exclusion 
of the children themselyes. The number of Japanese children attendin 
the public schools in San Francisco was very small. The Governmen 
has already directed that suit be brought to test the constitutionalit: 
of the act in question, but my very earnest hope is that such suit will 
not be necessary, and that as a matter of comity the citizens of San 
Francisco will refuse to deprive these young Japanese children of edu- 
cation and will permit them to go to the schools. 

The question as to the violence against the Japanese is most ad- 
mirably pet by Secretary Metcalf, and I have nothing to add to his 
statement. I am entirely confident that, as Secretary Metcalf says, 
the overwhelming sentiment of the State of California is for law and 
order and for the protection of the Japanese in their persons and prop- 
erty. Both the chief of police and the acting mayor of San Francisco 
assured Secretary Metcalf that everything possible would be done to 

rotect the Japanese in the city. I authorized and directed Secretary 
Metcalf to state that if there was failure to protect persons and prop- 
erty, then the entire power of the Federal Government within the limits 
of the Constitution would be used promptly and 8 to enforce 
the observance of our treaty, the supreme law of the land, which 
treaty guaranteed to Japanese residents everywhere in the Union full 
and perfect protection for their persons and property; and to this end 
everything in my power would be done, and all the forces of the United 
States, both civil and military, which I could lawfully employ, would 
be employed. I call especial attention to the concluding sentence of 
Secretary Metealf's report of November 26, 1906. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tue WHITE Houses, December 18, 1906. 


LEASES IN YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 
a VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar under Rule VIII is 
n order. 

The bill (S. 4433) to amend an act approved August 3, 1894, 
entitled “An act concerning leases in the Yellowstone National 
Park,” was announced as first in order on the Calendar, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This bill was passed April 20, 
1906; the vote on its passage was reconsidered and it was 
amended, and on the 10th instant it was again considered and 
amended. The bill is in the Senate and open to amendment, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


DECEMBER 18, 


Mr. HEYBURN. I will ask if that is the first bill on the 
Calendar under Rule VIII? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is the first bill on the Calendar 
under Rule VIII. 

Mr. HET BURN. I notice that the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. CARTER] is not present. When the matter was up on a 
former occasion he stated that he would rather that it should 
go over than that the amendment which I had offered should be 
awilopted. As he is not here, I suggest that the bill go over until 
he is present. 
4 The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over without preju- 

ice. i = 
PENSIONS FOR NINETY DAYS’ SERVICE. 


The bill (S. 976) granting pensions to certain enlisted men, 
soldiers, and officers who served in the war of the rebellion was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That bill was passed over when my at- 
tention was not called to it. I wish to say briefly in reference 
to the bill that I hope we shall have an early vote upon the 
measure, and that I may receive consent to make it the un- 
finished business at some time in the early part of January. I 
give notice now that I shall move to take up the bill for con- 
sideration on the 3d day of January after the morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over without prej- 
udice. 

AGREEMENT WITH YANKTON SIOUX INDIANS. 


The bill (S. 2993) to ratify an agreement with the Yankton 
Sioux Indians of South Dakota, and making appropriation to 
carry the same into effect was announced as next in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On the 10th instant this bill was 
passed and the vote by which it was passed was afterwards re- 
considered. 4 

Mr. NELSON. Let the bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over without prej- 
udice. i 
ADMINISTRATION OF RECLAMATION ACT. 

The bill (H. R. 17833) providing for the administration of the 
operations of the act of Congress approved June 17, 1902, known 
as the reclamation act, was announced as next in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will call the attention 
of the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER] to this bill. The 
bill was on a former occasion read at length and the amend- 
ments of the Committee on Irrigation were agreed to. The bill 
is in the Senate as in Committee of the Whole and open to 
amendment. If no further amendments be proposed, the bill will 
be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The bill is open to amendment now in the 
Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is open to amendment, but be- 
fore an amendment is proposed the Chair will, without objection, 
put the question on concurring in the amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. HEYBURN. On page 2 of the bill, line 8, I moye to 
strike out the word “ professional ” before “ experts.” 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Idaho what the bill is—what it relates to? 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is a bill to amend the reclamation act, 
and the term “professional experts” is used. The Senate 
amendment reads in this way: 

And he shall, subject to the — a of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, select and appoint the scientific, professional, and technical em- 
ployees of the Service exclusively for their qualifications as profes- 
sional experts. 

It should read “exclusively for their qualifications as ex- 
perts.” “Professional experts” is a self-applied term. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator need not argue that with me, 
as far as I am concerned. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I desired to explain it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Idaho? The Chair hears 
none, and it is agreed to. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I desire to propose a further 
amendment to the bill by striking out section 5. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Idaho will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out section 5 of the 
bill in the following words: 

Sec. 5. That until the President ap 
tion Servi as provided herein, the duties of said office per- 
formed by the present Director of the 8 Survey, who shall re- 
ceive for such services, in addition to any other official salary he may 

„ a sum not to ex $4,000 per annum, to be determined 
id from the reclamation fund, said additional 
aid to d Director notwi ding section 1765 of the 
Dates or section 3 of the act of June 20, 1874, chapter 328. 


ints a Director of the Reclama- 


— to be 
Revised Sta 


Mr. HET BURN. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention 
of the Senate to the character of this section. The salary of 
the Director of the Geological Survey is fixed by law. This 
section proposes that he shall fill two offices by appointment and 
receive two salaries. It occurs to me that that is not in keep- 
ing with either the law or with any previous action by Con- 
gress; and so I think that section should be stricken out. It 
provides that the Director shall receive an additional salary of 
$4,000 a year by reason of filling two offices by appointment. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. Has the Senator from Idaho concluded his 
statement, I desire to inquire? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I thought the Senator from Montana rose 
to ask me a question. 

Mr. CARTER. No; I desire to make a statement, if the 
Senator from Idaho has concluded. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will at this time content myself with hay- 
ing pointed out my objection to this section. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, for the information of the Sen- 
ate I will make the statement generally that this bill does not 
in any essential particular change existing law with reference 
to the collection of the fund for the Reclamation Service. It 
does not provide for the application of any moneys collected 
from any source to the Reclamation Service other than the pro- 
visions now existing. It does, however, provide, and, I think, 
very properly, that the fund known as the reclamation fund” 
shall henceforth be appropriated on estimates in detail, just as 
other appropriations are made. 

In the original law it will be remembered that the proceeds 
of the sale of public lands are applied to the Reclamation Sery- 
ice as a separate fund created for that purpose, to be increased 
from time to time by the deposit therein of the proceeds of 
public-land sales. No provision was made for any recourse to 
Congress after the passage of the original law for any appropri- 
ation whatever. Consequently the Reclamation Service, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, became possessed 
of a constantly increasing fund, which, I believe, now amounts 
to about $30,000,000, to be disposed of according to the judgment 
of the Reclamation Service and the Department of which it 
constitutes a portion. 

It seemed to the committee that the Reclamation Service 
should submit in advance to Congress a statement of its pro- 
posed projects and inyite the judgment of that body upon the 
question of expenditure. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, what the Senator says on this bill 
is very important, and the feature which he has reference to and 
is describing is a very essential feature. I wish the Senator 
youd read that part of the bill which provides for appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. CARTER. Section 4 reads: 

That through the Secre of the Interior the Director of the Recla- 
mation Service shall submit the Annual Book of Estimates, under the 
head of Irrigation of Arid Lands, a statement of the amounts proposed 
to be ex ed during the succeeding year, under the provisions of the 
reclamation act, for examinations and surveys, for construction, for 
operation and maintenance, and for general expenses, including travel- 
ing expenses to be separately stated; also the number of persons em- 
ployed in the Reclamation Service in the city of 3 and else- 
where and the rate of compensation paid to each during the fiscal year 
next preceding the year for which estimates are submitted, exclud- 
ing temporary employees and laborers. The expenditures made in pur- 
suance of such estimates shall be dependent upon conditions of practi- 
cability, as developed Dr: the surveys and investigations and com- 
pliance with the provisions of the said reclamation act and of any act 
amendatory thereof or supplementary thereto. 

Mr. HALE. That is sufficient, so far as I am concerned. 
That is the best part of the bill. 

Mr. CARTER. The remainder of the bill, I will say to the 
Senator from Maine, contemplates a unification of the Service 
and a greater efficiency through elimination of divided counsel. 
The portion to which the proposed amendment of the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. Hrysurn] is directed is not uncommon, as I 
understand it, in legislation. 

At the present time the Director of the Geological Survey is 
ex officio Director of the Reclamation Service, made so by the 
terms of existing law. The section proposed to be amended 
by the Senator from Idaho contemplates the continuance of 
the Director as the head of the Reclamation Service until such 
time as the President may, in his discretion, appoint a successor. 
In the absence of this provision of law in the proposed act we 
should have the anomalous condition of an active business, in- 
volving a daily expenditure of large sums of money, left without 
a director or a head of any kind. The bill guarantees us 
against that unfortunate condition of affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER: How long does the Senator from Montana 
think it would take the President to find a Director of the Re- 
clamation Service? I presume he is already selected in the 
minds of certain gentlemen; is he not? 

Mr. CARTER. I sincerely hope that the present head of the 
Service will be continued under the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. So that it is scarcely necessary to dupli- 
cate a salary, is it, to an official now in the Service? 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. The last section of the bill provides for a dupli- 
cation of salary to be given to one man in the Service. 

Mr. CARTER. The Director of the Geological Survey re- 
ceives, I believe, $6,000 a year.. The committee were unanimously 
of the opinion that the salary provided for the Director of the 
Geological Survey was not an excessive salary for the duties 
performed in relation to geological work. This Reclamation 
Service more than duplicates the duties of that officer. It fur- 
nishes a task of the gravest responsibility, requiring constant 
and assiduous attention. The committee believed that so long 
as the Director was continued in the position of Director of the 
Reclamation Service, it was but fair and just that he should be 
paid from the reclamation fund something commensurate with 
the value of the service rendered to that department. 

Mr. HALE. What would that aggregate? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ten thousand dollars a year. 

Mr. HALE. How would the piling up of the salary of the 
Director, according to this bill, compare with the salary of a 
Cabinet minister, who has the contro! of an entire Department? 

Mr. CARTER. I understand that it would exceed that of a 
Cabinet minister; and yet, Mr. President, the fact is that we 
are paying now to an engineer in the Reclamation Service 
$10,000 a year—the identical sum proposed to be paid here. 

Mr. HALE. What I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
to is the fact that by this little scheme for the duplication of 
salary the Director of the Geological Survey would be re- 
ceiving a salary $2,000 larger than that of any Cabinet minis- 
ter. I think the Senate ought to know that before it votes on 
that proposition. 

Mr. CARTER. I understand we shall be permitted in the 
near future to increase, if we think proper, the salary of Cab- 
inet officers to $12,000 a year, and I will say now that I am in 
favor of that measure, which I believe has passed elsewhere. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator 
from Montana a question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. CARTER. Assuredly. 

Mr. HALE. Before the Senator from Minnesota puts his 
question, I wish to ask the Senator from Montana a question. 
The $12,000 provision for the salary of Cabinet officers has not, 
as I understand, yet become existing law. 

Mr. CARTER. It has not become existing law; but I have 
suggested that we shall have an opportunity here in the very 
near future to make it such, and I stated that I hoped when 
the effort shall be made that it will prevail. 

Mr. NELSON. The question I wish to ask the Senator from 
Montana is, whether under existing law the money expended 
by the Reclamation Service is provided for through an appro- 
priation of money in an appropriation bill or is the money 
taken out of the reclamation fund generally, without any ap- 
propriation in an appropriation bill? 

Mr. CARTER. It is money for the conduct of the Service, 
and every part of it is now taken out of the fund known as the 
“reclamation fund.” 

Mr. NELSON. Without its being specifically appropriated? 

Mr. CARTER. Without being specifically appropriated by 
Congress. 

Mr. NELSON. Then, I ask the Senator, ought not section 4 
of the bill be amended so as to require that none of this fund 
shall be expended except through an appropriation? If the 
Director is to send to the Treasury Department an estimate of 
the work for each year, ought there not to be an appropriation 
of the money by Congress to that extent? What is the good 
of providing for the sending of estimates here unless we fol- 
low it up with the requirement that an appropriation shall be 
made? Unless we do so, could not the Department still go on 
and expend without limit each year what they saw fit to ex- 

nd? 

Mr. CARTER. My impression is that if the statement is 


made to Congress as suggested, it would lead either to an ap- 
propriation or to a negative of the proposed work. If the Sen- 
ator thinks it necessary to add a specific requirement that no 
expenditure shall be made on the estimates until the amount 
shall haye been appropriated by Congress from the reclamation 
fund, I should have no objection to that kind of an amendment. 

Mr. NELSON. I think an amendment to that effect should 
be made. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I believe that during the last 
session I offered an amendment providing that no portion of the 
fund known as the reclamation fund should be expended or paid 
out except by authority of Congress acting upon estimates. 

I should like to call the attention of the Senator from Mon- 
tana to the section of the Revised Statutes referred to in sec- 
tion 5 of the bill, which is really the section now under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. CARTER. Very well. 

Mr. HEYBURN. That section specifically provides: 

Sec. 1765. No officer in any branch of the public service, or any other 
person whose salary, pay, or emoluments are fixed by law or regula- 
tions, shall receive any additional pay, extra allowance, or compensa- 
tion, in any form whatever, for the isbursement of public money, or 
for any other service or duty whatever, unless the same is authorized 
by law, and the appropriation therefor explicitly states that it is for 
such additional pay, extra allowance, or compensation. 

Now, I call the Senator’s attention to the language of section 
5, which I haye proposed to strike out. It reads: 

Sec. 5. That until the President appoints a Director of the Reclama- 
tion Service, as provided herein, the duties of said office shall be 
formed by the present Director of the Geological Survey, who shall 
receive for such services, in addition to any other official salary he 
be receiving, a sum not to exceed $4,000 per annum, to be determin 
by the President— 

Not by law, as prescribed in the statutes, but the amount of 
salary— 
to be determined by the President and paid 

Not by appropriation, as the statute says, but— 
from the reclamation fund. 


That is not consistent with the existing statute. It is not 
within the exception contained within the existing statute either 
as to the amount to be paid or as to the fund. The statute 
provides that the amount shall be fixed by law and that it shall 
be paid from the Treasury of the United States, in effect as 
other salaries are paid. 

It would seem to me that to enact a law fixing an indefinite, 
undetermined salary for a public officer already receiving $6,000 
a year and to provide that it shall be paid without an appro- 
priation is in direct violation of that section of the statute. I 
have no doubt that Congress has the power to do it; but the 
question in my mind is, Should we select one officer of the Gov- 
ernment for such special favors, allowing this officer, now receiv- 
ing $6,000 a year, to add $4,000, or any part of it that the Presi- 
dent may see fit by Executive order to determine as his salary, 
to the $6,000 a year, not to be paid out of the Treasury, as the 
$6,000 are paid, pursuant to an act of Congress, but to be paid out 
of a fund that is held without responsibility and which it was 
sought to control by an amendment which I have heretofore 
proposed—I think to the agricultural appropriation bill—pro- 
viding that none of this reclamation fund should be expended 
except pursuant to an appropriation? 

I am in thorough sympathy, I will say to the Senator, with 
the proposition that estimates should be furnished to Congress, 
and I would go as far as is suggested by the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. NELSON] to provide that the money should not be 
paid out at all except pursuant to an appropriation. I do not 
believe in Executive orders disbursing the public funds of the 
United States. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from- Montana 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. CARTER. I will yield in a moment; but I should be 
glad first to reply briefly to what has been stated by the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN]. 

Section 1765 of the Revised Statutes, referred to by the Sena- 
tor from Idaho, does, as he states, relate to payments out of the 
general fund in the Treasury, but I do not assume that that 
makes the section itself so sacred that we can not invoke a 
different rule or apply the same rule to another fund. The Sen- 
ator realizes that, with the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], all sums paid out of the reclama- 
tion fund will henceforth be paid only on appropriations by 
Congress, and the item here referred to, to wit, the salary of 
the Director, will of course be subject to the same rule as all 
other items of expense incurred chargeable to that fund. 

Mr. HETBURN. I should like right there to ask the Senator 
a question. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I rise to a question of order, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
will state his question of order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am interested in this debate, but I beg 
to call attention to the fact that we are proceeding under Rule 
VIII, and that indefinite discussion is not in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
is correct. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The five-minute rule is in force. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The five-minute rule applies. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I submit to the five-minute rule. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. Carter] to this anomalous condition—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would call the attention 
of the Senator from Idaho to the fact that he can only proceed 
now by unanimous consent, as Rule VIII limits each Senator to 
one speech not exceeding five minutes. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am speaking to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the rule to 
be as stated. 

Mr. HEYBURN. That does not apply to an interruption if a 
Senator has the floor. 

Mr. CARTER. It being quite evident that I have exhausted 
my five minutes, I surrender the floor to the Senator from Idaho 
IMr. HEYBURN]. - 

Mr. HEYBURN. With the permission of the Senate—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the Senator 
from Idaho proceeding? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I do not desire to extend my 
remarks beyond the necessity of understanding the position of 
the Senator who reported the bill. He suggests now that the 
amendment to be proposed by the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. 
NELsoNn], and which he intimates will be acceptable to the com- 
mittee, will cure the evil. That would be true if it were not for 
the latitude given the President to fix an indefinite salary. It 
is impossible for us to make an indefinite appropriation. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Massachusetts? . 

Mr. HETBURN. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. The last section would go out, whether the 
amendment suggested by the Senator from Minnesota be adopted 
or not. 

Mr. HEYBURN. For that reason I was directing attention 
to the inconsistency of allowing the section to remain in the bill. 
The amendment to section 4 is all right. It applies, in part, 
to section 4, but section 5 must go out. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, I desire to suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Montana [Mr. CARTER], who has this bill in charge, 
that I hope he will not accept the amendment suggested by the 
Senator from Minnesota and incorporate it herewith as a part 
of this bill. I do not believe that that change in the irrigation 
law should be made without very considerable consideration. 
The fund at the present time is at the disposal of the irrigation 
service to expend for the particular purposes which Congress 
has directed. I am impressed with the belief that if it shall 
require a separate appropriation before any work can be entered 
upon, it will delay unnecessarily the work of reclamation. 

This fund has been created for a specific purpose. It differs 
from ordinary work where the appropriation has to come from 
the general fund in the Treasury. Here is a fund created for a 
specific purpose, namely, to be devoted entirely to the reclama- 
tion of arid lands. I do not think that an appropriation should 
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upon, because the fund has already been appropriated, set aside, 
and devoted to that purpose. 

I am not prepared at this time to enter fully upon a discus- 
sion of that proposition. I only say that I think wisdom sug- 
gests that we do not take up so important a question as that 
simply as an amendment to a pending bill, but let it come from 
a committee after it has been considered by it. 

Mr. HALE. Let the whole bill go over. 

Mr. FULTON. I am perfectly willing that the whole bill 
shall go over, so far as I am concerned. I have not studied it 
sufficiently to say whether I favor the bill as it stands or not, 
but I am decidedly against changing an existing law under 
which we have been working for years in the irrigation system 
by an amendment sprung right here at this moment. 

Mr. TELLER. This is a very important bill, and I do not 
think we can discuss it properly under the five-minute rule. 
Therefore I object to its further consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill will 
lie over without prejudice. 

Mr. HALE. I present and should like to have printed a pro- 
posed amendment to the reclamation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment intended to be 
proposed will be printed and lie on the table. 


CHILD LABOR IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The bill (H. R. 17838) to regulate the employment of child 
ae in the District of Columbia was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask that that bill lie over. r 

Mr. LODGE. I think the bill had better go over. The Sen- 
ator in charge of it is not present. But I ask to present a substi- 
tute for the first section of the Senate amendment, which I 
think meets the objection to it. The first section of the Senate 
amendment as it now stands seems confused. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator desire the pro- 
posed substitute for the first section read? 

Mr. LODGE. It need not be read. I ask that it be printed 
and go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be 
printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I likewise offer a substitute for the first 
section of the bill, which I ask to have printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed substitute to sec- 
tion 1 will be printed and lie on the table. j 

Mr. HEYBURN. I also offer an amendment to the child- 
labor bill, and ask that it be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be 
printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, for the information of the 
Senate, with reference to the child-labor bill, I ask that there 
be printed in the Record a table which is found in Bulletin 68 of 
the Department of Commerce and Labor, showing the percentage 
of child labor in the various cities in the country. The table is 
on page 10 of the bulletin. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The table referred to is as follows: 

Comparison with other cities.—The table below gives number and per- 
centage of breadwinners comprised in the child population 10 to 15 years 
of age for each city that had a total population of over 50,000 at the 
Twelfth Census. This table has been introduced in order that the 
figures for the District of Columbia may be readily compared with 
those for other cities. It is noticeable that the District has the same 
percentage of child breadwinners as the city of Boston, Mass. There are 12 
cities in this list which have a smaller percentage than that of the 


District of Columbia. ‘These 12 cities are: Cambridge, Mass.; Denver, 
Colo.; Duluth, Minn.; Grand Rapids, Mich.; Los Angeles, Cal. ; Lynn, 


Mass.; Minneapolis, Minn.; Oakland, Cal.; Portland, Me.; Salt ke 

be required out of that fund every time any work is to be entered | City, Utah; San Antonio, Tex., and Somerville, Mass. 

Number and percentage of breadwinners among children 10 to 15 years of age, classified by sex, for cities having at least 50,000 inhabitants: 1900. 
Children 10 to 15 years of age: 1900. 
Both sexes, Males. Females. 
City. 
N Bread winners. Bread winners. Bread winners. 
Total. To F 
Number. | Per cent. Number. | Per cent. Number. | Per cent. 

MIDAN AR. R APT E 9,905 1,243 12.5 4,938 801 16.2 4, 967 442 8.9 
Deer 14, 220 2, 460 17.3 7, 084 1, 665 23.7 7,186 795 11.1 
N K 10, 833 1,774 16.4 5,143 1.102 2¹.4 5, 690 672 11.8 
Baltimore, Md 58, 662 10, 247 17.5 28, 704 „909 20. 6 „958 4,338 14.5 
Boston, Mass 50,275 , 926 7.8 25, 060 2, 386 9.6 25, 215 1,40 6.1 
Bridgeport, Conn 6, 742 1, 186 17.6 8, 267 674 20.6 3,475 512 14.7 
Buffalo, N. v.. 42, 439 5, 168 12.2 20, 958 3,244 15.5 21,481 1,924 9.0 
bridge, Mass 8,673 660 7.6 4, 268 410 9.6 4,405 250 5.7 
Camden, N. J.. 2 8, 480 1, 637 19.3 4,121 910 22.1 359 727 16.7 
Charleston, S. C.. ma 6, 904 763 11.1 3,329 447 13.4 8, 575 316 8.8 
rr O actdatta 190, 220 27, 527 14.5 93,943 15, 680 16.7 ‘ 11, 847 12.3 
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Number and percentage of breadwinners among children 10 to 15 years of age, classified by sex, for cities having at least 60,000 inhabitants: 1900—Continued. 


Children 10 to 15 years of age: 1900. 


City. 


Cnet OHIO mo 8 . 86, 790 6, 203 

Cleveland, Ohio. 43, 430 5, 243 

Columbus, Ohi 18, 260 1,353 

Dayton, Ohio. 9,187 996 

Denver, Colo. 13,574 866 

Des Moines, Iowa.. 6, 563 515 

Detroit, Mich 83, 407 5,236 

M MIND ̃ ⅛ tatesed anés 5,339 872 

%%% A 6, 821 689 

PE FFF 7 6,027 829 

Evansville, Ind s 6, 800 853 

Fall River, Mass ... 2 12, 898 3,098 

Grand Rapids, Mich 9, 764 641 

Harrisburg, Pa..... 5, 581 815 

Hartford, Conn.. 7,049 930 

Hoboken, N. J. $ 6,743 1,141 

mange D E r A E T S vi 17, 054 1,689 

. o AEA A 22, 539 2,829 

5, 962 589 

manag 16, 548 1, 623 

6, 366 1,322 

10, 428 733 

22,529 3.424 

9.400 1,805 

6, 167 419 

3 5, 946 1,172 

„„ ĩðͤ A E AE AAA PEPEE 10, 669 1,642 

! ͤ . 36, 412 6,195 

ec cec ne „„ 21, 464 1,459 

9, 286 1,044 

26, 575 5,121 

6,824 1,324 

10, 1, 289 

34,975 3,917 

359, 465 52, 739 

Gatien 7,057 482 

8 10,745 1,044 

Read om 11,791 2. 988 

5,825 629 

181, 364 26, 455 

85, 415 6,131 

4, 268 276 

8,106 643 

16,812 3,220 

9, 160 2,320 

9, 435 1,360 

18, 489 2, 927 

11,913 1, 168 

65, 614 12, 705 

18,108 1,921 

6, 679 445 

900 449 

29,610 3,378 

11212 „607 780 

Scranton, Pa..... a EA ORS TIE 12, 448 2,799 

Beatie O PEE ESN 4 5,998 492 

r 2 85 Bat 
ass i 

gp „N. Y 11, 494 1, 288 

‘oledo, Ohio. 15, 015 1,580 

Trenton, 8,114 1,481 

Troy, N. Y 6,401 1, 096 

Utica, N. Y ........ 5, 899 876 

Washington, D> d 27,319 2,144 

Wilkes- eee 6,299 1,256 

Wilmington, Dell. 8,313 1,490 

WV ORCOREAT, MEME oc Sccenccuesccsluaupnovenecbkeannatenataas 11, 750 1,018 


Males. Females. 
Breadwinners. : Bread winners. 
Total. 
Number, | Per cent. 
16.9 18, 478 8,577 19.4 18, 312 2, 626 14. 
12.1 21, 439 8,155 14.7 21, 991 2, 088 9. 
10.2 6, 630 917 18.8 6, 630 436 6. 
10.8 4.539 601 13.2 4,648 395 8. 
6.4 6,722 589 8.8 6,852 277 4. 
7.8 3,260 358 10.8 3,303 162 4. 
15.7 16, 522 2,843 17.2 16, 885 2,393 14. 
7.0 2, 584 235 9.1 2, 755 187 5. 
11.8 2. 928 412 14.1 2, 893 277 9. 
13.8 2,985 608 20.4 8,042 221 7. 
12. 5 8, 294 541 16.4 3,506 312 8. 
24.0 6, 264 1,540 24.6 6, 634 1,558 23. 
6.6 4,708 389 8.3 5,056 252 5. 
14.6 2,743 540 19.7 2, $38 275 9. 
13.2 3, 568 609 17.1 3,481 321 9. 
16.9 8, 367 665 19.8 3,376 476 14. 
9.9 8.212 1,123 13.7 8,842 566 6. 
12.6 11, 092 1,769 15.9 11,447 1,060 9: 
9.9 2,973 444 14.9 2. 989 145 4.9 
9.2 8, 088 1,048 13.0 8, 460 475 5.6 
20.8 3,226 737 22.8 3. 140 585 18.6 
7.0 5, 007 540 10.8 5,421 198 3.6 
15.2 11, 190 2,173 19.4 11,339 1,251 11.0 
19.2 4,573 977 21.4 4,827 828 17.2 
6.8 3,033 270 8.9 3,134 149 4.8 
19.7 2, 948 570 19.3 2, 998 602 20.1 
15.4 5, 226 1,042 19.9 5, 443 600 11. 0 
17.0 17, 693 3,319 18.8 18,719 2, 876 15.4 
6.8 10,634 850 8.0 10, 830 5.6 
11.2 4, 502 682 15,1 4,784 7.6 
19.3 13, 044 8, 042 23.3 13, 581 2,073 15.4 
19.4 3, 293 683 20.7 3, 521 641 18.2 
12.0 5,345 712 13.3 5,356 577 10.8 
11.2 16, 989 2,459 14.5 17, 986 1,458 8.1 
14.7 178, 569 29,871 16.7 180, 896 868 12.6 
6.8 461 338 9.8 8, 596 144 4.0 
9.7 5,328 639 12.0 5,417 405 7.5 
25.3 5,832 1,678 28.8 5,959 1,310 22.0 
10.8 2,922 13.6 2, 903 232 8.0 
20.1 65, 449 15,170 23.2 65,915 11,285 17.1 
14.5 17, 644 3,71 21.1 17,771 1,413 8.0 
6.5 2,186 210 9.6 2,082 66 3.2 
7.9 4, 063 440 10.8 4.043 203 5.0 
19.2 8,321 1,922 23.1 8,491 1,298 15.8 
25.3 4,640 1,357 29.2 4, 520 963 21.3 
14.4 4,470 829 18.5 4,965 531 10.7 
15.8 , 234 1, 663 18.0 9, 255 1,264 13.7 
9.8 6,103 738 12.1 5, 810 430 7.4 
19.4 32, 328 8,348 25.8 33, 286 4,357 13.1 
10.6 8,875 1,092 12.3 9,233 829 9.0 
6.7 3.241 334 10.3 3, 438 111 3.2 
6.5 8,377 311 9.2 3,523 138 3.9 
11.4 14, 520 2, 456 16.9 15, 090 922 6.1 
13.8 2, 689 479 18.2 3,028 301 9.9 
22.5 6,169 1,824 29.6 6,279 975 15.5 
8.2 2, 942 392 13.3 3,056 100 3.3 
4.8 2,839 193 6.8 2.820 81 2.9 
9.5 2,875 811 10.8 2,950 240 8.1 
11.2 5,670 745 13.1 5, 824 543 9.3 
10.5 7,488 932 12.4 7.527 648 8.6 
18.3 4,117 #9 23.1 3,997 532 13.3 
17.1 8,171 520 16.4 3, 230 576 17.8 
14.8 2, 926 479 16.4 2,973 397 13.4 
7.8 13, 126 1,365 10.4 14,193 779 5.5 
19.9 3,111 787 25.3 3,188 469 14.7 
17.9 4,096 919 22.4 4,217 571 13.5 
8.7 5, 883 634 10.8 5, 867 334 6.5 


BILLS PASSED OVER. 


The bill (S. 1336) providing for the allotment and distribu- 
tion of the tribal funds of the Yankton tribe of Sioux Indians 
in the State of South Dakota was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President, a House bill general in its 
provisions and covering the same subject has been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs. The bill, the title of 
which has been read, applies to a particular tribe. I therefore 
ask that it be passed over and be placed on the Calendar under 
Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go to the Calendar 
under Rule [X at the request of the Senator from South Dakota. 

The bill (S. 1337) providing for the allotment and distribu- 
tion of the tribal funds of the Sisseton and Wahpeton tribes of 
Sioux Indians in the State of South Dakota was announced as 
next in order. i 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President, the statement made by me in 
regard to the preceding bill applies also to this bill, because 
the facts are the same. These bills on the Calendar simply 
apply to particular tribes, while the House bill, to which I have 
referred as having been reported from the committee, is general 
in its application. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be passed over and 
placed on the Calendar under Rule IX. 


Senate concurrent resolution No. 24, in relation to Federal 
ae the restoration of San Francisco, was announced as next 
n order. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that be passed over. It is an ad- 
verse report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be passed oyer 
without prejudice. 

ARMY VETERINARY SERVICE. 


The bill (S. 3927) to increase the efficiency of the veterinary 
service in the Army was announced as next in order. 

Mr. WARREN. That bill has been read. and I should like to 
occupy the floor for two or three moments to explain, briefly, 
what the bill provides. It relates to the veterinary service of 
the Army. Formerly veterinary surgeons were either taken 
from the enlisted force or the Department hired as many “ horse 
doctors,” as they were termed, as were necessary to supply the 
regiments of cavalry and artillery. That was found to be a poor 
policy, because the men hired for that purpose were not sufi- 
ciently educated and capable. A few years ago a law was en- 
acted which provided that a certain number of the veterinary 
surgeons should have the pay and allowances of second lieuten- 
ants, and outside of that number a certain number of others 
should be employed at $75 a month. That plan has been found 
to be inefficient, and is growing more and more so, To-day 
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horses are high in price and hard to get. They should have 
good care or we lose a great deal of the money inyested in them, 
because of the ravages of disease and death. There is a great 
demand for good veterinary surgeons. There is also a great 
demand for veterinarians with sufficient scientific education to 
enable them to act as inspectors in the Department of Agricul- 
ture. We have, by recent legislation, made it necessary for that 
Department to hire many hundreds of such men in the inspec- 
tion of meats and for inspection service concerning our domestic 
animals. 

Now, the pending bill proposes to take the old force now in 
Army service and discharge them all, except such as have been 
found satisfactory and efficient and have been in the service 
fifteen years; these to be commissioned as first lieutenants 
without further examination, they haying had fifteen years’ 
service and been found satisfactory. Then so many of the 
other old employees as may pass the examination, physical, 
mental, and otherwise, may be admitted. To make up the 
balance of the force necessary, citizens of the United States, 
between the ages of 21 and 27, single, and graduates of vet- 
erinary colleges, may apply, and, upon passing the examination, 
receive commissions and all the pay and allowances of second 
lieutenants. But they do not have the rank. After ten years’ 
satisfactory service these men receiving pay and allowances of 
second lieutenants may be promoted to the pay and allowances 
of first lieutenants, and they may also have at the end of their 
active service, when 64 years old, retirement as first lieuten- 
ants. That is really all there is to the bill. 

In other words, the force will be composed of, first, the old 
men who have put in fifteen years of good service who will 
have the pay and allowances of first lieutenants. The old men 
with less than fifteen years’ service can take examinations and, 
if they pass, be admitted with the new men and come in as 
second lieutenants and serve a number of years, after which 
time they will receive the pay and allowances of first lieuten- 
ants, They will all be subject to the laws, rules, and regula- 
tions of the Army and the Department. They will have the 
pay and allowances, retirement, pensionable status, etc., and 
will be short merely.in the matter of rank. 

Mr. HALE. I am not sure, after the explanation made by 
the Senator from Wyoming, that this bill does not either es- 
tablish in terms a new corps—a veterinary corps in the Army— 
or make such provision that the inevitable result will be the es- 
tablishment of such a corps. I am not yet ready to agree to 
swelling the Army by the increase of different corps or depart- 
ments in that branch of the service. Therefore I must for the 
present ask that the bill go over. 

Mr. LODGE. Before the bill goes over, I merely wish to say 
that when we had up here some years ago a bill for the creation 
of a yeterinary corps, with colonels and majors, and giving 
them rank, I was entirely opposed to it, and did everything I 
could to defeat it. It was defeated in the Senate by a very nar- 
row margin indeed. This bill, if I comprehend it—it was gone 
over yery carefully in committee—establishes no corps and con- 
fers no rank. 

Mr. WARREN. It does not even squint at the establishment 
of a corps. 

Mr. LODGE. Not in the least. There is no possibility of es- 
tablishing a corps under it. It simply provides what the pay 
and allowances shall be of men who haye given faithful service 
in the now existing department, and who do not receive proper 
pay and allowances. It is drawn with the utmost care to avoid 
the creation of a corps and so as not to confer any rank. It 
would not have received my support if it had not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over, retaining its 
place on the Calendar. 

Mr. WARREN. Just a moment, if I may be allowed a word. 
I have no objection to the bill going over, as I desire that the 
Senator from Maine, and every other Senator, may become well 
acquainted with its terms. 

I wish to say, however, in the same line with the remarks of 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcr] that this bill es- 
tablishes no corps. In fact, it seeks to avoid anything of that 
kind. It is a bill which, in my judgment, will pay for itself 
many times over in the money which it will save to the United 
States. 0 

I am willing that the bill shall go over, but I will say that I 
expect soon to call it up and get an expression and, I hope, 
final passage. 

Mr. HALE. That course is eminently fair. One reason why 
I want more opportunity to examine the bill is that when the 
old yeterinary corps bill was before the Senate, to which and 
to his opposition to it the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lopor] has referred, I was unwarily led to favor it. I found 
out afterwards that I was wrong; that I ought not to haye 
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favored it. The Senator from Massachusetts and the other 
Senators who acted with him and voted with him were right 
and I was wrong, and that has led me to give more thought, 
perhaps, and investigation to the subject than I otherwise 
would haye done. z 

If I am convinced by examination that this class of em- 
ployees in the War Department is needed and that the bill does 
not either provide for or lay the foundation of an additional 
corps I shall not, when the Senator calls it up hereafter, make 
any further objection to it. But in the meantime I wish to look 
at it a little further. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 

Mr. SPOONER. Before this matter passes from the con- 
sideration of the Senate, I should like to ask a question of the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren] for information. I un- 
derstood the Senator from Wyoming to say that the bill pro- 
vides that after the veterinary surgeons have been commissioned, 
and after they haye reached the age of 64, receiving the pay of 
first lientenants—second lieutenants first, and then promoted to 
the pay of first lieutenants—they shall be placed on the retired 
list. Is that correct? 

Mr. WARREN. That is correct. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I desire to ask the Senator if there is 
now any provision of law under which a person, who has no 
rank In the Army, can go upon the retired list and, if in that 
respect, the bill is not an innovation? I am asking only for 
information, and am not antagonizing the bill. 

Mr. WARREN. I may say the present law as to veterina- 
rians is an innovation in that the compensation is measured as 
being equal to that attaching to the rank of second lieutenants, 
ete., though the rank is differently conferred. The proposition 
in this bill is exactly the same, except that it has been found 
necessary to provide better compensation, and it is added in 
two ways: First, that after ten years of satisfactory service 
they may receive the pay, etc., of first lieutenants, and going in 
as they do, between the ages of 21 and 27 years, they may have 
before them the certainty of retired pay at three-quarters of 
their salary in active service as first lieutenants when they get 
to be 64 years of age. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was the matter of retired pay which at- 
tracted my attention and led me to propound to the Senator from 
Wyoming the interrogatory which he has not answered, but 
which I know he can answer, whether under any law hereto- 
fore passed there can be placed on the retired list of either the 
Army or the Navy a person who has had no rank in either? 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr, SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him 
for a moment. I understand that under the law there are only 
two classes in the Army, one class known as “ commissioned 
officers” and the other as “enlisted men ;” that the veterinary 
surgeons, so called, now in the Army come under the head of 
enlisted men and are not commissioned officers, and would 
not be entitled to any pension or be entitled to be put on the 
retired list. 

Mr. SPOONER. That was my understanding, but—— 

Mr. WARREN. No, Mr. President, at the present time a cer- 
tain percentage of the yeterinarians in the Army are commis- 
sioned as veterinarians, with the pay and allowances of second 
lieutenants; the balance are simply employed civilians, 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. PROCTOR. But not with the rank. 

Mr. WARREN. Not with the rank. This bill proposes, in- 
stead of having part of them hired men, if you please, and the 
other part second lieutenants, that they shall all start with the 
pay and allowances of second lieutenants. This bill simply adds 
two features, one that they shall go to the pay of first lieuten- 
ants after ten years’ service and the other that they shall have, 
after they are 64 years old, three-quarters of that pay. 

If the Senator means that there is some general statute to 
which this bill is repugnant, I think an examination will convince 
him it is a matter of legislation whether we pay three-quarters 
retired pay, and if we say in this measuere they shall haye 
three-quarters pay, that is all there is to it. It is not repug- 
nant to any legislation we now have on the statute books. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator must understand my question. 
Here is the word “retire.” Is that the word used in the bill, 
or is it the word the Senator from Wyoming used? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The bill says 

The President may, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint and im- 
mediately retire them, 

Mr. WARREN. 


I will say that that applies to two men, 


one seventy-odd years old and the other 67 years old, who, 
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notwithstanding the fact that they have long since passed the 
age at which Army officers may be retired, are in the service 
because the United States has been compelled to avail itself of 
their services. That merely applies to two individuals. 


Mr. SPOONER. I am not sure that I object to that, but what 
I want to get at is whether this is not entirely an innovation; 
whether there has ever been a case 
Mr. WARREN. In one sense it is an innovation, and inno- 
vations have been made many times by legislation when we 
have placed men individually upon the retired list who would 
not have been entitled to it except by the act itself. 

Mr. SPOONER. But never, I guess, unless they were men who 
had had rank in the Army or Navy? 

Mr. WARREN. Possibly; but we make the rank or not, as 
seems best, by legislation, and the same as to retirement. 

Mr. SPOONER. Here are men who have no rank, who are 
given the title of first and second lieutenants in order to meas- 
ure their compensation, and it is provided that when they shall 
have reached a certain age they shall be retired (of course, 
that is pensioned) on three-quarters of their pay. 

Mr. HALE. That is a new feature. 

Mr. WARREN. Whether it is new or not I see nothing objec- 
tionable in it any more than in retiring judges and others and 
Army and Navy enlisted men as well as commissioned officers. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not discussing the merits of it. I am 
talking about the fact. 

Mr. WARREN. And it is the fact that the principle is not 
new. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that this dis- 
cussion is proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PROCTOR. We have a law, well understood, in regard 
to the retirement of commissioned officers. We have another 
one in regard to the retirement of enlisted men. Ought we not 
to keep those classes distinct, just as they are now under the 
general law, and if we see fit to add any for special service by 
name, as has sometnmes been done, it can be done? But it seems 
to me that any change adding a class to either is of doubtful 
policy. I think the two lines ought to be kept clear and dis- 
tinct and separate as they are now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over, under objec- 
tion. The next case on the Calendar will be stated. 


THE PANAMA CANAL. 


The bill (S. 5965) to establish the plan of a ship canal to be 
constructed in the Panama Canal Zone, ceded to the United 
States by the Republic of Panama under the provisions of the 
treaty promulgated on the 26th day of February, 1904, was an- 
nounced as the next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. Let the bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over without 
prejudice. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the bill, of course, will go 
Over, as it has gone over, but I will venture just a word. It is 
a bill that I reported as a minority of the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals for the establishment of a canal in the Canal 
Zone, two-thirds of which, or three-fourths of which would be 
a sea-level canal, leaving a lock-level canal between Gamboa and 
Pedro Miguel, to go through the Culebra cut, ete. 

I observe that in the President’s message on yesterday he has 
admitted, if I understand his message at all, that there is a 
great state of doubt, in his mind at least, about the permanency 
of the dam at Gatun. The least doubt about that destroys any 
possible committal of the Government of the United States to 
its construction until that doubt is solved, for on the plan pro- 
posed and acted upon at the last session of this Congress, when 
the sea-level canal was rejected by a small majority, the Gatun 
dam was then and is now and will forever be the absolute key 
to the construction of a lock canal through the Isthmus Zone. 

I had the hohor to suggest, merely for the purpose of attract- 
ing the attention of the Congress of the United States to it, a 
plan that would make a sea-level canal from Gamboa to the 
Caribbean Sea and a sea-level canal from Pedro Miguel to the 
Panama Bay. I proved by every engineer who was examined 
that not only was it practical and feasible, but an excellent ar- 
rangement—a perfectly safe arrangement in the opinion of every 
one of them. But it did not come from an engineer; it came 
from a layman. It had no acceptance amongst the gentlemen 
of learning and skill who so far have done no more, in my judg- 
ment, than to confuse the country, and especially to confuse 
Congress, in regard to the proper type of canal to be located 
through the Isthmus. 

Mr. President, when the President of the United States comes 
out, after his earnest demand upon Congress for the passage 
of the bill of the minority of the committee locating the dam 
at Gatun, and expresses a doubt about that, we can only say, 
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“Your doubt is too late, Mr. President, to save your reputation 
as an éngineer officer, but it may be in time to save this Govern 
ment from enormous loss.” 


JOHN T. RENNIE. 


The bill (S. 5283) for the relief of John T. Rennie was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
John T. Rennie $353.23, on account of expenses incurred as 
United States consular agent at Durbin, Natal, South Africa, 
in the transshipment and handling of a cargo of coal being 
shipped to Cavite, P. L, for the Navy Department. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. : 


SALE OF PUBLIC LANDS FOR CEMETERY PURPOSES. 


The bill (S. 6229) to authorize the sale of public lands for 
cemetery purposes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Public 
Lands with an amendment, in line 11, before the word “ one,” to 
insert“ not less than ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to sell and convey to any municipal corporation, re- 
ligious or fraternal association, or privite corporation, empowered by 
the laws under which such corporation or association is organized or 
incorporated to hold real estate, not to exceed 40 acres of any unappro- 
priated public lands of the United States for cemetery purposes, upon 
the payment therefor by such corporation or association of the sum of 
not less than $1.25 per acre. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARTER. I suggest that immediately following the word 
“unappropriated,” in line 8, the word“ nonmineral ” be inserted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Montana. 

The Secretary. It is proposed, after the word“ unappropri- 
ated,” in line 8, to insert the word “ nonmineral;” so as to read: 

Forty acres of any unappropriated nonmineral public lands. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It occurs to me that after the words “ real 
estate“ in line 7 there should be inserted the words “for each 
purpose.” As the bill now reads it provides that a “ private 
corporation, empowered by the laws under which such corpora- 
tion or association is organized or incorporated to hold real 
estate,” may receive this grant. It should be a corporation 
authorized to hold real estate for cemetery purposes only. I 
have in point a case that has recently arisen, of two rival 
towns, each of them striving to outdo the other in growth. 
One of them conceived the idea of establishing a cemetery in 
the ‘enemy’s ground, so as to make it unattractive as a place 
of business and residence, and they were getting along pretty 
rapidly with their attempt until their motive was discovered 
and headed off. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Idaho. 

The Secretary. In line 7, after the word “estate,” it is pro- 
posed to insert the words “for such purpose.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that will not accomplish the de- 
sired result. Except in the title of the bill, its purpose has not 
been stated up to that point, and I think if the Senator from 
Idaho will read the bill in full he will find that where in line 9 
the words “ for cemetery purposes“ occur it covers it absolutely. 

Mr. HEYBURN. One applies to the use of the land and the 
other applies to the character of the corporation. My amend- 
ment goes to the character of the corporation, and the language 
referred to by the Senator applies to the use of the land. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then instead of “for such purposes” 
the Senator would have it read “for cemetery purposes,” be- 
cause the purpose has not been stated in the bill up to that point. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Every corporation is organized for a pur- 
pose expressed in the articles of incorporation. A corporation 
organized for the purpose of manufacturing ought not to be al- 
lowed to purchase land, even to be used for cemetery purposes. 
It should be a corporation that would be amenable to the laws 
and restrictions and limitations of the State regarding the class 
of corporations that might hold this land. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend it by inserting “for 
cemetery purposes” instead of the words used by the Senator 
from Idaho. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is immaterial. I accept the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill. was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


state the 
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REMISSION OF TAXES TO CERTAIN INSTITUTIONS. 


The bill (S. 3702) for -the relief of the Gurley Memorial 
Presbyterian Church, of the District of Columbia, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims 
with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay © the trustees, or other authorized representatives, 
of the various religious and educational institutions mentioned herein, 
the sums set forth in their respective cases, said amounts having been 
heretofore 8 paid by the said religious and educational insti- 
tutions on account of special assessments or taxes levied against such 
religious and educational institutions, 
ments or taxes the court- of appeals of the District of Columbia hereto- 
fore held, in the case of the District of Columbia against Sisters of the 
Visitation, of Washington, reported in volume 15, Tucker's Reports, 
page 300 et seq., to be illegal and void and not a charge against such 


roperty. 
s Educational Ma ryk Corcoran Gallery of Art, $161.53; Colum- 
135.05; medical and dental department, National 


bian 8 
University, $7 38; Howard University, $613.14. 

RELIGIONS PROPERTIZS: Church of the Covenant, $167.01; Shiloh 
Baptist Church, $9.70; Gunton-Temple Memorial Presbyterian Church, 
214.32; St. Matthew's Church, $300.48; All Souls Church, $ : 
piphany Church, $12.23; Fourth Bapt 


and which character of assess- 


800 ast Washington Station Colored Methodist 


B. T. McCoy and others, trustees of church, $ 
Mount Pleasant, $375; Mount Pleasant „ Society, 
vestry of Tacoma Parish, $35.69; Memorial Church of 
Brethren in Christ, of Washington, D. C., $69.19; Gurley Memorial 
Presbyterian Church, $200.24; Presbyterian Alliance, $86.07; St. An- 
thony's Church, $122.50; Brookland Baptist Church, $35.85; vestry 
Emanuel Protestant Episcopal Church, 238.60. 

Provided, That the amounts herein authorized and directed to be 
paid shall be payable out of the revenues of the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The title should be amended by inserting 
after the words “ District of Columbia” the words “and for 
other purposes,” as the bill originally covered one church only, 
whereas other institutions have been added. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief 
of the Gurley Memorial Presbyterian Church, of the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes.” 


COAL-LAND LOCATIONS IN ALASKA. 


The bill (H. R. 17415) to authorize the assignees of coal-land 
locations to make entry under the coal-land laws applicable to 
Alaska, was announced as the next business in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. KEAN. I see that a motion to reconsider has been en- 
tered in this case, although I do not know by whom, and I 
think the bill had better go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion to 
reconsider. 

Mr. KEAN. I think it had better go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair invites the attention of 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] to the fact that he 
entered a motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not ready to take that up to-day, Mr. 
President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the bill will lie 
over without prejudice. 

NORTH DAKOTA STATE HISTORICAL SOCIETY. 


The bill (S. 6134) providing for the conveying to the State of 
North Dakota of certain tracts of land for the use and benefit 
of the North Dakota State Historical Society was announced as 
next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. KEAN. I do not see the Senator from North Dakota 
IMr. HanssrovcH] present, and I think the bill had better go 
over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the suggestion of the Senator 
from New Jersey the bill will lie over, without prejudice. 

INFORMATION CONCERNING CROPS BY DEPARTMENTAL OFFICERS. 

The bill (S. 6248) to amend section 5501 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States was announced as next in order. 


the bill. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. At a previous session, the Senator 
aoe Maine [Mr. Hate] objected to the consideration of this 

Mr. HALE. Let it go over for the present. 

aon VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over without prej- 
udice. 


PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND SAILORS OF INDIAN WARS. 


The bill (S. 2887) granting increase of pensions to soldiers 
and sailors of the Indian wars under the acts of July 27, 1892, 
and June 27, 1902, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the bill go over. 

4 VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will lie over without prej- 
udice. 

JAMESTOWN TERCENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 


The bill (S. 5825) to authorize the United States Government 
to participate in the Jamestown Tercentennial Exposition on the 
shores of Hampton Roads, in Norfolk County, Va., in the year 
1907, and to appropriate money in aid thereof, was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. LODGE. That matter has been passed upon already, I 
think, on the appropriation bill. That is the old original bill. 

Mr. MARTIN. It may as well be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. LODGE. Let it be indefinitely postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill will be 
indefinitely postponed. 


CAPT. WILLIAM N. HUGHES. 


The bill (S. 5660) for the relief of Capt. William N. Hughes 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides 
that Capt. William N. Hughes, United States Army, retired, de- 
tailed July 14, 1902, for duty at East Florida Seminary, Gaines- 
ville, Fla., shall be held and considered as having been detailed 
under the act of November 3, 1893. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

PUBLIC ADMINISTRATORS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The bill (S. 8237) providing for public administrators in In- 
un 3 and for other purposes, was announced as next 
n order. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask that the bill may go over, the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota [Mr. Crarp] not being present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On the suggestion of the Senator 
from North Dakota, the bill will lie over without prejudice. 


SENATOR FROM UTAH, 


The next business on the Calendar was the resolution reported 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elections “ That REED 
Smoor is not entitled to a seat in the Senate as a Senator from 
the State of Utah.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that go to Rule IX. 

Mr. LODGE. As it is liable to give rise to some debate, T 
think it had better go over under Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go to the Cal- 
ender under Rule IX. i 


CLAIMS OF MAIL CONTRACTORS. 


The bill (S. 5951) to repeal section 3480 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States was announced as next in order. 
Mr. HALE. Let the bill go over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is so ordered, and the bill will 
lie over without prejudice. : 
ROBERT D. BENEDICT. 


The bill (S. 2385) for the payment of Robert D. Benedict 
for services rendered was read. 

Mr. CLAY. The bill covers a small item, but it is undoubtedly 
a bad precedent. It provides for the payment of legal expenses 
for a clerk of a district court in defending an ‘individual case 
brought against him. I should like to ask if there is any report 
accompanying the bill? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; there is a report accompanying it. 

Mr. CLAY. It is a small matter, but it is a bad precedent. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the report be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a report accompanying 
Does the Senator from Georgia object to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CLAY. Is the report long or short? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is a very long report. 

Mr. CLAY. I think the bill had better go over. It is such a 
small item that I regret to object to it, but still it is a bad p 
edent. ° 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over witnout preju- 
dice. z 


1906. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 499 


RAILROAD LINE, ETC., IN ALASKA. 


The bill (S. 6358) to aid in the construction of a railroad and 
telegraph and telephone line in the district of Alaska was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. LODGE. I think the bill had better go over. It is a very 
important measure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over without preju- 
dice. 

THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 


The bill (S. 6255) to amend section 4 of an act entitled “An 
act to provide for the final disposition of the affairs of the Five 
Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved April 26, 1906, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask that the bill may go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over without preju- 
dice. 

PROOF OF CITIZENSHIP IN LAND ENTRIES. 


The bill (S. 2527) to confirm and legalize prior admissions to 
citizenship of the United States where the judge or clerk of the 
court administering the oath to tie applicant or his witnesses 
has failed to sign or seal the record, oath, or the judgment of ad- 
mission, and to establish a proper record of such citizenship was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
with amendments. 

Mr. McCUMBER. As there is no written report accompany- 
ing the bill, I simply desire to state briefly what its object is. 

When we had our political judges and clerks during Terri- 
torial days the records were not always kept with a great deal 
of care. It was a time when the public lands were being taken 
up very rapidly in the Red River Valley, and a great many peo- 
ple of foreign birth were settling in the country at that time. 
Before final proof could be made upon any land it was necessary 
that the claimant should be admitted to full citizenship. A 
great many of the claimants presented themselves and were duly 
admitted—that is, the testimony of two witnesses was taken in 
open court, the parties were sworn, the testimony of the appli- 
cant was also taken, and the party admitted to full citizenship. 

But in making the record, instead of making the usual entry 
that such a party appeared and was duly sworn and testimony 
was taken, and that upon the hearing the party was admitted 
to full citizenship in the United States, blank forms were kept 
for that purpose, and such blank forms contained an affidayit 
for each witness, also the affidavit of the party desiring to be- 
come a citizen, and also the judgment of the court. It was a 
blank form in a book kept for that purpose. 

In making up the entries the names of the parties were placed 
in these records, the names of the witnesses, and the fact that 
they were duly sworn, but there is no record in any of the 
cases this bill is sought to cover that shows the seal of the 
court or shows a single jurat. So when a party desires to get 
a record of his citizenship in the court he does not get a certi- 
fied copy of the record declaring that he was admitted to citi- 
zenship, but all that he can get from the records is this blank 
form filled in with his name, without the judge’s signature, 
without the signature of the clerk, and without the seal of the 
court attached. 

This court was necessarily abolished when the Territory was 
admitted to statehood. There was a successor of the record, 
but no successor of the particular court, as the functions of 
that court ceased upon statehood. So in order to get a record 
of citizenship it is necessary for this record to be corrected, or 
a showing to be made by the claimant who claims that he was 
a citizen that as a matter of fact his testimony was taken and 
that the testimony of his witnesses was taken, and judgment 
was really directed by the judge in open court, and the clerk of 
the court failed to make the proper entries. That judgment, 
in my mind, absolutely admitted the claimant to citizenship 
without any question, but he has no complete record of it. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator from North Dakota 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. McCUMBER. With pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. Is this bill to the same effect as a bill on the sub- 
ject which failed to pass the House yesterday, or has it nothing 
to do with it? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not think it has anything to do 
with it. 

Mr. SPOONER. To what bill does the Senator from Maine 
refer? 

Mr. HALE. A bill making good certificates of naturalization 
where the facts are not stated. The House had quite an exten- 
sive debate upon a bill of the kind, and it failed to pass the 
House; but I think that is a measure more general than this one. 


Mr. McCUMBER. This is a bill to cover certain cases. It 
has been reported twice from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
the first time by the late Senator Hoar, and it failed of consider- 
ation during that Congress; the second time by the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. PETTUS]. 

Mr. HALE. Is it general in its application? 

Mr. McCUMBER. While it is general in its application, it 
can only apply to these specific cases. The bill is so drawn that 
it will apply to those specific cases; and if any question should 
eyer arise as to the title of the land taken from the Government, 
the person will have the record of the court to show that he in 
fact was a citizen at that time. 

Mr. CARTER. I ask the Senator from North Dakota if he 
will have any objection to amending the bill by inserting, after 
the word “ applicant,” the words “in the Territory of Dakota?” 

Mr. McCUMBER. Not at all. ; 

Mr. CARTER. I then move to amend by inserting, in line 3, 
page 1, after the word “ applicant,” the words “in the Territory 
of Dakota.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I should like to have a disagreement to 
the amendment, on page 4 of the bill, striking out the word 
“ citizenship” and inserting the word “qualification.” There 
can be no question but what under the terms of the bill the 
party will be compelled to establish to the satisfaction of the 
court which corrects the record the fact that he was admitted 
to full citizenship. That is a part of the bill, and the bill would 
be of little value unless he could establish the fact that he was 
a citizen at that time. This amendment undoubtedly was made, 
it seems to me, without a great deal of thought of the first sec- 
tion of the bill and upon the supposition that the claimant 
might not have been a citizen, but merely qualified for citizen- 
ship. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
of the committee striking out “citizenship” and inserting 
“ qualification ” will be disagreed to. The first amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on the Judiciary will be stated. 

The first amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was, 
in section 1, page 2, line 3, after the word “ thereof,” to strike 
out the word “or,” and in line 13, after the word “ citizenship,” 
10 strike out the words: j 

But such applicant is hereby declared to have been duly admitted 
to citizenship, notwithstanding such failure or neglect. 

So as to make the section read: 

That in any case where an applicant to become a citizen of the United 
States has heretofore taken the oath provided in the second subdivision 
of section 2165 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and has 
complied with the third subdivision of said section, and his said oath 
or affidavit, or the oaths or affidavits of his witnesses, have been taken 
in good faith for the purpose of AANSEN him to citizenship of the 
United States, and in open court before either the clerk of such court 
as is mentioned in said action or before the judge thereof, such oath 
administered by either the clerk of said court or the judge thereof in 
open court, shall be deemed a full compliance with subdivisions 2 and 
3 of said sections; and the failure “of the judge or clerk of said 
court, by reason of neglect or inadvertence, to affix his signature to 
the jurat of the record, oath, or affidavit of the said applicant, or of 
his Said witnesses, or the failure of the judge or clerk to sign or affix 
the seal of said court to the judgment or order admitting such appli- 
cant to. citizenship, shall not be deemed to have invalidated the pro- 
ceedings for such citizenship, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add at the end of the bill the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, That the record of the citizenship of the person making 
such entry or final proof shall be established as provided in this act 
within twelve months from the time the validity of such admisslon to 
citizenship is challenged. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the Senator from North Dakota, if 
he will look at the context on pages 3 and 4, will come to the 
conclusion that the amendment reported by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee ought not to be disagreed to. The court is obliged, upon 
certain proof, to order entry of judgment, reciting such facts and 
the date of the proceedings of the applicant for admission to 
citizenship, and adjudging that the said applicant was admitted 
to be a citizen of the United States on the date of the said pro- 
ceedings therefor, reciting such date. Such judgment shall be 
attested by the clerk of said court and under the seal thereof, 
and shall be entered and docketed as other judgments of said 
court, and the same shall be evidence of the facts therein re- 
cited, and conclusive evidence of the qualification of the said ap- 
plleant at the date of such proceedings to become a citizen, as 
recited in said judgment. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The judgment establishes the citizenship. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is, the prior judgment establishes 
the citizenship. 

Mr. SPOONER. The judgment to be entered. 


Mr. McCUMBER. It shows the fact that the party was made 
a citizen at the time and date at which he appeared before the 
court. 

Mr. SPOONER. On “conclusive evidence of the qualifica- 
tion.” ‘ - 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes; and that he was duly qualified. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now he enters a judgment that the said ap- 

plicant was admitted to be a citizen on the date named. It 
makes conclusive, or was intended by the committee to make 
conclusive, the qualification—that is, the basis upon which the 
Judgment was entered—in order that in a contest for land and 
otherwise it shall never be open to challenge that the person 
was qualified to become a citizen. 
Mr. McCUMBER. But that has already been declared in the 
portion the Senator has already read on page 3. That is al- 
ready declared in the judgment that is to be entered. By strik- 
ing out the word “ citizenship,” on page 4, it would indicate that 
the intention was that the judgment should be that he was 
qualified for citizenship. 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated by the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 5133) to promote the safety of 
employees and travelers upon railroads by limiting the hours of 
service of employees thereon. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask unanimous consent that the un- 
finished business be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the con- 
sideration of the Calendar may be continued under Rule VIII. 

Mr. HALE. Unobjected cases. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Unobjected cases. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate shall continue the con- 
sideration of the Calendar under Rule VIIL Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

PROOF OF CITIZENSHIP IN LAND ENTRIES. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2527) to confirm and legalize prior 
admissions to citizenship of the United States where the judge 
or clerk of the court administering the oath to the applicant or 
his witnesses has failed to sign or seal the record, oath, or the 
judgment of admission, and to establish a proper record of such 
citizenship. 

Mr. McCUMBER. In reading the bill over carefully I think 
it is proper to reconsider the yote by which the amendment of 
the committee inserting the word “ qualification” was dis- 
agreed to, and to allow that amendment to be made. But to 
make it clear, I move to add at the end of line 10 the following: 

And his admission to citizenship on said date. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the vote by 
which the amendment was disagreed to is reconsidered. 

Mr. GALLINGER, And the amendment of the committee 
agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. And the amendment of the com- 
mittee agreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Now I move, as a further amendment, to 
insert, at the end of line 10, on page 4, a comma and the words 
“and his admission to citizenship on said date.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. a 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
rend the third time, and passed. 

` PROHIBITION OF SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS. 

The bill (S. 4267) to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
near the Government Hospital for the Insane and the District 
almshouse was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
provides that it shall be unlawful to sell, either by wholesale or 
retail, intoxicating liquor of any kind at any point between the 
Government Hospital for the Insane and the District almshouse, 
or within a radius of one-half mile of the boundaries of either 
of the said properties. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WOMAN AND CHILD WORKERS. 

The bill (S. 5469) to authorize the Secretary of Commerce 

and Labor to investigate and report upon the industrial, social, 
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moral, educational, and physical condition of woman and child 
workers in the United States was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Education and 
Labor with an amendment, on page 2, to strike out frem line 
3 to line 12, in the following words: 

That to enable the 5 of Commerce and Labor to make this 
investigation he is hereby authorized to expend the sum of $300,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, for per diem in lieu of sub- 
sistence of special agents and ag eva Seon while traveling on duty away 
from their homes and outside of the District of Columbia, at a rate not 
to exceed $3 per day and for their transportation, and for the employ- 
ment of experts and temporary assistants, for the purchase of 
materials necessary for said report. 


So as to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. And for the purposes of this act the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor is hereby directed to utilize in so far as they may be ade- 
quate the forces of the Bureau of Labor and Bureau of Census. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PROTECTION OF ANIMALS, ETC., IN FOREST RESERVES. 


The bill (S. 6119) for the protection of animals, birds, and 
fish in the forest reserves of California, and for other purposes, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. McCUMBER.. Mr. President, I should like a little expla- 
nation of this bill from the Senator from California [Mr. PER- 
KINS]. I notice that the bill prohibits the taking of these ani- 
mals and fish in certain areas, but that it allows the Secretary 
of Agriculture, by rules and regulations, to make the law as ex- 
tensive as he sees fit or to limit it as much as he sees fit. It 
seems to me that it is rather a dangerous practice to enact pun- 
ishment for an offense when we do not even know what the 
gravity of the offense may be, as it may be limited or extended 
by departmental regulation. 

Mr. PERKINS. The report on this bill is very short, and I 
ask that it may be read. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the report, 
as requested by the Senator from California. “ 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. PERKINS June 
11, 1906, as follows : 

The Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 6119) for the protection of animals, 


birds, and fish in the forest reserves of California, and for other pur- 
herewith report it back without amendment and recommend that 


t do pass. 

This bill is one of very great importance, If we are to prevent the 
extinction within a very few years of our game birds, animals, and 
fish. At present there is practically nol aig where they can be safe 
from sportsmen and where they can br in peace. The bill in ques- 
tion simply authorizes that certain portions of public reserve lands 
may be set apart for the protection of animals, birds, and fish, which 
reserves shall be recognized as breeding places and protected against 
incursions of sportsmen. Natural histo: societies throughout the 
country, which realize the cee A with which our wild game is being 
killed off, favor the measure, he President has set aside, at the 
request of the Audubon societies of the United States, six barren islands 
which are used as breeding places for water birds and are good for no 
other ES , but there is at present no law which gives authority to 
protect the breeding birds thereon. The bill herewith report is 
principally for the purpose of authorizing the wardens of the Audubon 
societies to prevent Injury to the birds, which have had these places of 
refuge set aside for them, and as it is in the public interest that such 
protection be given, the passage of the bill Is recommended. 


Mr. TELLER. I understand the Senate is now proceeding 
under Rule VIII? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. TELLER. And under that rule we are limited to five 
minutes in the discussion of a measure? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the rule. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr, President, I have not had an opportunity 
to examine this bill. While I am in favor of protecting birds 
and game, I am not in favor of the General Government attempt- 
ing to do so within the boundaries of the States. That is a 
matter which belongs to the States. I do not know whether the 
islands referred to are within the borders of any State, snd 
for that reason, and as the bill can not properly be discussed 
under the five-minute rule, I wish to make an objection to its 
consideration at this time. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Colo- 
rado will withdraw his objection to this bill—as it relates only 
to California and the reseryations are within our State—with 
this explanation: First, we have excellent laws in California for 
the protection of our birds and game, but there are some persons 
there who desire to stock up some of the forest reserves with 
antelope, partridges, and pheasants. Indeed, there is one person 
who stands ready to contribute several thousand dollars, if 
necessary, toward stocking up one forest reserve. Heretofore 
we have had no protection whatever for game in our forest re- 
seryes, for the reason that poachers from other States can easily 
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pass into the boundaries of the reservation. Therefore I submit 
that this proposition, to which the committee have given careful 
consideration and reported favorably upon it, should be adopted. 

The expense which is objected to by my friend from North 
Dakota [Mr. McCumser] can be but nominal, as we now have 
forest rangers there in the employ of the Government. 

Mr, McCUMBER. Let me correct the Senator. 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator from California is in error. 
I have said nothing whatever about the expense; but what 
seems to me to be rather incongruous is that we should fix a 
punishment for the disobedience of a law and then provide that 
the Secretary of Agriculture should practically make the law, 
without our passing upon the character of the punishment for it. 
What I wanted was to have the Senator from California explain 
what rules and regulations the Secretary of Agriculture could 
make without practically making the law itself. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, this bill provides that there 
shall be no interference whatever with the provisions of the 
game laws of our State. I understand the application of this 
law would be governed entirely by our State laws. A forest 
ranger attempting to arrest poachers upon a range would make 
complaint before any competent court haying jurisdiction of the 
subject. 

The bill makes no reference to any islands. I will say to my 
friend from Colorado the report simply refers to the fact that 
those who are interested in societies for the protection of same 
have induced the President to set aside and reserve these is- 
lands. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I simply want to call the attention of the 
Senator from California to the declaration in the bill that the 
act of taking or hunting these animals shall be unlawful, ex- 
cept under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of 
Agriculture. Under that declaration the Secretary of Agri- 
culture could make so many exceptions that they would amount 
to a prohibition, or he could make so many exceptions to the 
punishment and to the rules that it would allow such practices 
to be almost free. It seems to me that it is putting into the 
hands of the Secretary of Agriculture and not into the hands 
of Congress the right to determine what shall be the policy in 
reference to the destruction of those animals, birds, and fish. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it is immaterial to me that this 
bill only applies to California. My objection to it is that the 
Government of the United States has nothing to do with the 
subject; that it is a matter for each State to determine for itself, 
and we certainly can not debate the bill under the five-minute 
rule. Therefore I insist on my objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Cray in the chair). The 
bili will go over under the rule. 


SURVEY OF FLORIDA EVERGLADES. 


Mr. HALE. As I am called from the Chamber, I ask that 
Order of Business 4335, being the joint resolution (S. R. 65) 
directing the Secretary of Agriculture to cause a survey of the 
Everglades of Florida to determine the feasibility and cost of 
draining said Everglades, and for other purposes, go to the 
Calendar under Rule IX. j 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will go 
to the Calendar under Rule IX at the request of the Senator 
from Maine. 

WILLIAM R. LITTLE. 


The bill (S. 6384) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
examine and adjust the accounts of William R. Little, or his 
_ heirs, with the Sac and Fox Indians was considered as in Com- 

mittee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of the Interior 
to examine the accounts of William R. Little, formerly a trader 
at the Sac and Fox Agency in Oklahoma, and to pay to him, or 
his heirs, such sums as he may be satisfied are equitably due 
from Indian members of the Sac and Fox tribe to the extent of 
any funds in his hands or to come into his hands and control 
belonging, respectively, to such Indians. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

SALARIES OF LETTER CARRIERS. 

The bill (S. 6075) to regulate the salaries of letter carriers in 
free-delivery offices was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That after June 30, 1906, the pay of letter carri- 
ers in cities containing a population of 75,000 and over shall be in 
seven grades, as follows: Carriers of the seventh grade, being those in 
the first year of service, who shall receive an annual salary of $600; 
carriers of the sixth grade, being those who have served one year, who 
shall receive $700 per annum ; carriers of the fifth grade, being those 
who have served two yota Sho shal receive $800 per annum; carriers 
of the fourth grade, being those who have served three years, who shall 
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being those who 


annum ; carriers of the third d 
1,000 per 


have served four years, who shall receive $ per annum ; carriers 
of the second „ being those who have served five geme; who shall 
receive $1,100 per annum; carriers of the first de, 


ing those who 
each 


have served six who shall receive $1, per annum for 


service 5 
Sec. 2. That in cities and towns containing a population of less than 
hall consist of five 


75,000 the letter carriers at free-delivery offices sha 
grades, as follows: Carriers of the fifth grade, being those in the first 
year of their service, who shall receive an annual salary of $600; car- 
riers of the fourth grade, being those who have served one year, who 
shall receive $700 per annum; carriers of the third grade, being those 
who have served two years, who shall receive 8800 per annum; carriers 
of the second grade, being those who have served three years, who shall 
receive $900 per annum; carriers of the first grade, being those who 
have served four years, who shall receive $1,000 per annum for each 
year of service thereafter. 

Src. 3. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with this act are 


hereby repealed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have an amendment that 
I desire to offer, to be known as “section 3;” and after its 
adoption section 3 may be changed to section 4. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert as a new section the 
following: 

Sec. 3. Rural free-delivery carriers shall receive salaries at the rate 
of $900 per annum. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, the bill provides that the in- 
creased salaries shall take effect “ after June 30, 1906.“ I moye 
to strike out “six” and insert “seven;” so as to read: 


That after June 30, 1907, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I do not know what Sen- 
ator is in charge of this bill, but I confess that I am unable to 
understand why one person for carrying the mails should receive 
a thousand dollars a year, while another person carrying the 
mails should receive but $600 a year. The character of the 
service is not of such a nature that an additional year or two 
makes the services of one man worth $400 more than the services 
of another man. The man, it seems to me, who carries the mail 
between certain points and does the work properly, though it is 
his first year, should receive exactly as much as some other man 
who would do that work who happened to be in his second or in 
his third year. I should like to haye some reasonable explana- 
tion, before voting on this bill, as to why we should make the 
distinction that is made here between the several classes of one, 
two, three, and four year men. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I did not expect this bill to 
come up to-day and have not with me the data which I had 
intended to present to the Senate in full explanation of it. 
The bill, however, has the substantial support of the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads of the Senate, and I understand 
that in the House of Representatives a similar sentiment pre- 
vails in favor of this increase, There is no intention to dis- 
criminate against any other class or branch of the postal sery- 
ice. It may be that there are other classes that merit an in- 
crease of compensation, but the case of the letter carriers ap- 
peals to everyone conversant with our postal system as pre- 
eminently meriterious. The men haye not had their wages 
increased in a great many years. They are located chiefly in 
cities, where the cost of living has admittedly increased very 
greatly. Whatever opposition there might have existed to this 
legislation in past Congresses, so far as my observation goes, 
has entirely disappeared, and.there is now a practical una- 
nimity in favor of this increase. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Penn- 
Sylvania yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. PENROSE. I do. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania to the fact that the cost of living has increased 
just as much to the $600 man as it has to the $1,000 man. I 
see no reason—and that is what I want information about— 
if an employee is required to serve a certain section of a city 
this year and he receives $600, why the next year some other 
man transferred from another part of the city, doing the same 
character of work, should receive a thousand dollars, without 
adding in the slightest degree to the burden or to the character 
of the work done, simply because he has put in one or two or 
three years more of the same kind of work. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, while the cost of living may 
have increased in rural sections, yet I think it has increased 
cia more rapidly and in greater proportion in the congested 
places. 

Mr. McCUMBER. ‘The Senator does not understand me. The 
point I make is that it has increased just as much to the carrier 
receiving $600 in the city as it has to the one to whom you pro- 
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pose to give a thousand dollars in the city. It is making a dis- 
tinction between a year's or two or three years’ service for ex- 
actly the same kind of work. I am aware that that practice is 
followed to a great extent in the Government Departments and 
that a $600 clerk does exactly the same kind of work as a 
$1,200 clerk, but it has never appeared to me to be just. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, it is a question of grading. 
You have to draw the line somewhere, and the line has been 
drawn in this instance as indicated in the bill. I have no doubt 
that the claims of the other classes referred to by the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. McCuMber] are very meritorious and ought 
to be considered, and if he will prepare an amendment J should 
be willing to have it considered; but you have to draw the line 
somewhere in this character of legislation. There are unques- 
tionably men in the various Departments of the Government at 
a thousand dollars a year who do more efficient and intelligent 
work than men getting four or five times that amount; but you 
can not make a sweeping increase, and this is a conservative 
measure and in a good direction. 

So far as I am concerned, I shall be very glad to take up with 
the Senator from North Dakota and have carefully considered 
by the committee any further legislation in this direction that he 
may desire to present to the Senate. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask that the bill go over. I certainly 
will prepare an amendment placing all exactly upon the same 
level so far as salary is concerned. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, does the Senator mean to say that 
all post-office employees ought to be placed in the same grade? 
If the Senator will run through the workings of the Post-Office 
Department, he will find that men generally start in at $600 a 
year and after working for some years are promoted to $700 or 
$800 or $900 or $1,000, and even to a higher sum. The Senator 
would not contend, would he, that when an employee begins at 
the bottom he ought to receive the same salary as the man re- 
ceives who has been working for ten or fifteen years in the De- 
partment? I hardly think the Senator means to say that. 

Mr. McCUMBER obtained the floor. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. PENROSE. I was going to say to the Senator that if he 
will withdraw his opposition to this bill at this time I will take 
up with him, in a serious way, the suggestions he has made in 
connection with the general appropriation bill for the Post-Office 
Department. He can offer his amendment to the appropriation 
bill, and, so far as I am concerned, I will see that it is given 
every consideration and that some effort is made in good faith 
to carry out his views. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, it seems to me that this bill 
would be a great deal more just if it placed all the carriers, say, 
at $75 a month than to place some at $50 and others at $83} a 
month. 

Answering the question of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Cray], I will simply say that in the Departments the new clerk 
is supposed to do that labor which requires no particular ex- 
perience, and as the years give additional experience and add to 
his efficiency, it is but proper that he should receive more, as he 
does a different character of work or does more work or does 
the same work better. But if I were hiring a man to go into 
the woods and chop wood, I would not pay one man $50 a 
month and anotber a $100 a month simply because he had 
worked a longer time, unless he could do twice as much work. 
The work that is performed by these carriers is all of the same 
character. There is no question but that a man who is able to 
read and understand the direction of letters can do just as 
good work the first year as he can do after he has been in the 
service ten or fifteen years, and if he does just as good work, I 
see no reason why be should not have just exactly the same pay. 
I believe in paying them all fairly and justly. I certainly am 
in harmony with the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] fixing the salaries of the 
rural-delivery carriers at $900. A rural carrier has to haye a 
team and two horses and he must give his time from early 
morning until sometimes late at night in order to do his work 
properly. I think his wages should be raised; but when we 
come to the rural free-delivery carriers, I would not be willing 
that we should pay one man $75 a month and because some 
other man, doing exactly the same character of work or run- 
ning upon another route, has worked two years instead of one 
year, he should receive $150 a month. There is just as much 
reason for making a distinction between the rural-delivery car- 
riers as there is for making distinctions between the carriers 
in the cities. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota object to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask that it go over. 
again yery shortly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection of the Senator 
from North Dakota, the bill will go over without prejudice. 

PHILLIP LONEY. 

The bill (S. 2781) for the relief of Phillip Loney was an- 
nounced as next in order. 5 

Mr. SPOONER. Let that bill go over, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the bill will go 
over. 


It will come up 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF SAMUEL LEE, DECEASED. 


The bill (H. R. 850) making appropriation to pay to the legal 
representatives of the estate of Samuel Lee, deceased, to wit, 
Samuel Lee, Anna Lee Andrews, Clarence Lee, Robert Lee, 
Harry A. Lee, and Phillip Lee, heirs at law, in full for any claim 
for pay and allowances made by reason of the election of said 
Lee to the Forty-seventh Congress and his services therein was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. McCUMBER. There is an amendment on the table, 
which I ask to have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from North Dakota. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause and to insert: 

That there be paid, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to the Washington Loan and Trust Company, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., administrator of the estate of Samuel Lee, dece: „ the 
sum of $10,482.80, the same being in full for any claim for pay, and 

è Fo 


allowances made by reason of the election of said Lee to th rty- 
seventh Congress and his services therein. 


Mr. ALDRICH. That bill had better go over, Mr. President. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the bill will go 
over without prejudice. 
JOHN SCOTT, 


The bill (S. 2951) for the relief of John Scott was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is there a report with that bill? 

„ There is a report accompanying 
the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
ter go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the bill will go 
over without prejudice. 


REFUND OF EXCESS DUTIES. 


The bill (S. 2416) to refund certain excess duties paid upon 
importations of absinthe and kirschwasser from Switzerland 
between June 1, 1898, and December 5, 1898, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of the 
Treasury to refund to Messrs. Luyties Brothers, of New York, 
$3,830.50, for certain excess duties paid upon importations of 
absinthe and kirschwasser from Switzerland between June 1, 
1898, and December 5, 1898. 

Mr. SPOONER. It appears that this bill came from the Fi- 
nance Committee. There is no report with it. I ask the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr, AtpricH] if he knows anything 
about it? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was reported by the senior 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not understand the Senator from Wis- 
consin. 

Mr. SPOONER. This is a bill to refund excess duties. I was 
going to inquire why they were not collected under protest in 
the usual way. It may be they were not paid under protest, 
If we begin to refund duties that were not paid under protest, 
it will bankrupt the Government. Let the bill go over, Mr. 
President, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the bill will lie 
over without prejudice. 

ADDITIONAL RECORDING DISTRICT IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 

The bill (S. 6418) to establish an additional recording district 
in the Indian Territory was announced as the next business in 
order on the Calendar. 

Mr. KEAN. As the State of Oklahoma is to embrace the In- 
dian Territory, there is no necessity for the establishment of a 
court there at this time. Let the bill go to the Calendar under 
Rule LX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go to the Calendar 
under Rule IX, at the request of the Senator from New Jersey. 
ARTILLERY OF THE UNITED STATES ARMY. 

The bill (S. 3923) to reorganize and to increase the efficiency 
of the artillery of the United States Army was announced as the 


I think, Mr. President, that the bill had bet- 
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next business in order on the Calendar; and the Secretary pro- 


ceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the bill go over. It is a long bill and 
will probably elicit some debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the bill will lie 
over without prejudice. 

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator from Wisconsin will withdraw 
his objection for a moment, I should like to make a statement, 
and then the bill may go over. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly; I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I consider this one of the most 
important bills we shall have to consider at the present session. 
I do not want to hurry it, but I do want Senators to give it at- 
tention and examine it thoroughly, for our conditions are these: 
We have appropriated nearly a hundred million dollars in carry- 
ing out the Endicott Board suggestions regarding the fortifica- 
tions of our seacoast lines. We have expensive emplacements, 
expensive guns, and no men, or a grossly inadequate number of 
men, with which to man them. As an actual fact, the guns 

already in place are nearly three times as many as there are 
men to handle and man them for service. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator ought to remember that we have no 
enemies, 

Mr. WARREN. That is true. So far as we know, we have 
no enemies. But I want to suggest this: If we have no enemies 
and are not to have any guns or emplacements, why do we ap- 
propriate in the regular fortifications bill from six to fifteen 
million dollars every year for fortifications? That is a nut I 
want the Senate to take into consideration, and crack it if it can. 

I am called upon here under my duties as a member of the 
subcommittee on the fortifications appropriation bill to assent 
year after year to appropriatiqns for these emplacements and 
these guns. Then after they are placed they are greased over, 
sewed up in canvas, and left to lie perfectly useless; and if we 
had war we would have no men to man them. 

With the present mode of warfare, the present management as 
to loading, training, firing, and handling, the operating of these 
gans requires men who have had technical education and expe- 
rience. 

They may be educated after they are enlisted, but it takes 
time. Therefore, raw recruits—State militia and even cavalry 
and infantry men—are almost useless, because without educa- 
tion or experience in handling heavy coast artillery. This 
branch is for defense alone and differs widely from small-arms 
and mobile forces. I am not in any hurry to spend money for 
these guns and emplacements, but I do insist that it is time 
for the Congress of the United States to halt in such expendi- 
tures of money if we do not intend to provide for the man- 
ning and proper use of what we have already laid out in the 
way of emplacements and guns. 

As the bill is to go over under objection, I will merely say 
now that I shall undertake to call it up at some early date, 
when I will state with more particularity the condition we 
are in and what this bill proposes to do, and will ask the Sen- 
ate to pass upon it “yes” or “no;" and I hope to get this 
consideration before I and others with me are called upon to 
pass upon the regular annual fortifications bill and before we 
fool away, if you please, any more money for something which 
we do not propose to utilize after the expenditure is made. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, there is a good deal of force in 
what the Senator from Wyoming says. Congress has been 
treated for years to the proposition, first, that it is no use to 
have an army unless you have guns and fortifications, and 
when we appropriate liberally for fortifications and guns, then 
the Army turns about and says, “ What is the use of haying 
guns and fortifications unless you have men,” and we travel 
on with military expenditures in that way. There is a con- 
stant pressure on the part of the Army to aggrandize itself, 
first for men, then for guns, and then guns and then men, 
and there is no end to it. I do not say that this bill has not 
some good features, but in time it will be realized by the Sen- 
ate and by Congress that the Army, the military establishments, 
that side of the Government, are constantly engaged in put- 
ting forth propositions for increase, first one corps, then an- 
other corps 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator from Maine permit me? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. While the Senator is upon that question, 
while he speaks of the Military Establishment, I should like to 
have him take up the other branch, if he will—the Navy. Here 
we have a Navy that is increasing annually, at a jump, by ten 
to twenty million dollars of appropriations year after year—a 
hundred and odd millions last year, a hundred and sixteen or a 
hundred and twenty the year before, and the Lord only knows 


how much the present year, while the Army appropriations de- 
crease, and yet we find the Navy passing over to the Army part 
of its duties. We find that lately the torpedo and submarine 
branch work, which ought, in my judgment, to be navy work, 
has been passed over and charged up against the very artillery 
arm of the Army which we are seeking to protect with more 
men or else to relieve of some of the responsibility of keeping 
up these coast defenses. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from Wyoming is 
right. The disease is just as deep in the Navy as, and I am 
inclined to think deeper than, it is in the Army. I have been 
trying for years, and shall try again this year, to keep down 
naval expenditures. The military establishments are alike. 
Each is seeking to aggrandize itself, and each sees nothing in 
the disposition of the revenues of the Government except to 
increase expenditures. I do not suppose the people appreciate 
(E do not know that the Senate does) that two-thirds of the 
revenues of the Government to-day is devoted to the payment 
of inheritances from past wars, like pensions, which nobody 
can stop, and expenditures in view of future wars. Of all the 
taxes that are laid and all the revenues collected nearly two- 
thirds are expended for the military in a broad way. 

We can get no appropriation for the merchant marine of the 
country for shipping; river and harbor bills are arrested; pub- 
lic buildings bills are arrested, all because we must spend so 
much money and such a proportion of the Public Treasury for 
the military. Senators ought to appreciate that and realize, 
when they seek appropriations for other purposes, that they sre 
necessarily limited because we are devoting so much of the 
Public Treasury to military expenditures, 

I merely call attention to this incidentally, because it ought 
to be borne in mind when we are constantly asked to increase 
these establishments; and I do not take to myself, representing 
the Senate upon the Naval Committee, any reproach or blame 
that the naval appropriations are just as extravagant, just as 
enormous, and just as much a drain on the Public Treasury as 
the Army expenditures. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. I think the Senator from Maine, who is 
always fair, will agree with me that the Army and, indeed, the 
Navy are doing a great deal of work and service for this coun- 
try aside from matters of war. For instance, take the rivers 
and harbors which the Senator mentioned. All of that work is 
done under the supervision and direction of the Army of the 
United States. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. WARREN. Take these outside . such as the 
Panama Canal, etc., the cleaning up of Habana, driving dis- 
ease out of Cuba, ete. First, the discoveries as to how it all 
shall be done and then how to handle and do it, such as the ex- 
termination of yellow fever, etc., came from the Army and 
Army officers, and the execution of the work has largely been 
by them. Indeed, we had in San Francisco very lately an ex- 
ample of what the Army is called upon to do. 

The Navy is engaged in certain surveys and certain duties. 
So it is hardly fair to say that the Army and Navy do not con- 
tribute in a quite large degree to the economies and industries 
of the nation outside of their regular duties in war. 

Mr. HALE. That is all incidental. The appropriations for 
rivers and harbors, expended by the Engineer Bureau of the 
War Department, are in another bill. I do not reckon them in 
these items of military expenditure which aggregate such a vast 
proportion. It is undoubtedly the fact that the officers of the 
Army and of the Navy are accomplished men, educated men, and 
if we had a war they would be good fighters. But they all see 
but one thing, and that is the constant, ever-recurring, everlast- 
ing aggrandizement of their different departments. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I should like to. have just a 
moment. Since the adjournment last summer and up until we 
conyened I visited nine different fortifications in various parts 
of the country, and I have no doubt that if the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Hate] had gone to his near-by fort at home he 
would have found the same conditions that I found at the differ- 
ent forts I visited. 

You will find there, Mr. President, guns which cost this Gov- 
ernment perhaps $150,000 to build, and they are greased over 
with vaseline or beeswax, and possibly are lying in the weeds; 
and you will find the Army has not men enough to care for the 
guns already mounted. There are plenty of fortifications which 
have been laid out, for which gun carriages have been built, 
and the engineers are going ahead building additional emplace- 
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ments. The Ordnance Department is going ahead building 
these large gun carriages. The gun factories of the United 
States are going ahead building these large guns. 

Mr. President, I ask any Senator on this floor if he would 
manage his own business in any such manner—expend thou- 
sands and hundreds of thousands of dollars for material that is 
absolutely going to waste, going to destruction simply for the 
lack of men to care for it, to say nothing about our condition in 
case of war. There has been added to the artillery branch of 
the service the planting of torpedoes; there has been added the 
placing of mines; different and additional duties. I have tried 
for two or three years to lessen the number of cavalry by five 
regiments and authorize them to be artillery. But just as sure, 
Senators, as we are on this floor, you must do something to 
bring about economy and to care for the guns and fortifications 
that we now have in this country. It does not matter whether 
we have any war or not, we must stop the appropriation for 
these expenditures for guns and fortifications; and if you 
stepped to-day you would not have men enough to care for 
what you already have. Fortifications are not like a stable, 
which you can lock up and go off and leave to take care of 
itself. There are a number of fortifications and forts which 
have been left in the hands of a sergeant and three or four men 
to care for where there is perhaps a half million or a million 
dollars’ worth of Government property. 

It certainly strikes me that if we are going to have an artil- 
lery corps at all, if we are going to have coast defenses, we must 
have these additional men to care for the guns, and, as the Sen- 
ator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren] very truly said, it requiresa 
higher type of man in the artillery service than it does in the 
other branches. They have to be good mathematicians; they 
have to be electricians. f 

I hope that at some early day, if the Senate will not consider 
the bill to-day, it will take up and discuss this measure and 
finish it; and I now give notice that I shall yote against any 
bill or appropriation for fortifications or for guns unless we are 
to have men to care for property for which we have already 
spent money. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over, retaining it 
place on the Calendar. i 


PUBLIC PARK IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The bill (S. 6322) providing for the purchase of a reservation 
for a public park in the District of Columbia was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to purchase, for the purpose of providing 
a reservation for a public park, the several parcels of ground in 
the District of Columbia lying near the intersection of Branch 
avenue and Pennsylvania avenue SE., known as the Carpenter 
tract and the Pennsylvania Avenue Heights tract. For this 
purpose the bill appropriates $210,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, one-half of which shall be reimbursed to the 
‘Treasury of the United States out of the revenues of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF GEORGE W. SOULE, 


The bill (S. 188) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
George W. Soule was announced as the next business in order 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. KEAN. Let it go over, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will lie over without prejudice. 

DISTRICT STREET-RAILWAY TRACKS TO UNION STATION. 


The bill (S. 6147) authorizing changes in certain street-rail- 
way tracks within the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia with amendments. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The bill has been read, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There are certain committee amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
first amendment reported by the committee, which will be stated. 

The Secrerary. In section 1, at the end of line 6, on page 1, 
it is proposed to insert: 


With such northerly deviation as may be necessary to bring the tracks 
immediately in front of and adjacent to the main entrance to the Union 
Station. 


So as to read: 


That the City and Suburban Railway, of Washington, be, and it 
hereby is, authorized and required to construct a double-track extension 
of its lines from New Jersey avenue and G street NW. eastwardly to 
and along Massachusetts avenue with such northerly deviation as may 
be necessary to bring the tracks immediately in front of and adjacent 
to the main entrance to the Union Station to junctions with the exist- 


ing tracks at Third and D streets NE. and at the northwest corner 
Stanton square, etc. : 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr, President, I shall not interpose an ob- 
jection to the consideration of this bill, but I do not like the 
habit the Senate has gotten into of late of having bills passed 
without being read at the time they are under consideration. 
I have noticed several times to-day that bills have been passed 
without having been read, simply upon the statement of the 
clerk or somebody else that the bill has heretofore been read. 
While we are considering bills subject to objection, they ought 
to be read in the hearing of the Senate for the purpose of re- 
ceiving such objection, because no Senator can tell what the 
purpose or effect of a bill is if the bill is not read at the time. 

I assume that this bill has been properly considered, and I 
shall not interpose an objection in this case, but I shall here- 
after. x j 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island desire to have the bill read? : 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say for the information of the 
Senate that the bill proposes to extend the existing street rail- 
way lines to the Union Station. It is a very important matter, 
and it was pretty freely discussed during the last session. I 
hope its passage will be facilitated, because that station will 
soon be ready to receive passengers. It necessitates the ex- 
penditure of about a million dollars on the part of the street 
railway companies of the District. They will get no benefit 
whatever from it. I hope no opposition whatever will develop 
to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. Can the Senator from New Hampshire tell us 
how soon the Union Station will be finished? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think in about one year. In fact, it 
has been suggested that if they had had this accommodation, the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad would probably have been deposit- 
ing passengers there even as early as the present time. There 
are certain changes which the Baltimore and Ohio road will 
have to make in connection with their tracks, and if they can 
get street railway accommodations they will place their passen- 
gers in that station before it is fully completed. 

The station will be completed, I will say to the Senator, 
within the limit of time allowed by law, which is February, 
1908. It will be completed within that limit of time without a 
doubt. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment which has been stated. 

Mr. BACON. Let the title of the bill be read, please. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 6147) authorizing changes in cer- 
tain street-railway tracks within the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. CARTER. I desire to ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill if this is the bill to which the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. Hanssroven] offered objection at a former session? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that it is, and 
will also say that the Senator from North Dakota is not going 
to offer objections to-day to the consideration or passage of the 
bill. 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator from North Dakota, I under- 
stand, made quite an elaborate report on the bill and displayed 
considerable interest at the time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And the Senator from North Dakota, I 
will say to the Senator from Montana, if he concludes that it is 
desirable will endeavor later on to get, separate from this bill, 
legislation covering the points that he made. 

Mr. CARTER. Yes. 

I desire to ask the Senator from New Hampshire another 
question. I understand the fact to be that certain accommoda- 
tions were provided for at the junction of Fifteenth street and 
H street, or possibly Fifteenth street and the Avenue, with what 
is known as the “ herdic line.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. CARTER. It contemplated an improvement of the serv- 
ice of the herdic line by substituting for the present ungainly 
busses running upon Fifteenth street, Massachusetts avenue, and 
Sixteenth street certain electrical wagons or busses. I was in- 
formed by some one representing the herdic company that the 


only obstacle in the way of a betterment of that service rested in 


the refusal of the street railway companies to exchange tickets; 
that unless a permanent system of exchange could be secured 
it would be impossible to secure the capital for the necessary 
betterments and improvements of that service. 

I think it is a matter of common knowledge here that the 
service referred to—the herdic service—ought either to be abol- 
ished or improved. It is thoroughly undesirable as it is. The 
old busses are ungainly ; the service is slow and unsatisfactory, 
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and the people along the line have been in hopes for years that 
something would be done to insure the betterment of that par- 
ticular transportation service. Now, does this bill provide for 
the exchange of tickets? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does not, Mr. President; but I will say 
to the Senator that there has never been any trouble on that 
point. They haye always had an exchange of tickets. They 
have never been refused that privilege notwithstanding the 
rattletrap conveyances they have. The railroad company ex- 
changes tickets constantly with them without any objection from 
any source. And the railroad company tell me there never will 
be any trouble about that at all; that they are glad to exchange 
tickets. 


Mr. CARTER. My understanding is, that while expressing a 


willingness to exchange the street car companies will not enter 
into any contract whereby exchanges will be made, and thus the 
herdic company is dependent upon their sweet will from day to 
day as to whether the exchanges will be allowed. 

If any amendment should be offered here, I would insist 
that the amendment require a very radical improvement in the 
herdic service by the substitution for the present power of elec- 
tric or some power other than the horses. 

I am astonished that the Humane Society does not interpose an 
objection to the continuance of these busses, drawn by old crow- 
bait horses, which we are compelled to see painfully laboring 
along the streets from day to day, hauling the busses after them. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is right about that. I fully 
sympathize with him as a humane man. That company has 
never been required to pay taxes. I do not know but that has 
been all right. It does not pay any taxes on its equipment as 
the railroad companies do. 3 

Mr. CARTER. The horses certainly would not warrant any 
taxes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No. I can assure the Senator that, eyen 
if an amendment is not placed in this bill, there will be no 
trouble about that. I am sure that the corporations in this 
District as well as the citizens would welcome an improvement 
in that service. But how it will result in an improvement to 
put a provision in this bill compelling the railroad corporations 
to exchange tickets with them when they are doing it now and 
have done it for the last five, six, seven, or eight years, and 
without any complaint, surpasses my comprehension. 

Mr. CARTER. I can not conceive that the desired amend- 
ment can be framed so as to become a part of this bill upon 
the spur of the moment, but I do hope the Committee on the 
District of Columbia will see to it that a bill is reported here 
or that an amendment to the District appropriation bill is pre- 
sented which will fix a limit of time beyond which the herdics 
as at present conducted can not occupy the public streets as a 
means of public conveyance. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will prepare such a bill, I 
assure him that the committee will take it up. 

Mr. CARTER. Furthermore, I think the railway companies 
should be compelled, in the same bill, to provide permanent ex- 
changes when such motive power may be provided as the Com- 
missioners of the District will approve as satisfactory. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
if there is anything in this bill that by any possibility would 
authorize the companies running these cars to make new loca- 
tions upon streets which are not already occupied by the differ- 
ent companies? 

Mr. GALLINGER. In answer to that, Mr. President, I will 
say that the bill does authorize some such extensions, they being 
absolutely. necessary for the companies to reach the Union Sta- 
tion. The Senator is aware of the fact that the lines of neither 
of these railway companies go very close to the new Union Sta- 
tion. They were built to accommodate travel to and from the 
two existing railroad stations, and now it is proposed to com- 
pel them—they are not asking for this, but we are compelling 
them—to extend their lines to the new Union Station. We have 
very carefully examined the streets over which it will be neces- 
sary for them to go, and we are satisfied that the routes are 
designed to accommodate travel and to do injustice to nobody. 
The necessity exists for extending these lines along certain 
streets that are not now occupied by street railways. 

Mr. HALE. I expected that answer. I suppose it is a ne- 
cessity that the lines should be extended from where they now 
run for comparatively short spaces in order to reach the great 
station. But is there anything in the bill aside from that 
which authorizes any of these companies to change their ex- 
isting routes or to add to them by occupying any streets ex- 
cept where it is necessary for the present lines to be extended 
to reach the station? è 

Mr. GALLINGER. Nothing whatever. I will say to the 
Senator there is no provision of that kind in the bill. 
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Mr. HALE. What is the longest space upon new streets 
that any company is authorized by this bill to occupy in order 
to reach the depot? r 

Mr. GALLINGER. Offhand I am unable to state that to the 
Senator; but the Capital Traction Company especially has to 
travel quite a little distance to cross to the station. The other 
company has got to extend its lines, I think, at two different 
points. The distance I ean not give the Senator definitely. I 
will say to the Senator that a careful inquiry concerning this 
matter of persons who are supposed to know something about 
it reveals the fact that it will involve an expenditure of some 
nine or ten hundred thousand dollars on the part of these 
companies. That may be slightly excessive, but that is the 
information I gather. 

Mr. HALE. Can the Senator tell us what extension is 
contemplated by this act for the Capital Traction Company— 
not perhaps in distance, but where does it apply? 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Secretary will read the provision 
relating to the extension of the Capital Traction Company it , 
will reveal what the Senator from Maine desires to have in- 
formation concerning. = i 

oa VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

Mr. HALE. Before the Secretary begins I suppose the Sena- 
tor, with his great knowledge, more than all of us possess on 
the subject, sees what I am after. I do not want to find after- 
wards that there has crept into this bill—I know it would not by 
consent of the Senator—any provision that allows any of these 
companies to parallel their lines and to make what is called 
“a new cross-town road.” : 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; there is nothing whatever of that 
kind. On the contrary, these companies naturally want to build 
as short extensions as possible. There is no provision for a new 
railroad, I will state to the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. Nor for the occupation of any of the streets 

Mr. GALLINGER. Nothing whateyer, except extensions on 
streets that are absolutely essential. 

Mr. HALE. That it is so important to retain for general 
travel. Not many streets have been allowed to be left for general 
travel. The different street railroad companies in the city have 
grasped and gobbled up almost all of them, and there are only 
a few cross-town streets—K, L, M, N, and one or two others—that 
are left. I do not propose that any of these shall be confiscated 
further for railway purposes, so far as I am concerned, if I can 
prevent it. 

Mr. CULLOM. And Massachusetts avenue. 

Mr. HALE. And Massachusetts avenue, some part of which 
is already occupied. I am glad to have the assurance of the 
Senator that he has so carefully scrutinized the bill that under 


no circumstances can these companies claim that any of the ag- 


gressions to which I have alluded are justified and authorized 
by the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is assured on that point. 
I remember the fact that some of us did at one time advocate 
a cross-town line coming down M street. That has not only 
been abandoned by those who were promoting it outside, but it 
has been abandoned by the committee. There is nothing in this 
bill that could be objected to on that point. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

Mr. MALLORY. Has the bill been read? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was read, and the request was 
made that the Secretary should reread a certain portion of the 
bill. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to hear the whole bill read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read again the bill. 

The Secretary again read the bill. 

Mr. CARTER.. Mr. President, in line with the suggestion 
made by the Senator from Maine, I desire to call attention to 
the fact that New Jersey avenue will be about the only un- 
obstructed driveway leading from the new Union Station. That 
avenue extends northwesterly, and it is provided here that a 
double-track railway shall be constructed along New Jersey 
avenue from the circle at Massachusetts avenue a mile or more 
to the northwest in the center of New Jersey avenue. I should 
like very much to see that great avenue preserved, or some 
outlet at least preserved unobstructed by street-railway tracks 
for persons desiring to get to the station by some other line of 
conveyance. Massachusets avenue, extending northwest, is nom 
obstructed by railway tracks. G street will likewise be ob- 
structed. i 

Mr. HALE. Itis now. 

Mr. CARTER. It is now to an extent. The avenues to the 
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south, as we know, are obstructed by street-railway tracks, and 
this bill provides that the only outlet on which a carriage can 
be driven from the new station, to wit, New Jersey avenue, in 
a northwesterly direction is to have a double street-railway 
track constructed through it up to Florida avenue, which it in- 
tersects, I think, a mile or more to the northwest. I do believe 
that avenue should be protected from this invasion. 

It seems to me that it would be only proper to require these 
railroad companies to run out Massachusetts avenue on existing 
tracks two or three blocks and then to run directly north on 
some of the unoccupied streets, if need be. But the question 
raised by the Senator from Maine leads to a comment upon 
exactly what this bill provides for, and it provides in this par- 
ticular for just what the Senator from Maine desires to avoid. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to inquire why is this exten- 
sion of New Jersey avenue sought by the railroad companies. 
My impression, when I first had my attention called to the bill— 
and that was while I was a member of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia—was that they simply wished to connect 
the Union Depot with their present lines and not to build any 
additional lines taking up any streets of the city that had not 
heretofore been occupied by their tracks. 

Now, from what the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER] says 
it appears that there is incorporated in the bill a purpose to 
iake up the only broad thoroughfare that is left leading from 
the Union Depot to the northwest and to block it by a set of 
double tracks. I do not think that that matter has been thor- 
oughly understood, and unless there is some good reason shown 
why that provision of the bill should stand I would oppose it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, the rea- 
son is that there is a railroad terminus at Seventh street and 
Florida avenue, and the people reaching that point desiring to 

_get to the Union Station in a direct line would necessarily have 
to be accommodated in this way. That is the reason for it. It 
may not be an adequate reason, but that is the only reason I 

-can give the Senator. If this extension is not authorized they 
will be compelled to go long distances out of their way to reach 
the Union Station. 

I will suggest further, Mr. President, that if the company 
should be denied the privilege of laying a track on New Jersey 
avenue there will be the usual disturbance on the part of the 
residents on any narrow street that it may be proposed to oc- 
cupy. Senators know what that means. The Committee on 
the District of Columbia certainly understands what it means, 
and have been obstructed at almost every point in attempting 
to get necessary accommodations to the people of the District of 
Columbia by protests from citizens along the narrow streets 
where it has been attempted to lay a railroad track. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia will be stated. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, after the word“ aye- 
nue,” at the end of line 6, page 1, to insert: 

With such northerly deviation as may be necessary to bring the 


tracks immediately in front of, and adjacent to, the main entrance to 
the Union Station. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 2, page 2, line 14, after 
the word “ authorized,” to insert: 


Also a double-track loop on the Union Station plaza connecting with 
the four tracks provided for in section 6. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 8, page 2, line 22, after 
the words “Union Station,” to strike out “thence across said 
plaza to Massachusetts avenue” and insert: 

Together with a double-track loop passing in front of the station on 
said plaza. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, page 3, line 5, after 
the word “avenue,” to insert: 

Also a double-track extension for connecting its lines from First and 
B streets NE. southerly along First street to B street SE. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I disclaim familiarity with this 
bill, but I so heartily agree with the proposition of the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Hate] that I think it is well for the judgment 
of the Senate to be invoked on the question of granting street- 
extension privileges to the railroads in order to let them into 
the Union Station. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] is correct 
in siying that this bill does not authorize any street-railway ex- 
tension except in connection with the Union Station; but, Mr. 
President, if you will read the lines from line 25, on page 2, 
to line 8, on page 3, you will find that this is about the largest 
street-extension privilege given to the railway corporations in 
the District in a decade, It connects of course with the Union 


Station precisely as a mile of railroad out in California con- 
nect with the railroad in New York by having switches put in. 

I do think that in order to get more mature consideration of 
this subject the amendment just read should be disagreed to. 
If that be the view of the Senate (and I think that view is 
founded on good sound public policy), at the proper time I 
shall move to strike out all after the word“ avenue“ in line 25 
to and including the word “avenue” in line 5, page 3, so as to 
actually cut out of the bill these extensive privileges not neces- 
sary to reach the Union Station. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
to withdraw any further consideration of this bill to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over without prej- 
udice. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish, as chairman of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, to say a word before the bill is laid 
over. This bill has had the most careful consideration of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and particularly of 
the Engineer Commissioner of the District of Columbia, who is 
one of the most careful and conscientious officials that any 
municipality ever had; and the committee have given a great 
deal of thought and time to the subject. They believe it is a 
publie necessity ; but if for any reason the Senate of the United 
States thinks otherwise, and it is deemed desirable that we shall 
have a Union Station and not have adequate means of reaching 
it, it makes quite as little difference to me as it possibly can to 
any other Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over without preju- 
dice. The next bill on the Calendar will be stated. 


INSPECTION OF CERTAIN AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS. 


The bill (S. 5945) providing for an inspection of certain 
agricultural products, and for other purposes, was announced as 
next in order, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, this is a bill of very vast compre- 
hension, and I think it had better go to the Calendar under 
Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go to the Calendar 
under Rule IX, at the request of the Senator from Maine. 


AUTHORITY OVER INSURANCE BUSINESS, 


The next business in order was the resolution introduced by 
Mr. Cunnerson, directing the Judiciary Committee to consider 
and report to the Senate whether Congress has authority under 
the Constitution to supervise and regulate business of marine, 
fire, or life insurance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. When was that resolution introduced, Mr. 
President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was introduced December 6, 
1905, and reported by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] 
on June 25, 1906. : 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, Mr. President, a written report was 
submitted from the Judiciary Committee expressing the opinion 
that Congress possessed no such power, and informing the Sen- 
ate that the views of the committee would be later more fully 
presented. So I think the resolution had better go to the Cal- 
endar under Rule IX. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go to the Cal- 
endar under Rule IX, at the request of the Senator from Wis- 
consin. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


PANAMA RAILROAD. 


The bill (S. 6539) to control the direction and management 
of the Panama Railroad was announced as next in order. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask tbat the bill may go over without 
prejudice, and give notice that at a very early day, on the reas- 
sembling of Congress after the holidays, I will call it up and 
ask the Senate to take action upon it, merely remarking now, 
if the Senate will permit me, that the legislation of Congress is 
more needed in the enactment of this bill or some bill of that 
kind than it is needed on any other subject in regard to the 
Panama Canal, both for the purpose of saving the credit and 
honor of the Government and saving vast unnecessary expendi- 
tures in the construction of the canal, and for the express 
purpose of getting within the control and direction of the 
Canal Commission all the facilities that the Government may 
exercise in connection with canal construction, so that there 
shall be no hang-on of any other corporation or any other 
power which hitherto has been and at present is a dead drag 
on the canal construction and has been cause of waste, if not 
other worse dispositions, of large sums of money. 
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The VICH-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from 
Alabama, the bill will go over without prejudice. 


AMENDMENT TO THE RULES--CONFERENCE REPORTS. 


The next business in order was an amendment reported by 
Mr. Batrey, from the Committee on Rules, relating to points 
of order on new matter that may be included in conference re- 
ports, ete. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment to the 
rules will lie over. 


IHOT SPRINGS MOUNTAIN RESERVATION, ARK. 


The bill (S. 6498) to amend an act entitled “An act conferring 
jurisdiction upon United States commissioners over offenses 
committed in a portion of the permanent Hot Springs Mountain 
Reservation, Ark.,“ approved April 20, 1904, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to amend section 6 of 
the act entitled “An act conferring jurisdiction upon United 
States commissioners over offenses committed in a portion of 
the permanent Hot Springs Mountain Reservation, Ark.,” ap- 
proved April 20, 1904, so as to read as follows: 

Sec. 6. That any United States commissioner, duly appointed by the 
United States circuit court for the eastern district of Arkansas, and re- 
siding in said district, shall bave power and jurisdiction to hear and 
act upon all complaints made of any and all violations of this act, or of 
the rules and regulations of the Secretary of the Interior, referred to 
therein. That such commissioner shall haye power, upon sworn com- 
plaint, to issue process in the name of the United States for the arrest 
of any person charged with the doing, otherwise than in compliance 
with the rules and regulations- of the Secretary of the Interior, of any 
act with reference to the matters which the Secretary of the Interior 
in section 4 of this act is authorized to regulate, or in violation of such 
rules and regulations, or in violation of any provision of this act, or 
with any misdemeanor or other like offense the punishment provided 
for which does not exceed a fine of $100, to try the person thus charged, 
and if found guilty, to impose the penalty prescribed. In all cases of 
conviction an appeal shall lie from the judgment of any such commis- 
sioner to the United States district court for the eastern district of 
Arkansas. The said United States district court shall prescribe rules 
of procedure and practice for such commissioners in the trial of cases 
and with reference to said appeals. 


Section 2 proposes to amend section 7 of the act by striking 
out the words “ said commissioner,” in the first line thereof, and 
inserting in lieu thereof the words “ any such commissioner.” 

Mr. BERRY. From what committee does that bill come? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was reported by the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to make an inquiry of the 
chairman of the committee as to whether or not it was the in- 
tention of the committee and thought by them to be proper for 
Congress to provide that rules or regulations made by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior should haye the force and effect of law to 
the extent that a criminal prosecution should be based upon 
them? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The answer to the inquiry of 
the Senator from Idaho is that this is not an original proposi- 
tion. It is simply an amendment of existing law in force in 
that reservation, so as to confer jurisdiction upon a United 
States commissioner to act in certain cases of violation of the 
law. The old law does not, as a matter of fact, designate the 
commissioner. This is a reenactment of the old law, except the 
old law says that “said commissioner shall have power,” etc., 
to do certain acts, but that was the first mention of the commis- 
sioner in the old act. The amendment proposed by the present 
bill defines the commissioner and confers jurisdiction upon any 
commissioner of the United States circuit court for the eastern 
district of Arkansas. 

Nr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I think a bad practice has 
grown up in conferring legislative powers upon the Secretary 
of the Interior throngh the making of rules and regulations 
that shall have the force and effect of law, in that a criminal 
prosecution may. be based upon their violation. The commis- 
sioner should have power to enforce laws, he being to a cer- 
tain extent a judicial officer. That is correct and consistent 
with the system of our Government; but this proposition is not 
so at all. The practice should be abolished; that is to say, it 
should no longer be countenanced or recognized as one of the 
functions of an executive or administrative officer of the Gov- 
ernment to enact criminal statutes. It is a dangerous power to 
place in their hands. 

I notice that this amendment places the rules and regulations 
of the commissioner upon exactly the same footing as a crim- 
inal statute enacted by Congress. It is a bad precedent. The 
precedent has been established; it exists; but it ought not to 
exist. Those rules and regulations ought not to have the force 
and effect of a criminal statute. They can be enforced through 
the commissioner, but a law can be enacted covering the whole 
subject, and that law can be enforced, the initiative being taken 
through the commissioner, and the crime of a party charged 


with violating the law can be punished the same as any other 
crime. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. As a general proposition I am en- 
tirely in accord with the Senator from Idaho; but the Senator 
will understand that in this particular case under the circum- 
stances it would be absolutely impossible for Congress to enter 
into all the details of the management of the Hot Springs reser- 
vation. 

Years ago we passed a statute in regard to the Yellowstone 
National Park reserve, giving the United States commissioner 
there authority to execute the laws as regards certain misde- 
meanors. The regulations were made by the Secretary of the 
Interior. In that particular instance they have worked remark- 
ably well, and the reservation has been well governed. 

In many respects the Hot Springs reservation might be in the 
same class. There are one hundred and one infractions of law 
and order there the punishment for which can not possibly be 
provided for in a legislative enactment. The reservation is 
under the control of the Secretary of the Interior, and he is 
given authority to make certain rules and regulations. 

The question does not come up for the first time in this bill. 
The authority is given in the old act of 1894. This is simply a 
statute which, instead of saying “said commissioner,” provides 
that any such commissioner ” shall act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to ask the Senator from Wyoming 
what powers are given by this bill that were not given in the 
original act? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I do not think any. 

Mr. BERRY. Then what is the difficulty? Have the courts 
decided that there was something in the former act which Con- 
gress was not authorized to enact? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Not at all. Authority was given, 
as stated, in section 4, prescribing the official who was to admin- 
ister this law. It says in section 4 that “said commissioner 
shall have power,” etc. Evidently the person who drew the law 
omitted in the former part of it to insert the words “ United 
States commissioner for the eastern district of Arkansas.” The 
object of this bill is to cure that defect. 

Mr. BERRY. Do I understand that there are no additional 
powers or authority given by this bill that are not contained in 
the original law? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Not so far as I know, and none so 
far as indicated by letters received from the Department of the 
Interior regarding the bill. 

Mr. BERRY. It only gives power to the United States com- 
missisner on the reservation as to offenses committed there? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is all. 75 

Mr. BERRY. I never heard of the bill before. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. A law has been in operation for 
two or three years, but it has the defect which it is proposed to 
cure by this bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION AND MILITARY-RECORD BILLS. 


Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, as some Senators desire a 
brief executive session this afternoon, and as it is now nearly 
4 o'clock, I should like to ask unanimous consent at this time 
that to-morrow morning, after the routine morning business, the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of unobjected pension bills 
and bills to correct military records on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
asks unanimous consent that after the conclusion of the routine 
morning business to-morrow the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of unobjected pension bills and bills to correct military 
records. Is there objection? 

Mr. SPOONER. May I inquire of the Senator from North 
Dakota how long that will take? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think in the neighborhood of an hour 
and a half or two hours—probably not more than an hour and a 
half. I think we shall certainly be through with the bills re- 
ferred to before 2 o’clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 
The Chair hears none, and that order is made. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After thirteen minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 
o'clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-mor- 
row, Wednesday, December 19, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


508 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 18, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 18, 1906. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Russell H, Dunn, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Sabine, in the State of Texas. New office, created by 
act of Congress approyed June 19, 1906. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE PORTO RICO PROVISIONAL REGIMENT OF 
INFANTRY. 


To be captains. 


First Lieut. William S. Woodruff, Porto Rico Provisional Regi- 
ment of Infantry, from November 20, 1906, vice Field, appointed 
adjutant. 

First Lieut. Laurance Angel, Porto Rico Provisional Regiment 
of Infantry, from November 20, 1906, vice Graham, appointed 
commissary. 

CHAPLAIN IN NAVY ON RETIRED LIST WITH RANK OF REAR-ADMIRAL. 

Chaplain Frank B. Rose, United States Navy, retired, with 
the rank of captain, to be a chaplain on the retired list of officers 
of the Navy with the rank of rear-admiral from the 29th day of 
June, 1906, in accordance with a provision contained in the na- 
yal appropriation act approved June 29, 1906. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Charles Walter, of Independence, Cal., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Independence, Cal., vice Richard Fysh, term expired. 

William Ashley, jr., of Rathdrum, Idaho, to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Coeur d'Alene, Idaho, vice Charles D. Warner, 
term expired. 

Fred C. Bradley, of Hailey, Idaho, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Hailey, Idaho, vice William A. Hodgman, resigned. 

- Benjamin C. Barbor, of Nezperce, Idaho, to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Lewiston, Idaho, vice Charles H. Garby, term ex- 
pired. 

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 

John F. Armstrong, of California, to be register of the land 
office at Sacramento, Cal., his term haying expired. (Reappoint- 
ment.) 

+ Henry W. Kiefer, of Idaho Falls, Idaho, to be register of the 
land Ss at Blackfoot, Idaho, vice Lorenzo R. Thomas, term 
expir 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 18,1906. 
SOLICITOR OF THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR. 


Charles Earl, of Maryland, to be Solicitor of the Department 
of Commerce and Labor. 
JUDGE OF THE UNITED STATES COURT FOR CHINA. 

Lebbeus R. Wilfley, of Missouri, to be judge of the United 

States court for China. 
MARSHALS. 

Arthur W. Merrifield, of Montana, to be United States marshal 
for the district of Montana. 

Edson S. Bishop, of Connecticut, to be United States marshal 
for the district of Connecticut. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Midshipman Francis J. Cleary to be an ensign in the Navy 
from the 3d day of February, 1905, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of an act of Congress approved June 30, 1906. 

Assistant engineers with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade) 
to be passed assistant engineers with the rank of lieutenant 
(junior grade) on the retired list. 

Henry D. Sellman, 

Alexander H. Price, 

Joseph S. Greene, 

Daniel A. Sawyer, 

James W. Patterson, 

James G. Littig, 

William G. McEwan, 

William H. Platt, and 

George C. Drinen. 

Col. Robert L. Meade, of the Marine Corps, to be a brigadier- 
general on the retired list of officers of the Marine Corps, from 
the 29th day of June, 1906, in accordance with a provision con- 
tained in the naval appropriation act approved on that date. 

rosr MASTERS. 
ALASKA. 
Robert H. Hubbard to be postmaster at Douglas, Alaska. 
COLORADO. 

R. Lincoln Pence to be postmaster at Ault, in the county of 

Weld and State of Colorado. A 


ILLINOIS. 
Joseph H. Coffman to be postmaster at Augusta, in the county 
of Hancock and State of Illinois. 5 
Silas H. Aldridge to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the 
county of Hancock and State of Illinois. 
INDIANA. 


John Sharp to be postmaster at Frankton, in the county of 
Madison and State of Indiana. 
IOWA. 
Le Roy E. Cox to be postmaster at Belle Plaine, in the county 
of Benton and State of Iowa. 
Charles H. Smith to be postmaster at N in the 
county of Marshall and State of Iowa. 


KANSAS. 


Cyrus MeN. Scott to be postmaster at Arkansas City, in the 
county of Cowley and State of Kansas. 
MAINE. 
Lewis C. Flagg to be postmaster at Berwick, in the county of 
York and State of Maine. 


Joshua W. Black to be postmaster at Searsport, iu the county 
of Waldo and State of Maine. 
MICHIGAN. 
Orrin T. Hoover to be postmaster at Chelsea, in the county of 
Washtenaw and State of Michigan. 
Milo N. Johnson to be postmaster at Northville, in the county 
of Wayne and State of Michigar. 
Everett N. Clark to be postmaster at Wyandotte, in the county 
of Wayne and State of Michigan. 
Charles H. Pulver to be postmaster at Dundee, in the county 
of Monroe and State of Michigan. 
NEW YORE, 
Arthur H. Goldsmith to be postmaster at Floral Park, in the 
country of Nassau and State of New York. 
Fred A. Edwards to be postmaster at Holley, in the county 
of Orleans and State of New York. 
John F. Kelley to be postmaster at Kings Park, in the county 
of Suffolk and State of New York. 
Malcolm C. Judson to be postmaster at Norfolk, in the county 
of St. Lawrence and State of New York. 
Adolph Bluestone to be postmaster at Canaseraga, in the 
county of Alleghany and State of New York. 
Frank B. Barnard to be postmaster at Dunkirk, in the county 
of Chautauqua and State of New York. 
Selah H. Van Duzer to be postmaster at Horseheads, in the 
county of Chemung and State of New York. 
Frederick R. Smith to be postmaster at Norwood, in the 
county of St. Lawrence and State of New York. 
Samuel R. Riley to be postmaster at Bronxville, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Sallie M. Meritt to be postmaster at Mifin, in the county of 
Juniata and Siate of Pennsylvania. 
Claude H. Heath to be postmaster at Eldred, in the county of 
McKean and State of Pennsylvania. 
James M. Worrall to be postmaster at Kennett Square, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 
RHODE ISLAND. 
Jonathan Bateman to be postmaster at Manville, in the 
county of Providence and State of Rhode Island. 
Albert C. Landers to be postmaster at Newport, in the county 
of Newport and State of Rhode Island. 
Arthur W. Stedman to be postmaster at Wakefield, in the 
county of Washington and State of Rhode N 
VERMONT. 
Georgia E. Lewis to be postmaster at North Troy, 
county of Orleans and State of Vermont. . 


WYOMING. 


William Rogers to be postmaster at Green River, in the 
county of Sweetwater and State of Wyoming. 


in the 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuxsbax, December 18, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer by Rev. Dr. M. L. Levy, of San Francisco. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF COMMITTEE. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow- 
ing communication, which the Clerk will read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


COMMITTEE ON THE TERRITORIES, 
HOTSE OF REPRESENT. Te UNITED STATES, 
Washingten, D. C., December 16, 1906. 
Hon. JOSEPH G. CANNON, 


Speaker of the H ouse of Representatives United States. 
Dear Sin: I hereby tender my resignation as a member of the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, to take effect at once. 
Very truly, JoHN A. Moon. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, Mr. Moon will be re- 
lieved from service on the Committee on the Territories. 
There was no objection. 


POSTAL FRAUD ORDERS. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for a reprint of the bill H. R. 16548 and the report 
thereon, the bill providing for a judicial review of fraud orders. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it-is so ordered. 


SHOSHONE INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 21202) fixing the 
time for homestead entrymen on lands embraced in the Wind 
River or Shoshone Indian Reservation to establish residence on 
the same, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it oe, etc., That homestead entrymen on lands formerly em- 
braced in the Wind River or Shoshone Indian Reservation, in Wyoming, 
which were opened to entry under the provisions of the act approved 
March 3, 1905, shall have six months after the date of filing upon 
their lands, or until May 15, 1907, to establish residence upon the lands 
entered by them. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman from Wyoming why this time 
needs to be extended. The other day we passed a similar bill, 
and now we are asked to pass a bill of similar import. Is 
the fault the fault of Congress in enacting legislation or the 
fault of the administrative branch of the Government ad- 
ministering the law? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, it is not anyone’s fault. It 
is a condition. These lands were opened to entry on the 15th 
ef August. Under the homestead law and regulations the 
homestead entrymen must establish residence within six months 
of the date of entry. The expiration of the six months occurs 
on the 15th of February, midwinter. This is a region in which 
it was impossible for the settlers when they first made entry to 


establish their homes and the intent of the legislation is to give“ 


them until May 15, a reasonable time in the sprinz, within 
which to build their houses to establish themselves permanently 
upon their lands. 

Mr. MANN. I understand that, but here is a law which re- 
quires that the entrymen shall enter upon the land within six 
months of the entry, as I understand it. 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; and a wise law it is. 

Mr. MANN. ‘Thereupon the administrative branch of the 
Government fixes it so that entries shall be filed in August, 
making it impossible for most people who desire to enter upon 
the land to comply with the provisions of the law and enter 
upon it in midwinter, thereby giving a species of favoritism to 
certain people who may be able to make entries and trust to 
some Member of Congress or to the mercy of Congress itself to 
give him a special privilege and extension of time. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman unintentionally 
misstates the case. The provisions of the homestead law and 
the decisions under it which make it necessary that settlers 
shall establish residence upon their entry within six months are 
wise, but in opening Indian reservations to entry the time when 
filings may be made is set by the Congress with a view of accom- 
modating intending settlers from all parts of the Union. In this 
particular case it was first provided by law that the first entries 
should be made on the 15th of June, but the railways building 
to that region, over which intending settlers from Illinois and 
Iowa and elsewhere must travel going to the reservations, were 
unable to complete their extensions into the region, and it be- 
came necessary, in order to make it possible for intending set- 
tlers from all over the country to reach the region, to delay the 
date of entry two months, and settlers from all the Union 
were given an equal opportunity to participate in the drawing, 
and then, if they were fortunate enough to secure a low number, 
to make a filing, which many of them did. 

But it occurred that this delay brought the six months in 
midwinter. Now, surely no harm is done by giving all of those 
settlers who made their entries under the law until the spring- 
time within which to establish their residence on the desert 


lands, where, until they have constructed their canals, it is im- 
possible for them to grow crops. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, I am informed, 
I do not know how reliably, various people who would have en- 
tered upon this land did not complete the filing of their papers 
for the very reason that under the law they would be required to 
enter upon the actual physical -possession of the land in mid- 


winter. 
plane. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, if there was any qualified 
entryman who failed to file on his land for that reason, I never 
heard of him. It has been the practice of Congress for years, 
known of all men everywhere, and particularly to men who go to 
openings of Indian reservations 

Mr. MANN. Particularly to men from Wyoming. 

Mr. MONDELL. That this body always extends the time 
where the expiration of the six months falls in midwinter, It 
has been done in a multitude of cases. It has been done on 
every Indian reservation that I know of where that condition 
has existed for years past. 

Mr. MANN. I may say to the gentleman it may be known to 
all men, but there is at least one man who did not know it, and, 
on the contrary, when I was asked by some people of my city in 
reference to it, I did not know there was any such custom or 
regulation, and so informed them. 

Mr. MONDELL. I did not suppose there was any such igno- 
rant individual as that in the State of Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. I did not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. MONDELL. I did not know the State of Illinois har- 
bored an individual so ignorant of the usual action of Congress 
in such cases. 

Mr. MANN. The State of Illinois does. We appreciate in 
the State of Illinois that all wisdom lies in the State of 
Wyoming. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the 8 yield to 
me for a statement? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will be pleased to do so. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I would like to state for the 
benefit of the gentleman from Illinois that the law does not 
provide that a homestead settler has six months within which 
to establish a residence, but the law has been construed that 
if a settler establishes a residence within six months he is 
within the law; but the law itself does not state that after an 
entryman makes his entry he has six months within which 
to establish a residence thereon, but the preyailing opinion of 
the people generally in the country is, the law having been so 
administered, that they have in fact six months to establish 
their residence. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman speaks of the prevailing opinion. 
That is what I am complaining of. It is knowledge which the 
people of some particular States have which is not shared by 
the people of the rest of the country. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Now, personally I have 
never advocated any legislation granting an extension of time 
to homestead settlers that fail to establish their residence 
within six months, but it is a fact that since I have been in 
Congress bills similar to this have been passed, and only the 
other day we passed one, I believe, for the Crow Reserva- 
tion, in Montana, exactly on the same basis on which this 
stands, and a similar bill was passed affecting the Rosebud 
settlers, of South Dakota, and one affecting the settlers in the 
Devils Lake Reservation, in South Dakota, in the last Congress, 
and, as the gentleman from Wyoming has stated, we have es- 
tablished a precedent for extending the time until spring where 
an opening occurred so late in the season that the six months 
expired in the winter months. Now I yield to the gentleman 
from IIIinois [Mr. STERLING]. 

Mr. STERLING. Has it ever occurred that acts have been 
passed extending the time for persons entering other lands than 
Indian reservations? Why can not it apply to all settlers? I 
know a dozen persons in my county who went to South Dakota 
last July or August and entered land and have been trying to 
get an extension through the Department of the Interior, and 
can not, of course, under the law. Why can not a law of this 
kind be applied to persons on other lands? 

Mr. MONDELL. Let me answer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. There is no reason that I 
know of why it can not be done if it is done in one case. 

Mr. STERLING. Has it ever been done in any case except 
on Indian reservations? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Not to my knowledge; but 
the conditions are somewhat different. These reservation lands 
are being sold for the benefit of the Indians, and in many 
instances the price paid for the land is considerable, whereas 


It seems to me everybody ought to be on the same 
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under the general land laws the homestead settlers can get 
title to their land simply by residence and improvement and 
are not required to pay anything if they comply with the law 
as to improvement and residence. 

Mr. MONDELL. I want to say to the gentleman that there 
is another and altogether more important difference; that in 
the case of the gentleman my friend refers to they could have 
filed upon their lands at any time; they could have title in 
May or July as well as in August; but these men could not 
make a filing until the 15th day of August, and they must make 
a filing by the 15th day of August or else not secure their lands 
at all. 

Mr. STERLING. Let me ask the gentleman a question, 
Does the gentleman know of any instances where time has been 
extended other than on Indian reservations that have been 
sold? 

Mr. MONDELL. It has been customary to extend the time 
wherever public lands were opened—and, of course, the opening 
of public lands means generally the opening of Indian lands— 
wherever the opening of public lands occurs at a given date and 
the expiration of the six months from that day occurs in mid- 
winter, giving the settler until the spring within which to estab- 
lish his residence upon his land; and that has been the almost 
uniform practice of the House. It has occurred in many, many 
instances. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MONDELL. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE, The date of the opening of these lands is fixed 
in the original act, I suppose? 

Mr. MONDELL. It is. 

Mr. PAYNE. So it would be entirely competent for Congress 
to take into consideration when the original act was passed 
and fix the date, so that they would not have to take up these 
entries and hold them during the winter months. For instance, 
we might have made the date on the ist of May next, instead 
of making it last August, and then the necessity for this legis- 
lation would be entirely obviated. May I ask the gentleman— 
he has had more or less to do with this class of legislation—why 
the committee, and he, as the originator of the bill, have not 
before this seen to it that the date was fixed in the spring for 
me opening, in order to facilitate the settlers in acquiring these 
ands? 

Mr. MONDELL. I said a moment ago that in the original 
bill, which I had the honor to introduce, this opening was pro- 
vided for on the 15th of June, which would give the entryman 
some four or fiye months before the oncoming of winter in 
which to build his house; but owing to the fact that railways 
building to the reservation were delayed in construction, so that 
intending settlers could not reach the regions the 15th of June, 
Congress extended the time until the 15th of August, at which 
time the railroads will reach that region. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think we carry the doctrine that everybody 
understands what the law is to a pretty extreme limit. A bill 
was beaten in the House yesterday because it was alleged an 
alien ought to know more than the court did about our laws in 
regard to naturalization. That was the principal argument 
made against the bill. Now, you come in with this extreme 
argument to-day that these people not only know what the law 
is, but know what it is to be; that Congress has had a uniform 
habit of extending the time whenever the time expired during 
the winter months, and that, therefore, they have relied upon 
this habit of Congress and have been negligent about putting up 
houses, which, I suppose, it takes a week to construct on those 
reservations, and for this reason these bills ought to pass. I 
have not objected to these bills before, and I am not going to 
object to-day, but it seems to me we have reached the extreme 
limit of where we ought. to presume that the people not only 
know what the law is, but what the law is to be. 

Mr. BABCOCK. * Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parlismentary in- 

airy. 
i The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know how long 
a request for unanimous consent is entitled to the floor? 

The SPEAKER. Until somebody demands the regular order. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the 
gentleman from Wyoming a question. Why is it necessary to 
present this bill? Is it not a fact that you can apply to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and have this law extended, as he has 
done in the Oklahoma Indian pasture case? 

Mr. MONDELL. That is not possible. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Your bill is the same kind of a 
bill and on all fours with the act opening the Kiowa and Co- 
manche Indian Reservation, in Oklahoma, which act provided 
that the Secretary of the Interior should dispose of these lands 
before the 6th day of December. He has refused to obey this 
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law, and by some Executive order he has, I understand, ex- 
tended the time until April next. There was no authority under 
that act for the Secretary to extend the time beyond December 
6, and I do not see why he can not, by issuing a similar order, 
extend the time in the case covered by your bill. 

Mr. RUCKER. If the gentleman will allow me, I will say 
that I have just received a reply to a letter of a constituent 
who wanted to go on this land. I had a letter from the Com- 
missioner, who stated that it could not be done, and that he 
must get out before the 15th of February. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That is a very remarkable propo- 
sition—that the Secretary of the Interior can do away with the 
law—as suggested by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. There is no question about the 
correctness of my statement. The law required the sale of these 
Indian pasture lands to be made before December 6, and they 
were not made, and he has extended the time specified by Con- 
gress, I understand, until April next. ` He has also withdrawn 
about 4,000,000 acres from allotment in the Choctaw Nation— 
land belonging to the Choctaws—and has refused to carry out 
an act of Congress requiring him fo allot these lands; and if 
he has refused in these two instances to carry out an act of 
Congress, why does not the gentleman apply to the Secretary of 
the Interior for relief, and not to Congress? 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Reserving the right to object, I 
will say to the gentleman from Wyoming, now, you know we 
have in our committee hearings about the coal and timber lands, 
showing that there has been a great deal of fever in trying to 
steal lands, and trying to run off with them; and I earnestly 
ask the gentleman whether or not this statute will cover any 
coal lands and would extend to or interfere at all with the tim- 
ber lands, which, under the policy of the President, we are try- 
ing to protect in the future? 

Mr. MONDELL. I have never heard anyone suggest that 
this covers any timber or coal lands. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do you know anything about it? 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not. This is the usual legislation, time 
and time again passed, referring to homestead settlers in the 
western wilderness who are not able to construct their homes 
in midwinter. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is it not a fact that some of the 
4,000,000 acres of Choctaw Indian lands that have been with- 
drawn from allotment in the Indian Territory are pine timber 
and coal lands? 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not know. These are lands in Wyo- 


“ming. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does not the gentleman know 
that these Choctaw lands that have been withdrawn are being 
sought by the railroad, coal, lumber, and oil trusts? 

Mr. MONDELL. I know nothing about that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will ask the gentleman, has the Sec- 
retary of the Interior asked for this? 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not think the Secretary has asked 
for it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What has he done? 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not think he has done anything. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Has his opinion been asked? 

Mr. MONDELL. No. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Then I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects. 


EXTENSION OF TWENTY-THIRD STREET NW. TO KALORAMA ROAD. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for present consideration 
of the Senate bill 133; and, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Clerk read the substitute instead of the original 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 133) authorizing the extension of Twenty-third street NW. to 
Kalorama road. 


Be it enacted, etc., That under and in accordance with the provisions 
of sections 491a to 491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 
of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, within sixty days after 
the passage of this act the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
be, and they are hereby. authorized and directed to institute in the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia a proceeding in rem to con- 
demn the land that may be necessary for the extension of Twenty-third 
street NW. from U street to Kalorama road, so as to include so much 
of lots 9 and 24, L. R. Tuttle's subdivision, and lots 1 and 18, block 
20, Kalorama Heights subdivision, as lie between two parallel curved 
lines 50 feet apart, the easterly of which * Spe at a point on north 
fine of lot 9, L. R. Tuttle’s subdivision, and 50 -feet easterly from the 
northwest corner thereof, and which passes thence in a southeasterly 
direction on a circular are with a radius of 512 feet, more or less, to a 
point on the west line of lot 24 of said subdivision, and 55 feet, 
more or less, from the southwestern corner of said lot. 

Sec. 2. That assessments shall be made by the jury as benefits, as 
contemplated in section 491g of the subchapter of the code hereinbefore 
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referred to: Provided, That the total amount found to be due and 
awarded as damages, plus the cost and expenses of the proceedings, shall 
be assessed by the sald jury as benefits, 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $300, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated, out of the revenues of the District of Co- 
lumbia, to provide the necessary funds for the costs and expenses of the 
condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid to the 
District of Columbia from the assessment for benefits when the same 
are collected, and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all judgments 
and awards is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District 
of Columbia, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that this bill 
provides for connection between Kalorama ayenue and Twenty- 
third street, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does it make any expense on the District? 

Mr. BABCOCK. It does not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is under the impression that on 
District day this bill is in order. Without a full examination of 
the precedents, the Chair will hold that the bill can be called up 
on District day. i 

Mr. BABCOCK. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that the opening 
of this short street does not require the expenditure of a single 
penny of the District or the United States’ money. It is to be 
paid for entirely by the property benefited, and the entire 
amount is to be assessed as benefits. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. I notice that, the third section appropriates 
$600 to pay the expenses of condemnation of this land, but it is 
to be paid out of the District revenues. 

Mr. BABCOOCK. But that is to be assessed on the property 
benefited in that particular section. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is to be collected back afterwards. I did 
not raise the point that it ought to be considered in Committee 
of the Whole, because it was appropriated from the District rev- 
enues and not from the money of the United States, and it 
might therefore be properly on the House Calendar; but there 
is an appropriation out of the District revenues of $600 in the 
first instance. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will say to the gentleman from New York 
that all street-opening bills carry an appropriation for condem- 
nation proceedings, and it carries an appropriation for payment 
of damages, but this is assessed upon the property and paid for 
in equal annual payments. If there be no further questions, I 
will ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substi- 
tute. 

The question was taken; and the substitute was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I want to suggest to the House 
that this seems to be a new departure on the part of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia in the form of the bill, 
which I am very glad to see. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Ob, no. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, it is comparatively new. The original 
bill was drawn in a different manner. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. This proposes that the condemnation proceed- 
ings shall determine the amount to be paid for the land con- 
demned, and also the expenses of those proceedings in addition 
are to be assessed upon the property. If I was allowed to 
criticise the action of so great a committee as that on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, I would say that the provisions are clumsily 
expressed, but I think they carry out that object. I think if 
the gentleman had gone to the statutes of some of the States— 
for instance, the State of New York—he would have found a 
little better method. There we provide that the condemnation 
shall first take place by a jury, but the jury do not fix the 
amount of the assessment afterwards. The jury ascertain the 
amount and the costs of the condemnation and then find that the 
amount shall be assessed upon the property according to the 
benefits, ratably, but the whole amount is assessed by the asses- 
sors of the municipality, so that there are two separate tribu- 
nals—one to fix the amount of the damages and another to fix 
the pro rata assessment of damages upon the property. I 
only throw this out as a suggestion to this committee, that in 
the future, perhaps, they may get a system that shall be a little 
more clearly expressed than it seems to be in this bill. I com- 
mend the object of the bill, and I think that it will work out all 
right in the end; but I think it would be better if we separated 
these tribunals. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gentle- 
man from New York that these bills which will be presented 
to the House this morning have been delayed for more than one 
year, awaiting the action of Congress and a subcommittee of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, upon which a dis- 
tinguished gentleman from New York served. He thought, and 
that committee thought, that they improved on the New York 


plan, instead of haying two tribunals, in only having one and 
closing it all up. Now, this Congress passed a law which pro- 
vides for the opening of all streets. Our street-opening bills 
are yery short now, except where there are unusual conditions. 
The law provides that the assessments shall be made for 
damages and benefits, and if the benefits are not sufficient, then 
the difference shall be paid by the District of Columbia; but 
these bills that we are reporting this morning provide that the 
property benefited must pay all, for the reason that the property 
owners interested and the Commissioners have all agreed to 
it. They say, “Open this street and we will pay all the ex- 
penses. A!l we ask is authority from Congress to do it.” 

Mr. PAYNE. Then this is a new departure. 

Mr. BABCOCK. We passed one bill at the last session. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understood the gentleman to say it was not a 
new departure. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, no. We passed a bill under the pres- 
ent statute at the last session. 

Mr. PAYNE. Only one bill; so that it is a new departure. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The gentleman may term it so. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am very glad to see that, but I hope the 
committee will reconsider the form of their bill in connection 
with the New York law, and notwithstanding the distinguished 
character of the committee and their judgment, I think that 
they could largely improve upon it if they would still further 
study the law of New York or of some other State—because 
the laws of the States are generally similar upon these sub- 
jects—and separate these tribunals, and let the damages first 
be assessed and afterwards the tax be laid upon the premises. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I realize, Mr. Speaker, that it is the New 
York idea to have as many tribunals as possible. In Congress 
here we try to simplify it and boil it down to one. Instead 
of a six or eight page bill, we do it all on one page. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the gentleman that in New 
York, after there is an award of damages, we do not hear so 
much complaint about people getting together and putting up 
the damages as we do in thé District of Columbia, especially 
where the Government tries to condemn a site for a public 
building. We do not have so much scandal about the amount 
of the award and about the people standing by each other in 
order to mulct the Government in an undue amount of damages. 
I commend to the gentleman a review of this subject in con- 
nection with the practice of the State of New York, or some 
other State that has a similar excellent statute upon this 
subject. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to me 
for a question? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I notice that section 2 contains 
a ‘proviso— 

That the total amount found to be due and awarded as damages, 


plus the cost and expenses of the proceedings, shall be assessed by the 
said jury as benefits. 


There is a limitation upon a jury called to assess certain 
sums that are to be paid by an adjacent owner. I want to ask 
the gentleman if that matter has received the attention of the 
committee as to whether or not it is competent for Congress to 
impose a limitation of that kind? Here is a jury called to assess 
damages, and the further duty is imposed upon them to provide 
for the expenses, and the method selected is to impose a burden 
on the adjacent owners equal to the value of this land that is 
to be assessed. 

Now, I commend the committee for its efforts in this direction. 
I think it is a great improvement on the old method. I have 
no doubt but that the beneficiaries, the men who are to be bene- 
fited by opening up the new territory, ought to pay the expenses, 
but I want to know if the committee has considered this question 
as to power. It looks to me to be important. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will say to the gentleman from Iowa that 
Congress has passed a great number of bills with this same pro- 
viso, that all the cost shall be assessed to the property benefited. 
The courts have never set it aside, and I should think that that 
wor the best answer that could be given the gentleman from 

owa. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Has there been any litigation about the 
matter? 

Mr. BABCOCK. For years there has been litigation about 
street-opening matters, and they were constantly set aside until 
Congress perfected these measures. But this is one provision 
that has not been set aside. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have no doubt about its being competent 
for Congress to say that a street shall not be opened until all 
the expenses have been paid, but here is a new departure, as far 
as I understand it, as to the method of raising that fund. 

Mr. BABCOCK. No; this section is not a new departure. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know that I have seen any legisla- 
tion of that kind with that limitation on the tribunal. 

Mr. BABCOCK. In every bill passed there has been a provi- 
sion that the amount awarded as damages should be paid for 
either one-half by the Government and one-half by the District, 
or at least one-half assessed as benefits and the balance paid by 
the District, or the whole to be borne by the property benefited. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 


WIDENING BLADENSBURG ROAD. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 55) for the widening of Bladensburg road, 
and for other purposes, and I ask unanimous consent that the 
substitute be read instead of the Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
the substitute be read instead of the original bill. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the substitute, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That under and in accordance with the provisions 
of sections 491a to 491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 
of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, within thirty * 
after the dedication to the District of Columbia of two-thirds of the 
land necessary for the widening of the Bladensburg road in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia from H or Boundary street to the District of Colum- 
bia line, according to the street-extension plans of said District, the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to institute in the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia a proceeding in rem to condemn the land that may be 
necessary to complete the widening of said road to a width of 90 feet 
between the limits named. 

Sud. 2. That assessments shall be made by the jury as benefits as 
contemplated in section 491g of the subchapter of the Code hereinbe- 
fore referred to: Provided, at the total amount found to be due and 
awarded as damages, plus the cost and expenses of the proceedings, 
shall be assessed by the said jury as benefits. 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $600, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby . out of the revenues of the District of Co- 
lumbia, to provide the necessary funds for the costs and expenses of 
the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid to 
the District of Columbia from the assessment for benefits when the same 
are collected, and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all judgments 
8 is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District 
of Columbia. 5 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time; 
was read the third time, and passed. 


EXTENSION OF GENESEO PLACE AND SUMMIT PLACE. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 5246) to provide for the extension of 
Geneseo place and Summit place, District of Columbia, and 
I ask unanimous consent that the substitute be read instead of 
the original. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that the substitute be read instead of the origi- 
nal. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the substitute, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That, under and in accordance with the provisions 
of sections 491a to 491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of 
the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, within ninety days after 
the passage of this act the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
be, and they are hereby authorized and directed to institute in the su- 

reme court of the District of Columbia a proceeding in rem to con- 

emn the land that may be pecoat for the extension of Geneseo 
lace, Lanier Heights NW., in said District, in a southwesterly direc- 
on in prolongation of its present lines and to extend Summit place in 
an 5 direction with a width of 40 feet to connect with said ex- 
tension of Geneseo place, said extension of Summit place to be north 
of the northerly line of lot 198 of Lanier Heights and said line ex- 
tended, the name of Geneseo place to be changed to Summit place. 

Sec. 2. That assessments shall be made by the jury as benefits as 
contemplated in section 491g of the subchapter of the Code herein- 
before referred to: Provided, That the total amount found to be due 
and awarded as damages, pins the cost and expenses of the proceed- 
ings, shall be assessed by the said jury as benefits. 

ec. 3. That the sum of K gi or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated, out of the revenues of the District of 
Columbia, to provide the necessary funds for the costs and expenses 
of the condemnation proceedin taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid 
to the District of Columbia from the assessment for benefits when 
the same are collected, and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all 
judgments and awards is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of 
the District of Columbia. 


The amendment in the nature of a substitute was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

EXTENSION OF W AND ADAMS STREETS. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill (S. 5119) 
authorizing the extension of W and Adams streets NW., and I 
ask unanimous consent that the substitute be read instead of the 
original. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 


mous consent that the substitute be read in place of the original. 
Is there objection? . 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That under and in accordance with the provisions 
of sections 491a to 491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of ay 
15 of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, within sixty days 
after the passage of this act the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to institute in 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia a proceeding in rem to 
condemn the land that may be necessary for the extension of W and 
Adams streets NW. east to North Capitol street, W street to be 80 feet 
and Adams street to be 90 feet wide. 

Sec. 2. That assessments shall be made by the jury as benefits as 
contemplated in section 491g of the subchapter of the code hereinbe- 
fore referred to: Provided, That the total amount found to be due and 
awarded as damages, plus the cost and expenses of the proceedings, 
shall be assessed by the said jury as benefits. 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $300, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary, is hereby appropriated, out of the revenues of the District of 
Columbia, to provide the necessary funds for the costs and expenses of 
the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid to 
the District of Columbia from the assessment for benefits when the same 
are collected; and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all judgments 
nee awara is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District 
of Columbia. 


The amendment in the nature of a substitute was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. : 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Prarr, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bill and joint resolution 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested: 

An act (S. 7040) to provide for the erection of a District of 
Columbia building and an appropriate exhibit therein at the 
Jamestown Tercentennial Exposition, and for other purposes ; 
and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 76) providing for an extension of 
time for completing the highway bridge and approaches across 
the Potomac River at Washington, D. C. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

An act (H. R. 22584) making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1907, and for other purposes, 


EXTENSION OF SEVENTH AND FRANKLIN STREETS NE. 


Mr. BABCOCK. - Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 64) for 
the extension of Seventh street and Franklin street NE., and for 
other purposes, and I ask unanimous consent that the substitute 
may be read in lieu of the original bill. 

‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that the substitute be read in lieu of the original 
bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That under and in accordance with the provisions of sections 491a 
to 491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Code of 
Law for the District of Columbia, within sixty days after the passage 
of this act the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are a 7 authorized and directed to institute in the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia a p: ing in rem to condemn the land that 
may be necessary for the extension of Seventh street NE. southward 
from its present termination near its Intersection with Channing phe 
on a line parallél with the Metropolitan Railroad, to Rhode Islan 
avenue, Sixth street southward to Central avenue, and also Franklin 
street NE. from Central avenue eastward to the Metropolitan Railroad, 
and westward from its present termination between Fifth and Sixth 
streets to Fourth street NE., and also to straighten the western line of 
Seventh street between Hamlin and Irving streets NE. 

Sec. 2. That assessments shall be made by the jury as benefits as 
contemplated in section 49ig of the subchapter of the code hereinbe- 
fore referred to: Provided, That the total amount found to be due and 
awarded as damages, plus the cost and expenses of the proceedings, 
shall be assessed by the said jury as benefits. 


Sec. 3. That the sum of $300, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby 1 out of the revenues of the District of 
Columbia, to provide the necessary funds for the costs and expenses of 


the condemnation e e taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid to the 
District of Columbia from the assessment for benefits when the same 
are collected ; and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all judgments 
8 awards is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District of 
Columbia. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the third reading 
of the Senate bill as amended. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 
time, and passed. j 

EXTENSION OF SECOND AND W STREETS NW. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 2098) 
authorizing the extension of Second street NW. from Elm 
street NW. to Bryant street, of W street from its presen? ter- 
minus west of Flagler place to Second street, and of W street 
west of Second street eastwardly to Second street, which I send 
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to the desk and ask to have read; and I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the substitute therefor may be read in lieu of the 
original bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unan- 
imous consent that the substitute may be read in lieu of the 
original bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That, under and in accordance with the provisions 
of sections 491a to 491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 
of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, within thirty days af- 
ter the passage of this act the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to institute in the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia a proceeding in rem to con- 
demn the land that may be necessary for the extension of Second street 
NW. from Elm street northward to Bryant street, with a width of 90 
feet, and of W street from its present terminus west of Flagler place 
to Second street, with a width of 80 feet. and of. W street west of Sec- 
ond street eastward to Second street, with a width of 50 feet. 

Sec. 2. That assessments shall be made by the jury as benefits, as 
contemplated in section 491g of the subchapter of the Code herein- 
before referred to: Provided, That the total amount found to be due 
and awarded as damages, plus the cost and expenses of the proceed- 
ings, shall be assessed by the said jury as benefits. 

Sec. 3. That the sum SSG age or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby . , out of the revenues of the District of 
Columbia, to. provide the necessary funds for the costs and expenses 
of the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid 
to the District of Columbia from the assessment of benefits when the 
same are collected, and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all 
judgments and awards is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of 
the District of Columbia. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 
The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on the third reading 
of the Senate bill as amended. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 
time, and passed. 
EXTENSION OF MERIDIAN PLACE NW. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 2260), 
authorizing the extension of Meridian place NW., which I send 
to the desk, and I ask that the substitute may be read in lieu of 
the original bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that the substitute be read in lieu of the original 
bill. Is there objection? a 

There was no objection. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That under and in accordance with the provisions of sections 491a 
to 491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Code of 
Law for the District of Columbia, within thirty days after the passage 
of this-act the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and directed to institute in the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia a proceeding in rem to condemn the land that 
may be necessary for the extension of Meridian place NW. from its 
present terminus east of Center street, Mount Pleasant, to Fourteenth 
street NW., with a width of 50 feet. 

Src. 2. That assessments shall be made by the jury as benefits as 
contemplated in section 491g of the subchapter of the Code hereinbe- 
fore referred to: Provided, That the total amount found to be due and 
awarded as damages, plus the cost and expenses of the proceedings, 
shall be assessed by the said jury as benefits. 

See. 3. That the sum of $ , or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby Fr Apa out of the revenues of the District of 
Columbia, to provide the necessary funds for the costs and expenses of 
the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid to the 
District of Columbia from the assessment for benefits when the same 
are collected; and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all judgments 
son RUAA is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District 
of Columbia. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 
The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on the third reading of 
the Senate bill as amended. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 
time, and passed. 
OPENING OF MACOMB STREET NW. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 20069) 
for the opening of Macomb street NW., District of Columbia, 
which I send to the desk, and I ask unanimous consent that the 
substitute may be read in lieu of the original bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that the substitute may be read in lieu of the 
original bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That, under and in accordance with the provisions of sections 491a 
to 491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Code of 
Law for the District of Columbia, within sixty days after the passage 
of this act the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and directed to institute in the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia a proceeding in rem to condemn the land that 
may be necessary for the opening of Macomb, formerly Milwaukee, 
street from the east boundary line of Cleveland Heights subdivision to 
the west boundary line of Cleveland Park, according to the permanent 
-ystem of highway plans adopted in and for the District of Columbia. 

Src. 2. That assessments shall be made by the jury as benefits, as 
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contemplated in seetlon 4018 of the subchapter of the code hereinbe- 
fore referred to: Provided, That the total amount found to be due and 
awarded as damages, plus the cost and expenses of the proceedings, 
shall be assessed by the said jury as benefits. 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $300, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated, out of the revenues of the District of Co- 
lumbia, to provide the necessary funds for the costs and expenses of 
the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid to 
the District of Columbia from the assessment for benefits when the 
same are collected; and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all- 
judgments and awards is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of 
the District of Columbia. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and 
the third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

Subsequently, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask to refer back to House 
bill 20069, to correct an error of the print of one word. On 
page 3, line 5, the word “juries” is used instead of the word 
“jury.” I ask unanimous consent that that typographical er- 
ror may be corrected. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that the vote by which the bill was passed and the vote by 
which it was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
may be vacated, in order that he may offer an amendment to 
the bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will offer his amendment. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I will send the amendment to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, in line 5, change the word “ juries” to “ jury.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


OPENING OF FESSENDEN STREET NW. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill (H. R. 
8435) for the opening of Fessenden street NW., District of Co- 
lumbia, which I send to the desk, and I ask unanimous consent 
that the substitute be read in lieu of the original bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that the substitute be read in lieu of the original 
bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That, under and in accordance with the provisions of sections 491a 
to 491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of chapter I5 of the Code of 
Law for the District of Columbia, within sixty days after the passage 
of this act the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and directed to institute in the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia a perenn in rem to condemn the land that 
may be necessary for the opening of Fessenden, formerly Flint, street 
from Wisconsin avenue to River road, and also through the small un- 
dedicated parcel of land westward of and adjacent to said River road, 
with the uniform width of 120 feet according to the permanent system 
of highway plans adopted in and for the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 2. That assessments shall be made by the jury as benefits as 
contemplated in section 491g of the subchapter of the code hereinbefore 
referred to: Provided, That the total amount found to be due and 
awarded as damages, pus the cost and expenses of the proceedings, shall 


be assessed by the said jury as benefits. 
Sec. 3. That the sum of $500, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated, out of the revenues of the District of 


Columbia, to provide the necessary funds for the costs and expenses of 
the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid to 
the District of Columbia from the assessment for benefits when the same 
are collected, and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all judgments 
and awards is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District 
of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 
time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the following titles: 

S. 6228. An act granting a pension to Betsey Hattery ; 

S. 6197. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
Henry ; 

S. 6151. An act granting an increase of pension to Mark Ham; 

S. 6148. An act granting an increase of pension to James S. 
Whitlock ; 

S. 5637. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Himmel ; : 

S. 5994. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Dickey 5 nf 


8. 5710. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 
Daughenbaugh ; 

S. 5547. An act granting an increase of pension to Hillary 
Beyer ; 

S. 5545. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Brannon ; 

S. 5402. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles M. 
Lyon; l 

S. 5081. An act granting a pension to Lucy Florette Nichols; 

S. 5042. An act granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
S. Jones; 

S. 4991. An act granting an increase of pension to Lycurgus 
D. Riggs; ; 

S. 4695. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Mullen ; 

S. 4366. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry B. 
Willhelmy ; K ; 

S. 4365. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathew 
Kerwin; 

S. 4345. An act granting an increase of pension to J. Dillon 
Turner ; 8 

S. 4235. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Sullivan ; 

8.4174. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph P. 
Garland ; 

S. 2880. An act granting an increase of pension to James C. 
Coad ; 

8.2225. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
White; 

S. 158. An act granting an increase of pension to John Ard 
Gordon; 

S. 6330, An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Dearey ; 

S. 6259. An act granting an increase of pension to Oakaley 
Randall; und 

S. 6521. An act granting a pension to Abbie J. Daniels. 


SENATE BILI. AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 ef Rule XXIV, Senate bill and joint resolutions 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their ap- 
propriate committees as indicated below : 

S. 7040. An act to provide for the erection of a District of 
Columbia building and an appropriate exhibit therein at the 
Jamestown Tercentennial Exposition, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. R. 76. Joint resolution providing for an extension of time 
for completing the highway bridge and approaches across the 
Potomac River at Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 


EXTENSION OF PROSPECT STREET NW. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask the present consideration 
of the bill H. R. 7039, and ask that the substitute be read in lieu 
of the bill. ö 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that the substitute be read in lieu of the bill. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and 
the Clerk will report the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A Dill (H. R. 7039) authorizing the extension of Prospect street NW. 

Be it enacted, etc., That, under and in accordance with the provisions 
of sections 491a to 491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of snapte 
15 of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, within sixty s 
after the passage of this act the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbla be. and they are hereby, authorized and directed to institute in 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia a proceeding in rem to 
condemn the land that may be ERY. for the extension of Pros 
12 from Thirty-eighth street to the Canal road, with a width of 60 

‘eet. 

Sec, 2. That the assessments shall be made by the jury as acm gic as 
contemplated in section 491g of the subchapter of the code hereinbefore 
referri to: Provided, That the total amount. found to be due and 
awarded as damages, plus the cost and expenses of the proceedings, shall 
be assessed by the said Jury as benefits. : 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $600, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated, out of the revenues of District of Co- 
lumbia, to provide the necessary funds for the costs and expenses of the 
condemnation process hae taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid to the 
District of Columbia from the assessment for benefits when the same 
are collected, and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all judgments 
and awards is hereby appropriated out of the reyenues of the rict 
of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
EXTENSION OF KENYON STREET NW. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consid- 
eration of the bill H. R. 10843, and ask that the substitute be 
read in lieu of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
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mous consent that the substitute be read in lieu of the bill. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.) The Chair hears none, and 
the Clerk will report the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 10843) authorizing the extension of Kenyon street NW. 

Be it enacted, etc., That, under and in accordance with the provisions 
of sections 49la to 491n, both inclustve, of subehapter 1 of chapter 15 
of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, within thirty days 
after the passage of this act the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to institute in 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia a proceeding in rem to 
condemn the land that may be necessary for the extension of Kenyon 
street from Seventeenth street to Mount Pleasant street, to include all 
of lot 90 of Denison & Leighton's subdivision, and so much of lot 1, 
Ingleside, as lies south of the north line of lot 90 of Denison & Leigh- 
ton's subdivision extended westward to Seventeenth street. 

Sec. 2. That assessments shall be made by the jury as benefits as con- 
templated in section 491g of the subchapter of the code hereinbefore 
3 to: robite, 2 Loser Signet de Sary — be due — 
awa as damages, plus the cost and expenses of the proceed 
shall be assessed by the said jury as benefits. * 15 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $300, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated, out of the revenues of the District of Co- 
lumbia, to provide the necessary for the costs and expenses of the 
condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid to the 
District of Columbia from the assessment for benefits when the same 
are collected, and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all papuana 
a. aracta is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District 
of Columbia. : 


The amendment was agreed to. x 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


EXTENSION OF FOURTH STREET NE. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the consideration of 
the bill H. R. 14900, and ask that the substitute be read in lieu 
of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that the substitute be read in lieu of the bill. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and 
the Clerk will report the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R: 14900) to extend hae Sixth, and other streets north- 
st. 


Be it enacted, cte., That, under and inaccordance with the provisions 
of sections 491a to 491n, both inelusive, of subchapter 1 of chapter 
15 of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, within thirty 
days after the passage of this get the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to institute 
in the supreme court of the District of Columbia a proceeding in rem 
to condemn the land that may be necessary for the extension of Fourth 
street NE. northward from its present termination near Franklin 
— — extended, through the Frederick Rose tract to Hamlin street ex- 


Sec. 2. That assessments shall be made by the jury as benefits as con- 
templated in section 491g of the subchapter of the code hereinbefore 
referred to: Provided, at the total amount found to be due and 
awarded as Saye, pus the cost and expenses of the proceedings, 
shall be assessed the said jury as benefits: And ed further, 
That the jury, in their assessments of damages and benefits, shall con- 
sider the circumstances and conditions under which an all dedica- 
tion was made throu; what was known as the Frederick prop- 
erty, being parts of lots 8 and 9, Metropolis View, and shall further 
consider the fact that certain improvements were made by the District 
of Columbia because of the all dedication through said pro) rey, 
and shall also consider the benefits to said property reason of said 


improvements. 

Bre. 3. That the sum of $300, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated, out of the revenues of the District of Co- 
lumbla, to provide the necessary funds for the costs and expenses of 
the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid to 
the District of Columbia from the assessment for benefits when the 
same are collected; and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all pg 
ments and awards is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the 
District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “To extend Fourth 
street NE.” 

S EXTENSION OF MONROE STREET NE. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consider- 
ation of the bill H. R. 10703, and ask that the substitute be 
read in lieu of the bill. } 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that the substitute may be read in lieu of the 
bill. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and the Clerk will report the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10703) authorizing the extension of Monroe street NE. 


Be it enacted, etc., That under and in accordance with the 3 
of sections 491a to 491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 
of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, within sixty cayi 
after the passage of this act the Commissioners of the District of 
lumbia be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to institute 
in the supreme court of the District of Columbia a proceeding in rem 
to condemn the land that may be necessary to extend, with a width 
of 90 feet, Monroe street N from Seventh street NE. to Michigan 
avenue, formerly the Bunker Hill road. 

Sec. 2. That assessments be made by the jury as benefits as 
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contemplated in section 491g of the subchapter of the code herein- 
before referred to: Provided, That the total amount found to be due 
and awarded as damages, plus the cost and expenses of the proceedings, 
shall be assessed by the said jury as benefits, and, as condemnation of 
the said extension is for the purpose of eliminating | peas crossings 
in this section upon a practicable grade, the jury is hereby directed 
to consider such plan in the assessment of benefits for this extension. 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $300, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary, is hereby appropriated, out of the revenues of the District of 
Columbia, to provide the necessary funds for the costs and expenses 
of the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid 
to the District of Columbia from the assessment for benefits when the 
same are collected, and a sufficient. sum to pay the amounts of all 
judgments and awards is hereby appropriated out of the reyenues of 
the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed’and read 
a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


EXTENSION OF T STREET NW. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consider- 
ation of the bill H. R. 5971, and ask that the substitute be read 
in lieu of the bill, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that the substitute may be read in lieu of the 
bill. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and the Clerk will report the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5971) p f the extension of T street (formerly W 
street) NW. 


Be it enacted, ete., That, under and in accordance with the provisions 
of sections 491a to 491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 
of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, within thirty days 
after the passage of this act the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia be, and they are 5 authorized and directed to institute 
in the supreme court of the District of Columbia a 8 in rem 
to condemn the land that may be necessary for the extension of T 
street from Thirty-fifth street to Wisconsin avenue, formerly High or 
Thirty-second street west, with a width of 60 feet. 

Sec. 2. That assessment shall be made by the Pa as benefits as con- 
templated in section 491g of the subchapter of the code hereinbefore 
referred to: Provided, That the total amount found to be due and 
awarded as damages, plus the cost and expenses of the proceedings, 
shall be assessed by the said jury as benefits. 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $300, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby eppro riated, out of the revenues of the District of 
Columbia, to provide the necessary funds for the costs and expenses of 
the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid to 
the District of Columbia from the assessment for benefits when the 
same are collected, and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all 
judgments and awards is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of 
the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


EXTENSION OF SEVENTEENTH STREET NW. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the bill H. R. 121, and I ask that the substitute may be 
read in lieu of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that the substitute may be read in lieu of the bill. 
Is. there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
and the Clerk will report the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (II. R. 121) authorizing the extension of Seventeenth street NW. 

Be it enacted, etc., That, under and in accordance with the provisions 
of sections 491a to 491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 
of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, within sixty days 
after the pasage of this act the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
Iumbia be, and they are hereby. authorized and directed to institute in 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia a p ng in rem to 
condemn the land that may be necessary for the extension of Seven- 
teenth street from Kenyon street to Irving street, with a width of 90 


eet. k 

Sec. 2. That the assessments shall be made by the jury as benefits, as 
8 in section 491g of the subchapter of the code hereinbe- 
fore erred to: Provided, That the total amount found to be due and 
awarded as damages, plus the cost and expenses of the proceedings, 
shall be assessed by the said jury as benefits. 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $500, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District of Co- 
lumbia to prongs the necessary funds for the costs and expenses of the 
condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid to the 
District of Columbia from the assessment for benefits when the same 
are collected, and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all judgments 
and awards is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District 
of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
EXTENSION OF HARVARD STREET, COLUMBIA HEIGHTS. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the consideration of 
the bill H. R. 14815, and ask that the substitute may be read 
in lieu of the bill. À 

Thè SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that the substitute may be read in lieu of the bill. 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair nears none, 
and the Clerk will report the substitute. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 14815) for the extension of Harvard street, Columbia 
Heights, District of Columbia. 


Be it enacted, ete., That, under and in accordance with the pro- 
visions of sections 491a to 491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of 
chapter 15 of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, within 
sixty days after the passage of this act the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to 
institute In the supreme court of the District of Columbia a proceed- 
ing in rem to condemn the land that may be necessary for the exten- 
sion of Harvard street, Columbia Heights, in a a line, with a 
width of 60 feet, more or less, to Sixteenth street NW., upon such 
lines as the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may deem 
most advantageous to the abutting property. 

Sec. 2. That assessments shall be made by the jury as benefits, as 
contemplated in section 491g of the subchapter of the code herein- 
before referred to: Provided, That the total amount found to be due 
and awarded as damages, plus the cost and expenses of the proceed- 
ings, shall be assessed by the said jury as benefits. 

EC. 3. That the sum of ages or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby 5 1 „ out of the revenues of the District of 
Columbia, to provide the necessary funds for the costs and expenses 
of the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid 
to the District of Columbia from the assessment for benefits when the 
same are collected, and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all 
judgments and awards is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of 
the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
HIGHWAY BETWEEN WATER SIDE DRIVE AND PARK ROAD. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask consideration of the bill 
H. R. 128, and I ask that the substitute may be read in lieu 
of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that the substitute may be read in lieu of the bill. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
and the Clerk will report the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 128) for the opening of a connecting highway between 
Water Side drive and Park road, District of Columbia. 


Be it enacted, etc., That under and in accordance with the provisions 
of sections 491a to 491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 
of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, within six months 
after the passage of this act the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to institute in 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia a proceeding in rem to 
condemn the land that may be necessary for connecting the north end of 
Water Side drive, in Kalorama Heights, just above Q street, with the 
south end of Park road, in Belair Heights, by a highway 60 feet wide, 
all in accordarce with plans on file in the office of the Engineer Com- 
missioner, District of Columbia. 

Sec. 2. That assessments shall be made by the jur 
templated in section vet 3 of the subchapter of the Code hereinbefore re- 
ferred to: Provided, That the total amount found to be due and 
awarded as damages, plus the cost and expenses of the proceedings, 
shall be assessed by the said jury as benefits. 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $600, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated, out of the revenues of the District of Co- 
lumbia, to provide the necéssary funds for the costs and expenses of the 
condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid to the 
District of Columbia from the assessment for benefits when the same 
are collected, and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all judgments 
5 is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District 
of Columbia. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


WIDENING COLUMBIA ROAD EAST OF SIXTEENTH STREET. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 68) for the widening of a section of Colum- 
bia road east of Sixteenth street, and ask unanimous consent 
that the substitute be read in lieu of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BAB- 
cock] calls up the bill S. 68, and asks for the reading of the 
substitute in lieu of the bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That, under and in accordance with the provisions of sections 491 a 
to 491 n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Code of 
Law for the District of Columbia, within thirty days after the passage 
of this act the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are 8 authorized and directed to institute in the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia a proceeding in rem to condemn the land that 
may be necessary to widen Columbia road between the east side of Six- 
teenih street extended and the western limit of the subdivision of the 
north grounds of Columbia College to a total width of 60 feet, concen- 
tric with the present improved roadway on such street. 

Sec, 2. That assessments shall be made by the jury as benefits, as 
contemplated in section 491 g of the subchapter of the Code hereinbe- 
fore referred to: Provided, That at least one-half of the amount found 
to be due and awarded as damages, plus the cost and expenses of the 
proceedings, shall be assessed 0 the said jury as benefits. 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $300, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby n , out of the revenues of the District of 
Columbia, to provide the necessary funds for the costs and expenses of 


as benefits as con- 
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the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid to 

the District of Columbia from the assessment for benefits when the same 

are collected, and a sufficient.sum to pay the amounts of all 1 

= — 7 05 is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District of 
‘olumbia. . 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman 
why itis that in this bill, differing from all of the others, the 
proviso of section 2 reads: £ 


That at least one-half of the amount found to be due and awarded 
as damages, plus the cost and expenses of the proceedings, shall be 
assessed by the said jury as benefits. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Because this small piece of road is a public 
Improvement more than a private one, as the other cases were. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substi- 
tute. 

The question was taken; and the substitute was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the letter of the Commissioners be printed in the RECORD in con- 
nection with this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I want the report and letter. 

Mr. BABCOCK. There is no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the printing of the re- 
port and the letter referred to? 

There was no objection. - 

The report, including the letter, is as follows : 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 68) for the widening of a section of Columbia road east 
of Sixteenth street, report the same back to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass when amended as follows: 

Tjin out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
owing: 

„That, under and in accordance with the provisions of sections 491a 
to 491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Code of 
Law for the District of Columbia, within thirty days after the passage 
of this act the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are 2 £ authorized and directed to institute in the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia a proceeding in rem to condemn the land that 
may be necessary to widen Columbla road between the east side of 
‘Sixteenth street extended and the western limit of the subdivision of 
the north grounds of Columbia College to a total width of 60 feet, con- 
centric with the present improved roadway on such street. 

“Sec. 2. That assessments shall be made by the jury as benefits, as 
contemplated in section 491g of the subchapter of the code hereinbe- 
fore referred to: Provided, at at least one-half of the amount found 
to be due and awarded as damages, plus the cost and expenses of the 
igs shall be assessed by the said jury as benefits. 

“Sec. 3. That the sum of $300, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary, is hereby appropriated, out of the revenues of the District of 
Columbia, to provide the necessary funds for the costs and expenses of 
the condemnation pi ings taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid to 
the District of Columbia from the assessment for benefits when the same 
are collected, and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all 9 — — 
ne oe is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District of 

‘olumbia.” 

The amendment recommended by your committee, in the nature of a 
substitute for the Senate bill, is for the p of bringing the pro- 

legislation in harmony with sections 491a to 491n of the Code 
of Law for the District of Columbia, these sections regula the pro- 
ceedings for the condemnation of land for streets. 

Provision has been made in section 2 of the substitute recommended 
by your committee so that at least one-half of the amount found to be 
due and awarded as damages, together with the costs and expenses of 
the condemnation proceedings, shall be assessed as benefits on adjacent 
propert that will derive an advantage from this improvement. It is 

lieved that the general public is as much interested in the widening 
of Comala road as the ediate property holders; hence the above 
provision. 7 

This measure was prepared by the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia and introdu at their request, as will be seen by the fol- 
5 letter, in which the necessity for this improvement is fully ex- 
p ed: 

“ OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT or COLUMBIS, 
“ Washington, November 22, 1905. 

“Dear Str: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the 
honor to forward herewith a bill for the widening of a section of Colum- 
bia road east of Sixteenth street, also a plat showing in red the pro- 
posed widening, with the recommendation that the bill enacted. 


“The bill was introduced at the last session of congress as H. R. 
18328, but failed of passage. It was not initiated by the Commission- 


ers, but they made a favorable report thereon. The Commissioners be- 
lieve, however, that the matter is one of such wide public interest that 
it should be pa: at as early a date as practicable. 

“At present Columbia road between the limits of the proposed widen- 
ing, a distance of about 450 feet, is but 33 feet wide. The portion of 
the road east of these limits is feet wide, and the portion west is 
100 feet wide. The present roadway along the portion pro to be 
widened is payed with a width of 30 feet, but what sidewalk exists there 
is almost entirely on private property. Columbia road is an important 
hishway, ana the benefits to be derived from the proposed extension are 


property owners, 
“Ve r reporta aT; Henny B. F. MACFARLAND, 
2 ent Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 
Hon. J. H. GALLINGER, 
Chairman of Committee on District of Columbia, 
j United States Senate.” 


WASHINGTON MARKET COMPANY. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 20178) in relation to the Washington 
Market Company. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BAB- 
cock] asks for the present consideration of the bill H. R. 20178, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Vegen Sips Market Company be, and 
hereby is, authorized, in connection wi the oie EA S of produce 


stored or sold at Center Market, to manufacture at any suitable 
place within the District of Columbia. s 


Mr. MANN rose. . 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Bancock] yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to haye some explanation of this 
bill, which seems rather remarkable on its face. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I would be very glad to hear from, and will 
yield to, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH], 
who reported the bill. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. What does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. MANN. I would like to know, first, if the gentleman will 
permit me to make an inquiry, something about the Washington 
Market Company; and, secondly, why they should be given an 
extension of their franchise without any special reason for it, 
so far as we know; and, third, why should they be permitted to 
manufacture ice in any place they please in the District of 
Columbia? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. The Washington Market Company 
was organized for the purpose of carrying on a general market 
business, and in the articles of incorporation, when they were 
incorporated, in 1870, there was some doubt about their having 
the power to incorporate away from their present location of 
business ; and, thirdly, I see no reason why they should not have 
this right, as I think everybody will be pleased to have them do 
it and make ice cheaper, if possible. 

Mr. MANN. The answer that it had been incorporated in 
1870 is hardly satisfactory to me, at least. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I said they were incorporated to 
carry on a genera] market business. They are located here at 
the Center Market, as I understand. 

Mr. MANN. It is a private corporation run for profit? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH.. I expect so. 


1775 MANN. With a market upon ground that belongs to the 
public? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I understand so. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman think it proper that Con- 


gress should be informed as to the conditions of the business, 
and so forth, when they want an extension of franchise? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Does the gentleman mean by that 
that Congress should be informed about how much dividend 
they are paying? 

Mr. MANN. I think we are entitled to know, if they are oc- 
cupying our property and want an extension of authority—a cor- 
poration that is semipublic—something with reference to the 
business. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I am frank to say to the gentle- 
man that I do not know what dividends they are paying. 

Mr. MANN. I remember that the gentleman has been very 
much opposed at times to some of the semipublic corporations 
having extensions unless we should know what dividends they 
were paying or what profits they were making. Does anybody 
know in reference to the business of this company, which is 
using public property and which now wants an extension of its 
power? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I could not inform the gentleman 
myself as to what dividends they are paying. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit 
me, I will read the bill, which provides: 

That the Washington Market Company be, and hereby is, authorized, 
in connection with the refrigeration of produce stored or sold at Center 


3 to manufacture ice at any suitable place in the District of Co- 
umbia. 


Now, they need more ice. They can not make enough in their 
refrigerating plant to take care of the increase of business of 
that company, and the question has arisen, under their charter, 
whether they can go across the street and make ice without au- 
thority from Congress. That is all there is in it. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think that under this bill 
they can go across the street and manufacture ice? 

Mr. BABCOCK. It says in the bill that they can manufac- 
ture ice in connection with the refrigeration of produce stores 
sold at that market. 

Mr. MANN. Yes; the purpose is to manufacture ice—not to 
manufacture ice in connection with the refrigeration of produce 
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stored at the Center Market, because they can not manufacture 
ice in connection with refrigerated produce stored in the market. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Anybody has the right to manufacture ice. 
The gentleman from Illinois has the same right as any American 
citizen to buy a lot in the District of Columbia and go to freez- 
ing water if he so desires, and there is nothing to prevent it. 

Mr. MANN. I do not know whether there is anything in the 
statute preventing anybody from manufacturing ice in the Dis- 
trict or not, but I know if it is the law the gentleman ought to 
bring in a bill to change it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Of course they would be subject to the 
police regulations made by the Commissioners as to the particu- 
lar location of their plant. - 

Mr. MANN. Not at all. The statute overrides the police reg- 
ulations., This wipes out of existence the police regulations, and 
that is the very reason objection is raised to it. Other people 
can not manufacture ice any place in the District they please; 
but under this bill the Washington Market Company, having al- 
ready received favor, being in use of public property, obtains 
permission to do what nobody else can do—manufacture ice in 

_ any place it pleases in the District of Columbia without any lim- 
itation as to place or time. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I call the attention of the gentleman to the 
fact that this specifically gives them special authority to put up 
a plant, but they still remain under the police regulations. 

Mr. MANN. This does not simply apply to the building of a 
plant to manufacture ice, but it is at any suitable place in the 
District of Columbia. I say it overrides the police regulations 
in the manufacture of ice. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. What objection can there be to the 
manufacture of ice in any suitable place? 

Mr. MANN. I do not know what would be the suitable place; 
but nobody else would have the right to determine whether the 
place was suitable or not except the Washington Market Com- 
pany. I do not believe they ought to be able to get rights 
in the District of Columbia that no one else can, and be giyen 
authority that no one else has had so far. I do not see why 
they can not tell us where they want to manufacture the ice. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Under their charter it is specified as to 
what they are authorized to do, and the opinion of their attor- 
hey is that they need additional power under that charter to do 
what you or I might do, 

Mr. MANN. And hence you propose to give them the right to 
do that which neither you nor I can do. 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, sir; it simply gives them authority un- 
der their charter to make additional ice. If I was running that 
market, I should go on and make the ice and not come to Con- 
gress for the authority. _ 

Mr. MANN. I am willing to take the gentleman’s judgment 
in preference to the judgment of the attorney of the market 
company, and let them go on and make the ice in any place they 
please, and their right can be tested in the courts afterwards. 

Mr, BABCOCK. They do claim they have the right to do it 
under their charter. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I hope the gentleman will not press this 
bill to-day, until Members have had an opportunity to ascertain 
more in reference to it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. If the gentleman raises objection to the bill, 
I will ask unanimous consent to withdraw it for the present. 

ibrar The gentleman from Wisconsin withdraws 
the bill. 

EMPLOYMENT AGENCIES. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 21408) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate the keeping of employment agencies in the 
District of Columbia where fees are charged for procuring em- 
ployment or situations,” approved June 19, 1906. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 11 of an act entitled “An act to 
regulate the keeping of employment agencies in the District of Columbia 
where fees are charged for procuring Thea. or situations,” ap- 
proved June 19, 1906, be, and the same is hereby, amended by inserting 
after the words “at least six months from the date of revocation of 
such license” the words “every violation of any provision of this act, 
except as provided in section 10, shall be punishable by a fine not to 
exceed $25, and in default thereof the person or persons so offending 
shall be committed for a period not to exceed thirty days, and this 
penalty shall also include such violations of section 10 for which no 
penalty is prescribed in said section 10.” 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read u third time, 
and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

CHILD LABOR. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 6364) to incorporate the National Child 
Labor Committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin calls up the 
following Senate bill, which the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Felix Adler, Francis G. Caffey, Robert W. de 
Forest, Edward T. Devine, Homer Folks, William E. Harmon, John S. 
Huyler, Mrs, Florence ae James H. Kirkland, V. Everit Macy, Ed- 
gar Gardner Murphy, Isaac N. Seligman, Miss Lillian D. Wald, Paul M. 

arburg, and John W. Wood, and their successors and associates, be, 
and they hereby are, constituted. a body corporate of the District of Co- 
lumbia; that the name of such body corporate shall be National Child 
Labor Committee, and that by such name the said persons, or a ma- 
jority of them, shall hold a meeting and adopt a constitution and’ by- 
aws, and shall have power to amend the same at pleasure: Provided; 
That such constitution or by-laws, or any amendments thereof, do not 
conflict with the laws of the United Sta and of the District of Co- 
lumbla; and that they may use a common seal and alter and change 
the poe se) leasure, pati ror take, 8 1 and ee real and 

rsonal estate necessary for the purposes o e organization. 

ge 2. That the objects of the said corporation shall be: To pro- 
mote the welfare of society with respect to the employment of chil- 
dren in gainful occupations; to investigate and report the facts con- 
cerning child labor; to raise the standard of parental responsibility 
with respect to the employment of children; to assist in protecting 
children, by suitable legislation, against premature or otherwise in- 
jurions employment, and thus to aid in securing for them an oppor: 
tunity for elementary education and physical development sufficient for 
the demands of citizenship and the requirements’ of industrial effi- 
ciency; to aid in penadas the enforcement of laws relating to child 
labor; to coordinate, unify, and supplement the work of State or local 
child-labor committees, and encourage the formation of such commit- 
tees where they do not exist. 

Sec. 3. That said corporation shall have a right to hold its meett 
at any place in the United States as may be best suited or most ad- 
vantageous for the carrying out of the purposes for which this corpo- 
ration is formed. 

Sec. 4. That said corporation shall not engage in any business for 
gain, 5 purposes of said corporation being educational and phil- 
anthropic. 

Src. 5. That this charter shall be subject to alteration, amendment, 
cr repeal at the pleasure of the Congress of the United States. 


Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPHAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GARRETT. Is it too late to raise the question of con- 
sideration? 

The SPEAKER. It is not too late. 

Mr. GARRETT. I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman raises the question of con- 
sideration upon this bill. The question is, Will the House con- 
sider the bill? 

ao question being taken, the House refused to consider the 
bill. 

CERTAIN ALLEYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for present consideration 
of the bill (S. 5565) to close certain alleys in the District of 
Columbia, and I ask unanimous consent that it may be consid- 
ered in the House as in Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union from the consideration of this bill, and 
that the same be considered in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole under the five-minute rule. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman to ex- 
plain the purpose of the bill. As I understand, it transfers the 
title of an alley from the District of Columbia to certain private 
owners. 


Mr. BABCOCK. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Sts], who reported the bill, 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the Clerk to read the let- 
ter from the Commissioners of the District, which explains the 
bill more fully than I can. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT or COLUMBIA, 
Washington, May 5, HO. 

Senator: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the 
honor to submit the following on Senate bill 5565, Fifty-ninth Con- 
gress, first session, “to close certain alleys in the District of Colum- 
bia,” which you referred to them for report touching the merits of the 
bill and the pro riety of its passage. 

A plat is inclosed showing the alleys proposed to be closed, which 
are in squares 330 and 547. The nature of the rights of the District 
and the United States In and to the alleys in the two squares are dif- 
ferent. In square 330 the alley was dedicated when the square was 
subdivided Into lots, and under the form of dedication the District 
of Columbia acquired merely an easement or right of way oper the 
alley, the fee remaining in*the abutting property. In the case of the 
alley in square 547 the United States holds the title in fee to the 
ground contained in the alley, as this was one of the alleys laid out 
in the square in the original subdivision of the 11 50 of Wat hington 
into streets, avenues, lots, and squares, and the title to the ground 
in these original alleys is the same as that in the streets of the city, 
namely, that the United States holds the title in fee. 

In square 330 a 8 of the alley is occupied by buildings belong- 
ing to a street railroad company, the area occupied by the buildings 
being shown in green on the plat. The portion of the square not oc- 
eupied by buildings is fenced in and the alley does not physicaily exist, 
being merely shown as an alley on the recerds in the surveyors office. 
The Commissioners know of no reason for further continuing this 
space as an alley, as its use would be necessary only to the street car 
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company, which occupies the whole square and which it is understood 


does not desire the alley. The Commissioners are therefore in favor 
of the first section of the bill as at present worded. 

Square 547 is occupied by buildings of a street railroad company, as 
shown in green on the plat. The portion of the square not covered by 
buildings is inclosed by a fence, so that this alley does not physically 
exist, although it is shown on the records in the surveyor's office. The 
recorded alley contains 13,773 square feet, and as the title to the same 
is in the United States the Commissioners believe that the value of the 
proud contained in the alley should be paid by the owner or owners of 

he lots in the square before the alley is abandoned and closed. They 
therefore recommend that section 2 of the bill be amended by adding 
the following proviso thereto : 

“Provided, That the present owner or owners of the lots in said 
square shall pay to the collector of taxes of the District of Columbia 
the true value of the land contained in said alley as said true value 
shall be determined by the board of assistant assessors of the District 
of Columbia, the sum so deposited to be credited one-half to the United 
States and one-half to the District of Columbia; and upon such pay- 
ment the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby au- 
thorized to convey the title to the land in said alley to such owner or 
owners (the said Commissioners being hereby vested with power and 
authority so to do).” 

Also strike out the word “revert,” in line 16, and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ be 5 

Also insert, after the word “of,” in said line 16, the words all of 
the lots in.” 

So that the said section 2 will read as follows: 

“Sec. 2. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
they are hereby, authorized and directed to abandon and close all al- 
leys in square No. 547, lying between O and P streets, Four-and-a- 
half street, and Delaware avenue SW., in the city of Washington, D. C., 
the land in said alleys to be conveyed to the present owner or owners 
of all of the lots in the said square: Provided, That the present owner 
or owners of the lots in said square shall pay to the collector of taxes 
of the District of Columbia the true value of the land contained in said 
alley as said true value shall be determined by the board of assistant 
assessors of the District of Columbia, the sum so deposited to be credited 
one-half to the United States and one-half to the District of Columbia, 
and upon such payment the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
are hereby authorized to convey the title to the land in said alleys to 
such owner or owners (the said Commissioners being hereby vested with 
power and authority so to do).” 

A bill amended as suggested herein is inclosed, and the Commission- 
ers recommend the passage of the bill as amended. 

Very respectfully, 
Henry B. F. MACFARLAND, 
President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 
Hon. J. H. GALLINGER. 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
United States Senate. 


The Clerk read the following amendments recommended by the 
committee : 


Page 2, line 1, insert before the word “the” the following: which 
in no event shall be less than the average value of the abutting prop- 


erty.” 

Page 2, strike out all after the word owners,“ in line 11, and 
insert the following: “ : Provided further, That the Commissioners are 
hereby authorized to reject the appraisement if in their opinion such 
appraisement is less than the value of said property.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; was read the 
third time, and passed. 


CONNECTING PARKWAY BETWEEN SIXTEENTH STREET AND ROCK 


CREEK PARK. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 129) for the opening of a connecting park- 
way along Piney Branch, between Sixteenth street and Rock 
Creek Park, District of Columbia, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the same may be considered in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union from the further consideration of the 
bill, and to consider the same in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to haye the bill read 
first. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, this is rather an important bill, 
and there is a considerable amount of money involved. This 
is a very thin House, and I believe that it should not be con- 
sidered at such a time, and I will ask the chairman of the 
committee to withhold it until after the holidays. 
nothing pressing about the bill. It is a very important bill, and 
I think the House ought to know more about it. There are not 
many Members here to-day, and I would be glad to haye it go 
over until after the holidays. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will yield to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. CAMPBELL] who has charge of the measure. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I have no particu- 
lar anxiety as to the immediate consideration of the bill. The 
bill was introduced a year ago and has been before the commit- 
tee ever since. It has been recently amended and reported with 
a favorable recommendation. But in view of the size of the at- 
tendance of the House to-day, I will withdraw the bill from con- 
sideration to-dav 


There is. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. MICHALEK, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of 
absence indefinitely, on account of illness. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


By unanimous consent, the reference of the bill (H. R. 22671) 
to provide fer the investigation of the water resources of the 
United States was changed from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 


EXCLUSION OF JAPANESE PUPILS FROM SCH®OLS IN SAN FRANCISCO. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a message from the 
President of the United States, which, with accompanying 
papers, was read, ordered printed, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. . i 

[For message see Senate proceedings of this date.] 

REPRINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the reprint of the bill (H. R. 22476) to amend the act to regu- 
late commerce, so as to provide that publishers of newspapers 
and periodicals may enter into advertising contracts with com- 
mon carriers and receive pay for such advertisements in trans- 
portation. The print has become exhausted. ; 

The question was taken; and there was no objection. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the Indian appro- 
priation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of the Indian appropriation bill, with Mr. Bovrers in the 
chair. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Removal of intruders, Five Civilized Tribes: For the purpose of re- 
moving intruders and placing allottees in unrestricted possession of 


their allotments, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior, $15,000. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the 
gentleman in charge of the bill a question in regard to the last 
paragraph. This is with reference to the pay of $15,000 for the 
removal of intruders, Five Civilized Tribes. Would that term 
“intruder” mean an Indian family? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; that refers to white people unlawfully 
upon the allotment of Indians. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then suppose an Indian was liv- 
ing upon land belonging to his tribe and was demanding to have 
his lands allotted to himself. Would the Secretary use this 
money for the purpose of driying that Indian off that home- 
stead? 

Mr. CURTIS. No; it is not the purpose of this provision to 
remove Indians. The law provides a way for the settlement of 
a contest between Indians who claim the same allotment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is not what I was trying to 
get at. But this is what I am calling attention to: In the 
Choctaw country, Indian Territory, there are about 4,000,000 
acres of land that the Secretary of the Interior by some kind of 
an order made to the Dawes Commission has reserved from allot- 
ment, and many of the Indians are now living on that land. 
They are asking the Secretary of the Interior to have these 
lands allotted to them. It is their home and has been from time 
immemorial. They were born there, and everything that they 
hold sacred is there. The Secretary is now refusing to allot 
4,000,000 acres of these lands to these Indians; and I am not 
willing to vote money to take these Indians off these lands by 
force. 

Mr. CURTIS. This item does not apply to them at all. 
The Indian has a right to make his own selection., If he re- 
fuses to make it. within a given time, the Secretary or the 
Commissioner to the Five Civilized Tribes has the right to make 
the selection for him. 4 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is the gentleman from Kansas 
adyised as to why the Secretary has made this order with- 
drawing this 4,000,000 acres of Choctaw lands from allotment? 

Mr. CURTIS. I know nothing about that except what I have 
read in the newspapers. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I think it is an outrage that he 
should make such an order. I believe the Indians should have 
the lands allotted to them, as Congress has by law ordered him 
to do, and if I knew of some way by which I could reach him, I 
would do so by a resolution of some kind in the most drastic 
form. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury is Bereng authorized and directed 
to place upon the books of the Treasury to the credit of the Sac and 
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Fox Indians of the Missouri the sum of $100,400, the balance of the 
amount due the tribe under the second article of the treaty of October 
21, 1837 (7 Stat. L., p. 540), and said sum shall draw interest at the 
rate_of 5 per cent per annum, and the Secretary of the Interior is 
authorized to pay per capita to the Sac and Fox Indians of the Mis- 
souri tribe the said sum in the same manner as provided by the act of 
ADA aa n Stat. L., p. 201) 
n all, $8,070. 


Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out line 26, 
“in all, $8,070,” which is an error of the Printing Office. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For the completion of the Zuni dam and irrigation project in New 
Mexico, $30,000. = > 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, to go back a few 
lines, I would like to ask the chairman of the committee if he 
thinks this language in lines 6 and T, page 38, “ see Arizona for 
‘support and civilization of the Apache, etc.’ in Arizona and 
New Mexico,” had not better be changed, so as to have named 
all of the Indians. I do not like the word “ete.” The Indians 
referred to, I presume, are the Zuni and the Pueblo. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The appropriation is made under the head 
of Arizona, and it is made in a way that covers the Apache and 
other Indians in Arizona and New Mexico. That reference is 
made on page 38 simply to show that it is cared for in another 


place, 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then the other plaee explains it? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
OSAGES. (TREATY.) 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, by direction of the commit- 
tee, I offer the following amendment to follow the word “ treaty,” 
in line 15, page 43. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 43, after line 15, following the word “ treaty,” insert: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed 
to pica upon the books of the Treasury to the credit of the Osage tribe 
of Indians in Oklahoma the sum of ; 9,120, the amount due the tribe 
under the sixth article of the treaty of June 2. 1825 (7 Stat. I., p 153), 
being the value of 54 sections of land set apart by said treaty for edu- 
cational purposes, per Senate resolution of January 9, 1838, and said 
sum shall draw interest at 5 per cent per annum.” 

Mr. SHERMAN.” Mr. Chairman, the interest on this sum has 
been paid annually under the treaty for a good many years to 
the Osage Indians. Under the act of last June we provided that 
all lands and all property of the Osage Indians ghould be segre- 
gated and placed to their credit, and that makes it necessary 
to make the appropriations so that can be carried out, and I 
will have printed in the Rrecorp a statement of the Secretary in 
reference to it. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. This, I understand, is in accord- 
ance with a treaty that has already been made; it is a treaty 
stipulation. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It is a treaty stipulation and the money 
has never been appropriated. We have been paying them, as we 
have the right to do under the treaty, the interest. Now, in 
the bill of last June we provided the property should be segre- 
gated, and that makes necessary this appropriation. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It is simply to carry out a treaty? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For clerical work and stationery In the office of the United States 
ronal Ses cape required on surveys within the Pine Ridge Reserya- 
tion, 8. Dak., $500. 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 
offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line N aay 51, insert: 

“To enable e Commissioner of Indian Affairs to complete the 
payment for. surveying the Pine Ridge Reservation, S. Dak., $1,888.10, 
to be immediately available.” 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. This amendment is simply 
to provide money to pay for a survey which has been made 
and the fund is short the amount stated, and I desire to print 
in the Record a letter to my colleague on this subject from the 


Department. 
The letter is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 14, 1906. 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to 


Hon. EBEN W. MARTIN, 
House of Representatives. 
Sin: In reply to your letter of the 8th instant, relating to the ac- 
count u? Orville H. Southmayd, United States deputy surveyor for sur- 


veys within the Pine Ridge Indian Reservation, S. Dak., executed 
under contract No. 157, dated April 18, 1904, I have the honor to state 
that said account was examined and approved by this Office November 
9, 1906, in the sum of $3,903.04, and the same was transmitted to the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs for his action. : 

Referring to the above account, in a letter to this Office, dated. De- 
cember 10, 1906, the Acting Commissioner of Indian Affairs states: 

“In connection therewith you are informed that the appropriation 
* Surveyi Pine Ridge and Standing Rock reservations,’ available, 
and out of which you recommend payment, is exhausted, with the ex- 
ception of $2,014.94; and in view of said fact Mr. Southmayd's claim 

Il be allowed by this Office for the amount of the appropriation 
available, and the balance, $1,888.10, 
priation is made for same by Con, 5 

Contracts for the survey of lands within Indian reservations are 
made under the direction of this office, as authorized by the Secre- 
ta of the Interior, the ap ne acagg for payment of same being 
under the supervision of the Indian Office. 

From the statement quoted above, it appears that the appropriation 
to which contract No. 157 is chargeable has been exhausted with the 

yment of $2,014.94 to Mr. Southmayd, leaving a balance of $1,888.10 

ue him for work authorized and executed under his contract. 

This is an equitable claim against the United States, and the above 
facts will be reported to the Secretary of the Interior, with recom- 
8 that Congress be asked for a special appropriation to pay 

Very respectfully, W. A. Ricwarps, Commissioner. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Department recommends the appro- 
priation be made? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Has not this reservation hereto- 
fore been surveyed? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. No, sir; it was an original 
survey and completes the survey. K 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. How has the Indian Department 
heretofore ascertained where the Indian lands were without a 
survey? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The survey has been completed, as I under- 
stood the gentleman from South Dakota to say, but there is a 
shortage in the payment therefor, and this comes in in the nature 
of a deficiency of $1,800 to pay the balance that is due for 
work already completed. . 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then the reservation has hereto- 
fore been surveyed, if I understand it aright? N 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. But not paid for? 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is a little balance still due on the 
survey. ` 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and civilization of the D'Wamish and other allied tribes 
in Washington, including pay of employees, $5,000. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 53, line 24, strike out the word “ five’ and insert the word 
„seven; so as to read seven thousand dollars.” ‘ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Washington the occasion for offering this amendment? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The purpose for which I 
offer this amendment is in order to get $2,000 additional to sup- 
ply machinery for a sawmill on the Tulalip Indian Reservation. 
They have a sawmill on the reservation that was built in 1853, 
and the present machinery was put in about 1865. They have 
plenty of power and plenty of labor and they have timber grow- 
ing on the reservation, and if this additional appropriation was 
made, so that they could have a sawmill installed, it would en- 
able them to cut up their own timber and construct their own 
houses, and it would be not only a financial saying to the school, 
but it would also teach the Indians how to construct their own 
buildings and how to run a sawmill. 

When the Commissioner of Indian Affairs was there last sum- 
mer he investigated the matter personally and recommended it. 
I have a letter now from the Department recommending it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was not estimated for. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. No; it was not estimated 
for. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The appropriation here is what was asked 
for in the estimates. The Washington Indians are about as for- 
ward in civilization as any of the country. Why could not they 
construct their own sawmill? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. They only ask for suffi- 
cient to purchase the machinery. They do not ask that we con- 
struct a sawmill. It is simply $2,000 for the purchase of ma- 
chinery, and they will construct their own mill if the machinery 
is purchased. $ Á 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand the gentleman to say the Com- 
missioner, after making a personal investigation, has communi- 
eated with him and asked that he present this amendment? 


will be suspended until appro- 
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Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The Commissioner, after 
making a personal investigation, indorsed the proposition; but 
he was not in his office this morning when I called him up, but 
I have this letter from the Acting Commissioner—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman need not read the letter. If 
he simply states that either the Commissioner or Acting Com- 
missioner recommended this appropriation be made, it will be 
sufficient. ` 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Both of them have recom- 
mended it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to tbe amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Washington [Mr. HUM- 
PHREY]. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
- The Clerk concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
strike out the word “treaty” in line 3, page 56. The word 
“treaty” ought not to be there. The provision following it is 
not a treaty provision. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
made by the Clerk. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, we passed over a provision 
by unanimous consent. 


Without objection, the correction will be 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Pages 9 and 10, and I desire to 


offer an amendment to the paragraphs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
Jones] offers an amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment page 10. 

After “ treaty,” line 1, insert “or who may have an interest in any 
allotment by inheritance.” 

In line 2; after “ allotment,” insert “or such inherited interest.” 

Line 5 insert “ or heir.” 

Line 6, after “ land,“ insert “or interest.” 

Line 9, after “ title,” insert “to the land or interest so sold.” 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I will state that 
this amendment has been submitted to the chairman of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I consent to the amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Jones]. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to page 23 for the purpose of offering an amendment, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. z 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Cur- 
IS] asks unanimous consent to return to page 23 for the pur- 
pose of offering an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 23, line 14, insert: 

“The Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, authorized to make all 
necessary arrangements for the transfer from the clerks of the United 
States courts in the Indian Territory and their deputies, in their ca- 
pacities as clerks and as ex officio recorders, to the proper State or 
county officials of the State of Oklahoma, when organized, all records, 
papers. and files now in the custody of said clerks and their depyties, 
and he is authorized to pay the necessary expense incident thereto 
out of the excess of emoluments earned by said clerks or as ex officio 
recorders of deeds and other instruments during the calendar years 
alee yrs ee notwithstanding the act of February 19, 1903 (32 Stat. 

„P. x 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
if the gentleman from Kansas can or will state to us what the 
probable amount of the funds would be that are proposed to be 
used for this purpose? 

Mr. CURTIS. That is impossible to tell. They will simply 
pay for copying all the records that must be turned over to 
the officers of the new State, all of the probate records and 
all of the court records which must be turned over, and this 
authorizes the Attorney-General to have the work done and pay 
for it out of the fees that are now paid in to clerks and turned 
into the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Has the gentleman any assur- 
ance that the amount will be sufficient to pay for this clerical 
work? 

Mr. CURTIS. There is no question about that; there will 
be quite a large amount left. It will not take over 20 per cent. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It is very necessary that this 
work be done and that the transfers be made properly, but I 
would rather appropriate the funds direct from the Treasury. 

Mr. CURTIS. There will be plenty of money to cover the 
expense. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It seems to me it would be better 
legislation to let that money go under the old law where it was 
directed to go and let us make a direct appropriation. 

Mr. CURTIS. Only a part of that goes into the school fund. 
The greater bulk of it goes into the Treasury now every year. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Into the Treasury of the United 
States? 


Mr. CURTIS. Yes. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Would there be any difference in 
cost in taking it out of the Treasury direct and paying for it 
rather than doing it this way, taking it on the wing? 

Mr. CURTIS. It was thought better to let the expense be 
paid out of the fees. I hope the gentleman will not object to 
the amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. My object is to have the transfer 
made in the most direct manner. 

Mr. CURTIS. There was no estimate made as to the cost of 
this transfer, and we thought it should be provided out of the 
fees, because there will be an ample amount of fees collected to 
pay all the expenses. We did not know just how much it would 
cost, and it would be almost impossible to estimate the cost. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. You have considered the matter 
fully, and believe that this is sufficient to cover the cost? 

Mr. CURTIS. I believe it is ample. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN.. Mr. Chairman, on yesterday the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann] asked me what proportion of the 
appropriation carried on page T of the bill, appropriating $5,000 
to pay for the transportation of Indian pupils to positions where 
they could receive remunerative employment, had been paid for 
the transportation of Alaskan Indians, I was not able to state 
at that time, because I had not the data before me, but yesterday 
evening I found that $49 of the $5,000 had been expended for 
it this year. His inquiry was how much had there been ex- 
pended for this purpose in the last fiscal year. There was no 
such provision in the last appropriation bill, and up to date 
$49 has been paid for the transportation of one Alaskan pupil 
this year to California, where a position was awaiting him. 

I now move that the committee rise and report the bill to 
the House with a recommendation that the amendments be 
agreed to, and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The. motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Bourett, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 22580, 
the Indian appropriation bill, and had directed him to report 
the same back to the House with sundry amendments, with the 
recommendation that the amendments be agreed to, and that the 
bill as amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded upon the 
amendments? If not, the vote will be taken on the amend- 
ments in gross. 

No separate vote was demanded. 

The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed to 
in gross. f 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS. 

The SPEAKER announced the following committee appoint- 
ments : 7 

Mr. Saunpers, to the Committee on Elections No. 1 and Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Georgia, to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories and Committee on Expenditures in the State Department. 

Mr. Riorpan, to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures and Committee on Expenditures in the Department of 
Commerce and Labor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. i 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 2 o'clock and 51 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for the Iowa and Sac and Fox 
tribes of Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Kennebec River from the mouth to Gardiner, Me.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed, with accompanying illustrations. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under caluse 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
17875) waiving the age limit for admission to the Pay Corps of 
the United States Navy in the case of W. W. Peirce, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5555) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS INTRO- 
DUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 
for the erection of a public building in the city of Bozeman, 
Mont.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22884) appropriating money for the sur- 
vey and construction of a wagon road within the Yellowstone 
National Park—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DALE: A bill (H. R. 22885) to extend the time for 
the completion of the Valdez, Marshall Pass and Northern Rail- 
road, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 22886) to provide for 
a public building at Mineral Wells, Tex.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: A Dill (H. R. 22887) for the 
improvement of upper Red River between Fulton, Ark., and Den- 
ison, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 22888) to authorize a buoy 
tender in the fifteenth light-house district—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 22889) for cleaning, 
clearing, and putting in navigable condition Red River above 
Fulton, Ark.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 22890) to better 
regulate the attendance of Senators, Representatives, and Dele- 
gates in Congress and refix their salaries—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 22891) for the main- 
tenance of agricultural colleges in Congressional districts—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 22892) to equalize the sal- 
ary of the deputy collectors and the deputy surveyors at the 
port of New York—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WANGER: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 46) 
providing for the printing of 4,700 copies of the Report on 
Russian Medical and Sanitary Features of the Russo-Japanese 
War—to the Committee on Printing. : 


22883) to provide 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 22893) granting a pension to 
Thomas E. Clark—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 22894) granting an 
increase of pension to Louisa Berry—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 22895) granting an increase of 
pension to Edward G. Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 22896) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Leroy S. Smith—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 22897) for the 
relief of Amanda Richards—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22898) for the relief of Henry C. Prater— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Algo, a bill (H. R. 22899) for the relief of Henry Taylor—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22900) granting a pension to John M. 
Liles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22901) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
May—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 3 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22902) granting an increase of pension to 


Edmond Ward, alias John Johnson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22903) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22904) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22905) granting an increase of pension to 
Rufus White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22906) granting an increase of pension to 
James Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22907) granting an increase of pension to 
William Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22908) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22909) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Renchen to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22910) granting an increase of pension to 
Major M. Virgin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22911) granting an increase of pension to 
Harrison Fetters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22912) granting an increase of pension to 
William McGinnis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22913) granting an increase of pension to 
John Riddle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22914) granting an increase of pension to 
Lemeul S. Hite—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22915) granting an increase of pension to 
James McAlister—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22916) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelius Elliott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22917) granting an increase of pension to 
J. N. Formon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22918) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 22919) granting an increase 
of pension to Anne E. Duff—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 22920) to authorize James 
Pitts to select land in lieu of land lost by means of the act of 
June 3, 1856, granting lands to certain railroad companies—to 
the Committée on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 22921) for the relief of 
Henry Metz—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22922) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22923) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace K. Stille—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 22924) granting an 
increase of pension to Lewis Hizer—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22925) granting a pension to Pearl New- 
comb—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 22926) granting a pension to 
Louisa Bartlett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22927) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Leach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22928) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah J. Boots—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22929) granting an increase of pension to 
John O. MeNabb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLE: A bill (H. R. 22930) granting an increase of 
pension to James E. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22931) granting an increase of pension to 
Shannon S. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 22932) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Bryngel Severson—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. COUDREY: A bill (H. R. 22933) for the relief of 
Joseph Labarge, jr.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22934) for the relief of James Clarkson, of 
Company C, Sixty-ninth Regiment Ohio Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22935) for the relief of Charles W. 
Howard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22936) for the relief of Bartholomew 
Buckley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22937) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 22938) granting an 
increase of pension to Abram B. Herman—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 22939) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Oley F. Johnson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 
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By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 22940) granting an increase 


of pension to William N. Bronson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 22941) granting 
an increase of pension to Lucinda Davidson—to the Committee 
on Pensions. x 

By Mr. DEXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 22942) granting an 
increase of pension to James L. Prentice—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22948) granting an increase of pension to 
Wiley Kinnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22044) granting an increase of pension to 
John Wiles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22945) granting an increase of pension to 
John Biesen—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22946) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Vance—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22947) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Sibert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22948) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Stow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22949) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Welis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22950) granting an increase of pension to 
Hezekiah Poffenberger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 22951) granting an increase 
of pension to Alice E. Ragan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 22952) for the relief of 
Warren O. Anderson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, à bill (H. R. 22953) for the relief of the trustees of 
Laurel Seminary, now London Graded Common School, of Lon- 
don, Laurel County, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22954) granting a pension to George W. 
Estep, alias Milton Pickles—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22955) granting an increase of pension to 
George B. Hail—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22956) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Lemmert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22957) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Carr, alias Joseph Smith—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22958) granting an increase of pension to 
James McKelvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22959) granting an increase of pension to 
Abner Dicken—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22960) granting an increase of pension to 
Mekager Lawhorn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 22961) granting an increase of pension to 
William Thrasher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 22962) granting an increase of 
pension to Margaret Baber—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 22963) granting an increase of 
pension to William Keenan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. : - 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 22964) granting an increase 
of pension to Eudocia Arnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GILHAMS: A bill (H. R. 22965) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Pifer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22966) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvester S. Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22967) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward S. Johns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22968) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Brodt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22969) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin A. Didion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 22970) for the relief of D. M. 
Sprague and William Tilton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 22971) granting an in- 
crease of pension to McLin P. Wilson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 22972) granting a pension 
to Allen L. Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22973) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Girt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22974) granting an increase of pension to 
Ephriam W. Biddle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 22975) granting an increase of pension to 
John II. Renegar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22976) granting an increase of pension to 
Milton Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 22977) for the relief of 
A. G. Dunean—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 22978) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas Adams—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 22979) to 
provide for the submission to the Court of Claims of the claims 
against the Mississippi Choctaws of Joseph W. Gillett, J. M. 
MeMurty, W. N. Vernon, T. A. Bounds, William C. Thompson, 
sr., and the Tuskarora Land and Investment Company, as- 
signee of James E. Arnold, for services rendered and expenses 
incurred in the matter of the claims of the Mississippi Choc- 
taws to citizenship in the Choctaw Nation—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22980) to provide for the final disposi- 
tion of the enrollment of members of the Choctaw and Chick- 
asaw tribes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22981) to provide for the final disposi- 
tion of the affairs of the Mississippi Choctaws, and making ap- 
propriation for expenses of their removal from Mississippi to 
Indian Territory, and for their enrollment and settlement in 
Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 22982) for the 
relief of Dorsey S. De Loatch—to the Committee on War 
Claims. t j; 

By Mr. LAW: A bill (H. R. 22983) granting a pension to 
Mary C. Leayens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22984) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles M. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22985) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Bauerlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22986) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Beeny—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22987) granting an increase of pension to 
John D. Lane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22988) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Horton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 22989) granting an increase 
of pension to Gardner W. Perkins—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22990) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis A, Lander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 22991) granting a pension to 
Martha S. Dayis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22992) granting a pension to Thomas L, 
Darden—io the Committee on Invalid Pensidns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22993) granting an increase of pension to 
Emily Hebernia Trabue—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 22994) granting an increase 
of pension to Lucinda C. Musgrove—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 22995) granting an increase 
of pension to Nathaniel Y. Buck—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee (by request): A bill (H. R. 
22996) for the relief of Michael Silke—to the Committee on 
Claims. f 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 22997) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edmond D. Doud—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 22998) granting an increase 
of pension to James F. Cantrell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22999) granting an increase of pension to 
Jennie D. Bigelow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 23000) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. McKim—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23001) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis M. Franklin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23002) granting an increase of pension to 
Matthew G. McKelvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 23003) for the relief of the 
vestry of St. Peter’s Church, of Beallsville, Montgomery County, 
Md.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23004) for the relief of the guards at the 
house of detention in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 23005) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mattie C. Fisher—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 23006) to authorize the sale to and the pur- 
chase by the city of Hot Springs, Ark., of lot 3, block 115, in 
the city of Hot Springs, Ark., to be used in maintaining a fire 
company—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: A bill (H. R. 23007) granting a pension to 
Michael S. Deitrick—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. SCROGGY: A bill (H. R. 23008) granting a pension to 
Jane Swisshelm Main—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23009) to refer to the Court of Claims the 
claim of Mary Galley for loss of real and personal property in 
1864—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23010) to refer to the Court of Claims the 
claim of John C. Galley for compensation for loss of personal 
propetry in 1864—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of California: A bill (H. R. 23011) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Hans F. Hirte—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 23012) granting an 
increase of pension to William Lance—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23013) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Aiken—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23014) for the relief of the officers of the 
One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 23015) grant- 
ing a pension to Elijah D. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 23016) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Laura A. Mikeselli—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 22416) granting an increase of pension to Bar- 
bara E. Schwab—Committee on Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Division No. 156, Order of 
Railway Conductors, against legislation to limit hours of labor 
by railway employees—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, 

Also, petition of the American Federation of Catholic So- 
cleties, on the subject of the relation of the French Govern- 
ment with the churches in that nation—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDRUS: Petitions of Charles D. Haton and the 
Jersey City Printing Company, against tariff on linotype ma- 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. ; 

Also, petition of the New Rochelle (N. X.) Paragraph, agains 
12 on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petition of the Macon News, against 
ee on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Louisa Berry—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BEDE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Edward 
G. Reynolds—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: Papers to accompany bills 
for relief of John Richards, Henry C. Prater, and Henry 
Tailor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of John M. Siles, 
Edward Ward, William L. Evans, Alonzo Davis, Rufus White, 
James Miller, William Thompson, William A. Morris, Joseph 
Ranchen, Major M. Virgin, Harrison Fetters, William MeGin- 
nis, Anna E. May, John Riddle, Lemuel S. Hite, James McAlis- 
ter, and Cornelius Eliott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Mary E. Ellis—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: Petition of the Fishkill Daily Herald, 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW : Petition of Jonesboro Council, No. 111, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. . 

Also, petition of Granville Council, No. 22, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration 
(S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of C. M. Day, 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petitions of Virginia Dare Council, No. 
79, Daughters of Liberty, and Benjamin Harrison Council, No. 
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61, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restric- 
tion of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. ' 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of the Clay County Fair 
Association, against free distribution of garden seeds—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Oakland (Pittsburg) Board 
of Trade, for increased pay for letter carriers—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAWSON : Petition of the Iowa Academy of Sciences, 
of Des Moines, Iowa, for the metric system—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
George W. Estepp, alias Milton Pickles—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Pleasant Thomas— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Henry Lemmert, 
Henry Dicken, William Thrasher, McKager Lowhorn, Nathan- 
iel J. Smith, Francis J. Taylor, Campbell Cowan, Margaret 
Nelson, John Sadler, Jonathan Kelley, and Aquilla B. Gilli- 
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Sloan Valley Council, No. 58, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mar- 
garet Baber—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Lecheman Printing Company, of Kansas 
City, against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Isaac G. Me- 
Gibbon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Samuel Keller, 
Charles Sells, and Elizabeth L. Riley—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. à 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of Post No. 10, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Kings County, N. Y., for restoration of can- 
teen at Soldiers’ Homes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLACK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Wil- 
liam Keenan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD: Petition of citizens of Arkansas, for leg- 
islation granting right to firms to make available for electric 
power purposes waters of the White River—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of George W. Nance— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William H. Cleve- 
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, : 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of Warren Shedd Post, No. 
212, of Aledo, Ill., for bill granting additional pensions to pris- 
oners of war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 

Also, petition of E. F. Case & Son, of Waterville, Mich.—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of the Methodist 
Church of Cliffwood, N. J., urging passage of bill S. 7118, to 
limit effect of the regulation of commerce between the several 
States and Territories in certain cases—to the Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Adolph Lachwetz—to the Committee on Pensions. 

.By Mr. JONES of Virginia: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Thomas Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAW: Petitions of Excelsior Council, No. 108, and 
East End Council, No. 47, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, and Mizpah Council, No. 49, Daughters of Liberty, for 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LEVER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Char- 
lotte S. O. Neall—td the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of the National Fruit Growers, 
of St. Joseph, Mich, against tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of the Monmouth Commercial 
Club, for improvement of the Mississippi River to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Petition of Burke & Gregory, against 
tariff on-linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Willa Fyffe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLCOTT: Petition of the citizens’ committee of the 
District of Columbia on school affairs, showing operation of 
the public school system of the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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Also, petition ef American Council, No. 18, Daughters of 
America, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RIORDAN: Petition of Richmond Council, No. 19, 

Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 
Also, petition of the Bar Association of Seward, Alaska, for 
legislation creating a fourth judicial division of the court, with 
headquarters at Seward or Valdez—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: Petition of Walmeta Council, No. 73, 
Daughters of Liberty, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylyania: Petition of Sargeant Wiant 
Council, No. 399, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STERLING: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
James O'Neal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of the Intelligencer, of Doyles- 
town, Pa., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: Petition of citizens. of East 
Orange and Orange, N. J., and members of the Woman's Club of 
Orange, against the duty on works of art—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of the American, against tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 


Wepnespay, December 19, 1906. 


Prayer by Rev. MERRIMAN COLBERT Hannts, D. D., missionary 
bishop of the Methodist Episcopal Church for Japan and Korea. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF THE INTERSTATE COMMERCE, COMMISSION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the Twentieth 
Annual Report of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which 
was referred te the Committee on Interstate Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownie, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills with amendments; in which it requested the 
concurrenee of the Senate: 

S. 55. An act for the widening of Bladensburg road, and for 
other purposes ; 

S. 64. An act for the extension of Seventh street and Frank- 
lin street NE., and for other purposes; 

S. 68. An act for the widening of a section of Columbia road 
east of Sixteenth street; 

S. 133. An act authorizing the extension of Twenty-third 
street NW. to Kalorama road; 

S. 2098. An act authorizing the extension of Second street 
NW. from Elm street north to Bryant street, of W street from 
its present terminus west of Flagler place to Second street, and 
of W street west of Second street eastwardly to Second street; 

S. 2260. An act authorizing the extension of Meridian place 
NW.; 2 

S. 5119. An act authorizing the extension of W and Adams 
streets NW.; 

S. 5246. An act to provide for the extension’ of Geneseo place 
and Summit place, Distriet of Columbia; and 

S. 5565. An act to close certain alleys in the District of 
Columbia. ž ; 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in whieh it requested the concurrence cf the 
Senate: 

H. R. 121. An act authorizing the extension of Seventeenth 
street NW.; 4 

H. R. 128. An act for the opening of a connecting highway be- 
tween Water Side drive and Park road, District of Columbia; 
II. R. 5971. An act authorizing the extension of T street (for- 
merly W street) NW.; A 

II. R. 7039. An act authorizing the extension of Prospect 
street NW.; 

H. R. 8485. An act for the opening of Fessenden street NW., 
Distrivt of Columbia; z 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 19, 


H. R. 10703. An act authorizing the extension of Monroe street 
NE. ; 7 

H. R. 10843. An act authorizing the extension of Kenyon 
street NW.; 

II. R. 14815. An act for the extension of Harvard street, Co- 
lumbia Heights, District of Columbia; 

H. R. 14900. An act to extend Fourth street NE.; 

H. R. 20069. An act for the opening of Macomb street NW., 
District of Columbia; 

H. R. 21408. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to regu- 
late the keeping of employment agencies in the District of Co- 
lumbia where fees are charged for procuring employment or 
situations,” approved June 19, 1906; and 

H. R. 22580. An act making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, for ful- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for 
other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

8 S. 158. An act granting an increase of pension to John Ord 
ordon; 


ae 2225. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Ute; 

S. 2880. An act granting an increase of pension to James C. 
Coad; 4 

S. 4174. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph P, 
Garland ; 

S. 4235. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Sullivan; 

S. 4345. An act granting an increase of pension to J. Dillen 
Turner ; 
S. 4365. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathew 
Kerwin; 0 

S. 4866. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry B. 
Willhelmy ; 

S. 4695. An act granting an increase of pension to John II. 
Mullen; 

S. 4991. An act granting an increase of pension to Lycurgus 
D. Riggs; 

S. 5042. An act granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
S. Jones; 

S. 5081. An act granting a pension to Lucy Florette Nichols; 

S. 5402. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles M. 
Lyon; 

S. 5545. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Brannon ; 

S. 5547. An act granting an increase of pension to Hillary 
Beyer; 


S. 5637. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Hemme! ; - 

8.5710. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 
Daughenbaugh ; 

S. 5094. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Dickey ; 

S. 6148. An act granting an increase of pension to James $S. 
Whitlock ; 

S. 6151. An act granting an increase- of pension to Mark Ham; 

S. 6197. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
Henry: 

S. 6228. An act granting a pension to Betsey Hattery; 

S. 6259. An act granting an increase of pension to Oukaley 
Randall; 

S. 6339. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Dearey ; 

S. 6521. An act granting a pension to. Abbie J. Daniels; and 

H. R. 22584. An act making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1907, and for other purposes. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. BENSON presented memorials of sundry citizens of Eu- 
reka, Moline, Mineral, Franklin County, and Cherokee County, 
all in the State of Kansas, remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation requiring certain places of business in the District 
of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which were referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GEARIN presented memorials of sundry citizens: of Port- 
land and Multnomah County, in the State of Oregon, remon- 
strating against the enactment of legislation requiring certain. 
places of business in the District of Columbia to be closed ‘on 
Sunday; which were referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, ‘ ; 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Camden, 
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N. J., praying that an investigation be made into the recent dis- 
charge of Companies B, C, and D, of the Twenty-fifth Infantry, 
and that justice be accorded them; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cliffwood, 
N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Pleasants, W. Va., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation requiring certain places of business in the District of 
Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BURKETT presented sundry affidavits to accompany the 
bill (S. 7292) granting an increase of pension to Stephen Prior; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE presented the memorial of Horace Mann, of 
Athol, Mass., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion requiring certain places of business in the District of Co- 
lumbia to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BULKELEY presented a memorial of Admiral Foote Post, 
No. 17, Grand Army of the Republic, of New Haver, Conn., re- 
monstrating against the enactment of legislation providing for a 
discontinuance of the canteen at the National Soldiers’ Homes ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of 20 citizens of South Wind- 
ham, North Windham, and Willimantic, all in the State of 
Connecticut, remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion requiring the closing of certain places of business in the 
District of Columbia on Sunday; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. h 

He also presented a memorial of Local Grange No. 153, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Bridgewater, Conn., remonstrating 
against any further appropriation for the free distribution of 
seeds and plants; which was referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BERRY presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Batesville, Ark., praying that an appropriation of $10,000 be 
made for the improvement of the Upper White River in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


WITHDRAWAL OF CHOCTAW INDIAN LANDS FROM ALLOTMENT. 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I have a number of telegrams all 
relating to the withdrawal of lands from allotment in Indian 
Territory. One of them states: 


In the withdrawal of lands in the Choctaw Nation from allotments, 
as per the telegraphic orders of Secretary Hitchcock, December 12, an 
irreparable injury is done not only Arkansas and Fort Smith, but also 
Indian Territory and many towns situated therein. Acordingly we en- 
ter a yigorous protest a ask that the lands in question be resiored 
to their former status. 


This was adopted by the Commercial Club of Fort Smith, Ark., 
and sent to me by the president of the club. i 

If I may have unanimous consent, I should like to say that I 
do not know by what authority the Secretary of the Interior has 
withdrawn a part of the lands in the Indian Territory from 
allotment, the law of Congress expressly providing that they 
shall be allotted. It is said that it is contemplated to make a 
forest reserve in the Indian Territory. Whether it is expected 
to place in a forest reserve these lands, which belong to the In- 
dians and not to the Government, by Executive order or by act 
of Congress I am not advised, but it seems to me a most remark- 
able proceeding in either case and utterly inexcusable from 
any standpoint. I hope the Committee on Indian Affairs will 
investigate the matter and report at an early date. I ask that 
these petitions be referred to that committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 20988) to amend an act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize Washington and Westmoreland counties, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania,” approved 
February 21, 1903; 

A bill (H. R. 19523) to authorize Thomas J, Ewing and George 
B. Patton, of Catlettsburg, Ky.; Otto Burger, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio; Herbert Haynard, of Kenova, W. Va., and Charles Miller, 
of Huntington, W. Va., to construct a bridge across the Tug 
Fork of the Big Sandy River; and s 

A bill (H. R. 21951) to authorize the Alabama, 'Tennessee and 
Northern Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the 
Tombigbee River, in the State of Alabama. 


Mr. DICK, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 13675) to ratify and confirm the acts of 
the legislative assembly of the Territory of Oklahoma, passed in 
the year 1905, relating to an insane asylum for the Territory of 
Oklahoma, and providing for the establishment and maintenance 
of an insane asylum for the Territory of Oklahoma at Fort Sup- 
ply, in Woodward County, Okla., and making appropriation 
therefor, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

ALLEGHENY RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. BERRY. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 21200) to authorize the 
county of Allegheny, in the State of Pennsylvania, to construct 
a bridge across the Allegheny River, in Allegheny County, Pa., 
to report it favorably without amendment. 

Mr. KNOX. I ask unanimous consent to take up presently 
for consideration the bill just reported from the Committee on 


Commerce. 
The bill will be read for the infor- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
mation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
cena as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE AT FORT SNELLING, MINN. 


Mr. NELSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 196) relat- 
ing to the construction of a bridge at Fort Snelling, Minn., to 
report it favorably without amendment, and I ask for its present 
consideration. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and there being no 
cbjection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. : 

BILES INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WHYTE introduced a bill (S. T344) granting an increase 
of pension to Clara P. Coleman; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 7345) for the relief of the trustees of the Reformed 
Church of Burkettsville, Md. ; 

A bill (S. 7346) for relief of the council of Zion Evangelical 
Lutheran Church, of Williamsport, Md. ; 

A bill (S. 7347) for the relief of the Frederick Academy of 
the Visitation, of Frederick, Md.; and 

A bill (S. 7348) for the relief of the trustees of the Presbyte- 
tian Church of Hancock, Md. š 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7349) granting an increase of pension to Luke M. 
Lewis; and 

A bill (S. 7350) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Dodge. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 7351) granting a pension 
to Benjamin Westermann; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DRYDEN introduced a bill (S. 7352) granting a pension 
to Eliza W. Newell; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DICK introduced a bill (S. 7353) granting an increase of 
pension to Augusta T. Eichholtz; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 7354) for the establishment 
of a park at the junction of Maryland avenue, Fifteenth street, 
and H street NE., Washington, D. C.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. s 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions : 

A bill (S. 7355) granting an increase of pension to William 
McHenry Plotner; and 

A bill (S. 7356) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Schlosser. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 7357) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Levi S. Bailey; which was read twice by 
its title, and referređ to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 7358) granting an in- 
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crease of pension to David Turner; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 7359) to provide for the in- 
vestigation of the water resources in the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Geological Survey. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7360) for the relief of Lucy L. 
Bane; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BENSON introduced a bill (S. 7361) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George Downing; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SMOOT introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7362) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
D. Richardson; and 

A bill (S. 7363) granting an increase of pension to William 
J. Showaker. 

Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7364) for the relief of the estate of Charles 
Christophe, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 7865) for the relief of the estate of Joseph E. 
Dupre, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 7866) for the relief of the heirs of J. P. B. Rachal, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 7367) for the relief of the estates of William Rob- 
inson and Emily Bartell, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 7368) for the relief of the heirs of Francois F. G. 
Metoyer, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 7869) for the relief of the estate of Chestan Me- 
toyer, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 7370) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph Metoyer 
and Antoinette Metoyer, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 7871) for the relief of the estate of Florentin Co- 
naut, deceased. 
` Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 7372) to authorize the accept- 
ance by the Secretary of the Navy, as a gift, of a sail boat for 
use of the midshipmen at the Naval Academy; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 7373) granting an increase 
of pension to Jeremiah Thomas; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 7374) for the relief of 
Julius A. Kaiser; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7375) to correct the military rec- 
ord of Dennis O’Brien; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 7376) to amend section 5153 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ELKINS. I move that the document accompanying the 
bill be printed, as it explains the amendments to the existing 
law proposed to be made by the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7877) granting an increase of pension to Martha J. 
Callins ; 

A bill (S. 7378) granting a pension to Giles M. Caton; and 

A bill (S. 7379) granting a pension to Mary B. Dougherty. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 7380) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew J. Harris; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENT TO LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate an additional sum of $15,000 for the contingent expenses 
of the New Mexico Territorial legislature, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the legislative, ete., appropriation bill; which 
was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 


ESTATE OF SAMUEL E. BRATTON, DECEASED. 


On motion of Mr. Bacon, it was 

d, That mission be, and hereby is, granted for the with- 
“os vavits and papers relating to the claim of the estate 
of Samuel E. Bratton, deceased, now on file in the office of the clerk of 
the Committee on Claims of the Senate. 


THE PANAMA CANAL. 
On motion of Mr. KITTREDGE, it was 


Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate and delivered 
to the Senate document room 2,000 copies of the message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States concerning he Panama Canal communicated 
to the Senate December 17, 1906. 


Mr. LODGE. In regard to the message of the President con- 
cerning the Panama Canal, it was printed, I see, in the reform 
spelling. Since then the Executive order has been withdrawn 
and the House of Representatives passed a resolution. The sense 
of the House is that the documents printed by order of Congress 
shall be in what I may call “normal” spelling. I suggest, as we 
are ordering additional copies of this message, the Executive or- 
der having been withdrawn, that it be printed normally. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


WEBB C. MAGLATHLIN. 


Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Calendar the bill (S. 6729) authorizing the President to ap- 
point Webb C. Maglathlin a second assistant engineer in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. It authorizes the President of the United States 
to appoint Webb C. Maglathlin a second assistant engineer in 
the United States Revenue-Cutter Service upon the occurring of 
the first vacancy after the passage of this act in the grade of 
second assistant engineer in that Service, provided that Webb 
C. Maglathlin passes satisfactorily the physical examination 
required by the regulations of that Service. 


Mr. SCOTT. I should like to have the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts explain the bill. I have no objection to its considera- 
tion. 


Mr. LODGE. It is a unanimous report from the Committee 
on Commerce. The case is a very simple one. This young man 
had gone through the usual training at school for the Revenue- 
Marine Service; he passed all his examinations, and was just 
about to receive his appointment when Congress changed the 
age law, which put him just two months out of the age. It is 
thought by the Department to be a very hard case indeed, he 
having passed all his examinations, after having been prepared 
at school; and it can only be cured by an act of Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT YANKTON, S. DAK. 


Mr. FORAKER. I ask for the present consideration of the 
bill (S. 6872) to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing the 
Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf Railroad Company to construct a 
combined railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Yankton, S. Dak.” 

Mr. McCUMBER. There was unanimous consent given yes- 
terday that we would take up the pension bills after the close 
of the morning business. I simply wish to suggest to Senators 
that following the rule we have heretofore followed, when 
unanimous consent is given to take up certain bills it justifies 
the absence of Senators who are not interested in those bills 
and there being very few Senators present this morning it 
would seem inappropriate to change the unanimous-consent order 
at this time to go to the consideration of other bills. I have no 
objection to the bill called up by the Senator from Ohio, but 
I am anxious to have the bills on the Pension: Calendar dis- 

of. : 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not have in mind at the moment the 
consent agreement of yesterday, and I was not aware that the 
morning routine business had been declared by the Chair to be 
closed. The bill I have called up, I may say, is one of only a 
few lines, for the extension of time in which to commence ‘the 
construction of a bridge, and I wish to get it to the other House, 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not make any objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill. I merely made a suggestion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

Mr. SPOONER. I believe it has been the custom to incor- 
porate in such bills a provision reserving the right to alter or 
repeal the act. 

Mr. BERRY. This merely extends the time. 

Mr. SPOONER. That provision is in the original act? 

Mr. BERRY. It is in the original act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendme gt. or- 
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dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the unanimous-consent 
agreement, the Secretary will read the bills on the Pension 
Calendar in their order. 

: WILLIAM COLVIN. 


The bill (H. R. 19293) granting an increase of pension to 
William Colvin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William Col- 
yin, late of Company D, Twelfth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.: 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

7 JOSEPH M’BRIDE. 

The bill (H. R. 16856) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph McBride was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph 
McBride, late of Company E, Eleventh Regiment United States 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EUGENE A. MYERS. 


The bill (H. R. 10814) granting a pension to Eugene A. 
Myers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Eugene A. Myers, 
helpless and dependent son of Benjamin H. Myers, late lieuten- 
ant-colonel Eighty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALICE BOSWORTH. 


The bill (S. 6814) granting a pension to Alice Bosworth was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Alice Bosworth, widow of 
Franklin H. Bosworth, late commissary-sergeant Ninety-fifth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension 
of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

NELSON BIGALOW. 


The bill (S. 6819) granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Bigalow was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Nelson Bigalow, 
late of Company A, Seventy-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ALBERT d. PEABODY, JR. 


The bill (S. 677) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
G. Peabody, jr, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Albert G. 
Peabody, jr., late of Company A, Thirtieth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

: THOMAS M. ROBERTS. . 

The bill (S. 6825) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Roberts was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas M. 
Roberts, late of Company F, One hundred and twenty-seventh 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


KATE M. MINER. 


The bill (S. 6239) granting an increase of pension to Kate M. 
Miner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Kate M. Miner, 
widow of Nelson H. Miner, late of Company E, Hatch’s bat- 
talion Minnesota Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $12. per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
GEORGE PORTER. 

The bill (S. 6569) granting an increase of pension to George 
Porter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of George Porter, 
late of Company F, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 3 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WILBUR F. HODGE. 

The bill (S. 6568) granting an increase of pension to Wilbur 
F. Hodge was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Wilbur F. 
Hodge, late first lieutenant Company II. Eighty-sixth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $36 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
nnd passed. 

DANIEL G. SMITH. 


The bill (S. 5073) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
G. Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“ thirty ” and insert“ twenty-four ; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby; authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the — laws, the name of Daniel 
G. Smith, late of Company G, Forty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he Is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 3 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ISAAC G. CLARK. 


The bill (S. 831) granting an increase of pension to Isaac G. 
Clark was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out“ thirty“ and insert “ twenty-four; “ so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the agp ea laws, the name of Isaac 
G. Clark, late of Company D, Twelfth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In. 
one and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS KELLY. 


The bill (S. 679) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Kelly was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “fifty” and insert thirty-six; so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
Kelly, late of Company B, Eleventh Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
Lanty, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lien of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
BILLS PASSED OVER. : 


The bill (S. 6822) granting an increase of pension to Chris- 
topher Christopherson was announced as next in order. 

Mr. McCUMBDR. I ask that this bill and the succeeding 
one, the bill (S. 6821) granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
than M. Adams, be passed over for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bills will be passed over for 
the present, 

REUBEN SMALLEY. 

The bill (S. 4182) granting an increase of pension to Reuben 

Smalley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ fifty ” and insert“ thirty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, author and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the igen and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Reuben 
Smalley, late of Company F, Eighty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 4 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. . 


WILLIAM E. REDMOND. 


The bill (S. 6052) granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Redmond was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, -in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out“ thirty“ and insert“ twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
Epe pe Mor yp and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
E. Redmond, late of Company I, Sixty-third Regiment Indiana Volun- 


teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MICHAEL MEYERS. 


The bill (S. 6576) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Meyers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Michael Meyers, 
late of Company B, Thirteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cay- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MARCUS WOOD. 


The bill (S. 5493) granting an increase of pension to Marcus 
Wood was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, -in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “thirty” and insert “ twenty-four;” so as to make the 
bill read: 5 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Marcus Wood, late of Company I, One hun th Regiment New York 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


AMELIA M. HAWES. 


The bill (S. 5741) granting an increase of pension to Amelia 
M. Hawes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out “ cap- 

- tain” and insert“ second lieutenant; ” and in line 9, before the 
word “ dollars,” to strike out “twenty” and insert “ fifteen; ” 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pues on the pension roll, subject 
to tbe provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Amelia M. Hawes, widow of Patrick O. Hawes, late second lieutenant 
Company F, Fourteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

EDWARD R. CUNNINGHAM. 

The bill (S. 6347) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
R. Cunningham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out “of” 
and insert first lieutenant;“ and in line 8, before the word 
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“dollars,” to strike out “fifty” and insert“ forty-six; so as 
to make the bill read: 


royisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 
R. nningham, late first lieutenant Company D, Nineteenth Regi- 
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$46 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

'The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


NELLIE PAXTON. 


The bill (S. 6230) granting an increase of pension to Nellie 
Paxton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the words“ United States,“ to in- 
sert Third Regiment; “ and in line 8, before the word “ dol- 
lars,“ to strike out “twenty” and insert “twelye;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nellie 
Paxton, widow of William Paxton, late of Company A, Third Regiment 
United States Dragoons, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now recelving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ANNA LAMAR WALKER. 


The bill (H. R. 19357) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna Lamar Walker was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Anna Lamar Walker, widow of Nathaniel G. W. Walker, late of 
Captain Allen's company, Colonel Brisbane's regiment South 
Carolina Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZA F. WADSWORTH. 


The bill (H. R. 17481) granting a pension to Eliza F. Wads- 
worth was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Eliza F. Wads- 
worth, widow of Charles C. Wadsworth, late of Company G, 
Fourth Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her 
a pension of $8 per month. ' 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LOUISA M. SEES. 


The bill (H. R. 18113) granting an increase of pension to 
Louisa M. Sees was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Louisa M. 
Sees, widow of Jacob A. Sees, late of Battery D, Second Regi- 
ment United States Artillery, Texas and New Mexico Indian 
war, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving.“ 5 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANTONIO MACELLO. 


The bill (H. R. 19416) granting an increase of pension to 
Antonio Macello was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Antonio Macello, late of Company M, Thirteenth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Cavalry, and Company I, Third Regiment 
New York Provisional Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID 8. JONES. 


The bill (H. R. 19503) granting an increase of pension to 
David S. Jones was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of David S. 
Jones, late of Company A, Sixty-eighth Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is.now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered-to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN E. KINGSBURY. 


The bill (H. R. 19601) granting an increase of pension to 
John E. Kingsbury was considered as in Committee of the 
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Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
John E. Kingsbury, late of Company D, Eighty-first Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and Eighty-ninth Company, 
Second Battalion Veteran Reserve Corps, and to pay him a 
pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES W. WEBER. 


The bill (H. R. 12667) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Weber was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles W: 
Weber, late of Company I, Twenty-third Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NEAL O’DONNEL PARKS. 


The bill (H. R. 16169) granting a pension to Neal O’Donnel 
Parks was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert : 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Neal O'Donnel Parks, late 
acting assistant surgeon, United States Army, and private, Company 
B, Second Battalion, Twenty-sixth Regiment United States Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. BLAIR. 


The bill (S. 6561) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Blair was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“ fifty ” and insert thirty;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be ït enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roH, subject to 
the. provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. Blair, late of Tenth Independent Battery, Massachusetts Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was-ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


AGUSTA P. MORGAN. 


The bill (S. 6723) granting an increase of pension to Agusta 
P. Morgan was announced as next in order. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask that the bill may be passed over, 
retaining its place on the Calendar. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be passed over. 


FRANCES A. JEPSON. 


The bill (S. 6131) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
A. Jepson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert : 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 

limitations of the pensions laws, the name of Frances A. Jepson, widow 
of Leonard Jepson, late of Company K, Tenth Regiment, and Companies 
A and K, Twenty-ninth Regiment, Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
nmendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA W. POLLARD. 


The bill (S. 1847) granting a pension to Martha W. Pollard 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: A 5 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha W. Pollard, widow 
of Edward Pollard, late captain Company H, Twenty-fourth Regiment 
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New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 
per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. - 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL COOK. 


The bill (S. 6485) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Cook was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “fifty” and insert thirty-six;” so as to make the bill 
read: : n 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
Cook, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM J. GIRVAN. 


The bill (H. R. 16741) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam J. Girvan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William J. 


Girvan, late of Company F, Eleventh Regiment New York Vol- 


unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROSEANNA HUGHES. 


The bill (H. R. 17874) granting an increase of pension to 
Roseanna Hughes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Roseanna 
Hughes, widow of James Hughes, late second lientenant Com- 
pany E, First Battalion Louisiana Mounted Volunteers, war 
with Mexico, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CATHARINE F. FITZGERALD. 


The bill (H. R. 18227) granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine F. Fitzgerald was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Catharine F. Fitzgerald, widow of John G. Fitzgerald, late of 
Company I, Sixty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay her a pension of $16 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LYDIA A. PATNAUDE. 


The bill (H. R. 19483) granting a pension to Lydia A. Pat- 
naude was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Lydia A. Pat- 
naude, widow of Alfred Patnaude, alias Alfred Putnam, late of 
Company A, Seventeenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REUBEN D. DODGE. 


The bill (S. 6560) granting an increase of pension to Reuben 
D. Dodge was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Reuben D. Dodge, 
late of Battery D, First Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Light 
Artillery, and Company F, Third Regiment Rhode Island Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 3 

ELLA B. GREEN. 

The bill (S. 6580) granting an increase of pension to Elia B. 
Green was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Ella B. Green, 
widow of Charles L. Green, late of Company B, Fourteenth Regi- 
ment, and Company A, Eighteenth Regiment, New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay ber a pension of $20 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
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dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


EZEKIEL MORRILL. 


The bill (S. 6579) granting an increase of pension to Ezekiel 
Morrill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Ezekiel Morrill, 
late assistant surgeon Thirtesath Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry and surgeon First Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WESLEY J. LADD. 

The bill (S. 6586) granting an increase of pension to Wesley 
J. Ladd was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Wesley J. Ladd, 
late of U. S. steamers Rodolph and Vermont, United States Navy, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

FRANCIS W. CROMMETT. 

The bill (S. 6203) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
W. Crommett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Francis W. 
Crommett, late of Company C, Twenty-fourth Regiment Maine 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. . 

ROSWELL PRESCOTT. 

The bill (S. 10) granting an increase of pension to Roswell 
Prescott was eonsidered as in Committee of the Whole, It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Roswell 
Preséott, late of Company A, Twenty-seventh Regiment Maine 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

LUCIUS RUMRILL. 


The bill (S. 5727) granting an increase of pension to Lucius 
Rumrill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Lucius Rumrill, 
late of Company B, Fourteenth Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. í 

EDWARD L. CARPENTER. 


The bill (S. 1425) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
L. Carpenter was announced as next in order. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I ask that the bill be passed over, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar, without prejudice. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 
PATRICK O'DAY. 


The bill (S. 1257) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
O’Day was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Patrick O'Day, 
late of Company G, Seventh Regiment New Hampshire Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

THOMAS P. CHENEY. 


The bill (S. 6829) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
P. Cheney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to insert “ first; ” 
and in the same line, after the word “Company,” to strike out 
the letter “E” and insert A; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
e ae nd pap ln passion a ihe te f 

untee „ 
530 — month in lieu of that he is now E aines 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FLORENCE B. PLATO, 


The bill (S. 4389) granting an increase of pension to Florence 
Plato was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
„ to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Florence B. Plato, widow 
of Nelson Plato, late captain and assistant quartermaster, United 


States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that she is mow Tecsiving. me 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments. were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Florence B. Plato.” 


ALONZO S. PRATHER. 


The bill (S. 5725) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
S. Prather was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“of” and insert “second lieutenant; ” and in line 8, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “thirty” and insert “twenty- 
four; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Alonzo 
8. ther, late second lieutenant Company B, Sixth Regiment Tn- 
diana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him.a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. RHOADS. 


The bill (S. 768) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Rhoads was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out “a 
private;” in the same line, after the word “unassigned,” to 
strike out “in the;” and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” 
to strike out “ twenty-five ” and insert twenty ;” so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam H. Rhoads, late unassigned, Seventh Regiment Minnesota Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JAMES D. MERRILL. 


The bill (S. 5443) granting an increase of pension to James 
D. Merrill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out “ of ” 
and insert second lieutenant; “ and in line 8, before the word 
“Infantry,” to insert “ Volunteer; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
D. Merrill. late second lieutenant Company D, One hundred and 
twelfth R ent United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
JACOB SMITII. 
The bill (S. 5980) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “Company,” to strike 
out “I, Third,” and insert F, Forty-third;” and in line 7, be- 
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fore the word “and,” to strike out“ Cavalry“ and insert “ In- 
fantry ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
Smith, late of Company F, Forty-third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

AMANDA W. RITCHIE. 

The bill (H. R. 4205) granting an increase of pension to 
Amanda W. Ritchie was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Amanda W. Ritchie, widow of Wiliam Ritchie, late first lieu- 
tenant and captain Company C, Fourth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $20 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. KELLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 4292) granting a pensión to George W. Kelley 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of George W. Kelley, late 
second-class apprentice U. S. S. New Hampshire, United States 
Navy, and to pay him a pension of $17 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM HARVEY. 


The bill (H. R. 5728) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Harvey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William Har- 
vey, late of Company G, Third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY L, JOHNSON. 


The bill (H. R. 6956) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
L. Johnson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry L, John- 
son, late of Company H, Sixth Regiment United States Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RICHARD CALLAGHAN, 


The bill (H. R. 8481) granting an increase of pension to Rich- 
ard Callaghan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Richard 
Callaghan, late of Company A, Thirty-fifth Regiment New Jer- 
sey Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOB B. CRABTREE. 


The bill (H. R. 19298) granting an increase of pension to Job 
B. Crabtree, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Job B. Crab- 
tree, late of Company F, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Cavalry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEVI BRADER, 


The bill (H. R. 19359) granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Brader was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Leyi Brader, late 
of Company B, One hundred and fifty-third Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JONAS M. SEES. 

The bill (H. R. 17675) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonas M. Sees was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jonas M. 
Sees, late of Company E, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cav- 


alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN EWING. 


The bill (II. R. 14199) granting an increase of pension to 
John Ewing was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John Ewing, 
late lieutenant-colonel One hundred and fifty-fifth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$80 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT B. CRAWFORD. 

The bill (H. R. 14537) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
ert B. Crawford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Robert B. 
Crawford, late of Company ©, Thirty-eighth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALEXANDER DIXSON. 

The bill (H. R. 19511) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Dixson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Alexander 
Dixson, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment Tennessee Volun- 
teers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JACOB KINKERLY. 

The bill (H. R. 19611) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Kinkerly was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jacob Kink- 
erly, late of Company A, Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. a 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DENNIS A. LITZINGER. 


The bill (H. R. 12128) granting an increase of pension to Den- 
nis A. Litzinger was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Dennis A. 
Litzinger, late of Company D, Second Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, war with Mexico, and captain Company D, Third 
Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES T. MURRAY. 

The bill (H. R. 12339) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles T. Murray was considered as in Committee of the WIſole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles T. 
Murray, late of Company E, Thirtieth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $36 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL B. M’LEAN. 


The bill (H. R. 12482) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel B. McLean was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Samuel B. McLean, late of Company C, Ringgold Battalion 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and Company D, Twenty-sec- 
ond Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him 
a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MIRANDA BIRK HEAD. 

The bill (H. R. 2315) granting a pension to Miranda Birk- 
head was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Miranda Birk- 
head, widow of William O. Birkhead, late acting second assist- 
ant engineer, United States Navy, and to pay her a pension of 
$8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN H. PITMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 4707) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Pitman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John H. 
Pitman, late acting master’s mate, United States Navy, and to 
pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES W. STEWART. 


The bill (II. R. 7580) granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Stewart was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James W. 
Stewart, late of Company L, Sixth Regiment West Virginia Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without aniendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGET M. DUFFY. 


The bill (H. R. 16513) granting an increase of pension to 
Bridget M. Duffy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Bridget M. 
Duffy, widow of Peter J. Duffy, late captain Company G, Sixty- 
first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE H. REEDER. 


The bil (H. R. 18493) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Reeder was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George H. 
‘Reeder, late of Company B, One hundred and forty-fifth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARIA NILES. 


The bill (H. R. 11483) granting a pension to Maria Niles was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Maria Niles, widow of John D. 
Niles, lage of Company B, One hundred and first Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES L. ESTLOW. 


The bill (S. 6186) granting an increase of pension to James L. 
Estlow was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of James I. Estlow, 
late of Company A, Third Regiment New Jersey Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


. MARTHA J. HALLER. 


The bill (S. 6488) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
J. Haller was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha J, Haller, widow 
of William W. Haller, late of Company K, Twelfth R ent Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and second lieutenant Company H, e hundred and 
sixty-eighth Regiment Ohio National Guard Infantry, and pey her a 
ponton at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of that she now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARY L. BEARDSLEY. 


The bill (S. 6429) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
Beardsley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 

directed to place ón the pension roll, sub; to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of 4 L. Beardsley, widow 
o: iam P. Beardsley, late of 5 C, Fifth Regiment, and Com- 
pany E, Sixth Regiment. New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 
— 7 at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ng. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ISAAC ©. PHILLIPS. 


The bill (S. 5826) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
C. Phillips was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “forty ” and insert thirty; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 8 and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Isaac 
C. Phillips, late 3 Company B, mt Michigan Volunteer 


Fit 
Cavalry, and pay a pension at the rate of $30 per month in Lieu 
of that he is aed receiving. $90: RY 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

: ELVIRA A. KELLY. 

The bill (S. 1941) granting an increase of pension to Elvira 
A. Kelley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amenet to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pra on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the — laws, the name of Elvira A. Kelly, widow 
of Ozial H. Kelly, late of Company C. Eighteenth Regiment Iich n 


Volunteer Infantry, and her a pension at the rate of $16 per month 
in lieu of that she is Ei n #16 pe 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, rend 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elvira A. Kelly.” 


WILLIAM VANTILBURGH. 


The bill (S. 1857) granting an increase of pension to William 
Yan Tilburgh was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the words “ late,” to strike out the 
name “Van Tilburgh” and insert “ Vantilburgh;” and in line 
S, before the word “dollars,” to strike out “seventy-two” and 
insert thirty; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Vantilburgh, late of Company G, ith Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cay- 


alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, rend 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Vantilburgh.” 


ALONZO COOPER. 


The bill (H. R. 1871) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo Cooper was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Alonzo Cooper, 
late second lieutenant Company I and first lieutenant Company 
F, Twelfth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay 
him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOUN M. PEARSON. 


The bill (H. R. 8273) granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Pearson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John M. Pear- 
son, late of Company A, Second Regiment Mississippi Volun- 
teers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY E. TURNER, 

The bill (H. R. 19321) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Turner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary E. 
Turner, widow of Joshua Turner, late of Company F, First 


1906. 


Regiment Mississippi Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, 
and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY ISABELLA RYKARD. 


The bill (II. R. 19322) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Isabella Rykard was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Mary Isabella Rykard, widow of Levi Harris Rykard, late of 
Capt. Robert Child’s company, South Carolina Volunteers, 
Florida Indian war, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ORLANDO L. LEVY. 


The bill (H. R. 19323) granting an increase of pension to 
Orlando L. Levy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Orlando 
L. Levy, late of Company F, First Regiment South Carolina 
Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALLIE WILLIAMS. 


The bill (H. R. 16397) granting an increase of pension to 
Allie Williams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Allie Wil- 
liams, widow of Joseph M. Williams, late of Company B, Third 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and 
Company C, Tenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and 
to pay her a pension of $16 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SHERMAN JACOBS. 


The bill (H. R. 16747) granting a pension to Sherman Jacobs 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Sherman Jacobs, late of 
Company A, Fourth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, 
war with Spain, and to pay him a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LUCIUS C. FLETCHER, 


The bill (H. R. 16748) granting an increase of pension to Lu- 
cius C. Fletcher was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Lucius C. 
Fletcher, late of Company K, Fourth Regiment Vermont Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID MITCHELL. 


The bill (H. R. 18429) granting an increase of pension to Da- 
vid Mitchell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of David Mitchell, 
late of Company D, Eighty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW J. ANDERSON. 


The bill (H. R. 18860) granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew J. Anderson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Andrew J. 
Anderson, late of Troop E, Third Regiment United States Cav- 
alry, war with Spain, and to pay him a pension of $10 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SUSAN M. OSBORN. 


The bill (H. R. 19119) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
M. Osborn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Susan M. 
Osborn, widow of William R. Osborn, late of Captain Mann’s 
company, Wood's battalion, Third Brigade Georgia Volunteer 
Infantry, Creek Indian war, and to pay her a pension of $12 
yer month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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JAMES s. SALSBERRY. 


The bill (H. R. 13057) granting an increase of pension to 
James S. Salsberry was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
James S. Salsberry, late of Company B, One hundred and 
eleventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BETSEY A. HODGES. 


The bill (S. 6538) granting an increase of pension to Betsey 
A. Hodges was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bewer: A. Hodges, widow 
of Seaborn R. Hodges, late of Captain William C. Newbern's company, 
Georgia Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month In lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JANE METTS. 


The bill (S. 5188) granting a pension to Jane Metts was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pas on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jane Metts, widow of 
Thomas J. Metts, alias Jefferson Metts, late of Captain James A. 
Pickett’s company, Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. S 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


DOLORES S. FOSTER. 


The bill (S. 6853) granting an increase of pension to Dolores 
S. Foster was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the words “ widow of,” to strike 
out“ Major;” in the same line, after the word “late,” to strike 
out “of” and insert “captain Company D;“ and in line 9, be- 
fore the word “dollars,” to strike out “thirty” and insert 
twenty; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, outhorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject .to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dolores 
S. Foster, widow of Davis Foster, late captain Company D, Twenty- 


Fourth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that s 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH MADDOX. 


The bill (H. R. 19528) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Maddox was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the words “ widow of,” to strike out 
the name Harry“ and insert “Harvy;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza- 
beth Maddox, widow of Harvy S. Maddox, late of Captain Taylor’s com- 
pany, First Regiment Arkansas Volunteer Cavalry, war with Mexico, 


and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. y 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN H. BROOKS. 


The bill (S. 2749) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Brooks was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


her a pen- 
is now recelving. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out thirty“ and insert “ twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H. 
Brooks, late of Company B, Thirty-eighth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
manty, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PHEBE EASLEY, 


The bill (H. R. 19300) granting an increase of pension to 
Phebe Easley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Phebe Easley, 
widow of William Easley, late of Captain Dunlap’s independent 
company, Illinois Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to 
pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. HENRIE. 


The bill (H. R. 17691) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Henrie was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George W. 
Henrie, late major, Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WALDEN KELLY. ` 


The bill (H. R. 18193) granting an increase of pension to 
Walden Kelly was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Walden Kelly, 

- late captain Company F, Twenty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY JANE RAGAN, 


The bill (H. R. 18403) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Jane Ragan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary Jane 
Ragan, widow of David C. Ragan, late of Company A, Fourth 
Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and 
to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FREDERICK FIENOP. 


The bill (H. R. 19080) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Fienop was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Frederick 
Fienop, late of Company B, Second Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY C. MOORE, 


The bill (H. R.. 14480) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary ©. Moore was considered as in Committee on the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary C. 
Moore, widow of Thomas Moore, late colonel One hundred and 
sixty-seventh Regiment Ohio National Guard Infantry, and to 
pay her a pension of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA ANN JONES. 


The bill (H. R. 19587) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha Ann Jones was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Martha Ann 
Jones, widow of Washington Jones, late of Company G, Captain 
Standefer's company, Second Regiment Tennessee Volunteer In- 
fantry, war with Mexico, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS J. FARRAR. 


The bill (H. R. 9262) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Farrar was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas J. 
Farrar, late of Captain Johnson’s company, Bell's regiment, 
Texas Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to.pay him a 
pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


S SAMUEL MOSER. 


The bill (S. 6466) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Moser was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel Moser, 
late of Company G, Fifteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

DENIS A. MANNING. 


The bill (S. 6267) granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
A. Manning was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “of,” where it occurs the 
first time, to strike out the name Dennis“ and insert“ Denis; ” 
and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out“ forty ” 
and insert “ thirty ; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Denis 
A. Manning, late of Company I, Sixty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Denis A. Manning.” 


SUSAN N. FOWLER. 


The bill (S. 4406) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
N. Fowler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, before the word “ Regiment,” to strike 
out “ Thirteenth” and insert Thirtieth;“ so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan 
N. Fowler, widow of Jasper N. Fowler, late of Company C, Thirtieth 


Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW J. GROVER. 


The bill (S. 6636) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Grover was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Andrew J. 
Grover, late major, First Regiment Vermont Volunteer Cavalry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WILLIAM A. SMITH. 


The bill (S. 4053) granting an increase of pension to William 
A. Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out “ of ” 
and insert “first lieutenant; and in line 8, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “thirty” and insert “ twenty-four; ” 
so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
A. Smith, late first lieutenant Company H, Sixty-first Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 


1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


535 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ALICE G. CLARK. 


The bill (S. 6250) granting a pension to Alice G. Clark was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out of ” 
and insert “second lieutenant;” in line 9, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “ twenty-four” and insert “ fifteen; ” 
and in the same line, after the word “month,” to insert “in 
lieu of that she is now receiving; so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to the Fe on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of msion laws, the name of Alice 
G. Clark, widow of Zerah P, Clark, ate. second lientenant Company G, 
First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
crease of pension to Alice G. Clark.” 

DAVID EVANS. 

The bill (H. R. 18018) granting an increase of pension to 
David Evans was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of David Evans, 
late of Company F, Thirty-sixth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALEXANDER M. FERGUS. 


The bill (H. R. 18066) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander. M. Fergus was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Alexander M. Fergus, late of Company F, One hundred and 
fifty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him 
a pension of $24-per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMPSON PARKER. 

The bill (H. R. 14680) granting an increase of pension to 
Sampson Parker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Sampson 
Parker, late of Company A, First Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES M’QUADE. 

The bill (H. R. 11142) granting an increase of pension to 
James McQuade was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
James McQuade, late acting third assistant engineer, United 
States Navy, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third-reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES MARTINE. 


The bill (H. R. 2715) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Martine was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles 
Martine, late of Company D, Sixty-third Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES VAN TINE. 

The bill (H. R. 19162) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Van Tine was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles 
Van Tine, late of Company F, One hundred and twenty-eighth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARCUS b. "TENNEY. 


The bill (H. R. 19161) granting an increase of pension to 
Marcus D. Tenney was considered as in Committee of the 


“A bill granting an in- 


Whole. It proposes’ to place on the pension roll the name of 
Marcus D. Tenney, late captain First Battery, Kansas Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MATILDA FOSTER. 


The bill (H. R. 16842) granting a pension to Matilda Foster 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Matilda Foster, widow of 
Rufus D. Foster, late of Company I, One hundred and forty- 
third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
caog to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MILTON R. DUNGAN. 


The bill (H. R. 12190) granting an increase of pension to Mil- 
ton R. Dungan was. considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Milton R. 
Dungan, late of Company C, Seventh Regiment United States 
Infantry, war with Mexico, Companies D and E, Eighth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and Company F, One hundred 
and fifty-first Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AUGUSTUS L. HOLBROOK. 


The bill (S. 6718) granting an increase of pension to Augus- 
tus L. Holbrook was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Augustus 
L. Holbrook, late of Company H, Fourteenth -Regiment New 
York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 170 
and passed. 

HOLMES CLAYTON. 


The bill (S. 6705) granting an increase of pension to Holmes 
Clayton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Holmes Clayton, 
late of Company A, Eighty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

STEPHEN E. LEMON. 


The bill (S. 6707) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
E. Lemon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Stephen E. 
Lemon, late of Company I, Twenty-fourth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

SAMUEL SHAWVER. 


The bill (S. 6709) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Shawver was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
preposes to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel 
Shawver, late of Company B, Eleventh Regiment Missouri Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MANASA T. HOUSER. 


The bill (S. 6717) granting an increase of pension to Manasa 
T. Houser was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “ thirty,” and insert “twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations 2 the pension laws, the name of Manasa 
T. Houser, late of Company G, ä Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
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SILAS A. REYNOLDS. 


The bill (S. 480) granting an increase of pension to Silas A. 
Reynolds was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “Regiment,” to strike 
out Fifteenth” and insert “Twentieth ;” and in line 8, before 
the word “dollars,” to strike out “ fifty“ and insert thirty; 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 8 to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Silas 
A. Reynoltis, late of Company F, Twentieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. ~ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES F. M. MORGAN. 


The bill (S. 1891) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
F. M. Morgan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “fifty ” and insert“ thirty; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the oe laws, the name of Charles 
F. M. Morgan, late of Company B, First Regiment Oregon Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LEWIS C. JANES. 


The bill (S. 5176) granting an increase of pension to Louis 
O. Janes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
Hmitations of the pension laws, the name of Lewis C. Janes, late of 
Company H, Thirteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and 
Company D, Second Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
. pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tò the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lewis C. Janes.” 


JAMES REEDER. 


The bill (H. R. 4689) granting an increase of pension to James 
Reeder was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of James Reeder, 
late of Company G, Seventy-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW J. SLINGER. 


The bill (H. R. 4690) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Slinger was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Andrew J. Slinger, late first lieutenant Company I, Sixty-ninth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE FETTERMAN, 


The bill (H. R. 7719) granting an increase of pension to 
George Fetterman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George Fet- 
terman, late of Company D, Forty-first Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. z 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


` ELIAS S. FALKENBURG. 


The bill (H. R. 19404) granting an increase of pension to, 
Elias S. Falkenburg was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Elias S. Falkenburg, late of Company M, Second Regiment Wis- 
consin Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M. WEBB, 


The bill (H. R. 18045) granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Webb was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John M. Webb, 
late of Company H, Forty-seventh Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN INGRAM. 


The bill (H. R. 18214) granting an increase of pension to John 
Ingram was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Ingram, late 
of Company G, Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, 
war with Mexico, and Company L, Tenth Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

W. P. M’MICHAEL. 


The bill (H. R. 19743) granting an increase of pension to 
W. P. McMichael was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of W. P. Mc- 
Michael, late of Company F, Sixth Regiment Louisiana Volun- 
teers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE CASPER HOMAN HUMMEL, 


The bill (H. R. 19744) granting an increase of pension to 
George Casper Homan Hummel, alias George C. Homan, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of George Casper Homan Hummel, 
alias George C. Homan, late of Company I, Seventh Regiment 
United States Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a 
pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DIER COLLETT. 

The bill (H. R. 9836) granting an increase of pension to Dier 
Collett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Dier Collett, late 
of Company E, Seventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMILY FOX. 


The bill (H. R. 19462) granting an increase of pension to 
Emily Fox was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, before the word “ late,” to strike out 
“ deceased ; ” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 
Fox, widow of Calvin Fox, late of Captain Quattlebaum's company, 
South Carolina Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN R. CONYNGHAM. 


The bill (S. 2734) granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Conyngham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out thirty“ and insert twenty; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


nsion laws, the name of Emily . 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
R. cony ham, late of Company H, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
dieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MICHAEL V. HENNESSY. 


The bill (S. 822) granting a pension to Michael V. Hennessy 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ and,“ to insert“ war 
with Spain;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Michael 
V. Hennessy, late of Company G, Two hundred and third Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ` 
: LAFAYETTE FRANKS. ‘ 

The bill (H. H. 3338) granting an increase of pension to La- 
fayette Franks was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Lafayette 
Franks, late of Company K, Twentieth Regiment Iowa Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the’third time, and passed. 

JOHN M. CHANDLER. 

The bill (H. R. 5846) granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Chandler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John M. 
Chandler, late of Company K, Eighty-second Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. MONTGOMERY. 


The bill (H. R. 16211) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Montgomery was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
John W. Montgomery, late of Company D, Thirty-third Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMMA L. PATTERSON, 


The bill (H. R. 19463) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma L. Patterson was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Emma L. Patterson, widow of James Patterson, late of Cap- 
tain Allen’s company, South Carolina Volunteers, Florida In- 
dian war, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NOAH RESSEQUIE. 


The bill (H. R. 19534) granting an increase of pension to 
Noah Ressequie was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Noah Res- 
sequie, late of Company F, Fifteenth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Engineers, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL CAMPBELL, 


The bill (H. R. 19626) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Campbell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel 
Campbell, late of Company E, Mormon Battalion Iowa Volun- 
teers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. SUTHERLAND. 


The bill (H. R. 19922) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Sutherland was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Mary A. Sutherland, widow of John B. Sutherland, late of Com- 
pany K, First Regiment Georgia Volunteer Infantry, war with 
Mexico, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now recéiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELLA Q. PARRISH. 


The bill (H. R. 9465) granting a pension to Ella Q. Parrish 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Ella Q. Parrish, widow 
of Henry S. Parrish, late captain Company A, Twentieth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
$8 per month. f 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


~ WILLIAM BAYS. 


The bill (H. R. 12517) granting a pension to William Bays 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of William Bays, late of 
Company F, First Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and 
to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN HAINS. 

The bill (S. 2737) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min Hains was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Benjamin Hains, 
late of Company I, Ninth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, 


and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he 


is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

LOUIS SIDEL. 


The bill (S. 4909) granting an increase of pension to Louis 
Sidel was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Louis Sidel, late 
of Company G, Tenth Regiment United States Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JOHN M. MELSON. 


The bill (H. R. 19889) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Melson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John M. 
Melson, late of Company D, Second Regiment Tennessee Volun- 
teer Mounted Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH ANN REAVIS, 


The bill (H. R. 19415) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Ann Reavis was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Sarah Ann Reavis, widow of Simeon S. Reavis, late of Com- 
pany K, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, war 
with Mexico, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALLEN M. CAMERON. 


The bill (H. R. 14144) granting a pension to Allen M. Cam- 
eron was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Allen M. Cam- 
eron, late of Troop M, Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry, 
war with Spain, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES W. RUSSELL. 

The bill (H. R. 9107) granting a pension to James W. Rus- 
sell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of James W. Russell, late 
of Company M, Third Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, 
war with Spain, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NANCY ELIZABETH HUTCHESON. 


The bill (H. R. 19529) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy Elizabeth Hutcheson was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name 
of Nancy Elizabeth Hutcheson, widow of William Hutcheson, 
late of Company H, First Regiment. Tennessee Volunteers, war 
with Mexico, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES P. GRAY. 


The bill (H. R. 19530) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles P. Gray was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles P. 
Gray, late of Company D, Third Regiment Arkansas Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per-month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SUSAN M. LONG. 


The bill (H. R. 19324) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan M. Long was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Susan M. 
Long, widow of George Long, late of Captain Denny’s company, 
South Carolina Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and to pay her 
a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE OPPEL. 

The bill (H. R. 19325) granting an increase of pension to 
George Oppel was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
‘proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George Oppel, 
late of Company C, Fourth Regiment United States Artillery, 
war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET R. VANDIVER. 


The bill (H. R. 19326) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret R. Vandiver was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll.the name of 
Margaret R. Vandiver, widow of Solomon H. Vandiver, late of 
Captain Sutton’s company, Georgia Volunteers, Florida Indian 
war, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID D. OWENS. 


The bill (H. R. 15620) granting an increase of pension to 
David D. Owens was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of David D. 
Owens, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

= MARY A. RILEY. 

The bill (H. R. 17651) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Riley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary A. Riley, 
widow of Hugh Riley, late of Company H, First Regiment Mis- 
sissippi Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay her a 
pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES H. STIMPSON. 

The bill (H. R. 19514) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Stimpson was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place.on the pension roll the name of 
James H. Stimpson, late acting master, United States Navy, and 
to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL W. ATKINSON. 
The bill (H. R. 15619) granting an increase of pension to 


Samuel W. Atkinson was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
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Samuel W. Atkinson, late of Company C, Third Regiment Ohio 
Volunteers, war with Mexico, and Company F, One hundred and 
seventy-ninth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH MOORE MORGAN. 


The bill (H. R. 19035) granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore 
Morgan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, after the word “ month,” to insert “in 
lieu of that she is now receiving; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the 8 and limitations of the sion laws, the name of 
Elizabeth Moore Morgan, widow of Robert C. Morgan, late captain, 
Tenth Regiment United States Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her 
a pranon at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. i 

The title-was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elizabeth Moore Morgan.” 


ROBERT RAMSEY. 


The bill (S. 4894) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Ramsey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “ Volunteer,” to strike 
out“ Mounted; “ and in the same line, before the word Infan- 
try,” to insert “ Mounted;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to .the 1 and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of 
Robert Ramsey, late of Company B, e i Regiment North Carolina 


Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a punon at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving., 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


. JOSIAH HALL. 


The bill (H. R. 8712) granting an increase of pension to 
Josiah Hall was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Josiah Hall, 
late of Company F, Third Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infan- 
try, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lien of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA A. BILLINGS. 


The bill (H. R. 19174) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha A. Billings was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Martha A. Billings, widow of William M. Billings, late of Com- 
pany I, Palmetto Regiment South Carolina Volunteers, war 
with Mexico, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LOUISA J. BIRTHRIGHT. 


The bill (H. R. 19256) granting an increase of pension to 
Louisa J. Birthright was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Louisa J. Birthright, widow of Robert B. Birthright, late of 
Company D, Third Regiment Tennessee Volunteers, war’ with 
Mexico, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. RIVERS. 


The bill (H. R. 19318) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Rivers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary E. 
Rivers, widow of Constant H. Rivers, late of Company F, Pal- 
metto Regiment South Carolina Volunteers, war with Mexico. 
and to.pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 


1906. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH SPRUELL. 


The bill (H. R. 19319) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Spruell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth 
Spruell, widow of William Spruell, late of Company E, Pal- 
metto Regiment South Carolina Volunteers, war with Mexico, 
and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LOUISE J. PRATT. . 


The bill (H. R. 19320) granting an increase of pension to 
Louise J: Pratt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Louise J. 
Pratt, widow of Robert Pratt, late of Capt. R. Child’s company, 
South Carolina Volunteer Cavalry, Florida Indian war, and to 
pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM M’CREA. 

The bill (H. R. 15713) granting an increase of pension to 
William McCrea was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William 
McCrea, late of Nield’s battery, Delaware Volunteer Light Ar- 
tillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WALTER S. HARMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 17918) granting a pension to Walter S. Har- 
man was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Walter S. Harman, 
late of Capt. Edward Anderson's battery, South Carolina Vol- 
unteer Heavy Artillery, war with Spain, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN N. OLIVER. 


The bill (H. R. 18343) granting an increase of pension to John | 
| limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emily Killian, widow of 


N. Oliver was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John N. Oliver, 
late assistant surgeon, Nighty-first Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS T. PAGE. 


The bill (H. R. 18705) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas T. Page was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas T. 
Page, late of Company B, Twelfth Regiment New York State 
Militia, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH C. A. SCOTT. 


The bill (H. R. 19101) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah C. A. Scott was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah C. A. 
Scott, widow of Henry E. Scott, late of Company H, Palmetto 
Regiment South Carolina Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to 
pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. x 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET E. WALKER. 

The bill (H. R. 19504) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet E. Walker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Margaret E. 
Walker, widow of James R. Walker, Tate of Capt. John Wilson’s 
company, Georgia Militia, war of 1812, and to pay her a pension 
of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHANNA KEARNEY. 


The bill (H. R. 19819) granting an increase of pension to 
Johanna Kearney was considered as in Committee g4 the Whole. 
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It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Johanna 
Kearney, widow of James Kearney, late of Battery L, First 
Regiment United States Artillery, war with Mexico, captain 
Company E, Sixty-seyenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and ordnance sergeant, United States Army, and to 
pay her a pension of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN FOX, 


The bill (S. 6035) granting an increase of pension to John 
Fox was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of John Fox, late of Com- 
pany A, Second Regiment North Carolina Volunteer Mounted 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JOHN L. ANTHONY. 


The bill (S. 6232) granting an increase of pension to John L. 
Anthony was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word “Infantry,” to insert 
“ Mounted ;” so as to make the bill read: y% 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John L. 
Anthony, late of Company C, Third Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

EMILY KILLIAN. 

The bill (S. 6001) granting an increase of pension to Emily 
Killian was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 


William W. Killian, late lieutenant, Captain Cunningham’s company, 


| North Carolina Volunteers, Cherokee Indian disturbances, and pay her 


a ponpon at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JAMES REED, 


The bill (S. 5963) granting an increase of pension to James 
Reed was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: ; 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Reed, late of Battery 
G, First Regiment Pennsylvania Light Artillery, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in Meu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


DANIEL W. REDFIELD. 


The bill (S. 5892) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
W. Redfield was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “forty ” and insert “ twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel 
W. Redfield, late of Company K, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment 


New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN G. BRIDAHAM, 


The bill (S. 6005) granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Bridaham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out thirty“ and insert “twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of 8 laws, the name of John 
G. Bridaham, late of Company, E, rteenth iment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a penn at the ratè of $24 per 
month in licu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. f 


ISAAC CARTER. 


The bill (S. 2563) granting a pension to Isaac Carter was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “eighteen” and insert “twelve;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the Figen laws, the name of Isaac 
Carter, late of Company C, One hundred and thirty-third Regiment West 
Virginia Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to: 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL TURNER. 


The bill (S. 3767) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Turner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. A 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out fifty“ and insert thirty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the on laws, the name of Samuel 
Tor late of Company I, Fifteen Regiment West Virginia Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay 
in lieu of that he is now recel 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the | 


amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
; GEORGE W. SMITH. : 


The bill (S. 2249) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “ forty ” and insert thirty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the panin laws, the name of George 
W. Smith, late of Companies H and B, Seyenty-eighth ent Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordéred to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM EPPINGER. 


The bill (S. 6537) granting an increase of pension to William 
Eppinger was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 

amendments, in line 6, after the words “late of,” to strike out 
“Company C“ and insert Companies C and H;!“ and in line 
9, before the word “dollars,” to strike out “thirty-six” and 
Insert twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill read: 
: Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of WilHam 
yet at cates oe Rear eee es 
yer ge iy lien of that he is how — a 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in, : 


him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
ving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN LINGENFELDEB. 


The bill (H. R. 19215) granting an increase of pension to John 
Lingenfelder was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John Lingen- 
felder, late unassigned, Seventeeth Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RUDOLPH BENTZ. 


The bill (H. R. 18363) granting an increase of pension to 
Rudolph Bentz was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Rudolph 
Bentz, late of Company G, One hundred and fortieth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lien of that he is now receiving. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

J. F. WISNEWSKI. 

The bill (H. R. 4554) to remove the charge of absence without 
leave and reported desertion from the military record of J. F. 
Wisnewski was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
directs that J. F. Wisnewski, late captain of Company K, Second 
Kentucky Infantry, be held and cansidered to have been honor- 
ably discharged on August 18, 1862, and authorizes the Secre- 
tary of War to issue to him an honorable discharge in accord- 
ance therewith; but no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall 
become due or payable by virtue of its passage. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NELSON VIRGIN. 

The bill (S. 5823) granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Virgin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “thirty,” and insert twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the panion laws, the name of Nelson 
Virgin, late of Company K, Seventy-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $2 
in lien of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. ` . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
WILBUR H. CLARK. 


The bill (S. 3220) granting an increase of pension to Wilbur 
H. Clark was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,“ to strike out 
thirty,“ and insert “twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: a 


per month 


The amendment was agreed te. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM M. MORGAN. 


The bill (S. 123) granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Morgan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 


That the Secretar} of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William M. Morgan, late 
of Company I, Sixth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and 
Battery A, First Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Light Artillery, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in of tzat he is 
now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. nnd the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
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ROBERT MILLS. 

The bill (S. 3221) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Mills was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Robert Mills, late 
of Company E, Seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cay- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

CATHRIN HUFF. 


The bill (S. 1493) granting an increase of pension to Cath- 
arine Huff was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “of” where it occurs 
the first time, to strike out the name “Catharine” and insert 
“Cathrin;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pennon laws, the name of Cathrin 
Huff, widow of Joseph A. Huff, late of Company L, First Regiment West 


Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Cathrin Huff.” 


TIMOTHY C. STILWELL. 


The bill (S. 6645) granting an increase of pension to Tim- 
othy C. Stillwell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word “late,” to strike out 
the name “Stillwell” and insert “ Stilwell;” and in line 8, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “thirty” and insert 
“ twenty-four;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Timoth 
C. Stilwell, late of Company B, Twelfth Regiment West Virginia Vol- 
. unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Timothy C. Stilwell.” 


DANA W. HARTSHORN. 


The bill (S. 1240) granting an increase of pension to Dana 
W. Hartshorn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “surgeon,” to strike 
out Company —, Regiment;” so as to make the bill 
read: - 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dana 
W. n late surgeon, United States Volunteers, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


GERTRUDE M’NEIL. 


The bill (S. 4772) granting an increase of pension to Ger- 
trude McNeil was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert : 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gertrude McNeil, widow 
of William H. McNeil, late of Company E, Third Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a uslon at the rate of $16 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


GRANVILLE F. NORTH. 


The bill (S. 5156) granting an increase of pension to Gran- 
ville F. North was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ fifty ” and insert “forty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gran- 
ville F. North, late of Company C, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 5 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 5 


AUGUST KRUEGER. 


The bill (S. 774) granting an increase of pension to August 
Krueger was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike - 
ont “thirty ” and insert “ twenty-four ;™ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ugor: 
Krueger, late of Company E, Twenty-seventh Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JAMES E. SPEAKE. 


The bill (8. 6126) granting an increase of pension to James 
E. Speake was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ thirty“ and insert “ twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read; 

Be it enacted, etc., That tbe Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
E. Speake, late of Company F, Fourteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now recelving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN H. ALLISON. 


The bill (S. 2794) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Allison was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out thirty“ and insert twenty; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
H. Allison, late of Company B, First Battalion Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. DUNCAN. 


The bill (S. 6051) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Duncan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “ twenty ” and insert“ twelve; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pan on the pension roll, 88 to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
A. Duncan, widow of Francis M. Duncan, late of Company K, One 
hundred and twelfth Regiment IIlinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a Cor at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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ELISHA H. STEPHENS. 


The bill (S. 6882) granting an increase of pension to Elisha 
H. Stephens was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “thirty ” and insert “ twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elisha 
H. Stephens, late of Company E, Twenty-seventh Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JEFFERSON BUSH. 


The bill (S. 6881) granting an increase of pension to Jefferson 
Bush was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jefferson Bush, late of 
Company H, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment, and Company 
G, Eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS W. MURRAY. 


The bill (S. 2541) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
W. Murray was considered as in Committee of the Whiole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“fifty ” and insert“ twenty-four; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of 
Thomas W. Murray, late of Company C, Fiftieth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH LAMONT. 


The bill (S. 6008) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Lamont was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“of” and insert “ first lieutenant ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Joseph Lamont, late first lieutenant Company I, Fourth Regiment West 
Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WINFIELD S. RAMSAY. 


The bill (S. 2669) granting an increase of pension to Winfield 
S. Ramsey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, before the word “late,” to strike out 
the name “ Ramsey ” and insert “ Ramsay;” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Win- 
field S. Ramsay, late of company D, OTETA Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Winfield S. Ramsay.” 


LOUIS A. BAIRD. 


The bill (S. 5001) granting an increase of pension to Louis A. 
Baird was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in liné 7, before the word “and,” to insert “ war 
with Spain;” and in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out fifty“ and insert thirty-six;” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louis 
A. Baird, late of Com y A, Seventeenth Regiment United States In- 


pan 
fantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per 
month in lien of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL G. KREIDLER. 


The bill (S. 771) granting an increase of pension to S. G. 
Kreidler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “of” where it occurs 
the first time, to strike out the letter“ S.” and insert“ Samuel; ” 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
G. Kreidler, late of Company E, Eighth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in Heu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. A 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, rend 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel G. Kreidler.” 


SOLOMON CRAIGHTON. 


The bill (S. 4032) granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
Creighton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, before the word“ ate,“ to strike out 
the name “ Creighton” and insert “ Craighton;” so as to make 
the bill read: E 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pies on the pension roll. subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. the name of 
Solomon Craighton, late of Company H, Thirty-second Regiment Iowa 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Solomon Craighton.” 


MARGARET L. HOULIHAN, 


The bill (S. 5693) granting an increase of pension to Marga- 
ret L. Houlihan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out “of ” 
and insert “ captain;” and in line 8, before the word “ Infan- 
try,” to strike out “ Volunteer; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of 
Margaret L. Houlihan, widow of Patrick W. Houlihan, late captain, 


Sixteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. CONNELL. 


The bill (S. 5084) granting a pension to John W. Connell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “and,” to Insert “ war 


with Spain; “ and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out thirty“ and insert twelve; so as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to ope on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Jobn W. Connell, late of Company L, Forty-ninth Ri 
unteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a 
$12 per month. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE R. TURNER. 


The bill (S. 4771) granting an increase of pension to George 
R. Turner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “ Regiment,” to strike 
out Eleventh ” and insert Seventeenth;” and in line 8, be- 
fore the word “dollars,” to strike out “thirty” and insert 
“twenty-four; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
George R. Turner, late of Company F, Seventeenth Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a msion at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. z 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HUGH S. STRAIN. 


The bill (S. 6238) granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
S. Strain was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ Regiment,” to insert 
“and assistant surgeon, One hundred and ninety-fifth Regi- 
ment; and in line 9, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
„thirty“ and insert “twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hugh 
S. Strain, late of Company C, Eighty-first Regiment, and assistant 
surgeon, One hundred and ninety-fifth Regiment, Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS W. WHITE. 


The bill (S. 6883) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
W. White was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“of Company —;” and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to 
strike out “ thirty-six” and insert thirty; so as to make the 
bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Thomas W. White, late 8 Twenty-second Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
“WILLIAM B. DOW. 


The bill (S. 6942) granting an increase of pension to William 
B. Dow was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of William B. Dow, 
late of Company H, Eighth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 2 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


nt Iowa Vol- 
on at the rate of 


BYRON CANFIELD. 


The bill (S. 6824) granting an increase of pension to Byron 
Canfield was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to piace on the pension roll the name of Byron Canfield, 
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late of Company I, Third Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infan- 
try, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


JACOB TURNER. 


The bill (S. 6826) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Turner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Jacob Turner, late 
of Company L, Eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and 
to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

AARON L. ROBERTS. 


The bill (S. 6572) granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
L. Roberts was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Aaron L. Rob- 
erts, late first lieutenant and quartermaster Sixth Regiment Wis- 
consin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JAMES M. JENKINS. 


The bill (S. 5685) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Jenkins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James M. 
Jenkins, late of Company A, Sixteenth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Heavy Artillery, and Companies L and D, First Regiment 
New York Volunteer Mounted Rifles, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MARIA H. WAGGONER. 


The bill (S. 6574) granting an increase of pension to Maria H. 
Waggoner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Maria H. 
Waggoner, widow of Christopher W. Waggoner, late first lieu- 
tenant and quartermaster, Fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay her a pension of $25 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WILLIAM H. KIMBALL. 


The bill (S. 4908) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Kimball was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
a 5 to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
usert: 

That the Secretary of the Interio: rized 
and directed to piace’ on the 3 1 5 8 and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. Kimball, late 
sate acta Weak Eade ab tad per Rin pete as Tak 
$20 per month in lien of that he is a ay n reales 8 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EUFUS C. ALLEN. 


The bill (S. 4510) granting an increase of pension to Rufus C. 
Allen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, before the word “and,” to strike out 
Volunteer Infantry“ and insert Volunteers, war with Mex- 
ico;” and in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
„thirty“ and insert twenty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretar: 
hereby, authorized and directed to . ana De 18 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rufus 
C. Allen, late of Captain Hunt's com y, Mormon Battalion, Iowa 


Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a m at the rat 2 
per month’in lea of that he'ls now est “ee 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a mird reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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WILLIAM KENNEDY. 


The bill (S. 6997) granting an increase of pension to William 
Kennedy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of William Kennedy, 
late of Company K, Twenty-first Regiment New York Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MARY E. THOMPSON. 


The bill (S. 5771) granting a pension to Mary E. Thompson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“a landsman” and insert “of U. S. S. Columbus and Ohio;“ 
so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
E. ompson, widow of Alden B. Thompson, late of U. S. S. Columbus 
and Ohio, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 
per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. i 


JOHN A. M’GINTY. 


The bill (S. 6650) granting an increase of pension to John 
A. McGinty was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert : 7 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John A. McGinty, late of 
Company C, Seventy-second ent, and Company C, Thirty-third 
Regiment, Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

KATE MYERS. 

The bill (S. 7160) granting an increase of pension to Kate 
Myers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “forty” and insert “twenty;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Kate 
Myers, former widow of John M. Lowthere, late of Company A, Four- 
teenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN B. COYLE. 


The bill (S. 5502) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Coyle was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of John B. Coyle, late of 
Company A, Thirty-first Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JOSEPH BOLSHAW. 


The bill (S. 6714) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Bolshaw was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph Bolshaw, 
late of Company M, First Regiment New York Volunteer, En- 
gineers, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ORIN INGRAM. 

The bill (S. 6712) granting an increase of pension to Orin 

Ingram was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 


poses to place on the pension roll the name of Orin Ingram, late 
of Company K, One hundred and twelfth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. ‘ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


JAMES H. THRASHER. 


The bill (S. 2643) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Thrasher was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ Light,” to strike out 
„Chicago“ and insert First Regiment Illinois Volunteer; “ so 
as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject 
to the 8 and limitations of the msion laws, the name of 
James H. Thrasher, late of Company E, Nineteenth Regiment Ilinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and Battery B, First Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. s 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a tbird reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN C. BROWN. 


The bill (S. 6767) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Brown was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’ to strike 
os thirty“ and insert “ twenty-four ;” so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John C. Brown, late of Company H, Eighth Regiment Tennessee Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HENRY Z. BOWMAN, 


The bill (S. 6506) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Z. Bowman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported ‘from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty” and insert “twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
rend: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the 1 laws, the name of 
Henry Bowman, late of Company H, Eighty-seventh Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JARED AYER. 

The bill (S. 5740) granting an increase of pension to Jared 
Ayer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,’ to strike out 
“of;” and in line 8, before the word “dollars,” strike out 
thirty“ and insert “ twenty; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jared 
Ayer, late unassigned company, Second Regiment New York Volua- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. N 

. SAMUEL A. PEARCE. 

The bill (S. 6558) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
A. Pearce was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 


1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


545 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel A. Pearce, late 


additional ymaster, United States Volunteers, and major and pay, 
master, United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


AARON DANIELS. 


The bill (S. 4542) granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
Daniels was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Aaron Daniels, late of 
Captain Roberts’ company, Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole In- 
dian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. : 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SHERROD HAMILTON. 


The bill (S. 6368) granting an increase of pension to Sher- 
rad Hamilton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “of,” where it occurs the 
first time, to strike out the name Sherrad” and insert Sher- 
rod; in line 7, before the word “company,” to insert “ inde- 

ent;” and in line 8, before the word “and,” to insert 
“Seminole Indian war;“ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sherrod 
Hamilton, late of copan Johnston's independent company, Florida 


Mounted Volunteers, minole Indian war, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sherrod Hamilton.” 


WILLIAM DAVIS. 


The bill (S. 6632) granting an increase of pension to William 
Davis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out thirty“ and insert “twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam Davis, late of Company C, First Regiment Oregon Volunteer In- 
— 1 i and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported, to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. HODGMAN. 


The bill (S. 6631) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Hodgman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George W. 
Hodgman, late of Company I, One hundred and thirteenth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry (Seventh New York Vol- 
unteer Heavy Artillery), and to pay him a pension of $36 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


SAMUEL JACKSON. 


The bill (S. 6978) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Jackson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel Jackson, 
late of Company A, Sixteenth Regiment United States Infantry, 
war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. — 


XLI— 35 


HARRIET O’DONALD. 


The bill (S. 6019) granting a pension to Harriet O' Donald 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ twenty-five” and insert elght;“ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet 
O'Donald, widow of John S. O’Donald, late first lieutenant Company K, 


Eighty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $8 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


DON C. SMITH. 


The bill (S. 4979) granting an increase of pension to Don C. 
Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out thirty“ and insert “ twenty-four; ” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Don C. 
Smith, late of Third Battery, Wisconsin Volunteer Light 3 

ate e 


pay him pension at the r: of $24 per month in lieu of that 
now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARTIN SCHULTZ, 


The bill (S. 5067) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Schultz was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Martin Schultz, 
late of Company B, One hundred and forty-ninth Regiment Illi- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. z 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MARY E. HATTAN. 


The bill (S. 7077) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Hattan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word “ Company,” to strike out 
the letter “K” and insert A; and in line 8, before the word 
dollars,“ to strike out “ thirty“ and insert “ twenty ; so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to ps on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
E. Hattan, widow of William B. Hattan, late of Company A, Third 


Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PAUL BAKER. 


The bill (S. 6266) granting an increase of pension to Paul 
Baker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. t 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the words “late of,” to insert 
“Company B;” and in line 7, before the word “ and,” to insert 
“war with Mexico;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Paul 
Baker, late of Company B, First Battalion Louisiana Mounted Volun- 
teers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ‘ 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 3 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. : - 
LOUIS CASTINETTE. 


The bill (S. 3671) granting an increase of pension to Louis 
Castinetti was considered as in Committee of the Whole, ; 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
` amendments, in line 6, before the word “ late,” to strike out the 
name “ Castinetti” and insert Castinette; and in line 8, be- 
fore the word “dollars,” to strike out “ seventy-two” and insert 
“twenty-four; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to A ogre on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name Louls 
Castinette, late of Company I, Twenty-first Regiment Iowa Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he Is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Louis Castinette.” 

MARY A. BAKER. 


The bill (S. 3763) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Baker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Mary A. Baker, 
widow of John L. Baker, late of Company B, First Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay her a 
pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

GUSTAVUS A. THOMPSON. 


The bill (S. 5573) granting an increase of pension to Gustavus 
A. Thompson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Gustavus A, 
Thompson, late of Company K, Third Regiment, and Company 
B, Seventeenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

: JOSEPH W. LOWELL. 

The bill (S. 6581} granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
W. Lowell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
pro) to place on the. pension roll the name of Joseph W. 
Lowell, late of Company G, Eighteenth Regiment New Hamp- 
shire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. a 

AMOS HAM. 

The bill (S. 6585) granting an increase of pension to Amos 
Ham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Amos Ham, late 
of Company E, Sixth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in liew of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ABRAM P. COLBY. 


The bill (S. 6583) granting an increase of pension to Abram 
P. Colby was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Abram P. 
Colby, late of Company A, Tenth Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. s 
HENRY CAMPBELL. 


The bill (S. 6591) granting an increase of pension to Henry 

Campbell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to place on the pension roll the name of Henry Campbell, 

late of Company I, Third Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infan- 

try, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
FANNY A. PEARSONS. ~ 
The bill (S. 3931) granting an inerease of pension to Fanny 
A. Pearsons was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
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an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert : 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension: laws, the name of Fanny A. Pearsons, widow 
of Leonard Pearsons, late of Company I, Eleventh ment Vermont 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month 
in lieu of that she is now ving. 5 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CYRUS W. COBB. 


The bill (S. 6596) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus W. 
Cobb was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “thirty” and insert twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: r 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of 
W. Cobb, late of Company B, Second ttery Massachusetts Volunteer 


Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. ` 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FRANK H. READ. 


The bill (S. 6597) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
H. Read was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “fifty” and insert thirty-six; so as to make the bill 
read: z 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Frank II. Read, late of Cowpens I, Twenty-ninth Regiment Maine 
Volunteer Infantry, and y him a pension at the rate of $36 per 
month in lieu of that he now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. WESTCOTT. 


The bill (S. 6163) granting an inerease of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Westcott was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out thirty-five” and insert “twenty-four ;” so as to make the 
bill read: = 2 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and IImitatlons of the pension laws, the name of 
William H. Westcott, late of Company K, Eleventh Regiment Rhode 
Island Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

DENNIS FLAHERTY. 


The bill (S. 5599) granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
Flaherty was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out“ forty ” and insert“ thirty; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacte:t, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Den- 
nis Flaherty, late of Company D, Twenty-first Regiment Connecticut 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE A. TUCKER. 

The bill (S. 5041) granting an increase of pension to George 

A. Tucker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


1 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out sixty“ and insert thirty; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
A. cker, late of Battery K, Third Regiment United States Artillery, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


BETTIE MAY VOSE. 


The bill (S. 6833) granting an increase of pension to Bettie 
Vose was consideréd as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert : 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the proy sions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bettie Ma ose, widow of 
William P. Vose, late colonel, Artillery Corps, and brigadier-general, 
United States Army, retired, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 

per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Bettie May Vose.” 


LOVISA DONALDSON. 


The bill (S. 7065) granting an increase of pension to Lovisa 
Donaldson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“of” and insert “second lieutenant; ” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lovisa 
Donaldson, widow of David M. Donaldson, late second lieutenant Com- 
pany D, Thirty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


THEODORE M. BENTON. 


The bill (S. 6505) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
Morgan Benton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Theodore M. Benton, late 
acting gunner’s mate, U. 8. S. Iosco, United States Navy, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
calving: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Theodore M. Benton.” 

SAMUEL PAINE. 


The bill (S. 4127) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
D. Payne was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel Paine, late first 
lieutenant, Second Battery, First Battalion Maine Volunteer Light Ar- 


tillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel Paine.” 


ALFRED A. STOCKER. 


The bill (S. 6514) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Augustus Stocker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred A. Stocker, late act- 
ing assistant surgeon, United States Army, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alfred A. Stocker.” 


WILLIAM H. ANDERSON. 


The bill (S. 6885) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Anderson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word“ paymaster,“ to insert 
“assistant paymaster, and paymaster;“ and in line 8, before 
the word ' dollars,” to strike out “fifty” and insert thirty; 
so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
H. derson, late acting assistant paymaster, assistant paymaster, and 
18 master, United States 1 and pay him a pension at the rate of 
30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This completes the Pension Calen- 
dar, with the exception of those bills passed over. 


AGUSTA P. MORGAN. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I desire to call up Senate bill 6723, which 
was passed over a while ago. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 6723) granting an increase of pension 
to Agusta P. Morgan, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 8, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “thirty” and insert “twenty; ” 
so as to make the bill read: 8 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Agusta 
P. Morgan, widow of Henry C. Morgan, late captain, Twelfth Regiment 
United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lien of that she is now receiving. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I ask that the letter which I send to the 
desk may be printed in the Recorp. It is practically a supple- 
mental report in this case. t 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
letter referred to by the Senator from North Dakota will be 
printed in the Recorp without reading. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, December 18, 1996. 
Hon. P. J. MCCUMBER, 


Chairman Gommittee on Pensions, United States Senate. 

My Dear Senator: -Recalling our conversation of this afternoon in 
regard to Senate bill No. 6723, Calendar No. 4469, “ granting an in- 
crease of pension to Agusta P. Morgan,” I will say that I have known 
Mrs. Morgan for more than forty years. She is now what I would call 
a “helpless invalid,” caused by a disease which is accurately described 
in the letters of tors Porter, Mitchell, Gandy, and Cragin, which I 
inclose you herewith. (These letters belong with the papers in this case 
in the Senate files, having been withdrawn by me to-day.) To my per- 
sonal knowledge Mrs. Morgan has for several years required the con- 
stant attendance of another person to administer to her wants. She 
is unable to move without being lifted from her bed or a chair in which 
she is seated by her attendant, and at times is a most severe and heroic 
sufferer from the pains attendant upon her complaint. She has to be 
lifted from her bed by her attendant, dressed, placed in a chair, where 
she remains during her waking hours, and is practically unable to feed 
herself. She is replaced in her bed at the close of the day by her at- 
tendant and is in such physical condition that she can not turn her- 
self sser retiring, but is compelled to lie in the one position through 
the night. 

I ry not feel that I can say more to recommend her case to the care- 
ful consideration of your committee. 

I feel that I am fairly justified in urging you to increase the amount 
of pension reported b our committee to the amount which I placed 
in the original pill—$3 per month—or even to a larger sum, you 
can consistently make such a recommendation, 

Yours, very truly, 


M. G. BULKELEY. 
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Mr. McCUMBER. In view of the facts set forth in the letter 
and the report, I ask that the amendment of the committee may 
be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JONATHAN M. ADAMS. . 


Mr. McCUMBER. I also desire to call up Senate bill 6821. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 6821) granting an increase of pension 
to Jonathan M. Adams, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 8, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “thirty” and insert “ twenty- 
four; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of t nsion laws, the name of Jona- 
than M. Adams, late of Company H, Fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 


teer 8 and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. McCUMBER. Upon a further report in regard to this 
case, which was given to me to-day, but which I will not ask to 
have inserted in the Recorp, I request that the committee 
amendment be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

CHRISTOPHER CHRISTOPHERSON. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I now call up Senate bill 6822. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 6822) granting an increase of pension 
to Christopher Christopherson, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 8, be- 
fore the word “dollars,” to strike out “thirty” and insert 
“twenty-four; “ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Christo- 
pher Christopherson, late of Company A, Third Regiment Minnesota Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now recelving. 

Mr. McCUMBER. On the same ground, as in the preceding 
case, I ask that the committee amendment may be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

EXTENSION OF W AND ADAMS STREETS NW. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, there are various messages 
from the House of Representatives returning Senate bills with 
amendments, which I should like to have laid before the Senate. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 5119) an- 
thorizing the extension of W and Adams streets NW.; which 
was, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That under and in accordance with the provisions of sections 491a 
to 491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Code of 
Law for the District of Columbia, within sixty days after -the passage 
of this act the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and directed to institute in the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia a p in rem to condemn the land that 
may be necessary for the extension of W and Adams streets NW. east 
to Korth Capitol street; W street to be 80 feet and Adams street to be 
90 feet wide. 

Sec. 2. That assessments shall be made by the jury as benefits as 
contemplated in section 491g of the subchapter of the code hereinbefore 
referr to: Provided, That the total amount found to be due and 
awarded as damages, plus the cost and expenses of the proceedings, 
shall be assessed by the said jury as benefits. - 

Src. 3. That the sum of $300, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
is hered: 6 of the revenues of the District of Columbia, 
to provide the necessary funds for the costs and expenses of the con- 
demnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia from the assessment for benefits when the same are 
collected; and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all aa ents and 
88 is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District of 
Columbia. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I moye that the Senate disagree to the 
amendment made by the House of Representatives, and request 
a conference on the disagreeing yotes of the two Houses there- 
on, and that the Chair appoint the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. ` 
The motion was agreed to. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. HANSBRoUGH, and Mr. 
MARTIN, s 

WIDENING OF BLADENSBURG ROAD, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 55) for 
the widening of Bladensburg road, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I take occasion to say that the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to this bill and the others 
on the Vice-President’s table is in every instance identical in 
terms with, and conforms to, the law we passed during the 
last session of Congress. So if the amendment is read in one 
case it will not be necessary to read it in the other cases. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause and insert: 

That, under and in accordance with the provisions of sections 491a 
to 491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Code of 
Law for the District of Columbia, within thirty days after the dedica- 
tion to the District of Columbia of two-thirds of the land necessary 
for the widening of the Bladensburg road in the District of Columbia 
from H or Boundary street to the District of Columbia line, ac- 


cording to the street extension plans of said District, the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, author- 


ized and directed to institute in the supreme court of the District of. 


Columbia a proceeding in rem to condemn the land that ma 
sary to complete the widening of said road to a width of 
tween the limits named. ; 

Sec. 2. That assessments shall be made by the jury as benefits as 
roth aera in section 491g of the subchapter of the code hereinbefore 
referred to: Provided, That the total amount found to be due and 
awarded as damages, plus the cost and expenses of the proceedings, 
shall be assessed by the said jury as benefits. 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $600, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District of 
Columbia, to provide the necessary funds for the costs and expenses of 
the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid to 
the District of Columbia from the assessment for benefits when the 
same are collected, and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all 
judgments and awards is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of 
the District of Columbia. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment made by the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


EXTENSION OF SEVENTH AND FRANKLIN STREETS NE. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 64) for the 
extension of Seventh street and Franklin street NE., and for 


other purposes; which was to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert: 

That, under and in accordance with the provisions of sections 491a 
to 491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Cade of 
Law for the District of Columbia, within sixty days after the passage 
of this act the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and directed to institute in the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia a proceeding in rem to condemn the land 
that may be necessary for the extension of Seventh street NE. south- 
ward from its present termination near its intersection with Channing 
street, on a line parallel with the Metropolitan Railroad, to thode 
Island avenue, Sixth street southward to Central avenue, and also 
Franklin street NE. from Central avenue eastward to the Metropolitan 
Railroad and westward from its present termination between Fifth 
and Sixth streets to Fourth street NE., and also to straighten the 
western line of Seventh street between Hamlin and Irving streets NE. 

Sec. 2. That assessments shall be made by the jury as bene‘its, as 
contemplated in section 491g of the subchapter of the code herein- 
before referred to: Provided, That the total amount found to be due 
and awarded as damages, pe the cost and expenses of the proceed- 
ings, shall be assessed by the said jury as benefits. 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $300, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
ary, is hereby ap ropriated, out of the revenues of the District of Co- 
lumbia, to provide the necessary funds for the costs and expenses of 
the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid to 
the District of Columbia from the assessment for benefits when the 
same are collected, and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all 
judgments and awards is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of 
the District of Columbia. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment made by the House of Representatives, 
The motion was agreed to. 


WIDENING OF COLUMBIA ROAD, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 68) for the 
widening of a section of Columbia road east of Sixteenth street; 
which was to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That under and in accordance with the provisions of sections 491a 
to 491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Code of 
Law for the District of Columbia, within thirty days after the passage 
of this act the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
they are 2 authorized and directed to institute in the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia a proceeding in rem to condemn the 
land that may be necessary to widen Columbia road between the east 
side of Sixteenth street extended and the western Umit of the sub- 
division of the north tegen of Columbia College to a total width of 
60 feet, concentric with the present improved way on such street. 

Sec. 2. That assessments shall be made by the iry as benefits as 
cea in section 491g of the subchapter of the code hereinbefore 
referred to: Provided, That at least one-half of the amount found to 
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the same are collected, and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all 
judgments and awards is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of 
the District of Columbia. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment made by the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 
EXTENSION OF TWENTY-THIRD STREET NW. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 133) authorizing 
the extension of Twenty-third street NW. to Kalorama road; 
which was to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That under and in accordance with the provisions of sections 491 
to 491n, both inclusive, of suchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Code of, 
Law for the District of Columbia, within sixty days after the passage 
of this act the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and directed to institute in the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia a proceeding in rem to condemn the land that 
may be necessary for the extension of Twenty-third street NW. from 
U street to Kalorama road, so as to include so much of lots 9 and 24, 

R. Tuttle's subdivision, and lots 1 and 18, block 20, Kalorama 
Heights subdivision, as lie between two parallel curved lines 50 feet 
apart, the easterly of which begins at a point on north line of lot 9, 
L. R. Tuttle's subdivision, and 50 feet easterly from the northwest cor- 
ner thereof, and which passes thence in a southeasterly direction on a 
circular are with a radius of 512 feet, more or less, to a point on the 
west line of lot 24 of said subdivision, and 55 feet, more or less, from 
the southwestern corner of said lot. 

Src. 2. That assessments shall be made by the jury as benefits as 
contemplated in section 491g of the subchapter of the code hereinbefore 
referred to: Provided, That the total amount found to be due and 
‘awarded as damages, plus the cost and expenses of the proceedings, 
shall be assessed by the said jury as benefits. 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $300, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated, out of the revenues of the District of Co- 
lumbia, to provide the necessary funds for the costs and expenses of the 
. 5 taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid to the 
District of Columbia from the assessment for benefits when the same 
are collected, and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all judgments 
5 is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District 
of Colum 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment made by the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 
EXTENSION OF SECOND STREET NW. 


The VICH-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2098) au- 
thorizing the extension of Second street NW. from Elm street 
north to Bryant street, of W street from its present terminus 
west of Flagler place to Second street, and of W street west of 
Second street eastwardly to Second street; which was to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


sary, is hereby somo 
ide 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment made by the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


EXTENSION OF MERIDIAN PLACE NW. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2260) au- 
thorizing the extension of Meridian place NW.; which was to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That under and in accordance with the provisions of sections 491la 
to 491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Code of 
Law for the District of Columbia, within thirty days after the passage 
of this act the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and directed to institute in the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia a proceeding In rem to condemn the land 
that may be necessary for the extension of Meridian place NW. from 
its present terminus east of Center street, Mount Pleasant, to Four- 
teenth street NW., with a width of 50 feet. 

Sec. 2. That assessments shall be made by the jury as benefits, as 
contemplated in section 491g of the subchapter of the code hereinbefore 


referred to: Provided, That the total amount found to be due and 
awarded as damages, plus the cost and expenses of the proceedings, shall 
be assessed by the d jury as benefits. 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $600, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
is hereby appropriated, out of the revenues of the District of Columbia, 
to provide the necessary funds for the costs and ex of the con- 
demnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, to repaid to the 
District of Columbia from the assessment for benefits when the same 
are collected, and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all judgments 
1 is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District 
of Colum 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment made by the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


EXTENSION OF GENESEO PLACE AND SUMMIT PLACE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 5246) to 
provide for the extension of Geneseo place and Summit place, 
District of Columbia; which was to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause and insert: 


That, under and in accordance with the provisions of sections 491a 
to 491n, both inclusive, of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Code of 
Law for the District of Columbia, within ninety days after the pas- 
sage of this act the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, 
and they are hereby, authorized and directed to institute in the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia a proceeding in rem to con- 
demn the land that may be 3 for the extension of Geneseo 
place, Lanier Heights NW., in said District, in a ee pitas direc- 
tion in prolongation of its present lines and to extend Summit place 
in an easterly direction with a width of 40 feet to connect with said 
extension of Geneseo place, said extension of Summit place to be 
north of the northerly line of lot 198 of Lanier Heights and said 
ane extended, the name of Geneseo place to be changed to Summit 
place. 

Sec. 2. That assessments shall be made by the ony, as benefits, as 
contemplated in section 491g of the subchapter of the code h be- 
fore Pe 9 59 ans raneal OM — — amount get se to be due and 
awarded as damages, plus the cost and expenses o: ẹ proceedings, 
shall be assessed by the said Erd as benefits, 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $300, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated, out of the revenues of the District of 
Columbia, to provide the 5 funds for the costs and expenses 
of the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto, to be repaid 
to the District ef Columbia from the assessment for the benefits when 
the same are collected, and a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of all 
judgments and awards is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of 
the District of Columbia, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment made by the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


CLOSING OF CERTAIN ALLEYS IN THE DISTRICT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 5565) to 
close certain alleys in the District of Columbia; which were, 
on page 2, line 7, after “Columbia,” to insert “which in no 
event shall be less than the average value of the abutting 
property ;” on page 2, line 11, to strike out all after own- 
ers“ down to and including line 13, and insert: 


Provided further, That the Commissioners are hereby authorized to 
reject the appraisement if in their opinion such appraisement is less 
than the value of said property. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments made by the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
orn ot from the President of the United States; which was 
read: 

To the Senate: 


In response to Senate resolution of December 6 addressed to me, and 
to the two Senate resolutions addressed to him, the Secretary of War 
has, by my direction, submitted to me a report which I herewith send 
to the Senate, together with several documents, including a letter of 
General Nettleton and memoranda as to pr mts for the summary 
discharge or mustering out of regiments or companies, some or all of 
the members of which had been guilty of misconduct. 

I ordered the Soares of nearly all the members of Companies B, C, 
and D of the Twenty-fifth Infantry by name, in the exercise of my con- 
stitutional power and in pursuance of what, after full consideration, I 
found to be my constitutional ef as Commander in Chief of the United 
States Army. I am glad to avail myself of the 9 afforded by 
these resolutions to lay before the Congress the following facts as to the 
murderous conduct of certain members of the companies in question and 
as to the conspiracy by which many of the other members of these com- 

nies meet a he criminals from justice, to the disgrace of the United 

tates uniform. 

I call your attention to the Seco Peay sae reports of Maj. Augustus 
P. Blocksom, of Lieut. Col. Leona: A. Lovering, and of Brig. Gen. 
Ernest A. Garlington, the Inspector-General of the ‘United States Army, 
of their investigations into the conduct of the troops in question. An 
effort has been made to discredit the fairness of the Investigation into 
the conduct of these colored troo; Y pointing out that General Gar- 
lington is a Southerner. Precise e same action would have been 
taken bad the troops been white—indeed, the disch would probably 
have been made in more summary fashion. General Garlington is a na- 
tive of South Carolina ; Lieutenant-Colonel Lovering is a native of New 
Hampshire; Major Blocksom is a native of Ohio. As It hap „the 
disclosure of the guilt of the troops was made in the report of the officer 
who comes from Ohio, and the efforts of the officer who comes from 
South Carolina were confined to the endeavor to shield the innocent men 
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of the companies in question, if any such there were, by securing infor- | foray ; and not far away is the fresh grave of an unoffending citizen of 


mation which would enable us adequately to 2 8 the gullty. 
wish it distinctly understood that the fact of the birthplace of either 
officer is one which I absolutely refuse to consider. The standard of pro- 
fessional honor and of loyalty to the fag and the service is the same for 
all officers and all enlisted men of the United States Army, and I resent 
with the keenest indignation any effort to draw any line ng them 
based upon birthplace, creed, or any other consideration of the kind. I 
should put the same entire faith in these reports if it had happened that 
they were all made by men coming from some one State, whether in the 
South or the North, the East or the West, as I now do, when, as it hap- 
pens, they were made by officers born in different States. 

Major Blocksom’s report is most careful, is based upon the testimony 
of scores of eyewitnesses—testimony which conflicted only in nonessen- 
tials and which established the essential facts beyond chance of success- 
ful contradiction. Not only has no suc ‘ul effort been made to 
traverse his findings in any essential particular, but, as a matter of fact, 
every trustworthy report from outsiders wed corroborates them, by 
far the best of these outside reports being that Gen. A. B. Nettleton, 
made in a letter to the Secretary of War, which I herewith append ; 
General Nettleton being an ex-Union soldier, a consistent friend of the 
colored man throughout his life, a lifelong Republican, a citizen of Illi- 
nois, and Assistant Secretary of the Treasury under President Harrison. 

It appears that in Brownsville, the city immediately beside which 
Fort Brown is situated, there had been considerable feeling between the 
citizens and the colored troops of the garrison companies. Difficulties 
had occurred, there being a conflict of evidence as to whether the citi- 
zens or the colored troops were to blame. My impression is that, as a 
matter of fact, in these difficulties there was blame attached to both 
sides; but this is a wholly unimportant matter for our present purpose, 
as nothing that occurred offered in any shape or wey an excuse or 
justification for the atrocious conduct of the troops when, in lawless 
and murderous spirit, and under cover of the night, they made their 
attack upon the citizens, 

The attack was made near midnight on 1 13. The following 
facts as to this attack are made clear by Major Blocksom's investigation 
and have not been, and, in my judgment, can not be, successfully con- 
troverted. From nine to fifteen or twenty of the colored soldiers took 

art in the attack. They lea over the walls from the barracks and 

urried through the town. hey shot at whomever they saw moving, 
and they shot into houses where they saw lights. In some of these 
houses there were women and children, as the would-be murderers must 
have known. In one house in which there were two women and five 
children some ten shots went through at a height of about 44 feet above 
the floor, one putting out the lamp upon the table. The lieutenant of 
police of the town heard the firing and rode toward it. He met the 
raiders, who, as stated, were about fifteen colored soldiers. They in- 
stantly started firing upon him. He turned and rode off, and they con- 
tinued firing upon him until they had killed his horse. They shot him 
in the right arm (it was afterwards amputated above the elbow). A 
number of shots were also fired at two other policemen. The raiders 
fired several times into a hotel, some of the shots being aimed at a 
guest sitting by a window. They shot into a saloon, killing the bar- 
tender and wounding another man. At the same time other raiders 
fired into another house in which women and children were sleeping, 
two of the shots going through the mosquito bar over the bed in which 
the mistress of the house and her two children were lying. Several 
other houses were struck by bullets. It was at night, and the streets 
of the town are poorly lighted, so that none of the individual raiders 
were recognized; but the evidence of many witnesses of all classes was 
eonclusive to the effect that the raiders were negro soldiers. The shat- 
tered bullets, shells, and clips of the Government rifles, which were 
found on the ground, are merely corroborative. So are the bullet holes 
in the houses; some of which it appears must, from the direction, have 
been fired from the fort just at the moment when the soldiers left it. 
Not a bullet hole appears in any of the structures of the fort. 

The townspeople were completely surprised by the unprovoked and 
murderous savagery of the attack. The soldiers were the aggressors 
from start to finish. They met with no substantial resistance, and one 
and all who took part in that raid stand as deliberate murderers, who 
did murder one man, who tried to murder others, and who tried to 
murder women and children. The act was one of horrible atrocity, and 
so far as I am aware, unparalleled for infamy in the annals of the 
United States Army. 

The white officers of the er arg were completely taken by sur- 
prise, and at first evidently believed that the firing meant that the 
townspeople were attacking the soldiers. It was not until 2 or 3 
o'clock in the morning that any of them became aware of the truth. I 
have directed a careful investigation into the conduct of the officers, to 
see if any of them were 8 and I have approved the recom- 
are yt of the War Department that two be brought before a court- 
martial. 

As to the noncommissioned officers and enlisted men, there can be no 
doubt whatever that many were necessarily privy, after if not before 
the attack, to the conduct of those who took actual part in this mur- 
derous riot. I refer to Major Blocksom’s report for proof of the fact 
that certainly some and probably all of the noncommissioned officers in 
charge of doaren who were responsible for the gun racks and had keys 
1 7 8 in their personal possession knew what men were engaged in the 
attack. 

Major Penrose, in command of the post, in his letter (included in the 
Appendix) gives the reasons why he was reluctantly convinced that 
some of the men under him—as he thinks, from 7 to 10—got their 
rifles, slipped out of quarters to do the shooting, and returned to the bar- 
racks without being discovered, the shooting all occurring within two 


and a half short blocks of the barracks. It was possible for the raiders 
to go from the fort to the farthest poet of fir ng and return in less 
than ten minutes, for the distance did not exceed 350 yards. 


Such are the facts of this case. General Nettleton, in his letter here- 
with appended, states that next door to where he is writing in Browns- 
ville is a small cottage where a children's party had just broken u 

before the house was riddled by United States bullets, fired by Unites 
States troops, from United States Springfield rifles, at close range, with 
the purpose of killing or maiming the inmates, including the parents 
and children who were still In the well-lighted house, and whose escape 
from death under such circumstances was astonishing. He states that 
on another street he daily looks upon fresh bullet scars where a volley 
from similar Government rifles was fired into the side and windows of a 
hotel Sas aor at the time by sleeping or frightened guests from abroad 


who could not possibly have given any offense to the assailants. He 
writes that the chief of the Brownsville police is again on dut 5 
era 


hospital, and carries an empty sleeve because he was shot by 
poidiers from the adjacent garrison in the course of their murderous 


But I | the place, a boy in years, who was wantonl 


shot down by these United 
States soldiers while unarmed and attempting to escape. 

The effort to confute this testimony so far has consisted in the asser- 
tion or implication that the townspeople shot one another in order to 
discredit the soldiers—an absurdity too gross to need discussion, and 
unsupported by a shred of evidence. There is no question as to the 
murder and the attempted murders; there is no question that some of 
the soldiers were guilty thereof; there is no question that many of their 
comrades privy to the deed haye combined to shelter the criminals from 
justice. These comrades of the murderers, by their own action, have 
rendered it necessary either to leave all the men, including the murder- 
ers, in the Army, or to turn them all out; and under such circumstances 
there was no alternative, for the usefulness of the Army would be at an 
end were we to permit such an outrage to be committed with 8 

In short, the evidence proves conclusively that a number of the sol- 
diers engaged in a deliberate and concerted attack, as cold blooded as it 
was cowardly ; the purpose being to terrorize the community, and to kill 
or injure men, women, and children in their homes and beds or on the 
streets, and this at an hour of the night when concerted or effective 
resistance or defense was out of the question, and when detection by 
identification of the criminals in the United States uniform was well- 
nigh impossible. So much for the original crime. A blacker never 
stained the annals of our Army. It has been supplemented by another, 

"only less black, in the shape of a successful conspiracy of silence for 
the purpose of shielding those who took part in the original conspiracy 
of murder. These soldiers were not schoolboys on a frolic. They 
were full-grown men, in the uniform of the United States Army, armed 
with deadly weapons. sworn to uphold the laws of the United States, 
and under every obligation of oath and honor not merely to refrain 
from criminality, but with the sturdiest rigor to hunt down criminality ; 
and the crime they committed or connived at was murder. They per- 
verted the power put into their hands to sustain the law into the most 
deadly violation of the law. The noncommissioned officers are prima- 
rily responsible for the discipline and good conduct of the men; they 
are Pvt pene to their positions for the very purpose of preserving this 
discipline and good conduct, and of detecting and securing the punish- 
ment of every enlisted man who does what is wrong. They fill, with 
reference to the discipline, a part that the commissioned officers are of 
course unable to fill, although the ultimate 5 for the dis- 
eipline can never be shifted m the shoulders of the latter. Under 
any 3 circumstances the first duty of the noncommissioned offi- 
cers, as of the commissioned officers, is to train the private in the ranks 
so that he may be an efficient fighting man against a foreign foe. But 
there is an even higher duty, so obvious that it is not under ordinary 
circumstances necessary so much as to allude to it—the duty of train- 
ing the soldier so that he shall be a 8 and not a menace to his 
peaceful fellow-citizens, and above all to the women and children of the 
nation. Unless this duty is well performed, the Army becomes a mere 
dangerous mob; and if conduct such as that of the murderers in ques- 
tion is not, where possible, punished, and, where this is not possible, 
unless the chance of its repetition is guarded against in the most thor- 
oughgoing fashion, it would be better that the entire Army should be 
disbanded. It is vital for the Army to be imbued with the spirit which 
will make every man in it, and above all, the officers and noncommis- 
stoned officers, feel it a matter of A obligation to discover and 
punish, and not to shield, the criminal in uniform. 

Yet some of the noncommissioned officers and many of the men of 
the three companies in question have banded together in a conspiracy to 
protect the assassins and would-be assassins who have disgraced their 
uniform by the conduct above related. Many of these noncommis- 
sioned officers and men must have known, and all of them may have 
known, circumstances which would have led to the conviction oF those 
engaged in the murderous assault. They have stolidly and as one man 
8 their oaths of enlistment and sed to help discover the crim- 
nals. 5 

By my direction every effort was made to 88 those innocent of 
murder among them to separate themselves from the guilty by helping 
bring the criminals to justice. They were warned that if they did not 
take advantage of the offer they would all be discharged from the serv- 
ice and forbidden again to enter the employ of the Government. The 
refused to profit by the warning. I 5 had them discharged. 
If any organization of troops in the service, white or black, is guilty of 
similar conduct in, the future I shall follow precisely the same course. 
Under no circumstances will I consent to keep in the service bodies of 
men whom the circumstances show to be a menace to the country. In- 
cidentally I may add that the soldiers of longest service and highest 
position who suffered because of the order, so far from being those who 
deserve most sympathy, deserve least, for they are the very men upon 
whom we should be able especially to rely to prevent mutiny and 
murder. 

People have spoken as if this discharge from the service was a pun- 
ishment. I deny emphatically that such is the case, because as punish- 
ment it is utterly inadequate. The punishment meet for mutineers and 
murderers such as those guilty of the Brownsville assault is death; and 
a punishment only less severe ought to be meted out to those who have 
aided and abetted mutiny and murder and treason by refusing to help 
in thelr detection. I would that it were possible for me to have pun- 
ished the guilty men. I regret most keenly that I have not been able 
to do so. 

Be it remembered always that these men were all in the service of 
the United States under contracts of enlistment, which by their terms 
and by statute were terminable by my direction as Commander in Chief 
of the Army It was my clear duty to terminate those contracts when 
the public interest demanded it; and it would have been a betrayal of 
the public interest on my part not to terminate the contracts which 
were keeping in the service of the United States a body of mutineers 
and murderers. 

Any assertion that these men were dealt with harshly because they 
were colored men is utterly without foundation. Officers or enlis 
men, white men or colored men, who were guilty of such conduct, would 
have been treated in precisely the same way; for there can be nothing 
more important than for the United States Army, in all its member- 
ship, to understand that Its arms can not be turned with impunity 
against the peace and order of the civil community. 

There are plenty of precedents for the action taken. I call your 
attention to the memoranda herewith submitted from The Military Sec- 
retary’s office of the War Department, and a memorandum from The 
Military Secretary inclosing a piece by ex-Corporal Hesse, now chief 
of division in The Military Secretary's office, together with a letter 
from District Attorney James Wilkinson, of New Orleans. The dis- 
trict attorney's letter recites several cases in which white United 
States soldiers, being arrested for crime, were tried, and every sol- 
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dier and employee of the ment, or in the fort at which the soldier 
was stationed, volunteered all they knew, both before and at the trial, 
sọ as to secure justice. 

In one case the soldier was acquitted, In another case the soldier 
was convicted of murder, the conviction resulting from the fact that 
every soldier, from the commanding officer to the humblest private, 
united in securing all the evidence in their power about the crime. In 
other cases, for less offense, soldiers were convicted purely because 
their comrades in arms, in a spirit of fine loyalty to the honor of the 
service, at once told the whole ued of the troubles and declined to 
identify themselves with the criminals, N 

During the civil war numerous precedents for the action taken by 
me occurred in the snape of the summary discharge of'regiments or 
companies because of misconduct on the part of some or all of their 
members. The Sixtieth Ohio was summarily discharged, on the ground 
that the regiment was disorganized, mutinous, and worthless. The 
Eleventh New York was discharged by reason of general demoralization 
and numerous desertions, ‘Three companies of the Fifth Missouri Cav- 
airy and one company of the Fourth Missouri Cavalry were mustered 
out cf the service of the United States without trial by court-martial 
2 reason of mutinous conduct and disaffection of the majority of 
the members of these companies (an almost exact parallel to my ac- 
tion). out of service be- 
cause it was in a state bordering closely on mutiny. Other examples, 
including New Jersey, Maryland, and other organizations, are given 
in the inclosed papers. 

I cali your particular attention to the special field order of Brig. 
Gen. U. S. Grant, issued from the headquarters of the Thirteenth Army 
Corps on November 16, 1862, in reference to the Twentieth IIIInols. 
Members of this regiment had broken into a store and taken goods to 
the value of some $1,240, and the rest of the regiment, including es- 
pecially two officers, failed, in the words of General Grant, to “ exer- 
cise thelr authority to ferret out the men guilty of the offenses. Gen- 
eral Grant accordingly mustered out of the service of the United States 
the two officers in question, and assessed the sum of $1,240 against the 
said regiment as a whole, officers and men to be assessed pro rata on 
their pay. In its essence this action is precisely similar to that I 
have taken; although the offense was of course trivial compared to the 
offense with which I had to deal. ~ 

Ex-Corporal Hesse recites what occurred in a United States regular 
regiment in the spring of 1860. (Corporal Hesse subsequently, when 
the regiment was surrendered to the Confederates by General Twiggs, 
saved the regimental colors by yrapping them about his 5 under his 
clothing, and brought them north in safety, recelving a medal of honor 
for his action.) It appears that certain members of the regiment 
lynched a barkeeper who had killed one of the soldiers. Being unable 
to discover the culprits, Col. Robert E. Lee, then in command of the 
Department of Texas, ordered the company to be disbanded and the 
members transferred to other companies and discharged at the end of 
their enlistment, without honor. Owing to the outbreak of the civil 
war, and the consequent loss of records and confusion, it is not pos- 
sible to say what finally became of this case. 
` When General Lee was in command of the Army of Northern Vir- 

nia, as will appear from the inclosed clipping rom the Charlotte 

bserver, he issued an order in October, 1 „ disbanding a certain 
battalion for cowardly conduct, stating at the time his regret that 
there were some officers and men belonging to the or ization who, 
although not deserving it, were obli to share in the common dis- 
grace because the good of the service demanded it. 

In addition to the discharges of organizations, which are of course 
infrequent, there are continual cases of the discharge of individual 
enlisted men without honor and without trial by court-martial. The 
official record shows that during the fiscal year ending June 30 last 
such discharges were issued by the War Department without trial by 
court-martial in the cases of 352 enlisted men of the Regular Army, 
35 of them being on accotnt of “having become disqualified for service 
through own misconduct.” Moreover, in addition to the discharges 
without honor ordered by the War Department, there were a consider- 
able number of discharges without honor issued by subordinate mili- 
tary authorities under paragraph 148 of the Army Regulations, where 
the service has not been honest and faithful—that is, where the serv- 
ice does not warrant reenlistment.” 

So much for the military side of the case. But I wish to say some- 
thing additional, from the standpoint of the race question. In my 
message at the opening of Congress I discussed the matter of lynch- 
ing. In it I gave utterance to the abhorrence which all decent citi- 
zens should feel for the deeds of the men (in almost all cases white 
men) who take part in lynchings, and at the same time I, condemned, 
as all decent men of any color should condemn, the action of those 
colored men who actively or passively shield the colored criminal from 
the law. In the case of these companies we have to deal with men 
who in the first place were guilty of what was practically the worst 
possible form of lynching—for a lynching is in its essence lawless and 
murderous vengeance taken by an armed mob for real or fancied 
wrongs—and who in the second place covered up the crime of lynch- 
ing by standing with a vicious solidarity to protect the criminals. 

It is of the utmost importance to all our people that we shall deal 

with each man on his merits as a man, and not deal with him merely 
as a member of a given race; that we shall judge each man by his con- 
duct and not his color. This is important for the white man, and it is 
far more important for the colored man. 
never was given to any people than that given to colored men by those 
advisers, whether black or white, who, by apology and condonation, 
encourage conduct such as that of the three companies in question. If 
the colored men elect to stand by criminals of their own race because 
they are of thelr own race, they assuredly lay up for themselves the 
most dreadful day of reckoning. Every farsighted friend of the colored 
race in its efforts to strive onward and upward, should teach first, as 
the most Important lesson, alike to the white man and the black, the 
duty of treating the individual man strictly on his worth as he shows it. 
Any conduct by colored people which tends to substitute for this rule 
the rule of standing by and 1 3 an evil doer because he is a mem- 
ber of their race, means the inevitable degradation of the colored race. 
It may and probably does mean damage to the white race, but it means 
l TA it HeVi TP tha Proaldancy X RATOA. 
roughout my term of service e Presidenc ave acted on th 
principle thus advocated. In the North as in the South I have 0 
pointed colored men of high character to office, utterly disregarding 
the protests of those who would have kept them out of office Because 
they were colored men. So far as was in my power, I have sought to 
secure for the colored people all their rights under the law. have 
done all I could to secure them equal school training when young, equal 
opportunity to earr their livelihood, and achieve their happiness when 


Another Missouri regiment was mustered 


More evil and sinister counsel 


old. 
those who, like Judge Jones a 
. because I would hold my: 
eel the same revolt at wrong done a colored man as I feel at wro 

I have condemned in unstinted terms the crime 
lynching perpetrated by white men, and I should take instant advantage 


I have upheld the hands of 
r, have warred against this 
t to be President if I did not 


I have striven to break =p porre: 


done a white man. 


of any opportunity whereby I could bring to justice a mob of lynchers. 
In precisely the same spirit I have now acted with reference to these 
colored men who have been guilty of a black and dastardly crime. In 
one policy, as in the other, I do not claim as a favor, but I challenge as 
a right, the support of every citizen of this country, whatever his color, 
provided only he has in him the spirit of genuine and far-sighted pa- 


triotism, 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Tue Warre Houses, December 19, 1906. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I ask that the message, with 
the accompanying exhibits and all papers connected therewith, 
may be printed as a document.and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, with instructions to take such testimony as 
may be necessary to establish all the facts, the expense so in- 
curred to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. The last part ought to be-a separate resolution. 
The usual motion is, of course, that the message be referred and 
printed, to which there is no objection, but I think before we de- 
cide to enter on a Congressional inyestigation the matter ought 
to be presented at least separately. fe 

Mr. FORAKER. I have no objection to presenting it sepa- 
rately, if the Senator makes an objection. I ask the Senator if 
he objects to testimony being taken in regard to the facts in the 
matter? . 

Mr. LODGE. If a resolution of investigation is to be intro- 
duced, I ask that it may go over under the rule. : 

Mr. FORAKER. I think the Senator would, upon considera- 
tion, perhaps, withdraw that objection. The documents accom- 
panying the message are very voluminous. It is impossible for- 
us on the moment to determine whether all the evidence is there 
with respect to this matter that the Senate may desire to have. 
if it should see fit to go into the matter at all. The request I 
made was that.the message might go to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs with instructions to take testimony if the committee 
should deem it essential or advisable to do so. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the motion be divided. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Pennsylyania? 

Mr. FORAKER, Certainly. I want to know if my request 
is objected to. 

Mr. PENROSE. I wish to make a suggestion to the Sena- 
tor from Ohio. He is a member of the Committee on Military 
Affairs? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. PENROSE. Can not the matter be safely left to that 
committee? If they conclude to investigate this matter and 
want any further power from the Senate, they can come into 
the Senate later on with such a proposition. It does not seem 
to me that any formal resolution to empower the Military 
Committee to send for witnesses or papers is necessary at this 
time. Let the committee take up the matter. 

I suggest to the Senator from Ohio that he confine his request 
to haying the documents printed, which of course will be 
printed as a Senate document, and then have the Committee 
on Military Affairs take up the matter at their discretion. 

Mr. FORAKER. In view of the objection that is made, I will 
divide the request, or motion, rather. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I shall ask the Senator from Ohio 
to reduce his motion to writing, not the first motion of reference, 
but the second motion, in order that we may understand whether 
it be the purpose of the Senator from Ohio to instruct and direct 
the Military Affairs Committee of the Chamber to make an in- 
vestigation, or whether it be simply his purpose to leave it to 
the committee to determine whether an investigation shall be 
made, 

Mr. FORAKER. Very well; I will offer a written resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the President's message, with the accompanying documents, be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Ohio. 

The motion was agreed to. : ’ 

Mr. LODGE rose. ; 

Mr. FORAKER. Now, Mr. President, I offer a resolution. I 
will first yield to the Senator from Massachusetts, however. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I merely desire to say that there 
has come in a message which we have only just heard read, 
and that there comes with it a considerable amount of printed 
testimony, which I for one should like to examine. I am not 
at all clear whether there is any necessity for entering upon a 
Congressional investigation. If there is, we will order it; but 
I should like to see the papers first. 
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Mr. FORAKER. I will offer the resolution in a few moments. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will take this opportu- 
nity to lay before the Senate bills from the House of Represent- 
atives for reference. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


H. R. 22580. An act making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department, for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other 
purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. f 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

II. R. 121. An act authorizing the extension. of Seventeenth 
street NW.; 

II. R. 128. An act for the opening of a connecting highway be- 
tween Waterside Drive and Park road, District of Columbia; 

H. R. 5971. An act authorizing the extension of T street (for- 
merly W street) NW.; a 

II. R. 7039. An act authorizing the extension of Prospect 
street NW.; 

II. R. 8485. An act for the opening of Fessenden street NW., 

District of Columbia; 

H. R. 10703. An act authorizing the extension of Monroe street 
NE. ; 

H. R. 10843. An act authorizing the extension of Kenyon street 


NW.; . 

II. R. 14815. An act for the extension of Harvard street, Co- 
lumbia Heights, District of Columbia; and 

H. R. 14900. An act to extend Fourth street NE. 


OPENING OF MACOMB STREET. 


The bill (H. R. 20069) for the opening of Macomb street NW., 
District of Columbia, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GALLINGER. A bill in reference to the opening of Ma- 
comb street has been reported by the Senate Committee on the 
District of Columbia and is on the Calendar. I ask that the 
House bill may take the place of the Senate bill on the Calendar 
without reference to the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without-objection, it is so ordered; 
and the Senate bill will be indefinitely postponed. 


EMPLOYMENT AGENCIES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The bill (H. R. 21408) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
regulate the keeping of employment agencies in the District 
of Columbia where fees are charged for procuring employment 
or situations,” approved June 19, 1906, was read the first time 
by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair invites the attention of 
the Senator froni New Hampshire to the bill. The Chair 
understands that there is a Senate bill of the same character 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is, and I ask that this bill take 
the place on the Calendar that is now held by the Senate bill. 
It is in identical terms. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate bill, No. 6405, be 
indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It will take but a moment, I will say, to 
pass the House bill, and it is a somewhat important matter. 
It is a small matter, but yet important. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that it may be considered at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill 
for the information of the Senate. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That section 11 of an act entitled “An act to regu- 
late the keeping of employment agencies in the District of Columbia where 
fees are charged for procuring employment or situations,” approved June 
19, 1906, be, and the same is hereby, amended by inserting after the words 
“at least six months from the date of revocation of such license” the 
words “every violation of ed rovision of this act, except as provided 
in section 10, shall be punishable by a fine not to exceed $25, and in 
default thereof the person or persons so offending shall be committed 
for a period not to exceed thirty days, and this penalty shall also in- 
clude such violations of section 10 for which no penalty is prescribed in 
said section 10. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill just read? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated by the Secretary, 
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The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 5133) to promote the safety of 
employees and travelers upon railroads by limiting the hours of 
service of employees thereon. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask unanimous consent that the un- 
finished business be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside. Without objection, it is so ordered. VA 


DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I offer the resolution which 
I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That if the Committee on Mili Affairs deem it neces- 
sary, in connection with the consideration of the message of the Presi- 
dent in response to resolutions Nos. 180 and 181, to take further tes- 
timony to establish all facts connected with the discharge of the mem- 
bers of Companies B, C, and D, Twenty-fifth United States Infantry, 
that it be, and hereby is, authorized to send for pone and papers 
and administer oaths, and report thereon, by bill or otherwise, the 
expense so incurred to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, to that resolution I have no ob- 
jection at all. What I objected to was passing a resolution or- 
dering an investigation before we get any opportunity to con- 
sider the papers that have come in. The resolution leaves it to 
the discretion of the Committee on Military Affairs to take ac- 
tion or not, as they may deem best, after examining the papers, 
and I have no objection to it. I hope it will pass. 

Mr. FORAKER. I desire to add only one word, and that is 
that the resolution is in the precise form in which I undertook 
to offer the resolution orally. 

Mr. LODGE. I misunderstood the language the Senator used, 
then. I thought it was a direction to investigate. 

Mr. FORAKER. I had not thought of ordering an investiga- 
tion until the message and accompanying documents should be 
properly examined by some committee, and I thought the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs was the proper one. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I do not rise to oppose the res- 
olution, but simply to call the attention of my colleague on the 
committee to the fact that it is usual when authorizing a com- 
mittee to take testimony, etc., which would cause expense to 
have it referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate. I do not raise the point myself. 

Mr. LODGE. That would not be necessary at this stage, be- 
cause the resolution leaves it to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs to say whether there shall be an investigation or not, and 
it is for them then to decide. 

Mr. WARREN. But the resolution undertakes to give them 
authority to expend money. I have no objection to its passage 
in that form. I merely call attention to the fact that it is un- 
usual. 

Mr. KEAN. The whole quesion has to go to the Committee on 
Contingent Expenses, under the law. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, there is objection to leaving 
it to the discretion of the committee without a positive order of 
the Senate to undertake an investigation of this sort. It seems 
to me that if an investigation of the kind is to be undertaken it 
ought not to be done except on an express instruction from the 
Senate to do so. I do not believe it is a good idea to leave it to 
a committee to undertake what may be a very long and burden- 
some and costly investigation unless it has been directly in- 
structed by the Senate to do so. I would be willing at this time 
to instruct the committee to make such an investigation, but I do 
not believe in leaving it to the discretion of the committee to con- 
duct an investigation of this sort. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the resolution be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Secretary will again read the 
resolution, at the request of the Senator from Wisconsin, 

The Secretary again read the resolution as follows: 

Resolved, That if the Committee on Military Affairs deem it netes- 
sary, in connection with the consideration of the message of the Presi- 
dent in response to resolutions Nos. 180 and 181, to take further testi- 
mony to establish all facts connected with the discharge of the members 
of Companies B, C, and D, Twenty-fifth United States Infantry, that it 
be, and hereby is, authorized to send for 8 and papers and ad- 
minister oaths, and report thereon, by bill or otherwise, the expense 
so incurred to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. i 

Mr. FORAKER. I modify the resolution, in view of the ob- 
jection that has been made, so as to omit the words “the ex- 
pense so incurred to be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate,” and I ask that it may be passed as modified. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as modified. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, the President’s message has just 
come into the Senate. It is voluminous and contains many 
pages. Senators ought to be permitted to examine closely the 
message and the testimony connected therewith before we vote 
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us to whether there ought to be an investigation. I do not be- 
lieve that, without an examination of the testimony in connec- 
tion with the message, discretion should be left to a committee 
as to whether or not there shall be an investigation. I can not 
see how any harm can result to anyone by leaving this matter 
to stand until after we convene again in January; and I ob- 
ject to the consideration of the resolution to-day. 

Mr. FORAKER. In view of the modification of the resolu- 
tion which has been made, no testimony can be taken until the 
matter is acted upon by the Senate. So I hope the Senator from 
Georgia will withdraw his objection. He will be perfectly 
protected. The only request is that the message shall be printed 
as a Senate document so that all Senators can examine it, 
and 


Mr. CLAY. I have no objection to that. 
Mr. FORAKER. If the committee upon examining it—— 
Mr. CLAY. I understood that the Senator offered a resolu- 


tion of that kind, and that it has been already adopted. 

Mr. FORAKER. That has been adopted. 

Mr. CLAY. And I understand this second resolution to 
leave it to the discretion of the committee as to whether or not 
there shall be an investigation of the entire subject. 

Mr. FORAKER. If they want any additional testimony. As 
has been stated, there have been some statements sent here— 
some of them under oath, many of them not under oath—which 
are referred to as the testimony taken in this case. In a proper 
sense of the word there is no testimony at all, but it is to that 
I refer when I speak of the testimony upon which action so far 
has been taken. 

Now, if the Senator insists upon his objection, I move io 
reconsider the motion referring the message, with the accom- 
panying documents, to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ask that it be printed as a document and lie on the table, to be 
called up for discussion whenever it may suit the convenience 
of the Senate. ' 

Mr. CLAY. I ask tbat the resolution as amended by the 
Senator from Ohio be read, that I may thoroughly understand it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution as modified by the 
Senator from Ohio will be read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read the resolution as modified, as follows: 

Resolved, That if the ‘Committee on Military Affairs deem it neces- 
sary, in connection with the consideration of the message of the Presi- 
dent in response to resolutions Nes. 180 and 181, to take further testi- 
mony to establish all facts connected with the discharge of the members 
of Companies B, C, and D, Twenty-fifth United States Infantry. that it 
be, and hereby is, authorized to send for persons and papers and admin- 
ister oaths, and report thercon by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. CLAY. I object to the consideration of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia objects. 
The Senator from Ohio moves to reconsider the vote by which 
the message and accompanying documents were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I do not wish to precipitate 
a discussion at this time of the message the President has sent. 
I think every Senator here would be at a disadvantage in under- 
taking to discuss it until he has had time to read it carefully. 
I have read it once, and.I have heard it read from the desk by 
the Secretary. So possibly I am more familiar with it than any 
other Senator here. I do not think any other Senator has read 
it. And yet I do not feel like undertaking to discuss the mes- 
sage at this time, but I think it is due to Senators who may 
want to discuss it, if it can not be considered in committee, where 
it properly belongs, that it should lie on the table until it can 
be called up and discussed or be sent to the committee. 

‘Mr. LODGE. Sending papers to a committee is merely a for- 
mal process. It does not deprive us of the papers or of the 
message; and the subject is before us under the resolution, 
which goes over by the objection of the Senator from Georgia. 
The Senator from Ohio does not, it seems to me, lose any con- 
trol of the subject by allowing the papers to take the ordinary 
course, which is the reference to a committee and printing, 

Mr. FORAKER. That is all true, and it is in recognition of 
that fact that I did not think there would be any objection on 
the part of the Senator from Georgia, when he saw what I 
want to call attention to now—the qualified form of the resolu- 
tion. I did not think the Senator would insist upon his objec- 
tion when he saw the modified form of the resolution. There 
could not be any testimony taken until the Senate acted on the 
question of expenses, and I so stated. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not want to yield, because the Senator 
wants to make a motion for an executive session; otherwise. I 
would be courteous and polite and yield to the Senator. I would 
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like to have this matter disposed of if I can. I do not see that 
there is any advantage or disadvantage to anybody whether the 
resolution goes over or not, except only we get rid of it for the 
time being, and it goes to the committee where it properly be- 
longs and where it will have to be considered in any event. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. I will say to the Senator that I do not desire to 
be captious about the matter, but I do desire to read the message 
of the President. That can be done. Senators will have time 
to read the message by to-morrow, and then will be the proper 
time to act on the resolution. I can not see any need of imme- 
diate action to-day. I can not see how—— s 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly, if the Senator insists upon it, I 
will let it go over until to-morrow, because I can not help myself. 
Under the rule I shall have to yield. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. FORAKER. I was hoping the Senator would withdraw 
his objection. If he insists upon it the resolution will go over 
until to-morrow, but to-morrow I shall press the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio insist 
on his motion to reconsider the yote by which the message and 
documents were referred? 

Mr. FORAKER. I was referring to the resolution when I 
said in view of the objection of the Senator from Georgia I 
would, of course, have to allow it to go over until to-morrow ; 
but I ask that the same order may be taken as to the motion to 
reconsider. I enter a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. CULLOM. I insist upon my motion, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio enters a 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the President’s message 
nud accompanying documents were referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. The motion will lie over until to-morrow ; 
and pending the motion to reconsider, the message and accom- 
panying documents will be printed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After thirty-five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 
o'clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Thursday, December 20, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 19, 
1906. 


ENVOYS EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Thomas C. Dawson, of Iowa, now minister resident and con- 
sul-general to Santo Domingo, for promotion to be envoy ex- 
traordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States 
to Colombia, vice John Barrett, resigned. 

Williams C. Fox, of New Jersey, late consul at Brunswick, 
to be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the 
United States to Ecuador, vice Joseph W. J. Lee, nominated 
for promotion to be envoy extraordinary and minister pleni- 
potentiary to Guatemala and Honduras. 

Horace G. Knowles, of Delaware, late consul at Bordeaux, 
to be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the 
United States to Roumania and Servia, vice John W. Riddle, 
nominated for promotion to be ambassador extraordinary and 
plenipotentiary to Russia. 

Joseph W. J. Lee, of Maryland, now envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary to Ecuador, for promotion to be 
envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United 
States to Guatemala and Honduras, vice Leslie Combs, nomi- 
nated to be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to 
Peru. : 

MINISTER RESIDENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 

Fenton R. McCreery, of Michigan, now secretary of the em- 
bassy at Mexico, for promotion to be minister resident and con- 
sul-general of the United States to Santo Domingo, vice Thomas 
C. Dawson, nominated for promotion to be enyoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary to Colombia. 

SECRETARIES OF EMBASSIES. 

John Gardner Coolidge, of Massachusetts, late secretary of 
the legation at Peking, to be secretary of the embassy or the 
United States at Mexico, Mexico, vice Fenton R. McCreery, 
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nominated for promotion to be minister resident and consul- 
general to Santo Domingo. 

Montgomery Schuyler, jr., of New York, now secretary of the 
legation and consul-general to Roumania and Servia, for pro- 
motion to be secretary of the embassy of the United States at 
St. Petersburg, Russia, vice Spencer F. Eddy, appointed secre- 
tary of the embassy at Berlin. 

SECRETARY OF LEGATION AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 
_ Philip M. Brown, of Massachusetts, now secretary of the lega- 
tion to Guatemala and Honduras, to be secretary of the legation 
and consul-general of the United States to Roumania and Servia, 
vice Montgomery Schuyler, jr., nominated to be secretary of the 
embassy at St. Petersburg. 
: SECRETARIES OF LEGATIONS. 

Robert Woods Bliss, of New York, now second secretary of 
the embassy at St. Petersburg, to be secretary of the legation of 
the United States at Brussels, Belgium, vice Stanton Sickles, 
nominated to be secretary of the legation to Greece and Monte- 
negro and of the diplomatic agency in Bulgaria. 

Stanton Sickles, of New York, now secretary of the legation 
at Brussels, to be secretary of the legation of the United States 
to Greece and Montenegro and of the diplomatic agency in Bul- 
garia, vice Charles S. Wilson, appointed secretary of the lega- 
tion at Habana. 

Leonard M. Thomas, of Pennsylvania, now second secretary 
of the embassy at Rome, to be secretary of the legation of the 
United States at Madrid, Spain, vice Robert M. Winthrop, nomi- 
nated to be second secretary of the embassy at Rome. 

SECOND SECRETARIES OF EMBASSIES. 

Nelson O'Shaughnessy, of New York, now third secretary of 
the embassy at Berlin, for promotion to be second secretary of 
the embassy of the United States at St. Petersburg, Russia, 
vice Robert Woods Bliss, nominated to be secretary of the lega- 
tion at Brussels. ; 

Robert M. Winthrop, of Massachusetts, now secretary of the 
legation at Madrid, to be second secretary of the embassy of 
the United States at Rome, Italy, vice Leonard M. Thomas, 
nominated to be secretary of the legation at Madrid. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 


Edward §. Farrington, of Nevada, to be United States dis- 
trict judge for the district of Nevada, in the place of Thomas 
P. Hawley, resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 19, 


AMBASSADORS. 


Irving B. Dudley, of California, now envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary to Peru, to be ambassador extraordi- 
nary and plenipotentiary of the United States to Brazil. 

Lloyd C. Griscom, of Pennsylvania, now ambassador extraor- 
dinary and plenipotentiary to Brazil, to be ambassador extraor- 
dinary and plenipotentiary of the United States to Italy. 

Henry White, of Rhode Island, now ambassador extraordi- 
nary and plenipotentiary to Italy, to be ambassador extraordi- 
nary and plenipotentiary of the United States to France. 

John W. Riddle, of Minnesota, now envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary to Roumania and Servia, to be ambas- 
sador extraordinary and plenipotentiary of the United States to 
Russia. 

ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Leslie Combs, of Kentucky, now envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary to Guatemala and Honduras, to be envoy 
extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States 
to Peru. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


Lock McDaniel, of Texas, to be United States attorney for the 
southern district of Texas, commencing January 16, 1907. š 

Jose R. F. Savage, of Porto Rico, to be United States attorney 
for the district of Porto Rico. 


MEMBERS OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 


Maj. James G. Warren, Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, for appointment as member of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission provided for by the act of Congress approved June 28, 
1879, entitled “An act to provide for the appointment of a * Mis- 
sissippi River Commission’ for the improvement of said river 
from the Head of the Passes near its mouth to its headwaters.” 

Lieut. Col. William T. Rossell, Corps of Engineers, United 


States Army, for appointment as member of the Mississippi 
River Commission provided for by the act of Congress approved 
June 28, 1879, entitled “An act to provide for the appointment of 
a Mississippi River Commission’ for the improvement of said 
river from the Head of the Passes near its mouth to its headwa- 
ters. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Chaplain Frank B. Rose, United States Navy, retired, with the 
rank of captain, to be a chaplain on the retired list of officers of 
the Navy with the rank of rear-admiral from the 29th day of 
June, 1906. 

Lieut. Commander Frank M. Bennett to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 2d day of November, 1906. 

Second Lieut. Benjamin S. Berry to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps from the 29th day of November, 1906. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 

Second Lieut. Henry Granville Fisher to be a first lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from November 4, 1906. 

Second Lieut. Ernest Eugene Mead to be a first lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from October 1, 1906. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


J. Rice Winchell, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs 
for the district of New Haven, in the State of Connecticut. 

Fred C. Cubberly, of Florida, to be collector of customs for 
the district of St. Marks, in the State of Florida. 

John W. Howell, of Florida, to be collector of customs fot 
the district of Fernandina, in the State of Florida. 


CIRCUIT JUDGE OF HAWAI, 


John T. DeBolt, of Hawaii, to be first judge of the circuit 
court of the first circuit of the Territory of Hawaii. 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE, 


John F. Armstrong, of California, to be register of the land 
office at Sacramento, Cal. 

Andrew W. Swaney, of Montana, to be register of the land 
office at Kalispell, Mont. 

George S. Curtis, of Leadville, Colo., to be register of the 
land office at Leadville, Colo. 

Henry W. Kiefer, of Idaho Falls, Idaho, to be register of the 
land office at Blackfoot, Idaho. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Fred ©. Bradley, of Hailey, Idaho, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Hailey, Idaho. 

Benjamin C. Barbor, of Nezperce, Idaho, to be receiver of 
public moneys at Lewiston, Idaho. 

William Ashley, jr., of Rathdrum, Idaho, to be receiver of 
public moneys at Coeur d’Alene, Idaho. 

Charles Walter, of Independence, Cal., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Independence, Cal. 


POSTMASTERS. 
ARKANSAS. | 
William C. Bill to be postmaster at Ozark, in the county ct 
Franklin and State of Arkansas. 
John A. Dudgeon to be postmaster at Corning, in the county o 
Clay and State of Arkansas. 
CALIFORNIA. 
John W. Magee to be postmaster at Chico, in the county o! 
Butte and State of California. e 
Stanley Morehead to be postmaster at San Rafael, in the 
county of Marin and State of California. 
Walter Mundell to be postmaster at Sawtelle, in the county of 
Los Angeles and State of California. 


GEORGIA. 
J. F. Renfroe to be postmaster at Wrightsville, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Georgia. 
ILLINOIS. 
John C. Louden to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county of 
St. Clair and State of Illinois. 
INDIANA. 
William H. Burris to be postmaster at Milford, in the county 
of Kosciusko and State of Indiana. 
IOWA. 
Arthur S. Burdick to be postmaster at Postville, in the county 
of Allamakee and State of Lowa. 


Daniel P. Ellsworth to be postmaster at Lohrville, in the 
county of Calhoun and State of Lowa. 
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Hiram Lamb to be postmaster at Murray, in the county of 
Clarke and State of Iowa. 

William R. Orchard to be postmaster at Glidden, in the county 
of Carroll and State of Iowa. 

Gustayus F. Peek to be postmaster at Algona, in the county 
of Kossuth and State of Lowa. 

Olive L. Stauffer to be postmaster at Gladbrook, in the county 
of Tama and State of Iowa. 


KANSAS. 


George W. Doty to be postmaster at Burlingame, in the county 
of Osage and State of Kansas. 

Harvey S. Givler to be postmaster at Wakeeney, in the county 
of Trego and State of Kansas. 

Jennie R. Reed to be postmaster at Almena, in the county of 
Norton and State of Kansas, 


KENTUCKY. 


Clarence Mathews to be postmaster at Maysville, in the county 
of Mason and State of Kentucky. 


MARYLAND. 


Charles F. Peters to be postmaster at Western Port, in the 
county of Allegany and State of Maryland. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


Marcus M. Copeland, jr., to be postmaster at Onset, in the 
county of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. 

John W. Fairbanks to be postmaster at Westboro, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

Martin Hickey to be postmaster at Grafton, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

Edward B. Sherman to be postmaster at Franklin, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 


MICHIGAN. 
Timothy Smith to be postmaster at Howell, in the county of 
Livingston and State of Michigan. 
MISSOURI, 
John W. Scott to be postmaster at Moberly, in the county of 
Randolph and State of Missouri. 
NEW JERSEY, 
John W. Dooling to be postmaster at Clayton, in the county 
of Gloucester and State of New Jersey. 
William C. Fink to be postmaster at Hudson Heights, in the 
county of Hudson and State of New Jersey. 
NEW YORK. 
John Raines, jr., to be postmaster at Canandaigua, in the 
county of Ontario and State of New York. 
Homer ©. Snyder to be postmaster at Victor, in the county 
of Ontario and State of New. York. 
Edward Williams to be postmaster at Granville, in the county 
of Washington and State of New York. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
Vann J. MeArthur to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county 
of Sampson and State of North Carolina. 
William A. Mace to be postmaster at Beaufort, in the county 
of Carteret and State of North Carolina. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
D. James Colgate to be postmaster at Hawley, in the county 
of Wayne and State of Pennsylvania. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
J. Frank Kneece to be postmaster at Batesburg, in the county 
of Lexington and State of South Carolina. 
WASHINGTON. 


Alexander Jolley to be postmaster at Elma, in the county of 
Chehalis and State of Washington. i 


WISCONSIN, 


Herman O. E. Diestler to be postmaster at Hortonyille, in the 
county of Outagamie and State of Wisconsin. 


AMELIORATION OF CONDITION OF. WOUNDED IN 
ARMIES. 


The injunction of secrecy was removed December 19, 1906, 
from the message from the President of the United States trans- 
mitting an authenticated copy of a conyention signed at Geneya 
on July 6, 1906, for the amelioration of the condition of the 
wounded in armies in the field, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Wepnespay, December 19, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. CoupEN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
SHOSHONE INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 21202) fixing the 
time for homestead entrymen on lands embraced in the Wind 
River or Shoshone Indian Reseryation to establish residence on 
same. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill the title of 
which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. This bill was read yesterday. Is there ob- 
jection to its consideration? 

Mr. MANN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 


INTERSTATE CORPORATIONS. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2) requiring all 
corporations engaged in interstate commerce to make returns, 
and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a bill. Is it on the 
Union Calendar? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. ; 

The SPEAKER. It appears to be on the House Calendar. 
The gentleman asks unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill. Is that the gentleman's request? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. On what calendar is that bill, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. It appears to be on the House Calendar. 

Mr. MANN. That bill is on the Union Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. It does not seem to be. 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; it is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. MANN, That bill was transferred from the House Cal- 
endar to the Union Calendar nearly a year ago. 

The SPEAKER. On examination the Chair finds that is cor- 
rect. The Clerk informs the Chair that the bill has been trans- 
ferred from the House Calendar to the Union Calendar. The 
Chair only looked at the front page of the bill, which states 
that it was referred to the House Calendar on January 13, 1906, 
and ordered to be printed. The Clerk informs the Chair that 
on January 29, 1906, a few days after its reference to the House 
Calendar, it was transferred to the Union Calendar. The 
Chair does not recollect, but supposes there is something in it 
that makes a charge upon the Treasury. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is correct. : 

The SPEAKER. The request for unanimous consent is—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I will put an end to 
the controversy by objecting, if it takes unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri objects. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Then I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of House bill 2. 

Mr. MANN. I raise the point of order that the motion is not 
in order at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains that point of order. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. ‘That is on the ground that the morning 
hour has not expired? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLArr, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
was requested : 

S. 3702. An act for the relief of the Gurley Memorial Presby- 
terian Church, of the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses ; > 

S. 2527. An act to confirm and legalize prior admissions to 
citizenship of the United States where the judge or clerk of the 
court administering the oath to the applicant or his witnesses 
has failed to sign or seal the record, oath, or the judgment of 
admission, and to establish a proper record of such citizenship ; 

S. 6896. An act appropriating the sum of $1,000,000 as a loan 
to the Jamestown Exposition Company for the purpose of aiding 


in the payment of the cost of the construction, completion, and 
opening of the Jamestown Tercentennial Exposition on Hamp- 
ton Roads, Virginia, on April 26, 1907, and to provide for the 
protection of the Government and insuring the repayment of the 
said sum of $1,000,000 by a first lien upon the gross receipts of 
the said exposition company from all paid admissions to the 
grounds of said exposition and from all moneys received from 
concessions after the opening of said exposition ; 

S. 6498. An act to amend an act entitled “An act conferring 
jurisdiction upon the United States commissioners over offenses 
committed in a portion of the permanent Hot Springs Mountain 
Reservation, Ark.,” approved April 20, 1904; 

S. 6384. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
examine and adjust the accounts of William R. Little, or his 
heirs, with the Sac and Fox Indians; 

S. 6322. An act providing for the purchase of a reservation for 
a public park in the District of Columbia ; 

S. 6229. An act to authorize the sale of public lands for ceme- 
tery purposes; 

S. 5660. An act for the relief of Capt. William N. Hughes; 

S. 5469. An act to authorize the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor to investigate and report upon the industrial, social, 
moral, educational, and physical condition of woman and child 
workers in the United States; 

S. 5283. An act for the relief of John T. Rennie; and 

S. 4267. An act to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
near the Government Hospital for the Insane and tne District 
almshouse. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 3702. An act for the relief of the Gurley Memorial Presby- 
terian Church, of the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 2527. An act to confirm and legalize prior admissions to 
citizenship of the United States where the judge or clerk of 
the court administering the oath to the applicant or his wit- 
nesses has failed to sign or seal the record, oath, or the judg- 
ment of admission, and to establish a proper record of such 
citizenship—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

S. 6896. An act appropriating the sum of $1,000,000 as a loan 
to the Jamestown Exposition Company for the purpose of aid- 
ing in the payment of the cost of the construction, completion, 
and opening of the Jamestown Tercentennial Exposition on 
Hampton Roads, Virginia, on April 26, 1907, and to provide for 
the protection of the Government and insuring the repayment of 
the said sum of $1,000,000 by a first lien upon the gross receipts 
of the said exposition company from all paid admissions to 
the grounds of said exposition and from all moneys received 
from concessions after the opening of said exposition—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

S. 6498. An act to amend an act entitled “An act conferring 
jurisdiction upon United States commissioners over offenses 
committed in a portion of the permanent Hot Springs Mountain 
Reservation, Ark.,“ approved April 20, 1904—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

S. 6384. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
examine and adjust the accounts of William R. Little, or his 
heirs, with the Sac and Fox Indians—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

S. 6322. An act providing for the purchase of a reservation for 
a public park in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 

S. 6229. An act to authorize the sale of public lands for ceme- 
tery purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

S. 5660. An act for the relief of Capt. William N. Hughes—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 5469. An act to authorize the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor to investigate and report upon the industrial, social, 
moral, educational, and physical condition of woman and child 
workers in the United States—to the Committee on Labor. 

S. 5283. An act for the relief of John T. Rennie—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

S. 4267. An act to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
near the Government Hospital for the Insane and the District 
almshouse—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 22584. An act making appropriations to supply urgent 
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deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1907, and for other purposes. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of House resolution 647, the resolu- 
tion making distribution of the President’s message. 

A MempBer. Which message? [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYNE. The annual message. 

Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, pending that motion I desire to 
present a report from the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will withdraw the motion, and give way to 
the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York withholds 
his motion for the present. 


ADDITIONAL CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present the following 
resolution, reported favorably from the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills is 
3 authorized to appoint an additional clerk to said committee, to 


be paid out of the con t fund of the House at the rate of $6 
per day for the remainder of the present Congress. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, is this a ene reso- 
lution? 

Mr. CASSEL. It is. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I should like to ask the gentleman in 
charge of this resolution what action has been taken to ascer- 
tain who was responsible for the carelessness and neglect of 
the Committee on Enrolled Bills in their work in the last session 
of Congress? 

Mr. CASSEL. I will yield to the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations to make a statement about that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I will say that the Committee 
on Printing of the two Houses, after the adjournment of the last 
session, made a thorough investigation and have reported to 
their respective Houses the facts and their conclusions and rec- 
ommendations. ‘Their report has been printed in the RECORD. 

The responsibility for the mistakes is located, as nearly as I 
ean gather from this report, in the enrolling room of the House 
and with the Enrolling Committee, and the principal cause of it 
is the fact that there is a lack of sufficient employees in the en- 
rolling room to do the work properly and to exercise as much 
care as should be exercised in the discharge of this important 
work. They recommend an assistant enrolling clerk. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I read the report to which the gentle- 
man from Minnesota refers, but I was unable to ascertain just 
where the committee that investigated intended to place the 
blame. Since the mistake for which this investigation was had 
was discovered, as the gentleman from Iowa knows, it has been 
ascertained that there were two other serious mistakes made in 
the last session in the enrolling room. One was not discovered 
until after Congress adjourned, and the other during the present 
session, when a bill was in preparation for the consideration of 
the House. If any work should be properly performed it should 
be the work that is done by the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 
This House is entitled to have the bills properly enrolled and 
haye enacted into law what Congress intends to be placed upon 
the statute book. I hope that if the additional employee is to 
be given some care will be exercised in the choice, so that such 
mistakes will not happen again. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I may say to the gentleman from New 
York that I share with him in what he says respecting the 
responsibility of the Committee on Enrolled Bills and the 
clerks employed in the enrolling room. I think it is one of the 
most responsible positions connected with the House. As a 
matter of fact, as the gentleman from New York has stated, 
there were two mistakes in addition to the one discovered after 
the President had signed the sundry civil bill. One of the 
other two was in the sundry civil bill and the other was in 
the fortification bill. But here were the conditions: The con- 
ference committees on the various appropriation bills, whether 
necessarily or not, delayed reaching a final agreement until 
the last few days of the session. Then the conference reports, 
the final agreements, came into the enrolling room all together, 
and with them came the public building bill and the appropria- 
tion bill providing for some of the work authorized under the 


public building bill. The enrolling clerk, the chief of the enroll- < 


ing room, worked forty-eight hours continuously, as testified by 
the Clerk of the House and by the gentleman himself before this 
commission. He worked continuously for forty-eight hours in 
the discharge of this responsible and important duty, and the 
Clerk of the House as well as the Committee on Printing now 
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say that if they can get an assistant enrolling clerk it will 
enable them to do the work, do it efliciently, without any danger 
of errors in the future. 

Mr. BARTLETT. If the gentleman from Minnesota will 
pardon me, the gentleman should understand that this resolu- 
tion. we are now considering is not to give an additional assist- 
ant to the enrolling room, but the ordinary resolution passed at 
every session of Congress. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I thought this was to give an additional 
clerk to the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. CASSEL. No; this is the usual resolution that is offered 
during every session of Congress. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Then that is all the more reason why 
the attention of the House should be called to what has hap- 
pened. We have discovered three errors, and how many more 
have been made no one knows. 

We know that $3,150,000 was incorporated in a bill that was 
never intended to be appropriated by Congress. So far as I 
know, nobody has made any investigation to ascertain whether 
other mistakes have been made and whether there is now 
upon the statutes laws authorizing expenditures never made 
by Congress. I am of the opinion that the enrolling room 
needs some shaking up. Somebody should be charged with the 
duty of knowing that the work there is done accurately and 
correctly that these mistakes will not happen. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, instead of the committee being 
subject to criticism, it seems to me that the House ought to take 
a measure of the responsibility upon itself.. We are now about 
to adjourn for two weeks, so that no business will be done dur- 
ing that time, so that the last few days of the session, in the 
few short hours that remain, we may work night and day and 
accomplish in three or four days that which we ought to take 
a month to do. That has been the custom of this Congress for 
time immemorial, and we dump into the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills work that ought to be spread through weeks and weeks, 
at the very close of the session. I do not know that there 
is any way to remedy this, but it is unfair for gentlemen about 
to go home and take a two weeks’ vacation, knowing that the 
result will be to throw a vast amount of business into the en- 
rolling room during the last forty-eight hours of the session, 
to complain that the committee, working twenty-four hours a 
day, is unable to do the work accurately and correctly. The 
wonder is that there have not been more mistakes made in the 
office of the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Iowa is aware of 
the fact that these mistakes took place in a session that lasted 
seven months, and in which there was ample time to do the 
work. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; and the gentleman will remember that we 
fixed the time for adjournment and bunched this work alto- 
gether at the last minute even in the long session, as we will 
be compelled to do now in the short session; so that, after all, 
the putting of all these great bills into the committee with con- 
ference reports, with hundreds of items in dispute, a few of 
them agreed on and a few others carried forward, necessitates, 
after the hour of adjournment is fixed, the enrollment of a bill 
in advance. They have to enroll the bill at the Printing Office. 
They enroll the bill as they expect it to be the law, and then 
take out the sheets containing controverted items at the last mo- 
ment and correct them and enroll them as the conference com- 
mittees finally report them to the two Houses. The result is 
that now and then one of the things that is supposed to have 
peen agreed upon has been overlooked in this rush and crush of 

usiness. a 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman know of any other 
instance where errors similar to this have happened? I have 
been here eight years, and I have no recollection of such errors 
happening in the enrolling room, either in the long or the short 
session. 

Mr. LACEY. And there could be no greater compliment to 
the Enrolling Committee than what the gentleman now says, 
that with all this stress of business, with all of this rush of 
work at the last moment, these mistakes are all that he remem- 
bers to have occurred. I say it is to the credit of that commit- 
tee, and instead of the eommittee being criticised we ought to 
really wonder and thank them that no more errors have oc- 
curred. 


Mr. FITZGERALD, Well, the gentleman can take that con- 
solation if he wishes to, but I do not think it will satisfy the 
rest of the House. 

Mr. MADDEN. How is the committee going to assume what 
the bill will be in advance? 

Mr. LACEY. They have the bill as it has passed the House, 
and they print the sheets in that form, and then if changes are 
made they take those sheets out. By printing separate sheets 


they can take them out where the conferente committee has 
changed them and the report has been agreed upon and then 
print them in accordance with the ultim. e agreement. Other- 
wise they would never get the bill enrolled in time. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to me for 
a minute? 

Mr. CASSEL. For a few moments; yes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, it does not seem to me that there 
can be any complaint because the engrossing room asks for ad- 
ditional help. I doubt very much whether the help now pro- 
posed is sufficient. At the last session of Congress, although as 
suggested by our distinguished friend from New York [Mr.~ 
FITZGERALD], the session lasted seven months, there was bunched 
in together within the last day of Congress a very large propor- 
tion of the bills which became laws. Included in these was the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. Having been engrossed in the 
House, it was sent to the Senate. It was passed by the Senate 
and went into conference. No one could tell until the conferees 
finally reported exactly what would be in the bill in the end, 
and yet I remember sitting here in the House, and the House ad- 
journing for a few moments or for a few hours at a time, and 
every Member of the House insisting that this bill should be hur- 
ried back from the committee and from the enrolling room and 
from the Printing Office, laying the blame, not upon themselves, 
but upon the people who had charge of preparing the papers; and 
the men in charge of that, anticipating the very thing that hap- 
pened, as far as criticism was concerned, made the mistake in 
the way of enrolling the bill in advance. Everything had been 
agreed upon except two items. They enrolled the bill in that 
shape, intending to take out the sheet containing those two items 
and reprint it. How it got by them no one can tell, except to 
say that while Congress is now proposing to pass a law forbid- 
ding railway employees from working more than sixteen hours 
a day, these men had been on continuous seryice for more than 
forty-eight hours without sleep. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, one error that was made 
was not made under such circumstances. If I recollect, the 
fortifications bill was agreed to some time before Congress ad- 
jJourned, and the leaving out of a part of the bill made it im- 
possible to expend an appropriation that was intended for the 
Philippine Islands in the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman misunderstands me. I am not 
defending the mistakes that were made in the bill. I do not 
think it ought to be possible for these mistakes to creep in, and 
for that reason I think Congress ought to provide a sufficient 
force to do the work properly. Now, I would go much further 
than has been suggested here in one respect. There ought to be 
a pneumatic-tube service between the Capitol and the Printing 
Office. It is perfect folly for us to be sitting here in the closing 
days of a session while a messenger boy is going back and forth 
with the printing between the Capitol and the Printing Office, 
because all of this work has to be enrolled. We ought to be able 
to shoot it back and forth in a minute. That would save a 
great deal of time. If we want perfect service rendered by these 
people, we must provide them with the proper tools and a suffi- 
cient number of men so that there can be some relay. I do not 
pretend to excuse the mistake that was made, but it is our 
fault, in the first place, that we did not provide them sufficient 
help, and we ought to do that, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

‘The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
a resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House for the services of an enrolling clerk a sum equal to the rate of 
$3,000 per annum and for the services of an additional assistant en- 
rolling clerk a sum equal to $1,800 per annum, payable, respectively, 
in equal monthly installments until their compensation at the rates 
herein authorized shall be provided for by law: Provided, That the 
enrolling clerk for whose services s payment out of the contingent fund 


of the House is hereby authori shall be in lieu of the enrolling 
clerk at $2,500 now authorized by law. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the point of 
order and want to ask the gentleman a question. What is this 
about? ; 

Mr. CASSEL. The resolution which has been passed is the 
usual resolution granting to the Committee on Enrolled Bills 
an additional clerk. Later in the session we will have to give 
them another clerk. These clerks are only for the session. 
This resolution is to increase the salary of the clerk under the 
Clerk of the House and give him an additional clerk in the en- 
rolling room, so that the mistakes which occurred a year ago will 
not be repeated. The work in that room is so great that in 
order to protect the House they need the additional employees. 


Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Missouri, 
this resolution is the one I endeavored to explain a few moments 
ago in regard to the necessity for this increased force in the 
enrolling room. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
giving an extra clerk? 

Mr. CASSEL. That is for the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What is this? s 

Mr. CASSEL. This is for the enrolling room, which is a 
permanent organization. It is part of the permanent organiza- 
tion of the House. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will permit me, the enrolling 
clerk enrolls a bill in the first instance—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I understand that. 

Mr. MANN. Then it is passed over to the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills to make a comparison, and they examine it again, 
and this is to increase that force. One resolution increases one 
force and the other resolution increases another. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The resolution we just passed in- 
creases the force in the enrolling clerk’s. office? 

Mr. MANN. No; that increases the force of the Enrolling 
Committee. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
force 

Mr. TAWNEV. In the enrolling room. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And the Congressional remedy for 
everything is to raise somebody’s salary or create a new office 
with a new salary. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; if the gentleman will pardon me, the 
Enrolling Committee operates as a check upon the enrolling 
room, Now, the system they have to insure accuracy and to 
avoid, if possible, mistakes, is, first, the bill is enrolled and com- 
pared in the enrolling room to which this resolution relates. It 
then goes to the Committee on Enrolled Bills and is there com- 
pared for the purpose of catching any mistakes that may be 
made in the enrolling room. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Let me ask you a leading question. 
Does this Committee on Enrolled Bills ever pay any attention at 
all to a bill which is sent to them? . 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. It has to do it. The clerks of that 
committee must do it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What does the committee do? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know what it does, 

Mr. MANN. The committee works through its clerks. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Nobody works but the clerks, and they 
work all day. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I could not understand what the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania said, but this resolution proposes 
to create a new clerk. 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is to-day a chief enrolling clerk, and 
the chief enrolling clerk must be there all the time, and, as I 
stated when on the floor a moment ago, during the last forty- 
eight hours of the session he was here night and day serving 
continuously because of that fact, and it frequently happens dur- 
ing the session that he is obliged to remain here long into the 
night. It is proposed to give him an assistant, and, as I am ad- 
vised by the Clerk of the House, with this assistance it will be 
absolutely impossible, except in case of gross negligence, for any 
mistake to occur; that they absolutely need this assistant to the 
chief clerk in the enrolling room no one who will take the trouble 
to look into the matter will question. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Who controls the time on this? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CASSEL]. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
two myself. 

Mr. CASSEL. How much time does the gentleman from 
Missouri desire? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Five minutes to start with. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would like to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] to the fact that Congress at 
each session is passing more bills. The work of the enrolling 
room is increasing constantly by reason of the increased num- 
ber of bills that are passed by Congress, all of which have to 
be enrolled. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I take it that the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] knows a good deal 
about this business, but I do not believe that this increase 
ought to take place because somebody had to work two or three 
days and nights without stopping at the end of the session. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, if the gentleman will pardon me for 
interrupting him right there, would it not be economy, even if 
we had to pay a man an annual salary for the purpose of hav- 
ing him there to perform this work properly during the last 
few days of the session, when it is possible under the present 


Did we not just pass a resolution 


Now, this one increases the 


I would like to have a minute or 
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organization for mistakes of that kind to occur whereby 
$3,000,000 is appropriated in one single item because of the 
want of sufficient help in the enrolling room? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. We have not the slightest assur- 
ance that if you created this additional clerkship the work 
would be done one particle better than it is now. s 

Mr. TAWNEY. We have the assurance of the chief clerk 
of the enrolling room and also the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives that it will be done in an entirely efficient manner 
if this additional force is added. And I would say to the gen- 
tleman that every Member of the House, and especially every 
Member of the House who is on conference reports concerning 
appropriation bills, is vitally interested in having these bills 
enrolled properly. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Everybody is interested in having 
these bills enrolled properly. There is no controversy about 
that. I started to say a while ago that it seemed to me that 
it was a poor reason to give for the creation of this clerkship 
that certain clerks had to work, as the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann] has stated, at the end of the session, forty-eight 
hours without any stop. We work forty-eight hours without 
any rest at the end of the session, too, but nobody ever proposed 
that our compensation should be increased for that reason, and 
15 it had been proposed it would have been absolutely prepos- 
erous. 

Mr. MANN. So far as the increase of compensation is con- 
cerned, I do not care to discuss it with the gentleman at all. 
So far as the increase of help is concerned, if the gentleman 
has any doubt about that I would like to make a statement. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not know what it is that the 
gentleman is going to say. 

Mr. MANN. The point is that at the end of the session, eyen 
if that be the case, although that is not the only time they need 
this extra help, the increase of help is not for the purpose of 
keeping a man from working forty-eight hours on his account, 
but to keep him from working forty-eight hours on our account, 
when he is unable after that length of time of doing good 
service. ~ 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The sensible solution of the prob- 
lem is, as I believe it to be, that these clerks do not have very 
much to do—— ; 

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Wait a minute now until I finish. 
I said I believe these clérks do not have very much to do, ex- 
cept right at the end of the session; then eyerything is dumped 
in on them and they have an extraordinary stunt to perform. 
Now, the sensible way to cure that, instead of creating a new 
annual clerk who is only going to be busy about forty-eight 
hours at the end of the session, is to draft a lot of clerks around 
here who have nothing to do at the end of the session, put them 
in there, and set them to work. 

Mr. MANN. Would the gentleman be willing to have a set of 
inexperienced clerks work over the accuracy of an enrolled bill? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not believe those clerks are 
experts. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the gentleman is certainly not going to take 
that position. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is exactly my position. 

Mr. MANN. The enrolling clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives and the enrolling clerk of the Senate, I dare say, have not 
their equals in the world. They are experts in making compari- 
sons and making them accurately. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Those two men may be experts. I 
do not deny that. 

Mr. MANN. That is what we want. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Wait a minute, They do not do the 
final work of preparing these bills? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly they do the final work of comparing. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does the gentleman undertake to 
say that two men enroll all these bills and do the writing? 

Mr. MANN. None of the bills are written. I will say to the 
gentleman that the enrollment of the bills is done at the Print- 
ing Office. They are all printed. The enrolled bill is not 
written. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What have they to do, then? 

Mr. MANN. They have to make a comparison of the confer- 
ence report and the bill. When a committee of conference comes 
in they have to go over the report of the committee of confer- 
ence more carefully than the Members of the House have and 
ascertain exactly what is left out and what left in, and to have 
that put into the form of law, which we do not do. 

Mr. KEIFER. They furnish the copy to the Printing Office? 

Mr. MANN. ‘They furnish the copy to the Printing Office. 
They make up the bill. They take the conference report and 
say take out of such and such a page such and such words or 
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lines. It is impossible for Members of the House who are not 
expert to go through the report after it comes in and say what 
is left out of a bill and what is left in. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If the Members of Congress can 
not do it, how can these clerks do it? 

Mr. MANN. Because they are experts. An expert Member 
of the House, the gentleman from Missouri, might do it. 
Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I want to make one 
remark, and that is that one of the suggestions that the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] made is the most sensible, in 
my judgment, that he has made since I have been in Congress, 
for twelve years [laughter]; and that was the idiocy of having 
this two weeks’ vacation during the short session of Congress. 
The rest of his remarks I do not think were, in point of wisdom, 
to be compared with that one. [Laughter.] In the first place, 
he is mistaken about his facts. At the last session of Con- 
gress the time to adjourn was never agreed on until just a few 
minutes before Congress adjourned. ‘There was a sort of under- 
standing around here that we were going to adjourn early in 
the day of the 30th of June; the idea being that we would 
adjourn in time to give everybody a chance to get away that 
day, and everybody wanted to get away, because it was dread- 
fully hot; and we would have gotten away if it had not been 
for this enrolling committee making these mistakes or the 
Printing Office. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now let me correct the gentleman from Mis- 
souri in his facts. He is mistaken in the statement that the 
enrollment of the bills caused the delay. The delay was made 
necessary because of the work incident to the enrollment of the 
public building bill and the appropriation bill required to 
carry out the authorizations in the public building bill, and 
the delay was not due to the mistakes of which he speaks. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And they managed to get in the 
public building bill at least $3,000,000 that Congress never 
appropriated. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It was not in that bill. That $3,000,000 
was in the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They got it in anyhow. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The most objectionable appropria- 
tion that was suggested to the House. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But it did not cause any delay because the 
bill had been enrolled and signed by the President when the 
mistake was discovered. Immediately I introduced a resolu- 
tion repealing that provision. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But that did not occasion any delay. The 
delay was caused by the enrollment of the public building bill 
which this House passed on the 29th of June, or rather, I 
should say, the morning of the 30th of June, and they had to 
enroll this bill, and notwithstanding the changes made in con- 
ference there were no mistakes in it. 

Mr. PAYNE. And also the separate appropriation bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And also the separate appropriation bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. There has been a row just exactly 
like this going on in every Congress periodically ever since the 
gentleman from Minnesota and myself came into Congress. 

Mr. KEIFER. And before. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And I suppose before, as the gen- 
tleman from Ohio says, and he knows. 

Mr. OLMSTED. And probably will be after you quit. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I believe there would not be if we 
would adopt a sensible plan. Finally, Mr. Richardson, of Ten- 
nessee, my recollection is, proposed as a panacea for all these 
ills that they be allowed to print the enrolled copy of the bill 
instead of writing it, and we thought we had reached a solu- 
tion of the whole question. Now, you come in here with as 
bad a muddle as you ever had before, and the only remedy any- 
body seems to, have sense enough to suggest is to create a new 
office or to raise a salary, which will not do any good at all. 
The man who gets the place will draw the salary with regular- 
ity and enthusiasm, while we will have just the same number 
of delays and mistakes as in the past or as at present. 

Mr. MANN. When the gentleman came into Congress the 
Journal of the House made a book about half as large as the 
volume which I hold in my band. The other day the gentleman 
received, and if he has opened it he knows—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; I have opened it. 

Mr. MANN. A package containing a Journal of the last ses- 
sion of Congress considerably larger than the volume which I 
hold in my hand. Now, that is a record of business and not of 
talk. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. This Committee on Enrolled Bills 
do not have anything to do with the Journal. 

Mr. MANN. No; but they have a great deal to do with the 
work recorded in the Journal. That Journal means a large 
number of bills passed. All of those bills went through the 
hands of this committee. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not believe the number of 
bills passed has increased within my time here nearly as much 
as the number of speeches. 

Mr. MANN. There is a great deal more talk, but there are 
also a.great many more bills. It is fortunate that the Commit- 
tee on Enrolled Bills does not have to compare the 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No. I wish they did have to, be- 
cause then there would not be so many speeches made. ‘ 

Mr. MANN. But they have to compare all the bills, and the 
increase in the amount of business in the House of Representa- 
tives is shown by the difference in the size of the volumes con- 
taining the Journal. The Journal of the last session of this 
Congress was probably the largest Journal of any legislative 
body ever published. That represents not talk, but business— 
bills passed. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The remedy for this whole matter 
is to have the short session of Congress lengthened, either by 
cutting out the Christmas holidays or in some other way. I 
understand that peeple have to go home sometimes to look 
after their private affairs, but to grant two weeks every year 
regularly fer a Christmas holiday is a sort of childish per- 
formance. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I should like to interrupt the 
gentleman. This seems to be a free go. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Just wait until I finish this state- 
ment and then I will be glad to be interrupted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's time has expired. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, I will borrow some more 
time then. 

Mr. CASSEL. I yield to the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Unquestionably the short session 
of Congress must be lengthened. It is getting so that the neces- 
sary business can not be transacted in the seventy-five or eighty 
working days that we have. The session could be lengthened 
ten or twelve days by cutting out this Christmas holiday per- 
formance, or it could be lengthened by setting the day of meet- 
ing earlier. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Did you ever vote against the resolution to ad- 
journ over the Christmas holidays? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I always do. I never go home dur- 
ing the Christmas holidays. 

Mr. PAYNE. I know; but did you ever vote against the reso- 
lution? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. I always vote against that, 
and I vote against these appropriation bills. Nobody ever runs 
against me for the nomination, so I do not have to be going 
backwards and forwards to my district all the time. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman must vote sotto voce, because 
the sound of his vote fails to reach this side of the House. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Then there is another suggestion 
that would help things amazingly. There ought to be a rule 
here that no general appropriation bill should be passed within 
five days of the end of the session. If we had that time, then 
we would have them considered and there would not be such a 
rush. You and I both know how it is. Every unseemly job 
that is passed by this House is done under compulsion—that is 
the truth about it—by being loaded onto these general appropria- 
tion bills right at the end of the session, when we must pass 
them or have an extraordinary session of Congress. It is a dis- 
grace to the American Congress, the way that we pass appro- 
priation bills toward the end of the session. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from Missouri will pardon 
me for interrupting him, he has made the statement that “un- 
seemly jobs” are crowded into the appropriation- bills in the 
last hours of the session. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; I say that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman specify any “ aS 
job” that he has seen passed in the closing hours of a session 
since he has been in Congress? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That $3,000,000 grab was an “un- 
seemly job.” 

Mr. TAWNBEY. Oh, no; that did not get into the appropria- 
tion bill at all. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It was in the appropriation bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not by the action of Congress. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, I will hunt up a few of them 
here some day and make a speech about them. 
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Mr. TAWNEY. Before the gentleman makes a charge as se- 
rious as that against the Congress of the United States he 
ought to have some facts upon which to base it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If the gentleman wants the facts 
I will dig them up and bring in an array of appropriations that 
ought never to haye been made. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We would like to see them. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The gentleman from Minnesota 
pore them as well as I do. He has been here as long as I 

ave, 

Mr. TAWNEY. There are appropriations that ought not to 
have been made in your judgment and perhaps in mine. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Has not the gentleman seen items 
of appropriation passed by this House incorporated into a bill 
that the House was against? ; 

Mr. TAWNEY. I can not say that I have. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Then the gentleman has not been 
observing half as closely as he has the reputation of observing 
things around here. [Laughter.] 

Mr, TAWNEY. I can state to the gentleman one instance 
where I think the House was, perhaps, to a certain extent co- 
erced into accepting an amendment to an appropriation, put in 
at the other end of the Capitol. That was on the [ast night of 
the session of the Fifty-seventh Congress, as I recall it, and 
that is the only one that I do now recollect: I think that came 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, let that go. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Missouri is referring to 
appropriations for town fairs that get into the appropriation 
bills and are crowded through by a majority vote of the House. 
I am not sure but that the gentleman from Missouri votes for 
them. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; I will be perfectly frank 
about that. There are certain events in the history of our 
country that ought to be celebrated by the Congress of the 
United States, and the Louisiana purchase was one of them; 
and there are five or six along that line. I voted for the ap- 
propriation for the Louisiana Purchase Exposition, and I have 
been paying to Members the debt incurred on that occasion 
ever since, and I am not through with it yet. [Laughter.] 
But the gentleman from New York has not any particular 
vantage ground in a controversy of that kind when you re- 
member the exposition at Buffalo. [Laughter.] That didn’t 
celebrate anything that ever I heard of. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Except that it was the domicile of the 
original buffalo. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I always pay my debts. I am 
going to vote for the Jamestown performance, whatever they 
want, and I think when I get through with that item I am out 
of debt to all Members of Congress on account of the Louisiana 
Purchase Exposition. 

Mr. PAYNE. That will be an event worthy of celebration. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri, I think it will be. I think so my- 
self. Now, I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer]. 
I want to say before I sit down that I am just as anxious to 
have the bills enrolled correctly as anybody in the House, but 
I do not believe this thing will remedy it a particle. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise to make any ex- 
tended speech. I think we ought to recur occasionally in this 
discussion to the object that was sought to be gained by the res- 
olution. There have some errors crept into the statements 
made; we are all responsible for them. It is not exactly true 
that all the bills enrolled are printed in their enrollment. The 
Enrolling Committee and the enrolling clerk write a great many 
of the short bills, as they did in former times, but the Printing 
Office helps them to enroll the larger or longer bills. 

I arose, however, to say that the exigency for the passage of 
this resolution lies in the fact that we have so many things con- 
centrated in the last days and hours of each session, and we are 
never going to get over that. It will never be different. Twenty- 
five, thirty, and forty years ago there was the same trouble. If 
we can get careful experts who can work days and nights in the 
last hours of the session, we will avoid mistakes so far as it is 
possible to avoid them, and we should then have plenty of them. 
The mistake in the fortification bill in the last session was in 
writing in what had once been in the bill, putting it in the en- 
rollment, and when I refer to that I want to say what I rose 
principally to say, that I want this House to get over the habit 
that has been recently established of repealing clauses written 
in the bill that were never passed upon by either House of Con- 
gress favorably. The chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions [ Mr. Tawney] said that he had the honor to introduce a pro- 
vision to repeal the $3,000,000 error., What do you want to repeal 
the erroneous acts of the clerks of the Enrolling Committee for? If 


the gentleman from Minnesota, the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, has any more such measures, he wants to 
state that his proposition is to repeal the provisions written in 
the bill by the clerk after the two Houses of Congress had 
ceased to legislate in relation to them. A provision written in 
a bill after both Houses have acted on it can not thus be made 
law, even though the bill containing the provision is signed by 
the Speaker and the Vice-President and is approved by the Presi- 
dent of the United States. Laws can not thus be made. 

That is the point I want to emphasize here so that we will 
have no more of this. I do not believe in jumping onto poor 
humanity that is wearied and worn down and tired out in the 
last hours of a session when an honest mistake occurs in the con- 
fusion of conference reports, and soon; and I believe in giving as 
ample force in the enrolling rooms as it is possible to provide, so 
that we will not have these serious errors occurring from ses- 
sion to session. They do not belong alone to the Fifty-ninth 
Congress. They are very old. Gentlemen complain, too, that 
we are getting too large Journals. Well, we are getting to be a 
large Congress and we have a large Congress. If you look to 
the number of bills that were introduced into the Fifty-ninth 
Congress within the first ten days of the first session, you will 
find that they outnumber all the bills of all character that were 
introduced in the first twenty-five Congresses of the United States, 
So have we grown with our diversified interests and the enlarge- 
ment of our country into a situation that we must recognize our- 
selves and provide for. 

I think the resolution ought to pass, and I would not haggle 
about one clerk or two clerks. At the right time we should 
have plenty of trained, experienced clerks, so that they may 
carefully revise the enrollment of all bills and see that no mis- 
takes creep in. A 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman in charge of the resolution this question. How much is 
the increase of salary to the present enrolling clerk? 

Mr. CASSEL. Five hundred dollars. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Well, now, when you give him additional 
help, what reason is there for giving him also additional pay. 

Mr. CASSEL. I would say that the pay this man is receiv- 
ing now is the same pay which was given to the enrolling clerk 
when the membership of this House was 200. It is now almost 
400. The number of bills introduced from the time his salary 
was made at $2,000 has increased almost 900 per cent, and the 
number of bills passed by this House has increased more than 
threefold since this man was appointed. 

Mr. SHERLEY. You are giving him an additional man. 

Mr. CASSEL. Yes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. And yet you also want to increase his 
salary. 

Mr. CASSEL. Yes; we do it because we believe in the neces- 
sary increases of salary proportionate to a man’s service and 
the times that we are living in. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution, 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
CLARK of Missouri) there were—ayes 76, noes 28. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri makes the 
point of no quorum. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it is quite evident that a quorum 
is not present. I therefore move that the House do now ad- 
ourn. 

? The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 
1 minute p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Eliza, Benjamin English, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

A letter from the Chairman of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, submitting its twentieth annual report—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
R A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report on improvement of Con- 
necticut River between Hartford, Conn., and Holyoke, Mass.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of. the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. :‘SHERLEY, from the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 17624) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend sec- 
tion 4405 of the Revised Statutes of the United States,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1905, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5625) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. S 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17634) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John S. Cochran, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5556); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1337) 
granting an increase of pension to James B. Evans, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5557) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20587) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis McMahon, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5558) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20654) granting 
an increase of pension to William A. Nichols, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5559) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20831) granting 
an increase of pension to James R. Dunlap, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5560); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20861) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Catherine Weigert, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5561); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 20960) granting an increase of pension 
to Sarah M. Bickford, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5562); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21061) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James Collins, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5563); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
21123) granting an increase of pension to Lawrence McHugh, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5564); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21264) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to David J. Wise, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5505); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21303) 
granting an increase of pension to James Edward Bristol, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 5566); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21335) 
granting an increase of pension to Harvey S. Nettleton, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5567) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. $ 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
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which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21630) granting 
an increase of pension to John F. Yeargin, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5568); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21636) granting 
an increase of pension to Elias Miller, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5569); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 17334) granting an increase of pension 
to Henry Power, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5570) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. t 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
21793) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. Pratt, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5571) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14675) granting an increase of pension 
to James Davis, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5572); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21859) granting 
an increase of pension to Simon Stone, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5573); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21991) granting 
an increase of pension to Redmond Roche, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by report (No. 5574) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22003) granting 
an inerease of pension to Alexander Matchett, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5575); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22048) 
granting an increase of pension to Orrin Freeman, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5576) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22085) granting 
an increase of pension to Randolph Wesson, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5577) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22103) granting 
an increase of pension to Warran P. Hubbs, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5578); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1723) granting an increase of pension 
to Rutson J. Bullock, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5579); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22605) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John R. Hargrave, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5580) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17817) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Grimm, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5581); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21643) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Edward Ford, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5582); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18248) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John D. Eyans, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5583) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2421) 
granting an increase of pension to Daniel S. Mevis, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5584); 
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hehe said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1693) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Q. Oviatt, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5585); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4670) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward B. Tanner, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5586); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6057) granting 
an increase of pension to Emery Crawford, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5587); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20415) granting 
an increase of pension to John H. Krom, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5588) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6493) granting 
an increase of pension to Eli Boynton, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5589) ; which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7804) granting an increase of pension to 
John Frett, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 5590); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
21564) granting an increase of pension to Daniel French, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5591) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8247) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah J. Littleton, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5592); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. X. 8667) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew Larick, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5593) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9024) granting 
an increase of pension to Lewis Lennox, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5594); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10440) granting 
an increase of pension to A. G. Sheppard, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5595); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13740) granting 
an increase of pension to Jeremiah Bard, reported the same with 
amendnient, accompanied by a report (No. 5596); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13975) granting 
an inerease of pension to Thomas H. Primrose, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5597); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 15017) granting an increase of pension 
to Joseph Strope, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5598) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

r. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15317) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to J. B. F. Callon, reported the same 
with amendmert, accompanied by a report (No. 5599); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15839) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mary Jane Burroughs, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5600) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15868) grant- | 


ing an increase of pension to William H. Scullen, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5601); 
yen said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21122) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Nathan Small, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5802); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15965) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Stephen D. Gangwere, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5603) ; 
were said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16458) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Daniel W. Gillam, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 560+) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16493) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to W. T. Sallee, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5605); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16813) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles W. Brumm, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5606) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17369) 
granting an increase of pension to Minor B. Monaghan, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5607) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- ` 
dar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17335) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Lewis F. Belden, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5608) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17712) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Frank J. Biederman, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5609); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 18383) granting an increase of pension 
to Frederick Shinnaman, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5610); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19546) granting 
a pension to Sarah M. Roach and others, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5611); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20060) granting 
an increase of pension to Anna E. Hughes, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5612); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20189) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas W. Daniels, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5613) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20091) granting 
an increase of pension to John A. Smith, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5614) ; which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. i 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bili of the House (H. R. 2793) granting an increase of pension 
to Nathan D. Chapman, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5615); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20212) granting 
an increase óf pension to George W. Greene, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5616); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
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which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20286) granting 
an increase of pension to Bartholomew Holmes, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5617) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21332) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John R. Smith, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5618) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21644) granting an increase of pension 
to Sheldon Hess, reported the same with amendment, acconi- 
panied by a report (No. 5619) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21634) granting an increase of pension 
to Emma Sickler, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5620) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to whieh was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
22047) granting an increase of pension to George Tinkham, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5621); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. - 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22102) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Borre Peterson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5622); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1717) granting 
an increase of pension to George M. Fowler, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5023); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4166) granting 
an increase of pension to John G. V. Herndon, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5624): 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 22362) making an appropriation to pay Esther Rousseau 
for horses killed upon the Cheyenne Indian Reservation, in the 
State of South Dakota, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5628); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 23017) for the issue and re- 
demption of national-bank guaranteed credit notes—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 23018) fixing the price of 
gas in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 23019) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States,” approved July 1, 1898, and the 
several acts amendatory thereof—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 23020) to provide for the de- 
fense of the ports of the Gulf of Mexico—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

. By Mr. SOUTHWICK (by request): A bill (H. R. 23021) to 
protect the rights of any owner of letters patent for an inyen- 
tion—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 23022) to incorporate the 
American Medical Union—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 23023) regulating the man- 
ner of giving transfers on the street-car railways in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee; A bill (H. R. 23024) to repeal 
so much of section 1 of joint resolution approved July 1, 1902, 
construing the act of June 27, 1890, entitled “An act granting 
pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the 
performance of manual labor and providing for pensions to 
widows, minor children, and, dependent parents,” as excludes 
from the provisions of said act persons who had a prior service 


in the Confederate army or navy and enlisted in the Army or 
Navy of the United States after January 1, 1865—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 23025) for the continued 
improvement of the waterway connecting Jefferson, Tex., and 
Shreveport, La.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23026) for the improvement of Sulphur 
River, Arkansas and Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 23027) authorizing the Light- 
House Board to establish post lights on the upper Delaware 
River between Bordentown, N. J., and Trenton, N. J.—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 
23028) providing for the transfer of the naval station at Port 
Royal, S. C., to the Bureau of Navigation, Navy Department, as 
an adjunct to the naval training station, Rhode Island, and 
making appropriations for the improvement and maintenance of 
the same—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 23029) to incorporate the Hun- 
garian Reformed Federation of America—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 23030) to increase the limit 
of cost and acquire additional ground for the public building at 
Sterling, Ill.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
rounds. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
206) providing for a survey of Claiborne Harbor, Maryland—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A resolution (H. Res. 670) requesting 
certain information from the Postmaster-General concerning the 
eae of mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. CASSEL, from the Committee on Accounts: A resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 671) paying for the services of an assistant enroll- 
ing clerk of the House, at $1,800 per annum—to the House Cal- 
endar. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
me following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr.. ANDRUS: A bill (H. R. 23031) granting an increase 
of pension to John H. Terry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23032) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter C. Parker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23033) granting an increase of pension to 
William Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 23034) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas A. Snoddy—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 23035) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles Hinman—to the Committeee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23036) granting an increase of pension to 
John Cutler Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pension. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R, 23037) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 23038) granting an increase of 
pension to George H. Beeber—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23039) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Charles Wilber and to grant him 
an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 23040) to refund legacy taxes 
illegally collected from the estate of Joseph W. Campbell, late 
of the county of Kings, New York—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23041) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of Edgar E. Duryea, late of Nassau 
County, New York—to the Committee cn Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 23042) grant- 
ing a pension to Keziah C. Woods—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bil (H. R. 23043) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Frailey—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23044) granting an increase of pension to 
David Lackman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23045) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel S. Hogg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COCKS: A bill (H. R. 23046) granting a pension to 
John Hettesheimer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. COOPER of, Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 23047) 
granting an increase of pension to Isaac F. Smith—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 23048) granting an 
increase of pension to John Speis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 23049) for 
the relief of Herbert Vanderberg—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, R 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23050) granting a pension to Ira H. Ma- 
lone—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 23051) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Volney S. Topping—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 28052) granting an increase 
of pension to Herman N. Payne—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 23053) granting an. increase 
of pension to Loren G. Culver—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23054) granting a pension to James Wil- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 23055) granting an increase of 
pension to Follett Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23056) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin D. North—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 23057) granting an increase of 
pension to James M. Davidson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 23058) for the 
relief of E. J. Reed—to the Committee on Claims. ; 

By Mr. FULKERSON: A bill (H. R..23059) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Glaze—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 23060) referring to the 
Court of Claims the claim of the heirs and legal representatives 
of John P. Maxwell and Hugh H. Maxwell, deceased—to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 23061) granting an increasé of 
pension to James Jeffreis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23062) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis M. Moses—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23063) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph J. Ricketts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 23064) granting an increase of 
pension to Louisa H. Rikert—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 23065) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Grant—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 23066) granting a pen- 
sion to Beatrice H. Duncan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 23067) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas G. Bratten—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 23068) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry Dillon—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 23069) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert H. Nash—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23070) granting an increase of pension to 
Adolph Lochwitz—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 23071) granting 
a pension to Gustave Kipper—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. : 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 23072) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of Orren H. Balch—to the Com- 

“mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23073) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna E. Mallory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 23074) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Peter Harmon—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23075) granting a pension to Mahala J. 
Hulsizer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23076) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22077) granting an increase of pension to 
Paul Klepfer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAW: A bill (H. R. 23078) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry C. Vedder—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 


By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 28079) granting an in- 
erease of pension to John Reynolds—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 23080) granting an increase of 
peoa to Harvey Moore—to the Committee on Invalid. Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 23081) 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph Gregson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 23082) granting an increase 
5 pension to James Daly to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 23083) granting an increase 
of pension tò Daniel P. Sollenberger—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23084) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles S. Derland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23085) granting an increase of pension to 
J. G. Spangenberg—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23086) granting an increase of pension to 
1 aa F. Hummelbaugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23087) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel W. Dissinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCROGGY: A bill (H. R. 23088) granting an increase 
of pension to James McCabe—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. : 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 23089) granting an 
increase of pension to Jasper Summers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23090) granting an increase of pension to 
Angie E. Kerr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 23091) granting a 
pension to Edward Waldron—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23092) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward J. Warner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23093). granting an increase of pension to 
Isaiah Biddle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23094) granting a pension to Marcellus 
Howser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 23095) granting 
0 pension to Albert Robinson to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 23096) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James L. Colding—to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 23097). granting an increase 
of pension to Alice Dittman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 23098) granting an 
increase of pension to George A. Thomas—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions: 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 23099) granting a pension to 
Thomas J. Oldham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23100) granting a pension to Elizabeth Fin- 
nan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23101) granting a pension to James R. Ap- 
pleton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23102) granting a pension to Thomas Shep- 
herd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23103) granting a pension to Benjamin M. 
Ricketts—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23104) granting a pension to Hugh L. 
Mullen—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23105) granting a pension to Addison W. 
Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. It. 23106) granting a pension to Henry H. 
Moore—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23107) granting a pension to Berton W. 
Castetter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 23108) granting an in- 
crease of pension to A. P. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (II. R. 21721) granting a pension to John R. Kissinger 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 22092) granting a pension to Thomas L. Dar- 
den—Committee on Invalid Pensians discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


PETITIONS, ETC. - 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Petworth Citizens’ Associa- 
tion, of the District of Columbia, for legislation to permit rep- 
resentation of the District in Congress—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Preachers’ Meeting of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, at No. 150 Fifth avenue, New York, for in- 
vestigation of affairs in the Kongo Free State—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of employees in the shipbuilding industry, for 
the Merchant Marine Commission’s shipping bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: Petition of Alaska delegates 
to the Grand Camp of the Arctic Brotherhood, for an elective 
Territorial government for Alaska—to the Committee on the 
Territories. z 

Also, petition of Alaska delegates to the Grand Camp of the 
Arctic Brotherhood, for an appropriation of $500,000 for an ap- 
propriate building and exhibit for Alaska at the Alaska-Yukon- 
Pacific Exposition in 1909—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ANDRUS: Petition of the Yonkers Herald, against 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Thomas A. Snoddy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of Public Opin- 
jon, Watertown, S. Dak., against tariff on linotype machines 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of the Journal, of 
Racine; the Shook Family Medicine Company, of Racine, and 
the Beloit Daily News, against tariff on linotype machines—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Petition of the Fairmont West Virgin- 
lan, against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry Chase—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLACK: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of Follet 
Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William M. Deaton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of the Daily Mercury, San Jose, 
Cal., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HALE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Joseph 
J. Ricketts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HAY: Petition of the Winchester Star and News Item, ` 


against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. á 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Beatrice H. Duncan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the city council of Beatrice, Nebr., for an ap- 
propriation for extension of the public building in that city—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
D. C. Mauire—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of the Chronicle,- 


against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. LAMB: Petition of Lily Council, No. 3, Daughters of 
Liberty, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of the town government of Ursa, 
Adams County, Iil., for an appropriation for improvement of the 
banks of the Mississippi River between Warsaw and Quincy, 
Tll.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Harvey Moore—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Lithia J. Sholly— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, paper to accompany bill for relief of the heirs of Joel 
Harrell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Virginia State Coun- 
cil, No. 45, Daughters of Liberty, of Camden, N. J., favoring 
restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—-to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Camden, N. J., for restoration of 
the men of Companies B, C, and D of the Twenty-fifth In- 
fantry to service after due inyestigation—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of Keystone Lodge, No. 16, In- 
ternational Association of Machinists, of Harrisburg, Pa., and 
Local Union No, 226, Amalgamated Sheet-Metal Workers’ Inter- 


national Alliance, for the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Fort Hunter Council, No. 596, and Fort 
Washington Council, No. 488, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, and Progressive Council, No. 63, Daughters of Lib- 
erty, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Edward Waldron—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief of Marcellus Howser 
and Isaiah Biddle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TALBOTT: Petition of Lincoln Council, No. 160; 
Evening Star Council, No. 3, and Independent Council, No. 22, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Union Council, No. 2, Daughters of America, 
favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Pride of Maryland Council, No. 3, Daughters 
of Liberty, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. VAN WINKLE: Petition of the Jersey City Printing 
Company, against tariff on linotype machines—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petitions of the Princeton Press and William 
Hibbert, against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: Petitions of Summers Council, No. 150, 
and Belgrave Council, No. 224, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


SENATE. 
Tuurspay, December 20, 1906. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. EDWARD E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 


CITIZENSHIP OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, transmitting a report and 
recommendation submitted by Mr. James B. Scott, Solicitor for 
the Department of State; Mr. David Jayne Hill, minister of the 
United States to the Netherlands, and Mr. Gaillard Hunt, Chief 
of the Passport Bureau, relative to the subjects of citizenship, 
expatriation, and the protection of American citizens abroad; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIM. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of Jan- 
uary 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
findings by the court relative to the vessel brig Eliza, Benja- 
min English, master; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
the cause of E. L. Brien, administrator of Mary Ann Nagle, 
deceased, v. The United States, and in the cause of David P. 
Gayle and Sarah H. Gayle, administrators of Alfred Duplan- 
tier, deceased, v. The United States; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, were referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Epworth 
Citizens’ Association of Washington, D. C., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation providing for the election of two Dele- 
gates to the House of Representatives from the District of Co- 
lIumbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. y 

He also presented a petition of the People’s Institute of New 
York City, N. Y., praying for an inyestigation into the existing 
conditions in the Kongo Free State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com» 
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merce of Los Angeles, Cal., praying that an appropriation be 
made for the improvement of fortifications of the southern Cali- 
fornia coast; which was referred to the Committee on Coast 
Defenses, 

He also presented a memorial of the Free Public Library of 
Alameda, Cal., and a memorial of the Free Public Library of 
Stockton, Cal, praying for the enactment of legislation to amend, 
revise, and consolidate the acts respecting copyrights; which 
were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of Pomona Grange, No. 1, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Petaluma, Cal., remonstrating against 
any further appropriation being made for the free distribution 
of seeds aud plants; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Calistoga, 
Ontario, Chino, and Humboldt counties, all in the State of Cali- 
fornia, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation re- 
quiring the closing on Sunday of certain places of business in 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., remonstrating against the employment of Chinese, 
Japanese, and all other coolie labor on the Panama Canal, and 
praying that the provisions of the Chinese-exclusion act be ex- 
tended to Japanese, Koreans, and other undesirable Asiaties; 
which was referred to, the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cliff- 
wood, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Ife also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Haddonfield, N. J., praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Sen- 
ator from the State of Utah; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the Bergen Republican Club, 
of Jersey City, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
increase the efficiency of the artillery of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Lansing and Jackson, Mich., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation extending the time required for the settlement of home- 
steads in the Shoshone Indian Reservation in Wyoming; which 
was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a memorial of the Milnes Supply Company, 
of Coldwater, Mich., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called “ parcels-post bill;” which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented memorials of J. W. York & Sons, of Grand 
Rapids; of the librarian of the Grand Rapids Public Library, 
of Grand Rapids; of the librarian of the Sage Library, of Bay 
City; of the librarian of the Publie Library of Detroit, and of 
the librarian of the University of Michigan library, of Ann 
Arbor, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation to amend and consolidate the acts re- 
specting copyrights; which were referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

He also presented memorials of Ashbaugh Subordinate 
Grange, No. 1202, of Lake City; of Belleville Grange, No. 331, 
of Belleville, and of Fisher Grange, No. 790, of Harrisville, 
Patrons of Husbandry, in the State of Michigan, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation providing for the free dis- 
tribution of seeds and plants; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Allegan, of 
the Michigan State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, and the 
Women's Christian Temperance Union of Albion, all in the 
State of Michigan, praying for an investigation into the exist- 
ing conditions in the Kongo Free State; which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Clamlake 
Township, Cadillac, Hiawatha, Shiawassee, Goodwell, St. Louis, 
Menominee, Charlotte, Clare County, Elk Rapids, Omer, Hills- 
dale, Barry County, Cooperville, Gratiot County, St. Charles, 
Iron River, Montcalm County, Stanton, Ann Harbor, and Battle 
Creek, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation requiring certain places of business in 
the District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the town board of 
Ursa, IN., praying that an appropriation be made for the im- 
provement of the Mississippi River between Warsaw and 
Quincy in that State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. PILES presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Kit- 


sap County, Wash., remonstrating against the enactment of leg- 
islation requiring certain places of business in the District of 
Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Kingfisher County, Okla., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation requiring certain places of business in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Anacostia Citizens’ Asso- 
ciation, of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to extend the tracks of the Washington Traction nud 
Electric Railway Company to the Union Station in that city; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
Tumbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Petworth Citizens’ Asso- 
ciation of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation providing for the election of two Delegates to the House 
of Representatives from the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Woodridge, 
Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the purchase of a certain square of ground for 
the public park in Langdon, D. C.; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 7213) 
providing for the establishment of a public park at Langdon, 
in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (for Mr. BURNHAM) presented the memorial of George 
W. Howard and 36 other citizens of New Hampshire, remonstrat- 
ing against the enactment of legislation requiring certain places 
of business in the District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
luinbia. 

He also (for Mr. BurNuAm) presented a petition of the Mon- 
day Club of Rochester, N. II., praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also (for Mr. Bunxnan) presented memorials of the 
librarian of the city library, of Manchester, N. H.; of B. A. 
Bloomey, of Manchester, N. H., and of the American Musical 
Copyright League, of New York City, N. Y., remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation to amend and consolidate 
the acts respecting copyright; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a memorial of the Commercial 
Club of Bismarck, N. Dak., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for the free distribution of seeds 
and plants; which was referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. r 

Mr. LONG presented petitions of sundry citizens of Sterling, 
Kans., praying for an investigation into the existing conditions 
in the Kongo Free State; which were referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Butler 
County, Chautauqua County, Tola, Columbus, Concordia, Min- 
eral, Decatur, Rawlins County, Dickinson County, Blue Mound, 
Chanute, Emporia, Ottawa County, Phillips County, Herndon, 
Rydal, Blaine, Rush County, Saline County, Wellington, Sum- 
ner County, Kansas City, Pottawatomie, and Wyandotte, all in 
the State of Kansas, remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation requiring certain places of business in the District of 
Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which were referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Woodstock, Vt, and a memorial of sundry citizens of West 
Burke, Vt., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
authorizing the closing on Sunday of certain places of business 
in the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BENSON presented a petition of the congregation of the 
United Presbyterian Church of Eskridge, Kans., praying for the 
passage of the so-called “Littlefield original-package bill;” 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the United 
Presbyterian Church of Eskridge, Kans., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
all Government buildings and grounds; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BURKETT presented a memorial of the librarian of Lin- 
coln City Library, Nebraska, remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legisJation to amend and consolidate the acts respecting 
copyright; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 
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STEPHEN M. HONEYCUTT, 


Mr. PETTUS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3498) for the relief of Ste- 
phen M. Honeycutt, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 


AMANDA M. WEBB. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2978) granting a 
pension to Amanda M. Webb, to report it favorably without 
amendment, and I submit a report thereon. I ask unanimous 
consent for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll 
the name of Amanda M. Webb, widow of Nathan B. Webb, late 
of Company D, First Regiment Maine Volunteer Cavalry, and to 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 7381) for the widen- 
ing of Benning road, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 7382) to encourage the 
holding of an Ataska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition at the city of 
Seattle, State of Washington, in the year 1909; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Select Committee on In- 
dustrial Expositions. 

Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (S. 7383) to empower the 
Court of Claims to ascertain the amount to be paid in certain 
litigation against intermarried whites in the Cherokee Nation, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 7884) granting an increase of 
pension to Orson B. Johnson; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP (by request) introduced a bill (S. 7385) to es- 
tablish a court for the settlement of claims by Indians against 
the United States, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. . 

Mr. MARTIN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7386) for tho relief of the trustees of the Providence 
Methodist Episcopal Church, near Suffolk, Nansemond County, 
Va. (with an accompanying paper) . 

A bill (S. 7387) for the relief of the trustees of the Primitive 
Baptist Church of Waterlick, Va. ; 

A bill (S. 7388) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Snickersville (now Bluemont), Va.; 

A bill (S. 7389) for the relief of the trustees of the Old Goose 
Creek Church, near Markham, Va.; and 

A bill (S. 7390) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Middleburg, Va. 

Mr. BRANDEGED introduced a bill (S. 7891) granting an 
increase of pension to Albert Leeds; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WHYTE introduced a bill (S. 7392) for the relief of St. 
Patrick's Roman Catholic Church, of Little Orleans, Md.; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KNOX introduced a bill (S. 7393) for the relief of Anna 
K. Carpenter or her heirs at law; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BULKELEY introduced a bill (S. 7394) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henrietta C. Cooley; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEARIN introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7395) granting an increase of pension to Gilbert H. 
Mitchell ; 

A bill (S. 7396) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
McCauley ; and 

bill (S. 7397) granting an increase of pension to Thomas B. 
Wait. 

Mr. PEOCTOR introduced a bill (S. 7398) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Page G. Potter; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE introduced a bill (S. 7399) to amend an 


act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 
4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereof, and to, enlarge the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7400) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate commerce,” approvide February 4, 1887, and 
all acts amendatory thereof, and to. enlarge the powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 7401) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry E. Stewart; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 7402) granting 
an increase of pension to F. H. de Castro; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 
nat bill (S. 7403) granting an increase of pension to Edward 

‘a 
Ree A bill (S. 7404) granting an increase of pension to William J. 

ones; 
— bill (S. 7405) granting an increase of pension to Percival 
er; 

A bill (S. 7406) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
McConnell ; 

A bill (8. 
Davis; 


7407) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
. 7408) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


A din (S. 
Tompkins ; 
he bill (S. 7410) granting an increase of pension to David 

hes ; 

A bill (8. 7411) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Armstrong 

A bill 8. 7412) granting a pension to Lydia A. White (with 
accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 7413) granting an increase of pension to Joseph T. 
Sparr (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 7414) granting an increase of pension to William 
Sherk (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. BURKETT introduced a bill (S. 7415) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William S. Peery; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7416) providing for carrying free 
of postage in the mails reading matter for the use of the blind, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


AMENDMENTS TO LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing that on 
and after March 4, 1907, the compensation of Senators of the 
United States and Representatives and Delegates in Congress 
shall be at the rate of $7,500 per annum, intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, etc., appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. WETMORE (for Mr. ALDRICH) submitted an amendment 
proposing to increase the salary of the marine engineer, office 
of the Quartermaster-General, from $2,500 to $4,000, intended to 
be proposed by him to the legislative, etc., appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LONG submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
salaries of the Capitol police, intended to be proposed by him to 
the legislative, etc., appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES E. HENRY. 

Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent and agreed 
to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives ihe pin (8: 

That the President be requested to return to the Senate the bill 

EnS entitled “An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
enry.’ 


7409) granting an increase of pension to Merrit 


DISPOSAL OF TIMBER ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I move that the bill (S. 5327) to pro- 
yide for the disposal of timber on public lands chiefly valuable 
for timber, and for other purposes, be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to, 
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è PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
M. C. Larra, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had on this day approved and signed the following acts: 
On December 20, 1906: 
S. 158. An act granting an increase of pension to John Ard 
Gordon ; 


S. 2225. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
White; 

S. 2880. An act granting an increase of pension to James C. 
Coad; 

S. 4174. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph P. 
Garland ; 2 
S. 4235. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Sullivan; 

S. 4345. An act granting an increase of pension to J. Dillon 
Turner ; r 

S. 4365. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathew 
Kerwin; 

S. 4366. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry B. 
Willhelm: - ` 

S. 4695. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Mullen ; 

S. 4991. An act granting an increase of pension to Lycurgus 
D. Riggs; 

S. 5042. An act granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
S. Jones; 

S. 5402. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles M. 
Lyon; 

S. 5545. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Brannon ; 

S. 5547. An act granting an increase of pension to Hillary 
Beyer ; 

S. 5637. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Himmel; 

S. 5710. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 
Daughenbaugh ; 


S. 5994. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Dickey ; 

S. 6148. An act granting an increase of pension to James S. 
Whitlock ; 

8. 6151. 

S. 6259. 
Randall; 

S. 6339. 
Dearey ; 

S. 5081, 


An act granting an increase of pension to Mark Ham; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Oakaley 


An act granting an increase ‘of pension to James 


An act granting a pension to Lucy Florette Nichols; 
S. 6228. An aet granting a pension to Betsey Hattery; and 
S. 6521. An act granting a pension to Abbie J. Daniels. 


DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


Mr. FORAKER. I ask that the resolution I offered yesterday, 
which is on the table, may be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming oyer from yesterday, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Foraker, as follows: 

Resolved, That if the Committee on Lee gt J Affairs deem it neces- 
sary, in connection with the consideration of the message of the Presi- 
dent in response to resolutions Nos. 180 and 181, to take further 
testimony to establish all facts connected with the discharge of the 
members of Companies B, C, and D, Twenty-fifth United States Infan- 
try, that it be, and hereby is, authorized to send for persons and papers 
and administer oaths, and report thereon, by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I said yesterday that I would 
rather not make any comment in response to the President's 
message until I had had an opportunity to study it carefully, 
and for that reason I was anxious to have it go, and go without 
objection, to the Committee on Military Affairs, where we might 
deal with it in that deliberate and careful way in which such an 
important matter should be considered. But after I left the 
Senate I reread the message of the President: I stated in the 
Senate that I had already been over it twice, once reading it 
and once following the Secretary as he read it. After I went 
home I read it again, and it occurred to me that it would not 
be out of place, inasmuch as we were compelled, by the objec- 
tions made yesterday, to keep this matter before us for consid- 
eration, to make some remarks about it at this time. 

I wish to say, in the first place, and I think Senators will 
bear me out in it, that I never deal in unqualifiedly positive state- 
ments unnecessarily, and I try always to avoid extravagance of 
speech in whatever I may see fit to say to my colleagues here in 
this body. I shall try particularly to be conservative and con- 
siderate in whatever I may say this morning. 

With that in mind, let me say, in the first place, that a care- 
ful reading of the President’s message has convinced me that, 
in my opinion—I may be mistaken, but in my opinion—he has 


misconceived, first, his constitutional powers with respect to the 
action he has taken concerning this battalion, and, in the second 
place, he has misconceived the testimony upon which his action 
is based. He states in his message: 


I ordered the discharge of nearly all the members of Companies B, C, 
and D of the Twenty-fifth Infantry by name, in the exercise of my con- 
stitutional power and in pursuance of what, after full consideration, I 
Sha te be my constitutional duty as Commander in Chief of the United 

ates Army. 


The constitutional power of the President as Commander in 
Chief is found in section 2 of Article II of the Constitution, and 
it reads, in part, as follows: 

The President shall be Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy 
of the United States, and of the militia, etc. 

I have read far enough. That is all that the Constitution 
says as to the constitutional powers of the President as Com- 
mander in Chief. 

In section 8 of Article I of the Constitution it is provided as I 
shall read. I have a note of it, but I prefer to read from the 
Constitution itself. However, to save time I will read from 
my notes. Section 8 of Article I reads, in part, as follows: 

The Congress shall have power “* * + to raise and support 
armies; * * * to make rules for the government and regulation of 
the land and naval forces. 

That is all that is applicable, and I confine myself in the read- 
ing to that. 

Now, Mr. President, it must be apparent to anyone without 
any study that the constitutional power conferred upon the 
President of the United States as Commander in Chief is to 
command the Army, and the power conferred by the Constitution 
on the Congress is a power to raise the Army and to prescribe 
the laws and the rules whereby the Army shall be regulated. 
Nobody would pretend that the Congress had any power or that 
anybody else had any power over the President as the com- 
mander to direct the movement of troops, to say where they 
should be stationed in time of peace or how they should be 
directed against the enemy in time of war. He, in that par- 
ticular, is absolute, without anybody to question his authority. 

But, on the other hand, it seems to me, Mr. President, equally 
clear no one can question that the Congress has power to pre- 
scribe by law what rules and regulations shall govern the Army 
as to its organization, as to the size of the Army, its maximum, 
its minimum, as to the number of the infantry regiments, the 
number of cavalry regiments, the number of artillery regiments, 
and the number of batteries, and the number of men in each of 
these units of organization; and how, Mr. President, particu- 
larly, men shall be enlisted and men shall be discharged from 
the Army, the terms and conditions upon which they shall be 
enlisted, the rights that shall accrue to them on account of their 
service—long service, faithful service—whether or not they 
shall be recognized by the Government and be rewarded by the 
Government. All that rests with Congress as a part of that 
power. As a part of that power it is competent for the Con- 
gress of the United States to provide that no man shall be sum- 
marily discharged from the Army after he has been regularly 
enlisted except upon certain terms and conditions; that no man 
in the Army shall be found guilty of any offense with which he 
may be charged except after he has had an opportunity to ap- 
pear before a tribunal where he can present his defense, where 
he can be represented in person and be represented by attorney, 
if he wants to be, or by some one else to speak for him; where 
he can confront his accusers and cross-examine their witnesses. 

Now, Mr. President, with that as a preliminary, I desire to 
call attention to the fact that the Congress has most carefully 
considered this whole subject, and the Congress has with ex- 
treme care provided what the terms and conditions of enlist- 
ment shall be, what the obligations of an enlisted man shall be, 
under what conditions he may be discharged, whether he may 
be discharged dishonorably or whether he may be honorably 
discharged, and of recent years, by virtue of a regulation that 
was promulgated in 1895, which has been acquiesced in by Con- 
gress and may be said now to have the approval of law, whether 
he may be discharged without honor, as these men were. I call 
attention to the Articles of War. It is provided in the second 
of these articles as follows: 

ArticLte 2. These rules and articles shall be read to every enlisted 
man at the time of or within six days after his enlistment, and he 
shall thereupon take an oath or affirmation in the following form: 1. 
A. B., do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will bear true faith and 
allegiance to the United States of America; that I will serve them 
honestly and faithfully ag all their enemies whomsoever, and that 
I will obey the orders of the President of the United States and the 
orders of the officers 9 over me, according to the rules and Arti- 
eles of War.” This oath may be taken before any commissioned officer 
of the Army. 

So, Mr. President, the obligation which we are told these men 
violated when they declined to give testimony asked for and 
which the officers assumed they could give if they would tell 
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what they knew, was an obligation to obey everything that 
might be commanded by their superiors, from the President 
down, which was commanded in accordance with the rules aud 
Articles of War. 2. 

That is the first limitation. Stopping there, Mr. President, it 
must be evident to any careful student of this subject that it was 
not intended that the constitutional power of the President as 
Commander in Chief should be, especially in time of peace, with- 
out restraint, without restriction, without limitation, but, as the 
Constitution itself declares when it empowers Congress with re- 
spect to this subject, that it should be subject to such rules and 
regulations as the Congress might prescribe, and Congress has 
prescribed that the duty of the soldier shall be confined, in the 
obeying of orders, to that which is in harmony with the Articles 
of War. 

Now, what do these Articles of War prescribe? I have them 
before me, but I took occasion to copy out the essence of those 
to which I wish next to call attention. It is provided in article 
16 as follows. Let me say before I commence to read that I 
am going to read only the skeleton just to indicate the general 
nature of the provisions, and it will be found, when I have read 
all the provisions on the subject, that the Congress, specifically 
mentioning every kind of an offense, has carefully provided for 
the question how, in the eyent of the commission of such an 
offense, the soldier shall be found guilty of it. Commencing 
with article 16, it is as follows: 

Any enlisted man who sells or willfully or through neglect wastes 
the ammunition delivered out to him shall be punished as a court-mar- 

. tial may direct. 

Article 17 provides that— 

Any soldier who sells or through neglect loses or spoils his horse, 
arms, clothing, or accouterments shall punished as a court-martial 
may adjudge. 

Article 20 provides that any soldier showing disrespect to his 
commanding officer shall be punished “as a court-martial may 
direct.” 

Article 21 provides: 

Any soldier who strikes a superior officer shall be punished as a 
court-martial may direct. 

Article 22. Any soldier guilty of mutiny or sedition shall be 
punished “ as a court-martial may direct.” 

In the President’s message of yesterday we are officially in- 
formed that these men were guilty of mutiny, and he discharged 
them in the way he did because of the mutinous character of 
their conduct. 

Article 24. Any soldier who refuses to obey an officer who is 
trying to suppress a quarrel or affray shall be punished “as a 
court-martial may direct.” 

Article 26. Any soldier who challenges or accepts a challenge 
to fight a duel shall be punished “as a court-martial may di- 
rect.” 

Article 31 provides: 


Any soldier who lies out of his quarters, garrison, or camp without 
leave shall be punished as a court-martial may direct. 


Article 82. Any soldier who absents himself from his troops, 
etc., without leave shall be punished “as a court-martial may 
direct.” 

Article 33. Any soldier who absents himself from parade 
without leave shall be punished “ as a court-martial may direct.” 

Article 34. Any soldier who is found 1 mile from camp with- 
out leave in writing shall be punished “as a court-martial may 
direct.” 

Article 36. Any soldier who hires another to do his duty, in- 
stead of doing it himself, shall be punished “as a court-martial 
may direct.” $ 

Article 38. Any officer found drunk on guard, etc., shall be 
dismissed from the service, but any soldier who so offends shall 
be punished “ as a court-martial may direct.” 

The general provision is added to this section following: 


Do court-martial shall sentence any soldier to be branded, marked, or 


Article 39. Any sentinel found sleeping upon his post shall be 
punished “ as a court-martial may direct.” 

Article 40. Any soldier who quits his guard, platoon, or diyi- 
sion without leave, except in a case of urgent necessity, shall be 
punished “as a court-martial may direct.” 

Article 42. Any soldier who misbehaves before the enemy, etc., 
shall be punished “as a court-martial may direct.” 

Article 47. Any soldier who deserts in time of war shall be 
punished “ as a court-martial may direct,” except that in time of 
peace the death penalty shall not be imposed. 

Article 51. Any soldier who advises another to desert, etc., 
shall be punished “as a court-martial may direct.” 

Article 55. All soldiers must behave themselves in quarters 
and on the march, and whoever commits any waste or spoil 


either in walks, or trees, parks, warrens, fish ponds, houses, 
gardens, grain fields, inclosures, or meadows, or maliciously de- 
stroys any property belonging to inhabitants of the United 
States shall be punished “as a court-martial may direct.” 

Article 56. Any soldier who does violence to any person bring- 
ing provisions, etc., to the camp shall be punished “as a court- 
martial may direct.” 

Article 59 provides that— 

When any officer or soldier is accused of a capital crime or of any 
offense against the person or property of any citizen of any of the 
United States which is punishable by the laws of the land, the com- 
ea. officer and the officers of the regiment, troop, battery, etc., to 
which the person so accused belongs are required, except in time of war, 
+ + do deliver them up to the civil magistrate. 

Article 60 provides that any person in the military service of 
the United States, who makes or causes to be made any false 
claim, or enters into any agreement or agreements to defraud 
the United States, or who makes or uses any false paper to de- 
fraud the United States, or who commits perjury in support of 
any false claim against the United States, or who commits for- 
gery in such behalf, or who delivers less property than a receipt 
calls for, or who gives receipts without knowing the truth re- 
cited in them, or who sells, embezzles, etc., or who buys any mili- 
tary property from any soldier, officer, or other person, the party 
selling not having lawful right to sell or pledge the same, shall, 
on conviction, be punished “as a court-martial may adjudge.” 

I come now to article 62. I have already pointed out how 
specifically and carefully every kind of an offense that the law- 
making power could foresee that it was likely a soldier would 
commit was provided for; and in every instance the Congress 
of the United States, in the exercise of its constitutional power, 
has said there shall be no summary, no arbitrary, no autocratic 
exercise of power by way of conviction or punishment as for a 
penalty, but there shall be a trial by a court-martial, and the 
punishment shall be such as the court-martial may direct. 

Then later, without stopping to read it, Congress, fearing 
that a court-martial might be more severe in prescribing the 
penalty than it should be, passed a statute authorizing the 
President of the United States to promulgate an order specific- 
ally fixing the maximum punishment that might be imposed 
upon a soldier for the violation of any of his duties as a sol- 
dier, including all the cases to which I have referred and all the 
cases arising under what I now read as article 62. After thus 
carefully and in detail providing specifically for every offense 
they could foresee, they then enacted this omnibus clause. I 
will read it from the book, as in my notes I abbreviated it 
somewhat: 

ARTICLE 62. A crimes not capital, and all disorders and neglects. 
which officers and soldiers may be guilty of to the prejudice of good 
order and military discipline, though not mentioned in the foregoin 
Afticles of War, are to be taken cognizance of by a general or a regi- 
mental, garrison, or field officers’ court-martial, according to the nature 
and degree of the offense and punished at the discretion of such court. 

First, then, there is specific provision as to all offenses that 
could be foreseen, every offense, every neglect of duty, every 
disorder that they could enumerate, basing their enumeration 
upon past experience, and then, for fear they might have 
omitted some case and thereby have left it to a superior officer, 
to anyone, no matter what his rank, from the Commander. in 
Chief down to the one immediately over him, they were careful 
to provide in this omnibus way as to all disorders and neglects 
which are prejudicial to good order and military discipline. 

Now, Mr. President, that is broad enough, I think it would be 
agreed without any argument on my part, to cover the case in 
question. 

But this sixty-second article of war has received judicial in- 
terpretation. Let me say in passing that this article 62 was 
not enacted until after the civil war was ended. It was not in 
force when General Grant did something that we were cited to 
yesterday as a precedent. I will comment upon that specifically 
presently. It certainly was not in force in the Confederate 
army when General Lee discharged some regiment for cow- 
ardice. I do not know what the constitutional power of Gen- 
eral Lee was. I do not know what his statutory authority was, 
but I know enough about the character of the case from what 
the President has said about it in his message and in the notes 
upon it attached to his message to say if it had been in the 
United States Army it could not have been cited as a precedent 
for this kind of a case. 

I now read from General Davis in his work on Military Law. 
I read from page 473. what is meant by “ neglect and disorders ” 
that are prejudicial to good order and military discipline. He 
says: 

A “neglect” is an omission or forbearance to do a thing that can 
be done or that is required to be done. In its ordinary meaning it 


is an omission, from carelessness, to do something that can be done 
or ought to be done. The obligation to perform the act or thing 
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neglected is military in character and arises in connection with the 
requirements of military duty. Law, regulations, orders, and, where 
these are silent, the custom of service prescribe the several military 
duties and ph ee the neglect of which is chargeable under this 
article; the evidence submitted in a particular case shows the manner 
in which the duty was performed and the rticulars in respect to 
which there has been criminal neglect. The term “disorder,” as 
used in this connection, is more comprehensive than when used in ref- 
erence to civil affairs, and includes not only disorders in the sense of 
frays, quarrels, and the like, but all interruptions of the good order 
which should prevail in camp or garrison and willful departures from 
that orderly recurrence of events which constitutes military discipline 
and which are, as such, harmful or prejudicial to good order and mili- 
tary discipline. 

Then in a note cases are cited in support of the text. I read 
from one of them, from the note at the foot of page 474. It 
was a case where it was held that “refusing to testify when 
duly required to attend and give evidence as a witness be- 
fore a court-martial” was a disorder and a neglect of duty 
prejudicial to good order and military discipline, cognizable 
under the sixty-second Article of War, and therefore an offense 
for which, by virtue of that article, the accused was entitled 
to trial by court-martial. That is what it was charged these 
soldiers were guilty of in this case—— 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. As the Senator is speaking about the power to 
discharge without honor, I find that I have a memorandum 
here from General Ainsworth—— 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me, I am going 
to take that up separately. y 

Mr. LODGE. I was going to ask the Senator if he would 
explain how it was that 352 enlisted men of the Regular Army 
have been discharged without honor during the past two years? 

Mr. FORAKER. I will explain it, and take pleasure in ex- 
plaining it. I shall take pleasure in showing to the Senator 
that in no one of those cases was there any punishment in- 
volved, but simply a withholding of honor. I will talk about 
the argument presently as to whether or not there is punish- 
ment in this case. In all those cases there was no punishment 
involved; they simply severed connection with the Army, as in 
the case of a young boy who comes and wants to enlist and 
misrepresents his age, stating that he is of an age which au- 
thorizes him to enlist; but the next day or the next month or 
six months thereafter his mother comes and says: “ This is my 
only support. He has made a misrepresentation about his age. 
Here is the record. He is only 16,” or whatever his age may 
be, “and he did not have my consent to enlist. I want to 
have him discharged.” ‘Thereupon, the case going to the Sec- 
retary of War or to the President, he is discharged without 
honor, according to this regulation. But I will speak about 
what “without honor” implies presently. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator does not mean to suggest that that 
is the only cause of a discharge “ without honor?” ’ 

Mr. FORAKER. No; certainly not. I gave that simply as 
one illustration. Dozens of illustrations might be given. 

Mr. LODGE. Of the 352, 113 were discharged without honor 
on account of desertion, 8 on account of desertion and fraudu- 
lent enlistment, 107 on account of imprisonment under sentence 
of civil court, and 38 on account of having become disqualified 
from service through their own misconduct. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. That is as good a set of illus- 
trations as I could use, and I thank the Senator for calling my 
attention to the fact that they are all found in this report. A 
man is discharged without honor because he was a deserter. 
What is implied in it? The man who was regularly enlisted and 
then deserted was liable to be tried and found guilty of deser- 
tion, but he came and said, I deserted; there were extenuating 
circumstances ; I hope you will not punish me; I will be glad if 
you will give me my discharge; I will take a discharge without 
honor;” and the War Department or the commander of the de- 
partment or the President, whoever it may be who can do it, 
says, “ Very well; we will get rid of you on the terms you pro- 
pose; we will give you a discharge without honor.” There is no 
punishment in that. They are simply withholding from a man 
not entitled to it what belongs only to the man who has hon- 
orably served, “faithfully and honestly,” through his enlistment, 
to employ the language of the statute. There is no punishment 
in such case, but rather a favor. 

So it is with the other cases enumerated. In each of them the 
discharge was granted, and if we had the complete record you 
would find it was granted doubtless on the application of the 
man discharged. 

But that is a very different case, Mr. President, from this. 
In cases of that kind I think it is well enough to have a dis- 


charge without honor, as contradistinguished from a discharge 
that is honorable or a discharge that is dishonorable. 

‘But, Mr. President, there is no statutory provision which 
recognizes a discharge without -honor except only as the Con- 
gress of the United States has acquiesced in regulations for the 
government of the Army prescribed by the President of the United 
States, in which such discharges are mentioned for cases of 
this kind. Until 1895, when the regulations now In force were 
issued, during Mr. Cleveland's Administration, through his Sec- 
retary of War, Mr. Lamont, nobody had ever heard officially of 
a discharge without honor. But everybody recognized that 
there were cases where it was not right to give a man an hon- 
orable discharge, and yet not proper to give him a dishonorable 
discharge. They did not want to go to the trouble of court- 
martialing him in order that they might give him a dishonorable 
discharge. The cases were such as have been referred to. A 
man who enlisted through misrepresentation as to his age was 
not entitled to an honorable discharge, and they said.“ We will 
let him go, out of consideration for his mother and for his ten- 
der years. We will overlook it and give him a discharge, but 
will say without honor,” so that he can not carry away a cer- 
tificate of the Government that should be given only to men 
who have served honestly and faithfully. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It was a void enlistment. 

Mr. FORAKER. It was a yoid enlistment, and they simply 
cut the matter short on the application of the soldier without 
going through the trouble and annoyance of a trial. 

But, Mr. President, when you come to a case like this, where 
men are not seeking a discharge, but where they are protesting- 
against it, where men are charged with having committed a 
heinous crime, as the President said yesterday, the most atro- 
cious crime that was ever committed in connection with the 
Army—where we have a case of this kind, and the men are 
protesting their innocence, saying, “ We have served long, and 
we have served faithfully, and we had nothing whatever to do 
with this wrong of which you talk, and we know nothing about 
it,” it is not a case for a discharge without honor, and to say 
that it is a discharge that can be distinguished from a dishon- . 
orable discharge is simply to undertake to make a distinction 
where really there is none, as I shall point out. 

Now, here is what Winthrop says upon that subject, in the 
first volume of Military Law and Precedents. I read from page 
848: 


Discharge “without honor.’—This is a species of discharge recenti 
introduced into our practice, as supposed to be warranted by the fou 
article, and proper to be given where the circumstances which have 
induced the discharge are discreditable to the soldier. But the dis- 
tinction between a discharge “ without honor” and a “dishonorable” 


discharge is fanciful and unreal, and, in the opinion of the author, it 


is open to discussion whether this newly invented form is legally 
authorized under this article. 

I might read further, but I have read enough to show what 
he has to say—and he is an acknowledged authority on the sub- 
ject—of a discharge without honor. The distinction is fanciful, 
it is unreal; it is unreal because in a case like this it does in- 
volve punishment, no matter what may be said by the President 
or anybody else to the contrary. 

The President said in his message of yesterday—I want to 
get the exact language— 

People— 

I am one of them— 
have spoken as if this dischar; 
deny emphatically that such 
utterly inadequate. 

And so on. 

Mr. President, we will agree that, if these men committed this 
atrocious offense, the punishment of being discharged without 
honor is inadequate; if they deliberately committed murder, the 
punishment appropriate is death, as the President says; and if 
their comrades deliberately were guilty of misprision of felony 
in refusing to give testimony as to the facts of which they had 
knowledge, they committed a crime punishable with imprison- 
ment in the penitentiary for three years. So the President is 
right in saying that the punishment he has imposed is inade- 
quate. But, Mr. President, punishment does not have to be ade- 
quate to be punishment. It is punishment although it may be 
grossly inadequate if measured by the character of the offense. 
If these men committed murder, as charged, the punishment is 
inadequate. If they were innocent of murder and innocent of 
misprision of felony, then is the punishment of a discharge 
without honor grossly exaggerated, harsh, and brutal, for in 
that case they would not have committed any crime and yet be 
severely punished. 

But now let us see whether this was a punishment or not. 
Sometimes men talk more frankly before a point has been called 


from the service was a punishment. I 
the case, because as punishment it Is 
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I do not refer to the President in that con- 
nection, but refer to the Inspector-General, upon whom he chiefly 


to their attention. 


relies, General Garlington. General Garlington bas made a re- 
port which accompanies the President’s message, now before 
us officially, in which he tells of following the investigation of 
the report of Major Blocksom, the assistant inspector. He went 
down to Fort Reno, where these men were encamped, and there 
investigated this subject, examining the men with a view to 
finding out, if possible, if he could prove that this shooting in 
the town of Brownsville was done by the soldiers of this regi- 
ment. What is it he says? 

First, he said there was an order under which he went there 
to perform this duty; an order issued by the Acting Secretary 
of War, Robert Shaw Oliver, in which he was instructed to see 
these men and to inform them frankly and fully that they must 
disclose knowledge as to who of their comrades had committed 
this offense, or else they would be mustered out of the service 
without honor and be debarred from ever again entering the 
service. What does he say he did? He says he met the men; 
he examined them all so far as he thought it necessary, a great 
many of them, at least, with very great care. He says “only 
one man presented himself voluntarily, and that was not to 
give information, but to urge his own case for exemption from 
the penalty imposed by the President.” 

I want to refer to the dictionary to see just what is meant by 
the word “ penalty ” and how it is defined by lexicographers, I 
haye always understood that “penalty” means punishment; 
that when some authority imposed a penalty that that authority 
was seeking to impose punishment. In the concluding para- 
graph of his report General Garlington says: 

I recommend that orders be issued as soon as practicable discharg- 
ing, without honor, every man in Companies B, C, and D of the Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, serving at Fort Brown, Tex., on the night of August 13, 
1906, and forever debarring them from reenlisting in the Army or Navy 
of the United States, as well as from employment in any civil capacity 
under the Government. 

The order of the President was written upon the back of this 
report and returned to the War Department: “ Let this recom- 
mendation be executed.” I am not trying to give the exact 
language, but it was an order of the President to execute that 
recommendation to muster the men out without honor, to de- 
bar them from entering the military service, to debar them 
from entering the naval service, to debar them perpetually from 
entering the civil service. But what does he say further: 

In making this recommendation I recognize the fact that a number 
of men who haye no direct knowledge as to the identity of the men of 


the Twenty-fifth creer | who actually fired the shots on the night of 
the 12th of August, 1906, will incur this extreme penalty. 


Now, what is “ penalty?” The Century Dictionary says: 


8 * + * (see penality, of which penalty is a doublet). 
1. Suffering, in person or property, as a punishment annexed by law or 
judicial decision to a violation of law; penal retribution. 

Now, Mr. President, what General Garlington recommended 
was that this extreme penalty, which meant extreme punish- 
ment, should be inflicted upon these men; and when we observe 
the consequence of it, extreme it was indeed, for these men went 
forth branded, in the first place, as murderers; branded as 
having been participators in the commission of one of the most 
atrocious crimes that ever disgraced the United States Army, 
as the President of the United States says; branded not only 
as murderers, but branded as conspirators to suppress knowledge 
of the murder and to prevent the bringing to trial and punish- 
ment of the guilty perpetrators of that atrocious crime. Not 
only that, Mr. President, but guilty also of committing perjury, 
for every one of them bad sworn that he was asleep in the bar- 
racks; that he had no knowledge of the matter and could not 
give any information about it. Those men go forth, Mr. Presi- 
dent, branded in that way. I wish I had the report that came 
in here showing the individual records of these men. I started 
to look through it yesterday, but we reached the consideration 
of this resolution before I had time to pursue it very far. But 
I saw the beginning of it, and the name that stands at the head 
of that list is that of Mingo Saunders, first sergeant. I observe 
that he had served twenty-six years, a number of years in the 
Philippine Islands, in Cuba, and in the Indian wars. He had 
been enlisted, I think, eight times, and each time honorably 
discharged before he was again reenlisted. He enlisted eight 
times, as I have said, and at the end of each enlistment was 
discharged, and under the head “ remarks,” it is said each time, 
“excellent soldier,” or “ faithful and reliable soldier,“ or some- 
thing of equivalent import every time he was discharged; a 
complimentary remark of that character—‘ faithful,” “ reli- 
able,” “excellent,” “extremely good,” “ efficient,” etc., showing 
that, in the language of the statute, he had served “honestly 
and faithfully ” twenty-six years. 

Mr. SPOONER. What was his character? 


Mr. FORAKER. His character was excellent; and yet that 
man, whose character is excellent, is. branded as a perjurer 
who has been in conspiracy to suppress the crime of murder. 
Why, Mr. President, an atrocious crime has been committed if 
that man is not guilty. When the facts are all known we will 
know who las committed the atrocious crime. This is only one 
case. I do not know how many more of these soldiers there 
were who had long terms of service to their credit; but they 
have all been discharged in that same way, with remarks of 
“excellent service,” “faithful,” “reliable service,“ etc. Such 
was the record of Mingo Sanders until in November last he 
was given this piece of paper, discharging him without honor, 
to carry around with him all the rest of his life, branding him 
as a criminal against the country he had been so faithfully 
serving, and included in the denunciation that is visited upon 
the men of this battalion, Is there no punishment involved? 
Is it anything but punishment, and was not punishment the 
avowed purpose? 

That is not all. 
these men: 

They appear to stand together in a determination to resist the de- 
tection of the guilty; therefore they should stand together when the 
penalty falls. 

So it is that three or four times the Inspector-General, whose 
recommendation the President approved and whose recommen- 
dation was his order, has spoken of what happened as a penalty 
or a punishment, and there is no distinction between the terms. 

I shall go back now, if I can, to where I was when the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce] interrupted me. While 
I do not object to interruptions, when I tell a Senator I am 
coming to a certain point directly I hope he will allow me to 
approach it in regular order, so that I will not be diverted. 

Mr. LODGE. I will not interrupt the Senator again. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am glad to be interrupted; but if I 
answer I will hear the interruption later, because of the logical 
arrangement I haye in my mind of the remarks I desire to ad- 
dress to the Senate, I hope that Senators will do me the favor 
not to compel me to anticipate what will properly follow later 
in my remarks. . 

I was pointing out that article 62 of the Articles of War is an 
omnibus clause and covers every kind of offense not specified. 
I was reading from the authorities by which that has been inter- 
preted, and I had just called attention to the fact that one of 
the cases coming under the sixty-second article of war was a 
ease where a soldier had refused to give testimony before a 
court-martial. That is very much like what happened here, 
On page 476 the author says: 

As to whether an act which is a civil crime is also a military offense 
no rule can be laid down which will cover all cases, for the reason that 
what may be a military offense under certain circumstances may lose 
that character under others. For instance, larceny by a soldier from 
a civilian is moe always a military crime, but it may become such In 
consequence of the particular features, surroundings, or locality of the 
act. What these may be can not be anticipated with a sweeping rule 
comprehensive enough to provide for every possible conjunction of cir- 
cumstances. Each case must be considered on its own facts. But if 
the act be committed on a military reservation or other ground occu- 
pied by the Army, or in its neighborhood, so as to be in the constructive 
presence of the Army, or if committed while on duty, particularly it 
the injury be to a member of the community whom it is the offender's 
duty to protect; or if committed in the presence of other soldiers, or 
while in uniform; or if the offender uses his military position or that 
of another for the purpose of intimidation or other unlawful influence 
or object—such facts would be sufficient to make it prejudicial to mill- 
tary discipline within the meaning of the aixty-pecoud article of war. 

And then in the notes found at the foot of the page occurs the 
following: 

If the offense be committed on a military reservation, or other 
perange occupled by the Army, or in its neighborhood, so as to be, 80 
o speak, in the constructive presence of the Army; or if committed 
by an officer or soldier while on duty, particularly if the injury is 
done to a member of the community whom the offender is specially 
required to protect; or if committed in the presence of other soldiers, 
or while the offender is in uniform; or if the offender uses his military 
position or that of a military superior for the purpose of intimidation 
or other unlawful influence or object—the offense will, in general, prop- 
erly be regarded as an act prejudicial to good order and military disci- 
pline, and cognizable by a court-martial under this article. 

That is the sixty-second article of war. 

So I might go on and read at very great length, for the 
authorities are numerous, It is not an open question; it has 
been passed on time and again, and always it has been held 
that it was the purpose of Congress to carefully provide that no 
man charged with an offense should be found guilty of it and 
be punished for it otherwise than by a court-martial and as 
the court might direct; or, if it were a crime cognizable by the 
civil authorities, as murder is, then a civil proceeding should 
follow. 

I might go much further with that, but our time is limited ” 
this morning, and I will content myself with merely outlining 
what I shall undertake to elaborate when we reach the point 


General Garlington said again, speaking of 
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where we can take this matter up for orderly and extended dis- 
cussion. I hurry away from it for another reason: I want to 
call attention to some other matters. The President says: 

The act was one of horrible atrocity, aes far as I am aware, un- 


paralleled for infamy in the annals of the United States Army. 


If these men committed this crime, I agree with him it was 
an atrocious crime. You can hardly imagine that soldiers sta- 
tioned in a town, as these men were, would- organize a con- 
spiracy to raid the town, go out at midnight when everybody was 
in bed and asleep, and undertake to “shoot up” the town and 
take the lives of the citizens of that community. I have no 
sympathy with that whatever, and it may be that all that was 
done; but what I want to call attention to, as I said a while 
ago, is that the President, in my opinion, has not only miscon- 
ceived his constitutional power, but also has misconceiyed the 
testimony. What is it he tells us? 

Major Blocksom's report is most careful, is based upon the testimony 
of scores of ecyewitnesses—testimony which conflicted only in nonessen- 
tials and which established the essential facts beyond chance of success- 
ful contradiction. 

The President could not have counted the witnesses. We have 
got them all here in the papers sent to us. We have a right to 
assume they are all here. We asked for them all, and the mes- 
sage informs us that the request of the Senate has been fully 
complied with. If so, we have every scrap of testimony to 
which the President referred when he said the guilt of the men 
belonging to this battalion who “shot up” the town has been 
established by “scores of eyewitnesses.” Let us see about that. 

I took some pains, after I read that over again at my home 
last evening, to look through this record and count the wit- 
nesses who appeared to testify against these soldiers to the 
effect that they had committed this offense. 

There were two kinds of testimony taken. There was the 
testimony taken of the men themselves, to which I will call at- 
tention directly. That is testimony for the defense. Then tes- 
timony to convict the men as responsible for this raid, this mur- 
der, and all this bad conduct was taken by a self-constituted 
citizens’ committee, which testimony was confined to the citizens 
of the town who were “eyewitnesses” of what occurred. The 
President says there were scores. I say he did not count the 
witnesses. I have counted them. There are just twenty-one 
of them—no more. I am going to read the names of them, so 
that they will be in the Record and so that, if I haye made any 
mistake, it will be here where we can correct it. George W. 
Randall was the first one; O. J. Matlock was the second; Mr. 
Jose Martinez was the third; Mr. Adolph Bolack was the fourth; 
Mr. A. Baker was the fifth; Mr. A. C. Moore was the sixth; Mr. 
Epolita Martinez was the seventh; Mr. C. S. Canada was the 
eighth; Mr. Victoriana Fernandez was the ninth; Mr. Starck 
was the tenth; Mr. C. C. Madison was the eleventh; Mr. J. P. 
McDonald was the twelfth; Doctor Thorne was the thirteenth; 
Mr. Herbert Elkins was the fourteenth; Macedonio Ramirez 
was the fifteenth; Genaro Padron was the sixteenth; Guy Rent- 
fro was the seventeenth; Celedonio Garza was the eighteenth; 
F. M. McCampbell was the nineteenth; M. G. Dalling was the 
twentieth, and G. W. H. Rucker was the twenty-first. 

I looked through this testimony very carefully simply to con- 
firm what I thought when I read it the first time and to see 
how many out of the twenty-one were, in fact, eyewitnesses, 
There is no pretense that there is any testimony here except 
what is found in the statements of these twenty-one, who, as I 
say, were-not sworn. They appeared before the self-constituted 
committee that had no power to administer oaths, and nobody 
administered an oath. They simply stated what they knew 
of the trouble that occurred the night before. 

Now, let me show how many of them claimed to be eyewit- 
nesses. I am going to take the time to read this testimony to 
you. I will read first the testimony of Mr. Adolph Bolack. I 
will undertake to point out just how many of the twenty-one 
showed by their testimony that they were eyewitnesses or that 
they had any knowledge whatever of the facts. They do not 
know half as much as the President thinks he knows. Adolph 
Bolack’s testimony is as follows: 

Q. Now, tell what you know.—A. Well, my wife and daughter hear 
the shooting and come arunning out in the dining room and got 


frightened. I was coming out to see what was coming on, but she 
would not let me. I went to my window and saw Dominguez— 


. He was a policeman— 


and two policemen ge by. I holler, but Dominguez did not hear me. 


After they got by they commenced shooting again. And that is all I 
know. In about three minutes the shooting commenced in the alley, 
Mr. SCOTT. From what is the Senator reading? 
Mr. FORAKER. I am reading from Major Blocksom’s re- 
port, which is embodied in the report the Senator has before 
kim. 


Mr. SCOTT. Why does not the Senator read from the other 


copy? 
Mr. FORAKER. I use this because I did not have the other, 
and I have my notes on the margin. The testimony continues: 
Q. Could you see anyone shooting?—A. Saw nothing. 


That is far enough to read, I suppose, to count him out. That 
leaves the number but 20. 
Mr. A. Baker was called to the stand. This is his testimony: 


Q. Just tell what you know.—A. I heard shooting during the night; 
don't know exactly what hour. 

Q. Was it a 3 or rifle —A. It sounded like a pistol. I jumped 
up and my brother came out and asked what it was. e clim up on 
a tank and looked over into the fort. The shooting commenced. There 
were four or fiye shots near the wall, ‘Then they commenced shooting 
uptown. 

8031 whee do you live?—A. Near the old ice plant, in lot 9, block 

À nk. 

. Did you see the men cross the wall?—A. No. 

. Do you remember hearing a bugle call?—A. Yes. 0 

. Was the firing before or after the bugle call? — A. There were 
some shots before the bugle call; then the bugle; then more shots; then 
the bugle call; then more shots. I heard the men run down the 
stairs, like they were coming to a fire, and some one hollered “ Fall 
in line,” and then, “ March,” and they went uptown. 


All are agreed that one of the companies, comprising fifty-odd 
ne was sent out to patrol the town immediately after the 
fight. 


Q. Did you hear the roll call?—A. Yes; about half an hour after 
they got back—a half or three-quarters of an hour after the firing 
— and they went back to the post. 

z Q. From where you were, could you look down in the alley -A. 
es. 

Q. At the time of the firing, or within five minutes after the firing, 
did you see anyone running ough the alley?—A, No. 

Q. Were you expecting trouble last night?—A. Yes. Yesterday 
2 about 6 o'clock, two soldiers came up to the house and 
asked if Mr. Baker lived there. Then they said they wanted a big, 
broad-shouldered fellow, who said he was from Georgia. So we got 
our arms and guarded our residence. 

Q. Do you know of the shot that Mr. Randall spoke of having 
gone through his room?—A. Yes; I heard it Whistle. 

8 Did you notice the flash of any guns toward the fort? — 4. No. 

. If they had had a roll call you could have heard it? — A. Yes; 
I heard the last one and heard nearly every name called. 

Q. Why were you noticing this?—A. After they had the other 
trouble the officer told him to report to him and that he would have 
5 roll call and get who was out. So I noticed for the roll call this 
time. 

„ Did you hear the shooting up in town?—A. Yes. 

. How many shots did you hear?—A. One hundred and fifty, 
ma, — smo, 1557 red. It looked like volleys of them were being fired. 

xcused. 


He saw nothing. That reduces the number to nineteen. 
The next testimony is the following: 


Mr. A. C. Moors takes stand. (Proprietor of Miller Hotel.) 

Q. This committee is sitting for the purpose of getting information 
that will place the saddle on the right horse. You are running the 
Miller Hotel ?—A. Yes. 

Q. Are there any bullet holes in the hotel ?—A. Yes; about six. 

. Shot by whom?—A. By peoples last night. 

. What time?—A. About 12. 

Did you see anyone shoot?—A. No. 

„ Did you hear?—A. Yes, 

. Tell what you know.—A, The first shooting started down by the 
garrison. The — still continued, and they came up the alley 
right by our rooms. hey gave the command here and fired. Then 
they came out on Elizabeth street. There they gave the same command 
again—" Halt; fire!” ° 

Qi Could you tell who they were—negroes or white people?—A. 
Well, it was a good, strong voice and English spoken. 

Q. Could you see them?—A. No; I could not leave my wife; she was 
in hysterics. 


That is enough to read of his testimony. He goes on to make 
it more emphatic that he saw nothing, but heard shots fired, as 
everybody else did. That disposes of three of them, and only 
eighteen are left. 

In giving the list of witnesses I counted Mr. Epolita Martinez 
as one of the twenty-one. Concerning him, however, there is 
this statement printed in the testimony: 

Mr. Epolita Martinez called to the stand, but as he was called to 
verify a rumor concerning a soldier’s remarks in his (Martinez's) drink- 
ing place, which he denied the truth of, his statements are excluded 
from record. 

That disposes of him and leaves seventeen. 

Mr. C. S. Canada then testified as follows: 

Q. We are inquiring into the matter of last night with a view to as- 
certaining who the guilty parties are. We know they were negro 
soldiers— 

That is the way they commenced— 


If there is anything that would throw any light on the subject we 
would like to have it.—A. I did not see a single man, I am sure. 
My room is up on the third floor. As soon as the shooting began I 
went down on second r and went out on the gallery. I saw that 

liceman and saw that the horse was wounded. He staggered and 
ell. I could tell by his rather dark clothes that he was an officer. 

Q. Could you see who fired the shots?—A. No; I could not give any 
description of the men. 


So we will dismiss him. There are sixteen of them left. 
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I next call attention to the testimony of Mr. Starck, who Is 
one of the men who had his house fired into. 


Q. Tell what you know.—A. I don't know that I can help you much. 
About half past 12 last night I was awakened by a volley being fired 
into my home. One of the shots passed right over our beds, through 
both our bedroom and my children’s bedroom. I saw man running 
‘down the street coming this way. He had a rifle in his hand in about 
this position [motions at shoulder]. I came to the window and saw 
an object behind the trees at Mr. Turk’s and was about to come down 
on him when I recognized him as one of the policemen. 

Q. Were you able to identify any of them as being negroes?—A. No. 

Q. You only saw one man?—A. Yes; but there were more than 


one, for there was a vanar 

Q. How many shots did you hear before and after?—A. I could 
not say exactly—fifty or a hundred. I heard a lot of shooting after 
the bugie call at the post. 

Q. When were the poe pe Just after the bugle call. The first 


shooting was after the bugle call. 
So he saw nothing. We now have only fifteen. 
Mr. C. C. Madison took the stand. He was asked: 


Q. We are here for the purpose of obtaining information touching 
what happened last 5 Tell us everything you know about it. 
Who you saw shoot, anybody.—A. We (Mr. Madison was accom- 
panied by another tinner and could not be induced to converse in 
anything but the first 8 tural) did not see anything. The shogt- 
ing took place 10 or 15 feet from where we were sleeping. 


So that reduces it to fourteen. 
Doctor Thorne is the next: 
Tell the committee what you know.—A. I know nothing except what 


I heard. 
So I will pass him by. That cuts it down to thirteen. I will 


read next the testimony of Guy Rentfro: 


Was at Creager's house on Monday night last, and heard some voices: 
shortly after heard the words There he goes, and after that—about 
fifteen or twenty minutes after—I heard some more shots. Did not 
hear any conversation. That was Monday night last. I know Mike 
Hamilton. He is a colored man. Saw him going in direction of Till- 
man's house, near last street of garrison wall. Have not seen him 
since. ‘Three or four guards are stationed inside firing line. Was still 
going in direction of garrison when last saw him. That's all. 


He saw nothing. That cuts the number down to twelve. 
Celedonio Garza's testimony is next: 


Yes, sir; I am sheriff of this county. On Monday last I came into 
town. and was advised that soldiers had broken out of the post. After 
the shooting I came out to see what was the matter. 

That is 


He saw nothing. I have read enough to show that. 
the only purpose in reading it. That cuts the number down to 
eleven. i 

The next is F. M. McCampbell’s testimony : 


I was on my way to the house on the night of the 13th, when we met 
some soldiers, and they turned the ns on us and asked us, What 
are you sons of bitches hunting for? I think it was a whole com- 
pany. I did not see any white officer with them. I just saw the ranks 
of the soldiers. They went in the direction of town, and “ we care very 
little if we shoot you full of holes,” they said. Mr, Fielder was going 
to the hotel. I did not see any firing. don’t think there was a com- 
missioned officer with the soldiers. That's all, about, I know. This hap- 
pened right about behind the market. There must have been about fifty 
or sixty men_in the company. Mr. Fielder was with me going to the 
Rio Grande Hotel at that time. That's all. 


He testifies he saw no firing and that the troops he saw were 
fifty or sixty in number, which was undoubtedly the company 
with which Captain Lyon, under the order of Major Penrose, 
patrolled the town. That cuts the number down to ten. 

Next is the testimony of M. G. Dalling: 


I am a State ranger. I have come into the possession of some infor- 
mation this morning, which I zot from this soda-water man, who sells 
soda water, He told me that this soda-water man had been told by a 
saloon man who keeps a saloon in the edge of the town that some 
shooting had been done last night, and that Company C could have 
taken the whole town if they had wanted to, and that they could take 
the whole damn State. 


That cuts it down to nine. 
G. W. H. Rucker: 


About Monday night last, about half-past 8, I took two cases of 
soda water to saloon near edge of town. There were about thirty or 
forty negroes inside, gambling, as near as I can ascertain about the 
crowd, and I heard three or four negroes making threats that they 
would die and go to heaven before they would go back into st, but 
do not know what the conversation was about. Yes; I know if I would 
see this soldier again I would recognize him. I could pick him out of a 
crowd. lle was a soldier. Yesterday morning I passed this negro 
saloon, but nobody was there. About 12 o'clock, it must have been, as 
I was picking up empty cases, I went to this saloon, and the proprietor 


Then there is the testimony of 


told me that he did not need any “ FR. as the boys had been having 
a little trouble with the citizens, and they were all in the post. He is 
He 


working for two soldiers who are in the po who own the saloon. 
said that if a gun had been fired last night that Company C could have 
come out withont any orders, and would run every man out of town; 
that this Company C could whip the whole State of Texas. 

So he saw nothing. 

That cuts the number down to eight. In other words, instead 
of “scores of eyewitnesses” who have testified to this transac- 
tion, there are only eight men at most; for nobody will pretend 
that there are any other witnesses than those to whom I now 
call attention; nobody will pretend that there is any other wit- 
ness, sworn or unsworn, who pretended as an eyewitness to de- 
tail what occurred. “Scores” would mean at least forty. 


Therefore I say the President has been imposed upon. He has 
seen fit to point out with a great deal of particularity, as it 
seemed to me under the circumstances, that Major Blocksom, 
who reported this testimony to him, is from Ohio, and he points 
out that Major Blocksom has made a most careful report, and 
that Major Blocksom has reported the testimony of these scores 
of eyewitnesses. 

Mr. President, I have not in this case commented on indi- 
viduals. I have not said anything about General Garlington be- 
ing a southern man, born in the South, born in South Carolina, 
I belieye, and appointed from Georgia. I have assumed that he 
is a good officer and an honorable man. I have said nothing 
about Major Blocksom, but it seems to me he is intruded 
into this case by the President in a very prominent way 
as from Ohio, and that his report should be strengthened 
thereby; and we are told that it was Major Blocksom who got 
the testimony that fixed the guilt by scores of eyewitnesses. I 
will presently speak of the testimony of the eight eyewitnesses, 
but before I do that I wish to mention something else. 

When a matter of this kind comes up, you do not generally 
have to ask for information. It is astonishing how kind peo- 
ple are. They send you information. My mail has borne to 
me a great deal. Among others that have come to me is the 
following. It comes from a most reputable, a most honored 
man in the State of Ohio, a man of the highest character, who 
has known Major Blocksom all his life. I am going to read 
you what he says about him. Major Blocksom, I take great 
pleasure in saying, because he is from my State, is a good ofi- 
cer, but I want to say preliminarily to reading this that if there 
is a man from Ohio in the Army who, unfortunately, beyond any 
other, was unfitted for this special work, it was Major Block- 
som. He is not aware of it, I imagine. Unconsciously he is 
the victim of early influences. Men are sometimes insensibly 
influenced. I think he was in this case. Here is what was 
written to me: 

Major Blocksom was born and reared in Zanesville, Ohio. His 
father, Augustus P- Blocksom, was a prominent attorney there. I 
knew him well. He was an active and radical Democratic politician, 
and was entirely consistent in his views, with all the old war Demo- 
cratic ideas, and never lost an opportunity to express these views in 
public. He was somewhat of an orator and could always find an in- 
terested audience among his Democratic hearers of the Vallandigham 
type. This is the kind of milk his son was fed upon. 

I do not know how many of my colleagues here know just 
what a Vallandigham copperhead Democrat of Ohio was, but 
if there was a man in all this broad land who had an antipathy 
beyond another to a negro in that civil-war time it was that 
kind of a man. Everybody knows that. Sometime I may, or 
if I had more time I might now, say more on that subject. But 
it is not necessary. But this officer was the son of that kind of 
a father, and had in his youth that kind of political affiliation 
and that kind of political atmosphere. It is natural that he 
should inherit that prejudice and carry it with him and be in- 
sensibly influenced by it in the discharge of this very delicate 
duty. I think anybody could see, by simply reading his report, 
there was some kind of a screw loose with him. 

Let me call attention to his report. I did not bring him into 
this case. The President has called attention to the fact that 
this officer comes from Ohio, and so he does; he was appointed 
to the academy on the recommendation of a very able and ac- 
complished Democratic Congressman who represented that dis- 
trict at the time—back in 1872. Here is Major Blocksom's 
report: 

755 BROWNSVILLE, TEX., August 29, 1906. 

Here is the first line, the first jump out of the box: 

I have the honor to report investigation of trouble caused by soldiers 
of Twenty-fifth Infantry. 

Then he proceeded. Before he gets through he has occasion 
to speak of a number of people. One man who seems to have 
won his admiration and excited it unduly was a Captain Mc 
Donald, who is described as a captain of Texas Rangers, what- 
ever they may be, and he pays him this high compliment. Now, 
Mr. President, think of this going into an official report: 

I believe he— ; 

Judge Welch— F 
threatened McDonald with arrest for contempt before the latter gave 
them up— 

That is, the prisoners who were in his charge— 

It is possible McDonald might have fought the entire battalion with 
his four or five rangers were their obedience as blind as his obstinacy. 


It is said here he is so brave he would not hesitate to “charge hell 
with one bucket of water.” 


[ Laughter. ] 

Then immediately he says: 

I met many sterling people in Brownsville. 

Captain McDonald is, I suppose, a sterling man. 


574 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD SENATE. 


` DECEMBER 20, 


Mr. SPOONER. What? 

Mr. FORAKER. §-t-e-r-l-in-g. Captain McDonald is one 
of them. Like Ben Adhem, his “ name led all the rest.” 

He then concludes, this man from Ohio: 

It must be confessed the colored soldier is much more aggressive in 
his attitude on the social equality question than he used to Te. 

What has that got to do with the shooting at Brownsville? 
Nothing, and I pass it over. I mention it only to show his 
animus. I speak of it because when the President intrudes the 
character of Major Blocksom into this discussion I feel like 
it is due to the Senate to know who it is from Ohio who made 
this report, who went down to Brownsville and examined these 
witnesses, gathered up these unsworn, loose, conflicting, dis- 
jointed, and contradictory statements, which we are told amount 
to conclusive evidence of the guilt of these men of the most 

_heinous crime eyer committed by soldiers of the United States 
Army. 

I might point out other things, but I have pointed out enough 
to show that Major Blocksom has not forgotten his early politi- 
cal affiliations, has not gotten entirely away from the influence 
of the political atmosphere he breathed in the days of his youth 
at Zanesville, Ohio. Well, that is enough for him. 

So far as General Garlington is concerned I have not, just 
now, a word to say about him as a man. I do not know him. 
I have no disposition to criticise him or anybody else, but I do 
fell that it is my duty to present these facts to the Senate. 
We are not a lot of young men on a frolic. This is serious busi- 
ness. I am not talking here because of the hardship which has 
been caused a few men, but because it embraces a great broad 
principle of constitutional law and constitutional liberty. It is 
a precedent, if it should be established, that will apply to white 
men as well as to black men, that will apply to the whole 
country. 

I intended to go into detail over the testimony of the eight wit- 
nesses, but in view of the lateness of the hour and of the engage- 
ments which I am told are pressing some of the Senators, I will 
pass it over with the single remark that the testimony of these 
eight witnesses, to any man who knows how to examine testi- 
mony and weigh it and analyze it and determine the effective- 
ness of it and attach to it proper weight, will be utterly unsatis- 
factory and insufficient to find these men guilty of the great crime 
with which they stand charged. And it is because these men 
have been convicted of this gross crime on such unsatisfactory 
testimony that I want the Committee on Military Affairs to be 
empowered to send for these people—these eight, if you please, 
or any others anybody can produce—and have them where they 
can be examined, where they can be sworn, where they will know 
that they are testifying under the responsibility of their oaths, 
and where questions can be asked. Now, Mr. President, so 
much for that. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. I am not through, however. 

Mr. KNOX. I merely want to ask one question for my own 
information. 

Mr. FORAKER. I yield. 

Mr. KNOX. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Ohio if 
he plants himself upon the proposition that there is no evidence 
whatever, or that there was none before the President at the 
time this order was made, except such as was elicited by Major 
Blocksom and attached to his report? 

Mr. FORAKER. I plant myself upon the proposition stated 
by the President, that the testimony submitted by Major 
Blocksom was the testimony of scores of eyewitnesses, by whose 
statements it was conclusively established that these men were 
guilty of this crime. I say, on the contrary, with all due respect 
to everybody, that the testimony of these eight witnesses is not 
sufficient of itself. The President may have had other infor- 
mation given to him by these inspectors. That is another mat- 
ter. I will come to that later. 

Mr. KNOX. All I want to know, if the Senator will permit 
me to supplement my question, is whether there is any neces- 
sity for searching elsewhere for the eyewitnesses to this affray 
than in the testimony elicited by Major Blocksom and attached 
to his report. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will answer that when we get authority 
to examine witnesses. I think I can produce some testimony 
which will throw some important light on this transaction. I 
do not hesitate to say that I promise the Senate to give them 
some additional testimony. I think I know what I am talking 
abou’ and that I am not a boy going to a frolic. This is not a 
case ^ be disposed of upon broad, unqualified, and extravagant 


statements. It is a question, on the one hand, of power and, on 
the other, a question of facts to be established by testimony 
taken in a proper way. But I am not yet through. 

Now, the testimony, in so far as any testimony of witnesses 
may be concerned, is that to which I have called attention—that 
of eight witnesses. You will find, when you read their testi- 


mony: 

Mr. KNOX. I want to know if that is the testimony upon 
which the order is based? 

Mr. FORAKER. I say it is the testimony to which the 
President has called our attention. Let me read the language 
of the President. He does not tell us of any other testimony. 
He makes an argument that it could not have been done by 
citizens, because they fired into the houses; that it could not 
have been done by citizens, because there were found empty 
cartridge shells and clips. Is it not important, in view of the 
testimony which is to be found in this record, that we should 
know the truth about that? What other witnesses there may 
haye been I do not know, but the President says—and in view 
of the question propounded to me by the Senator from Pennsyi- 
vania I will call attention again to what I have been comment- 
ing upon. The President says: 

Major Blocksom’s report is most careful, is based upon the testimony 
of scores of eyewitnesses. 

Did Major Blocksom take any testimony that the President 
withheld from Congress? If so, will the Senator from Penn- 
Sylvania name it? I called for*it all. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. KNOX. The Senator from Ohio totally misapprehends 
the purpose of my question. I am not undertaking to antago- 
nize anything he has stated, nor am I foreshadowing any view 
I may entertain about this testimony. All I want to know is 
whether I understand the Senator correctly when he says that 
this case is to be judged solely, so far as it is now before the 
Senate, upon the testimony of the twenty-one witnesses referred 
to, of whom eight alone, he says, had any observation of the 
transaction which occurred. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not mean to impute to the Senator 
antagonism to me. I did not know whether he was opposed or 
otherwise 

Mr. KNOX. I am trying to get information. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator wanted full information, and 
that is what I am trying to get and that is what I have been 
insisting upon. What I have been discussing and what I have 
been insisting upon is that the President’s statement that this 
was a carefully prepared report of Major Blocksom, based upon 
the testimony of scores of eyewitnesses, was not borne out by the 
record that the President has sent us. If he has any other tes- 
timony, it has not come to us. We called for all of it. I as- 
sume it is all. If so, there are eight witnesses instead of scores 
who can be said to have tried to testify that they saw something. 

Mr. President, opposed to that is the testimony of whom? 
The testimony of the noncommissioned officers—those who were 
on guard and those who were in charge of quarters and as such 
in charge of the gun racks—and the testimony of the commis- 
sioned officers; and without stopping to read it, for it is volumi- 
nous, I will ask the Senate to give me the privilege to incorpo- 
rate in the Recorp some eight or ten affidavits. It is all in 
affidavit form. If there is no objection, I should like to do that. 
If there is objection, I will read it. 3 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, permission 
is granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Ae 
Fort Brown, TEX., August 14, 1906. 


Fort Brown, State of Teras, 88: 

Personally appeared before me, the undersigned authority, Ser, 
George Jackson, Company B, Twenty-fifth Infantry, who, being duly 
sworn according to law, deposes and says: 

“I was in charge of the company reli of Company B, Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, on the 13th and 14th of August, 1906. 

“The company was on a practice march on the morning of the 13th 
and returned to the post between 10 and 11 o'clock, when the rifles of 
the company were returned to the racks to allow six men of the com- 
pany to get their rifles to go on guard. I then locked the racks again, 
and there were in the racks forty-six rifles, which, with the six in the 
hands of the men on guard, made fifty-two rifles, for which I was ac- 
countable. The racks were not again opened until call to arms sounded, 
soon 725 midnight on the morning of the 14th, when I opened them 
myself. 

* I was not away from the quarters at any time during the time the 
racks were closed, about 10 o'clock on the morning of the 13th, until 
they were opened when call to arms sounded on the morning of the 
14th, nor were the keys to the racks ever out of my possession. 
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“I made check roll call of the company at 11 p. m., on the night of 
the 13th, and all men were present. 
“GEORGE JACKSON, 
“Sergeant Company B, Ticenty-fifth Infantry.” 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 20th day of August, 1906. 
SAMUEL P. LYON, 
Captain Twenty-fifth Infantry, Trial Oficer, Summary Court. 


3: 
Fort Brown, TEX., August II, 1906. 
Fort Brown, State of Teras, ss: 


Personally appeared before me, the undersigned authority, Sergt. 
Darby W. O. Brawner, Company C, Twenty-fifth Infantry, who, being 
duly sworn according to law, deposes and says: 

“I was in charge of the company quarters of Se, C, Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, on the 13th and 14th of August, 1906. I locked the 
arm racks in the company quarters between 10 and 11 o'clock a. m. 
August 13. There were 53 in the racks, which, with the 4 rifles in the 
hands of the members of the guard, made up to the total number issued 
to the men of Company C; that.is, 57 rifles in all. The keys of the 
arm racks were constantly in my possession. The arm racks were not 
opened until about 12.15 a. m., August 14, 1906, for any reason except 
that about 2.30 o'clock p. m. August 13, 1906, one rack was opened for 
a moment to allow the supernumerary of the guard to get his rifle in 
order to take the place of a member of the guart who was taken sick, 
and whose rife was at the same time placed in this arm rack. 

“About 12.15 a. m., August 14, 1906, I was awakened by a corporal of 
the company, who told me that shooting had been going on and that 
call to arms had been sounded, and to get up and open the arm racks. 
I went down to the first sergeant and asked him what I should do, 
whether I should open the arm racks, and he said, Wait for orders.“ 
Corporal Madison, whom I met as I was returning to the squad room, 
told me orders of the commanding officer were to open the arm racks. 
I then opened three racks, the fourth paning peon broken open by the 
men trying to get their rifles from the rac to fall in when call to 
arms sounded. 

“Danpy W. O. BRAWNER, 

“Sergeant, Company C, Twenty-fifth Infantry.” 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 20th day of August, 1906. 
SAMUEL P. LYON, 

Captain, Twenty-fifth Infantry, Trial Oficer, Summary Court. 


Cr 
Fort Brown, TEX., August 14, 1906. 
Fort Brown, State of Teras: 


Personally appeared before me, the undersigned authority, Corpl. 
David Powell, Company D, Twenty-fifth Infantry, who, being duly 
sworn 5 to law, deposes and says: 

“I was in charge of quartera of Company D, Twenty-fifth Infantry, 
on the 13th and 14th of ugust 1906. 

“Company D, Twenty-fifth Infantry, was on a practice march on the 
morning of the 13th and returned to the post about 9.30 a. m. when the 
rifles were placed in the gun racks and the racks locked by me. At 
about 10 a. m. the racks were opened to allow five men of the guard to 
get their rifles and were again locked by me. There were in the racks 
then fifty-two rifles and five in the hands of the men of the company on 
kaua, 5 a total of fifty-seven rifles in all for which I was ac- 
countable. 

“T did not leave the quarters at any time during the day or night. 
The keys to the arm racks were in my personal possession the entire 
time, and the racks were not opened for any purpose whatever from 
about 10 a. m. [until] after midnight on the 1jth, when I unlocked the 
racks myself. 

J took check roll call at 11 p. m. on the 13th, and all the men of 
the company were present or accounted for. 

“Davip POWELL, 
“ Corporal, Company D, Tiwenty-fifth Infantry.“ 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 20th day of ae Ja 1906. 

SAMUEL P. Lyon, 
Captain, Twenty-fifth Infantry, Trial Officer, Summary Court. 


D, 
Fort Brown, TEX., August 14, 1906. 
Fort Brown, State of Teras: 

Personally appeared before me, the undersigned authority, Private 
J. H. Howard, Company D, Twenty-fifth Infantry, who, being duly 
sworn according to law, deposes and says: 2 

“I was a member of the post guard on the night of the 13th and 
14th of August, 1906. I was posted as a sentinel on post No. 2, 
which extends around the barracks, keeping the buildings on my left, 
at 10.30 p. m., August 13. At about 12.10 on the morning of the 14th, 
when between C and B Company barracks, I heard a single shot, then 
five or six, and then a regular fusilade. The shots seemed to come 
from the street in the rear of the brick wall back of B Company's bar- 
racks. I thought they were shooting at me, and I looked in the di- 
rection of the sounds to me if I could see anybody, but I could not, 
and I then went to the front of the barracks and gave the alarm, by 
firing my piece three times and calling for the guard. id not see 
anybody at all but the post scavenger, who was at the sinks in the 
rear of B Companys barracks, As scon as the shooting commenced he 
drove away with his cart. 

“JosspH H. HOWARD, 

“Private, Company D, Twenty-fifth Infantry.” 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 20th day of August, 1906. 
SamMcet P. LYON, 

Captain, Twenty-fifth Infantry, Trial Officer, Summary Court. 


E”. 
Fort Brown, State of Teras: 

Personally appeared before me, the undersigned authority, one Matias 
G. Tamayo, scavenger at Fort Brown, Tex., who being duly sworn ac- 
cording to law, deposes and says: 

“That at about 12.10 a. m. on the morning of August 14, 1906, he 
was in rear of the quarters occupied by Company B, Twenty-fifth Infan- 
try; that about this time a shot was fired by some person unknown in 
the street just outside the wall dividing the military reservation from 


the town of Brownsville, Tex.; that he could hear the bullet and that it 
appeared to be going in the direction of the Rio Grande River, about 
parallel to the above-mentioned wall; that immediately following this 
one shot, a number of other shots were fired, all outside the wall. 

„ Deponent further says that previous to the shooting he saw no 
soldiers anywhere in rear of the quarters occupied by the companies of 
the Twenty-fifth Infantry, and heard no talking or news of any kind; 
and that he saw and heard no shot or shots from any of the company 


barracks. 
s “ MATIAS G. TAMAYO, 
“ Scavenger, Fort Brown, Ter.” 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 14th day of August, 1906. 
SAMUEL P. LYON, 
Captain, Twenty-fifth Infantry, Summary Court. 


F“. 
Fort Brown, TEx., August 23, 1906. 


Sergt. J. R. Reid, Company B, Twenty-fifth Infantry, stated to me 
that he did not have the call to arms sounded (he was sergeant of 
the guard on the night of the 13th of August) until the shots came so 
fast that he thought post was attacked. He stated also that he 
formed the guard before having the call sounded. 

A. P. BLocKsom, 


Major, Inspector-General,. 


Mr. FORAKER. Now, opposed to the testimony of these 
eight is this testimony, taken in the form of affidavits, but taken 
before the summary court, Captain Lyon, who, I am told, is one 
of the best officers in the United States Army, a man of the 
highest character, a man who would not send to the President 
of the United States an affidavit that was given by one whom he 
thought was an untruthful man. The very fact that the testi- 
mony was taken before Captain Lyon is a guaranty that it was 
properly taken, that these men told the truth as they under- 
stood it. ` 

According to this testimony the firing commenced about mid- 
night. The sentry says it commenced outside the walls of the 
garrison. He immediately ran to a point near the barracks, 
and, to give the alarm, fired his own piece three times in the 
air. One of these eight witnesses testifies that he ran and 


looked out of his window and saw somebody inside the wall 


shooting up into the air. He saw the sentry, no doubt. He 
then ran back into his house, put out the light, and pulled 
down the blinds, so he would not get hurt. That is one of the 
eight on whose testimony these men are convicted of these 
heinous crimes. 

They all testify that immediately after there turned out to 
be a continuance of the firing, the sergeant of the guard or- 
dered the guard to fall in, and sent messages to the commanding 
officer to awaken him; and when the firing continued he or- 
dered a cail to arms to be sounded upon the bugle, and it was 
sounded, and immediately the whole post was aroused. Men 
jumped up out of their bunks and came down at midnight into 
the barracks room, dressing as rapidly as they could, some of 
them half dressed when they took their places in line; rushed 
to the gun racks, as told to do, to get their pieces, and every 
gun rack was found to be locked just as it had been locked the 
day before, except only one; and, in fact, that was found locked, 
too. But there has been a good deal made of the fact that it 
was broken open. A lieutenant, acting under the direct order 
of Major Penrose, to avoid the delay of waiting for the ser- 
geant to get there with his key, ordered the gun rack to be 
broken open and the arms taken out, and that was done. 

The men immediately fell into line, and before the firing 
ceased they formed their lines and the sergeants commenced the 
eall of the roll, and when the call of the roll was commenced 
every commissioned officer was there, except only the officer of 
the day, who had been on duty and had gone to sleep and was 
sleeping so soundly that he could not be disturbed by a little 
thing like a raid. When the roll was called every man an- 
swered to his name and every gun was found in the gun racks. 
Every gun was handed out to the man to whom it belonged and 
every man was there. Oh, but we are told that while that is 
true—that while it turned out that when the roll was called they 
were all there, that all did answer and had their guns, yet the men 
who had jumped over the wall, fifteen or twenty of them, and 
gone down town, two or three blocks away, doing the firing, 
when it stopped rushed back to quarters, rejoined their com- 
mands, took their places in the ranks, answered to their names, 
and exhibited their guns and showed that every man was there. 

Consider this a moment. Not only the noncommissioned offi- 
cers, whose duty it was to place the men in proper ranks, but 
the commissioned officers were present at the roll call; and at 
that time every commissioned officer of the command was alert. 
They .all testify they thought the garrison was being attacked 
and they were looking for trouble to come over the wall toward 
them. Does any man believe that fifteen or twenty men, who 
had been off engaged in an excitement of that character, shoot- 
ing up the town, trying to murder people, rushing back under 
such circumstances, could get into camp, could join their com- 
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mands, in the very presence of the noncommissioned officers and 
the commissioned officers also, and avoid being detected in doing 
80? 

I think I read in the message of the President of yesterday 
about something being absurd. It does not make a thing absurd 
to say it is, but it dees seem to me that I may be pardoned if 
I say that this statement is utterly absurd. No such thing 
could happen. If so, every commissioned officer of that com- 
pany ought to be dismissed from service just as soon as he can 
be court-martialed. I would not dismiss him without a court- 
martial. 

So it is, I say, to make a long story short and hurry away 
from this, there is not, as the President understands—and he 
dces so understand it or he would not say it—any conclusive 
testimony to show that the men of this regiment committed this 
offense, 

But the President said not only is the testimony conclusive 
so that no doubt can exist as to the guilt of certain of the men, 
whoever they may be, as to the raid, but that the testimony is 
equally conclusive to show that there is a conspiracy of silence 
entered into by all these men. Now, let me call the attention 
of Senators to the facts. 

I have already commented on the facts, as the President has, 
that he bases what he says, as he must of necessity, upon what 
is reported to him by the inspectors whom he sent there and 
in whom he has entire confidence. He says Major Blocksom 
went down to elicit the proof of the guilt, and secured that and 
came away. Then he determined that he would muster these 
men out if they did not tell on one another, for he was satis- 
fied, not from evidence but from deduction, that they were 
guilty. So then he sent General Garlington, the Inspector of 
the Army, down to Fort Reno with instructions to advise the 
men that unless they came forward and testified to the facts 
within their knowledge, whereby their comrades could be con- 
victed, they would all be mustered out without honor. 

2 Now, General Garlington made a report upon that. It was 
his purpose to find out whether or not there was this conspiracy. 
The President says there was, and the President says therefore 
he can not go amiss in dismissing these men from the Army; 
that is the only way that the good name of the Army can be 
protected; the only way that discipline can be maintained. 

Now, hear what General Garlington says on the subject of 
a silent conspiracy : 

The uniform denial on the part of the enlisted men concerning the 
“barrack talk” in regard to these acts of hostility upon the part of 
certain citizens of Brownsville indicated a possible general under- 
standing among the enlisted men of this battalion as to the position 
thev would take in the premises, but I could find no evidence of such 
understanding. 

He could not find any evidence. There is the officer of the 
Army, the Inspector-General, sent there for the express purpose 
of finding out whether or not testimony could be obtained to 
convict the men of that battalion, if there were any, who com- 
mitted this crime, and he reports to the President that he made 
a labored and long-continued effort, advising the men of the 
penalty, the “extreme penalty,” to use his own language, that 
would be imposed upon them if they failed to give him full 
information, and they gave him no information. They persisted, 
one and all, in saying: I know nothing about it.“ In heaven's 
name, if a man is absolutely innocent, as these men claim to be, 
what else could he say? How otherwise could he prove his 
innocence? And that is now the new requirement. 

So General Garlington, instead of reporting to the President 
that there is testimony which conclusively shows a conspiracy 
of silence to suppress testimony, reported to the President the 
very opposite, that there is no testimony whatever. That is 
what General Garlington says, and yet the President tells us 
in his message it is conclusively established not only that these 
men shot up the town, killing one man and wounding another, 
but also conclusively established that they have agreed that they 
have become conspirators to commit another crime, misprision 
of felony, punishable with three years in the penitentiary. 

Then, on the top of that, every last one of them has gone be- 
fore a duly constituted officer, the summary court, or a notary, 
and made affidavit that he has had no knowledge, and that 
affidavit we must believe is false, is perjury. Perjury, mis- 
prision of felony, and murder are all branded upon the fore- 
heads of these men as they are turned loose upon the world in 
their old days, after twenty-odd years for many of them, after 
twenty-six years for one of them, to go up and down through 
this land they have done so much to serve, so much to protect, 
as disgraced and degraded men where they were before honored. 
And this not punishment! 

Now, Mr. President, I want to say in conclusion what must be 
manifest to every member of the Senate, that it has been at a 
very great disadvantage I haye undertaken to speak here this 


morning without having had an opportunity to examine these 
exhibits, except in the partial way I have, that the President 
attached to his message. 

But, Mr. President, I was impelled to do it because I think 
the President has been imposed on as to the facts, and I believe 
he is big enough man, just enough man, when he knows the 
facts, to undo, so far as he can, the wrong which, in my judg- 
ment, has been committed, and, in so far as he may not have the 
power, to call upon us to exercise our power to help him undo 
what I think is an injustice that no language can adequately 
describe. 

Now, the President said some other things, one about Ohio, in 
which he cited some precedents. Will some Senator who has the 
document before him show me the precedents that the Judge- 
Advocate-General cites? - 

Mr. LODGE. I have it here. 

Mr. FORAKER. The President says, in so many words, that 
for his action there are “plenty of precedents.” I want the 
Judge-Advocate-General’s report. 

Mr. LODGE. The precedents are on pages 311 and 312. 
General Ainsworth, The Military Secretary, furnished them. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will come to that in a minute. The Presi- 
dent says there are plenty of precedents. Well, Mr. President, 
I do not know where he gets that information. He does not 
send anything from the Judge-Advocate-General to show that he 
had the support of that law officer of the Army in his contention 
that his constitutional power is sufficient to authorize him to 
make this dismissal, nor does he send anything from the Judge- 
Advocate-General that warrants the statement that there are 
plenty of precedents for what he has done. What is it that The 
Military Secretary says? 

I read as follows: 

The Secretary to the President, in a letter dated December 1, 1906, 
advises the Secretary of War that the President would like to have 
him “look up any precedents (Lee's or others) for the action taken 
in discharging the battalion of the mat Fp Infantry, and if there 
exist any such, send them to the President.” 

The Military Secretary, proceeding, says: 


A protracted examination of the official records has thus far re- 
suited in failure to discover a 5 in the Regular Army for tho 
discharge of those members o 
Infantry who were present on the night of August 13, 1906, when an 
affray in the city of Brownsville took place. 

The case referred to as “ Lee's” by the Secretary to the President 
is undoubtedly the case of Company G, Eighth Infantry, concerning 
which an interview with Mr. J. C. Hesse was recently published in 
the Washington Post. In that interview it was stated that, by order 
of Lieut. Col. Robert E. Lee, the members of Company G were trans- 
ferred to other companies of the same regiment and prohibited from 
reenlisting on the expiration of the terms of enlistment under which 
they were then serving. A search for papers containing details of the 
occurrence has resulted in failure to find them, the original papers 
having been returned in 1860 to the Department of Texas, where they 
were undoubtedly lost or destroyed at the time of the surrender of 
the troops in that department to the Confederate military authorities. 

The records show, however, that on March 18, 1860, members of 
Company G, Eighth Infantry, at Fort Davis, Tex.. took from the 
guardhouse a citizen who was confined there and, without opposition 
from the guard, hanged him to a tree near by until he was dead. The 
records also show that by order of the regimental commander 27 men 
of this company were detached from the company and attached to 
other companies of the regiment, to restore their discipline.“ and 
that 12 other men of the rent ee were transferred to other com- 
panies by order of the regimental commander without the cause of 
transfer being stated. The regimental orders are not on file, and it 
is impossible to state whether the reenlistment of these transferred 
men was or was not prohibited; but as the records show that some 
of the transferred men did reenlist, it is evident that if an order pro- 
hibiting their reenlistment was giron it was not carried into effect. 

In view of the foregoing statement it will be seen that the action 
taken in 1860 in the case of 1 G, Eighth Infantry, is not a 
recedent for the action taken in 1906 in the case of members of the 
bwenty-üfth Infantry. 

In the volunteer service during the civil war there occurred numer- 
ous instances of the summary discharge of large numbers of men 
because of misconduct on their part. Following are some of those 
instances : 


Then he goes on with a list which I will not weary the Senate 
to read, but I will incorporate it all in the Recorp, and I pass 
it by with the single comment that Senators will study in vain 
to find any precedent connected with the United States Army. 
The nearest approach to it is a precedent given by General Lee 
in discharging a regiment of Confederate soldiers. What his 
power may have been, as I have said, I do not undertake to say. 
It is not necessary to discuss that. But there is no precedent 
in either the Volunteer or the Regular service for what the 
President has done here, certainly none so far as we have been 
advised, and therefore I say again somebody imposed on him 
when the President was led to say that there are plenty of 
precedents for what he has done here. I say there are no 
precedents. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


The members of Company A, First Eastern Shore ee gt Infantry 
Volunteers, were mustered out of service August 16, 1862, by order of 
the general commanding the Eighth Army Corps because they refused 
to serve in Virginia. 


three companies of the Twenty-fifth 
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The members of Compan: 
Volunteers, were dishonorably . without trial, July 2, 


y K, First Eastern Shore Maryland rrd 
1863, 


pursuant to the order of the general commanding the Eighth Army 
Corps, subject to the approval of the Secretary of War, for refusing to 
leave the section of the State in which it was claimed that the, ad 
eee e The action was approved by the Secretary of War 

u y 2 

The First Regiment, United States Reserve Corps (Missouri Infan- 
try), was mustered out of service during September and October, 1862, 

ursuant to orders of the War Department, on account of the regiment 

ing in a state bordering closely on mutiny as a result of alleged mis- 
understanding as to the terms of enlistment. 

Companies H, I, and K, Fifth Missouri Cavalry, and Company G, 
Fourth Missouri Cavyalr „ were mustered out of the service of the 
United States without trial by court-martial, in pursuance of orders 
from headquarters District of Missouri, dated September 20, 1862, by 
reason of mutinous conduct and disaffection of the majority of the 
members of those companies. 

Company C, Fremont Body Guard, was summarily discharged by 
order of Major-General Halleck, November 30, 1861, on account of the 
members refusing to be consolidated with any other organization of 
Missouri volunteers. 

The members of Company G, Tenth New Jersey Infantry Volunteers, 
were discharged without trial, en he 8, 1862, pursuant to orders from 
the War Department, because they refused to do duty as infantry, 
claiming that they were deceived into the belief that they were enter- 
ing the cavalry branch when they enlisted. z 

The Eleventh Regiment New York Infantry Volunteers (First Fire 
Zouaves), was mustered out of service June 2, 1862, pursuant to orders 
from the War Department, by reason of general demoralization, numer- 
ous desertions, and at the request of officers and enlisted men of the 
organization. 

The Sixtieth Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers was summarily dis- 
charged November 10, 1862, pursuant to a telegram from the War De- 
partment, because the regiment was “disorganized, mutinous, and 
worthless.” 

Mr. FORAKER. But whatever precedents there may have been 
in the case of General Grant or of General Lee or of any other 
general in the field commanding during a time of war would 
not apply in time of peace. What may have been done during 
the civil war would not apply, not only because it was done 
during a time of war, but because it was done before the 
Articles of War, in the form in which I have read them and 
commented on them, were placed in the statutes of the United 
‘States. Since these Articles of War were framed and enacted, 
as they are to-day, no man can be convicted of an offense with- 
out first having a chance before a court-martial to make his 
defense, to face his accusers, and cross-examine the witnesses, 
who seek to disgrace him before the world. 

But now one of these precedents cited is the Sixtieth Ohio. 
Here comes Ohio again: 

The Sixtleth Regiment, Ohio Infantry Volunteers, were summarily 
discharged November 10, 1862, pursuant to a telegram from the War 
Department, because the regiment was “ disorganized, mutinous, and 
worthless.” 

Mr. President, it was with very great surprise and with very 
great pain I read that statement in the President's message of 
yesterday. I know something about the Sixtieth Ohio. T tried 
40 enlist in it, but I was too young. I was only 15 years old, 
and they would not let me go. That was the first year of the 
war. The second year, when they were not so particular and 
when I was 16, I managed to get in; and I was not as much 
pleased with it after I got in as I thought I would be, but I 
stayed there until the end. 

The Sixtieth Ohio was a one year’s regiment. It was raised 
chiefly in Highland and adjoining counties. The colonel of it 
was William H. Trimble, of Hillsboro, a man whom I knew as 
intimately as a boy could know a man of full age and full of 
the affairs of the world. A more courtly gentleman, a more 
patriotic man, a more lovable man never volunteered as a sol- 
dier to defend the flag of this country. 

He was related to Senator Trimble, who represented the 
State in this body after he had been a soldier and had been 
wounded at Fort Meigs, fighting the Indians in the war of 1812. 
He came here and died here, and his body rests now in the 
Congressional Cemetery. No name in our State is more hon- 
ored than that of Trimble. It is the first time in the history of 
our State that anybody by the name of Trimble has ever been 
criticised for failure to adequately and fittingly and faithfully 
and heroically discharge any duty he assumed. 

I lived in Highland County at that time. It must be that the 
records show this discharge, but if the records do show it I can 
only plead that I never heard of it before. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Ohio sus- 
. pend a moment while the Chair lays before the Senate the un- 
finished business, which will be stated by the Secretary? 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 5133) to promote the safety of em- 
ployees and travelers upon railroads by limiting the hours of 
service of employees thereon. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask unanimous consent that the unfin- 
ished business be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside. Without objection, it is so ordered, 
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Mr. FORAKER. Iam much obliged to the Senator from Wis- 
consin for his courtesy in allowing me to proceed at this time. 

I send to the desk and ask that the Secretary may read from 
“ Ohio in the War,” by Whitelaw Reid, what he says about the 
Sixtieth Ohio, the one year’s regiment referred to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested by the Senator from Ohio. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


SIXTIETIT OHIO VOLUNTEER INFANTRY—-ONE-YEAR REGIMENT. 


There were two regiments of this number—the first raised for a 
term of one year and the second for three years. The one now under 
consideration is that raised for the one-year term. It was recruited in 
Highland, Fayette, Ross, Clark, Brown, 8 Adams, Gallia, and 
Noble counties by Col. William Trimble, and was intended specially for 
the defense of the border counties of Ohio, 

The regiment being ready for the field was ordered, on the 8th of 
February, 1862, to Gallipolis to rd military stores, and during the 
three months it was on duty at th Font paid such special attention to 
drill and discipline as to eminently fit it for feld service. On the 25th 
of February, 1862, the regiment was ay mustered into the United 
States service and sent to the field on the 27th of April, 1862. It 
joined General Fremont’s forces at New Creek, in western Virginia, 
about that time. 

The Sixtieth was placed in a brigade with the Eighth MA i In- 
fantry, and with Fremont’s forces marched to McDowell to the relief 
of Schenck's and Milroy's troops, then threatened by the enemy at 
that point. The march was a forced one, and from the discretion of 
the commanding officer of the brigade Colonel Cluseret, a French 
officer, many men of the Sixtieth and other regiments were totally dis- 
abled from further service for months. The enemy was met, after 
many skirmishes, near Strasburg, and a brisk engagement ensued. In 
this affair the Sixtieth Ohio behaved like veterans and won reputation. 

The march up the Shenandoah Valley, in pursuit of Jackson, was one 
of the most terrible ever endured by men; yet the brave soldiers of the 
Sixtieth and other regiments bore it without a murmur. At Port Re- 
public the enemy was again overtaken and engaged. The Sixtieth Ohio 
once more displayed its good discipline and fine fighting qualities. 
Ashby’s rebel cavalry figured in this battle and was almost directly 
opposed by the Sixtieth Ohio. Ashby was killed, confusion ensued in 
the ee ranks, and in a few minutes all signs of the enemy disap- 
peared. 

The pursuit was continued, with more or less skirmishing, and oc- 
casionally a determined stand by the enemy. At Cross Keys the rebel 
general, Stonewall Jackson, made overtures for battle. He was at 
once resolutely met by General Fremont’s army, and after a fierce en- 
gagement lasting some hours both parties withdrew. The battle com- 
menced at an early hour in the morang and lasted until 4 o’clock p. m, 
It was a well-contested affair, in which both the national and rebel 
troops displayed the most determined bravery. The Sixtieth Ohio was 
highly complimented on the field for its firmness and coolness under 
fire. Its loss in men killed and wounded was severe. 

Early on the morning of the 9th of June the Sixtieth and Eighth 
Virginia, forming an extended skirmish line, swept over the battle- 
field of the previous day, but without encountering the enemy. He had 
fled during the night and escaped across the Shenandoah River near 
Port Republic, burning the bridge after him. Shielgs's forces had 
failed to intercept him. Colonel Carroll's brigade, of Shields's divi- 
sion, did get into position on the opposite side of the river, but after 
making a gallant fight was overpowered and driven off. 8 

The national forces did not pursue Jackson's rebel army. The morn- 
ing of the 12th of June found Fremont's army at Mount Jackson, it 
having fallen back to that position to prevent the rebel army from get- 
ting into its rear and endangering its communications. Here, for the 
first time during the campaign, the officers and men of the Sixtieth 
slept in tents. At this point the Sixtleth Ohio and Eighth Virginia 

arted, the Thirty-second Ohio taking the place of the Eighth Virginia. 
oth of the last-named regiments were assigned to General Viatt's 
brigade and made part of General Schenck's division. 

Phe national army moved from Mount Jackson on the 19th of June 
and reached Steqabarg on the 22d, The illness of General Piatt placed 
Colonel ‘Trimble, of the Sixtieth, in command of the brigade. Leavin 
General Milroy’s brigade at Strasburg, General Fremont moved to Mid- 
dletown on the 24th, at which point the army, with the exception of 
Piatt’s brigade, remained until July 8. At this point General Fremont 
and staff left the army, leaving it in command of General Schenck until 
General Sigel, the successor of Fremont, should report. 

The national forces moved from Middletown on the 8th of July, bx 
Front Royal, to join General Pope, leaving a large amount of militar,” 
stores in and around Middletown 8 by a force of infantry, cav- 
alry, and artillery, While lying at this place news was received that 
the rebel General Jackson had again penetrated into the Shenandoah 
Valley with 5,000 cavalry and was menacing Winchester. Colonel 
Trimble, of the Sixtieth, was ordered to take a force from his regiment 
and assume command on reaching other national forces near Stras- 
burg, the point where Jackson was maneuvering. ‘Two hundred and 
fifty volunteers were selected from the Sixtieth, many of the line officers 
serving as privates. Thirty mule teams were taken with the expedition 
for the purpose of expediting the movement and transporting supplies. 
Middletown was reached before daylight. The enemy still threatenin 
this point, all the Government stores were removed from Front Roya 
and the national forces marched into Winchester. 

Winchester was held until the night of the 2d of September, when it 
was evacuated by order of the War Department, the defeat of the 
Army of the Potomac, under General Pope, rendering the move neces- 
sary. The Sixtieth Ohio led the column on the night march from Win- 
chester, reaching Harpers Ferry on the 3d of September. General 
White was ordered by Major-General Wool to Martinsburg, and his 
Winchester command was added to that of Colonel Miles at Harpers 
Ferry. Then came the disaster to the national forces at Harpers Ferry. 
It would be useless to go into a detailed statement of that affair. The 
Sixtieth Ohio, under command of Colonel Trimble, resisted successfully 
the attack of Gen. A. P. Hill’s rebel division on the left flank in an 
infantry and artillery engagement lasting from 3 o’clock p. m. on Sun- 
day, September 14, until after dark. It endured, with the balance of 
Colonel Trimble’s command, on the morning of the 15th, till near 9 
o'clock, the concentrated fire of over fifty guns, which enfiladed the 
position, making a dangerous cross-fire over every portion of the com- 
mand. The anxiety of the rebels to silence Rigby’s battery, supported 
on the right by the Sixtieth, caused a continuous front, flank, and rear 
fire upon this point, The Sixtieth Ohio remained firm under this severe 
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fire, protected only by a slight breastwork thrown up hastily on Sun- 
day morning. The enemy, though constantly feeling for the regiment, 
failed to get its range until near the time of surrender. If the men 
had risen to their feet they would have been swept from the ground. 
The adjutant of the regiment lost his hand by a solid shot early in the 
engagement. ‘Twelve privates were killed and wounded. None felt 
more keenly the mortification of surrender than the men of the Sixtieth 
o. 


After the surrender it marched in the same brigade organization to 
Annapolis. General Tyler, being placed in command of the paroled 
troops, reorganized them, with several regiments, including the Sixtieth 
and some artillery com ies, under Colonel Trimble. The colonel was. 
shortly after this, badly crippled by being thrown from his horse and 
did not join the regiment before its honorable discharge by the Secre- 
tary of War, October 10, 1862, at Camp Douglas, Chicago. 

Tinos immediately after the discharge of the regiment the pai 
majority of its mem reenlisted into other organizations for 

ears and served gallantly until the close of the war, many of them 
ying down their lives in the cause of their country. 

The failure by General White to provide in the capitulation for the 
free colored servants in the command came near proving disastrous to 
them. Colonel Trimble's anxiety upon this subject, and a sense of duty 
to those whose freedom was ar in led by the surrender, caused him to 
bring the subject to the attention of General Jackson on his entering 
the lines with his staff. He was told no provision had been made for 
them. ‘The appeal in their behalf was met in a generous manner. 
General Jackson informed him that General Hill would remain in com- 
mand at Harpers Ferry and would have control of such questions, but 
added: If you have any difficulty with General Hill you can appeal 
to me.” Thanking him and instructing the servants to keep in é pe 
quarters with the regiment and the officers to an them till his re- 
turn, he rode to Harpers 12 28 and called on General Hill at his head- 

uarters. Waiting patiently till D'Utassy finished discussing a claim 
‘or five surplus horses, which General Hill very properly refused to 
allow, he told the general he, too, had lost horses, but had called to 
present a matter of much more importance. He had learned from Gen- 
eral Jackson that no provision had been made in the capitulation for 
the free colored servants. There were a number in his regiment who 
had accompanied it from Ohio, and perhaps others in the command. 
General Jackson had referred the matter to him. 

General Hill said: “As great numbers had fled from the surrounding 
country to Harpers Ferry, it would be difficult to decide who was free 
and who was not; he would, therefore, leave it to the colonel's honor, 
and give him passes for whoever he said was free.” Thanking the 
general for his courtesy and confidence, he returned to camp to com- 
municate the glad tidings to men whose fears for their own safety had 
been increa: by seeing hundreds of men, women, and children, bond 
and free, driven paai their bowed heads and sad countenances telling 
the tale of their disappointed ho When marching out the next day, 


grasp of these manstealers, sent the guards from the front and the regi- 
ment forward over the pontoon bridge with quick and steady tread. When 
safe on the Maryland side of the Potomac, these men, some of whom 
had families in Ohio, felt like a new birth of freedom had been vouch- 
safed them, and every officer and soldier sympathized with them in the 
joy of thelr deliverance. 

The surrender of Harpers Ferry was investigated by an able military 
commission. of which ete Gen. D. Hunter was president. It was very 
severe in some of its findings, but it reported that no blame attached to 
Colonel Trimble. 

Mr. FORAKER. I now call attention to a record of the 
Sixtieth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers, as published by the State 
of Ohio in its roster of Ohio volunteers from the year 1861 to 
1866. It appears from this roster, and from other statements 
that will be in the record, that this regiment was enlisted for 
one year. I do not know how the order happened to be made 
that it should be enlisted for a year, but its members were 
enlisted for only a year. They served faithfully, distin- 
guishing themselves for their bravery and gallantry in every en- 
gagement in which they participated down to the last, which 
was an unfortunate one for them, at Harpers Ferry, where they 
were under the severest and hottest of the fire and where they 
displayed a bravery and gallantry for which they were com- 
mended in official reports. But they were captured there, along 
with the whole army, in spite of all this gallant regiment could 
do. They were paroled and finally exchanged and taken to Chi- 
eago to be mustered out. They were kept in camp there until 
they had served, as the roster will show, most of them, from 
three to four months longer than their one year’s enlistment, 
and while they were there in camp doing nothing, not permitted 
tn do anything, it seems, from what little I have been able to 
gather, that there was that kind of lax discipline and some 
eases of insubordination, such as would lead, perhaps, to their 
being ordered to be discharged at once. But they were all hon- 
orably discharged, and by the summary order, so far as I can 
gather from its hasty reading, it was summary only in the sense 
that they were ordered to be mustered out immediately instead 
of being kept there in the barracks. 


The Roster of Ohio Soldiers, 1861-1866, War of the Rebel- 
lion, volume 5, Fifty-fourth to Sixty-ninth Regiments Infantry, 
pages 245-264, is preceded by the following historical notice: 


SIXTIETH REGIMENT OHIO VOLUNTEER INFANTRY—ONE YEAR'S SERVICS. 


This regiment was organized at Gallipolis, Ohio, February 25 and 28, 
1862, to serve one year. It was mustered out of service November 10, 
1862, in accordance with orders from the War Department. 

The official list of battles in which this regiment bore an honorable 
pare is not yet published by the War Department, but the following list 

been compiled after careful research ye | the preparation of 
this work: Strasburg, Va., June 1-2, 1862; Harrisonburg, Va., June 6, 
1862; Keys, Va., June 8, 1862, and Harpers Ferry, Va., Sep- 
tember 15, 1862. 

Then follows the roster, and the record goes on to show that 
almost every man of them immediately enlisted in other regi- 
ments and went to the front, and every one of them made a 
good record as a soldier. i 

I knew the men of the Sixtieth Ohio. There were no better 
men in the Union Army. No braver soldiers followed the flag 
and no more gallant officer ever commanded a regiment than 
Col. William H. Trimble. I am sorry to hear that there is this 
kind of a fault in their record. It is the first time I ever heard 
of it. I was out in the field at the time myself and I did not 
happen to hear of it, and I never heard of it afterwards. No- 
body in Ohio remembers the Sixtieth Ohio except only as a 
regiment that was gallant and braye and heroic and that won 
honor and glory for the flag on every field of battle where they 
were present. I think I shall have to introduce a bill to cor- 
rect the record. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not make any apology for taking the 
time I have occupied, but rather I. apologize that I am not able 
this morning, owing to my inability, to go carefully through 
these exhibits and to make a more exhaustive discussion of au- 
thorities and to speak at greater length or with more effective- 
ness, 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. : 

Mr. SCOTT. Then the members of the Sixtieth Ohio were 
not discharged without honor? If they had been discharged 
without honor, could they have reenlisted? Three of them were 
members of my company afterwards, and could they have reen- 
listed if they had been discharged without honor? 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator found them, I venture to say, 
gallant soldiers, as brave as any. No, Mr. President, they were 
not dishonorably discharged nor discharged without honor. I 
have shown that they were honorably discharged. Such a dis- 
charge as “without honor” was never heard of in that day. 
Men were either honorably or dishonorably discharged. These 
men were of necessity honorably discharged, or they could not 
have reenlisted and won applause for their bravery and heroism. 

Mr. President, I have said over and over again this is not a 
question that is confined to these men alone; much less is it a 
color question. I do not intend here, this morning, to enter 
upon that, and I hope I will not be provoked to enter upon it at 
any time in the discussion of this subject that is to follow. Butif 
that question must be presented I think I can show that the 
Twenty-fifth Regiment, as is the case with every other colored 
regiment, has n good record for bravery, gallantry, and hero- 
ism. Only this morning an officer of the Army who served 
on the frontier told me that the negro troops are the only 
troops of the American Army who never failed to defeat the 
Indians when they met them in battle. There is not one single 
case where on meeting the Indians they did not drive them 
off the field. and win the day. Their career has been one of 
honor from the beginning of our Government down to the pres- 
ent. Who can ever forget that the first blood of the Revolution 
was that o? Crispus Attucks, who was stricken to death in the 
streets of Boston? And who in this body has not paused and 
looked upon the picture that hangs over the stairway on the 
eastern side of the Senate—Perry’s Victory on Lake Erie? 
And who that has looked upon it has failed to observe that 
there, in that boat, at that hour of supremest peril, when Com- 
modore Perry was trying to escape from a sinking ship, seek- 
ing safety on another, by the side of him in that boat was a man 


with a black face? I have not time to recount their deeds of gal- - 


lantry and heroism as they are recorded in the history of the 
civil war, but on another occasion that will be done if it be 
necessary. 

I do not ask that they be dealt with here, Mr. President, more 
generously than they should be, because of this gallant service, 
but I do ask that we will practice as well as profess the “ square 
deal” for the black men who have given this country a “square 
deal” on every occasion when they have been called upon to 
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serve it. At the proper time, I say, I shall speak of that, per- 
haps at some length, but I do not intend to do it now. 

This morning I have undertaken to do only one thing. Hav- 
ing looked at this testimony, not because I have any personal 
or selfish interest to subserve, but because I regard it as a 
great question that is here involved which brings home to me, 
and every Senator here, a solemn duty, and having in that 
connection read and studied the testimony, I felt that it would 
be impossible for us to act intelligently and do justice unless 
we had some real testimony in this case. I want to see that 
gentleman who is “able to charge all hell with one bucket of 
water.” I should like to cross-examine him, Mr. President. I 
should like to see some of the other “sterling citizens of 
Brownsville,” and I should like to prove some things that no- 
body has said anything about yet, and I am not going to say 
anything about now, but some things that concern justice, that 
concern equity, that concern right, that concern the honor of 
the American Army. 

For that reason, Mr. President, I now modify the resolution 
I offered yesterday by striking out the words which make it 
optional with the Committee on Military Affairs to take further 
testimony so as to make it a positive instruction that they shall 
take further testimony, and I will ask that the resolution may 
go over until we meet here after the holidays, when I shall 
make some remarks on the subject. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I myself do not wish to 
enter into this discussion until I have had opportunity to read 
further the communications from the President and Secretary 
of War, and to examine the eyidence submitted, and I assume 
there will not be general discussion until other Senators have 
had opportunity to do likewise. I am informed by the superin- 
tendent of the document room that there will be available only 
about 200 copies of the message and testimony printed as in 
the document I now have in my hand. I therefore ask unani- 
mous consent that an order be made by the Senate to print as 
many additional copies as can be printed within the Senate’s 
limit of expenditure for printing of public documents, which, I 
believe, is $500. 

The order was agreed to, as follows: 

Ordered, That as many additional copies of Senate Document No. 155, 
Fifty-ninth Congress, second session, message of the President of the 
United States relating to the discharge or mustering out of regiments 
or companies, as will not exceed the sum of $500 be printed for the 
use of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have no intention of discussing 
this question at the present time for the simple reason that I 
have not been able to read the testimony or examine the evidence 
on either side with any thoroughness. That somewhat thick vol- 
ume contains it, and we only received it this morning. 

I am not one of those who when they approach a new sub- 
ject first make up their minds. I prefer, in approaching a new 
subject, to make up my mind after I have considered the testi- 
mony. Even from the rough glance that I have been able to 
give this testimony, as the Senator from Ohio has been laying it 
in fragments before the Senate, I observe that there are two 
sides, and I myself should like to be informed about both sides. 

If this regiment or these companies are entirely innocent of 
the shooting with which they are charged, as the Senator from 
Ohio alleges—— 

Mr. FORAKER. No, Mr. President, I do not allege that. 
The Senator must allow me to correct him. I have not alleged 
that they are entirely innocent. I have simply alleged that 
the testimony upon which it is said their guilt is conclusively 
established is not satisfactory or conclusive, and that there 
ought to be further testimony taken. I think there is testi- 
mony to show that they are free from guilt, but I do not know 
what the facts are, and I want to find out. 

Mr. LODGE. If they are entirely innocent of the offenses 
with which they are charged, then they have been the subject 
of the greatest possible injustice, and no one will be more 
anxious than I to do everything that is possible to vindicate 
them, to restore any rights they may have lost, and to redress 
in every possible way every wrong that they may have suffered. 
But if, Mr. President, they are guilty of the offenses that have 
been charged, then I think equal justice should be done to the 
President, the Secretary of War, and the Army officers who 
have been charged with this painful duty. I think there is a 
question not only of justice to these men, but that there is 
some justice due to the President of the United States, the Sec- 
retary of War, and the officers who have made this investiga- 
tion and presented these recommendations. 

The President and the Secretary of War have given many 
weeks of consideration to this question. It is not conceivable 
that either of them would be influenced in the matter by any 
local or race prejudice. I do not think that they would have 
arrived at the conclusion at which they have arrived without 


some consideration or without strong evidence. I for one 
should like to have time to examine the evidence upon which 
they have acted. 

The report has been presented by officers of the Army. I 
should be very slow to believe that any officer of the United 
States Army would be guilty of the unspeakable infamy of 
advising the removal of these men from the Army or holding 
them up to shame and punishment because that officer’s father 
happened to be a Democrat. I believe it is incredible, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that an officer of the Army, on a grave question like this, 
would deliberately falsify facts and make recommendations 
which would lead to great injury to innocent men because he 
happened to be born in the State of South Carolina. I do not 
remember, Mr. President, where the third officer—Colonel Lover- 
ing—was born; and I do not care where any of them was born 
or what the politics of their fathers happened to be. I believe, 
until it is shown to the contrary, that they are honorable men, 
doing their duty in an honorable way. They may be in error. 
It is very possible they are in error. “To err is human.” But 
that they did not do their duty honorably I can not believe; and 
I think it is traveling a long way from the record to point out 
that the father of one of these officers was a Democrat. 

Mr. President, I think these officers of the Army, and I think 
the President and the Secretary of War, are entitled to consider- 
ation. If, as I say, these men have been discharged from the 
Army without haying been guilty of the offenses with which 
they are charged, there is no more important duty on each one 
of us than to see that that great wrong is redressed. But if 
they were properly removed from the Army and were guilty 
of the crimes charged against them, then it is equally our duty 
to sustain the Administration in what has been done. 

I do not profess to judge. I have had no time to read the 
testimony in this thick volume.. I haye had no time to examine 
the statements of the officers or the testimony of any of the 
witnesses; but as I followed the Senator from Ohio, when he 
stated it was inconceivable that this regiment should have en- 
gaged in anything of this kind, I noted as I turned the pages 
over something absolutely unknown to me until I looked at the 
document—that this regiment since 1885 had “shot up” four 
towns. In 1885 it “shot up” the town of Sturgis, in Dakota 
Territory. Dr. H. P. Lyneh was shot and instantly killed, and 
the soldier who committed the murder was caught and hanged 
by citizens of the town. Then the soldiers “shot up” the town. 
In 1899 they “shot up” the town of Winnemucea, in Nevada; 
in 1900 they “shot up” El Paso— shot up” the jail and killed 
a policeman; in 1904—quite recently—they engaged in a deadly 
brawl at Niobrara and “shot up” the town of Valentine, ac- 
cording to one statement here, and in the affray lives were lost. 

Mr. President, the men of that regiment may be absolutely in- 
nocent of what is charged against them in this case. I am not 
prepared to say; I have not read the evidence; but I think it is 
just as well, when it is stated that it is inconceivable that they 
should haye committed this crime, that these otlicial reports 
should go in the Recorp with the speech of the Senator from 
Ohio. Therefore I ask that the pages of this document, Senate 
Document 155, from page 315 to the middle of page 365, be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Copies of documents on file in the War Department relating to instances 
of extraordinary misconduct or acts of violence committed by soldiers 
of the United States Army prior to the affray at Brownsvil €, Tex. 

TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY—AFFAIR AT STURGIS CITY, DAK., SEPTEMBER 

19-20, 1885. 
STURGIS, DAK., September 25, 1885. 

To the honorable the Secretary of War, 

Washington, D. C. 
(Through Commanding Officer, Fort Meade, Dak. T.) 

Dean SIR: This place is situated 14 miles west of Fort Meade. At 
that port several companies of colored troops belonging to the Twenty- 
fifth Infantry are stationed. Owing to some grievance, real or imagi- 
nary, the members of these companies, or at least many of them, enter- 
tain an ill feeling toward some of the people of our town, and are 


taking vengeance by shooting down our citizens, On August 23 last 
Dr. H. P. Lynch Was shot and instantly killed by one of these men 
while sitting in his office, and on the night of the 19th instant a squad 


of them, variously estimated at from 15 to 20 in number, entered the 

town and fired several volleys into buildings facing on the main street. 

The fact that but one life was lost on this latter occasion is simply 

miraculous. The negroes were armed with Government rifles and sup- 

plied with Government ammunition. Our civil authorities are not 

able to cope with an armed force, and we therefore appeal to 845 to 

take such steps as yon may deem proper to save our town from further 

outrage. We would respectfully suggest that these colored troops be 
removed from Fort Meade and popisced by white soldiers, 

We are, sir, very respectfully, yours, 

O. W. Jewett, justice of the peace; Max Hoehn, real es- 

tate agent; F. M. Allen, Porere: G. W. Pratt, 

physician; E. Galyin, clothier; Chas, H. Mueller, 
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drugs; 
teacher; James Beatty, lumberman; Chas. C. Wood 


Charles Polk, attorney; H. H. Lorrimer, 
Sturgis Weekly Record; H. P. Hannan, agent N. W. 
& S. & T., Co.; John Scollard, proprietor Sheridan 
House; William E. Jones, grocer; Frank Shaw, dry 
goods; Chas. G. Ingalls, jeweler; Michael Goeden, 
O. Alexander, cashier bank Stebbin Fox 
& Co.; F. H. Brown, bookkeeper; M. Blatt, whole- 
sale liquors; Oscar Partlow carpenter ; O. An- 
derson, hardware, ete; O. II. A. Pinnio, stockman; 
A. J. Hosier, surveyor; V. M. Beaver, lumberman ; 
E. Rupe, carpenter; G. J. Germain, stock breeder ; 
H. C. Ash, real estate; J. A. Galer, stockman; J. C. 
McMullen, boot and shoe dealer; Will Ickes,’ clerk; 
F. T. Allabough, Northwestern Hotel; J. W. Patter- 
son, butcher ; „ E. Jones, poer merchant; George 
We Ladd, tinsmith; C. B. Farwell, stockman; W. C. 
Buderus, attorney; Patrick Florins, saloon; 2 
N. Cole, liveryman; Calvin Duke, farmer; N. H. 

Loop, carpenter; J. W. Rodebank, farmer. 

[First indorsement.] 
Fort MEADE, Dak. TER., October 14, 1885. 
Respectfully transmitted, through headquarters of the department, 
together with certified copy of the proceedings of a board of officers or- 
ganized for the investigation of the outrage referred to. 
S. D. STURGIS, 
Colonel Seventh Cavalry, Commanding. 
[Second indorsement.] 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF DAKOTA, 
Fort Snelling, Minn., November 10, 1885. 
Respectfully forwarded to the Adjutant-General of the Army, through 
the headquarters Division of the Missouri. 5 * 
This paper has been retained here until I could make the report called 
for in the indorsement of the Adjutant-General, dated October 19, 
upon the letter of September 27 from Mr. B. Caulfield to the President, 
a letter relating to the subject-matter of this paper. 
The report called for goes forward by to-day's mail. 
ALFRED H. TERRY, 
Brigadier-General, Commanding. 
(Third indorsement.] 
HEADQUARTERS DIVISION OF THE MISSOURI, 
; Chicago, November 1}, 1885. 
Respectfully forwarded to the Adjutant-General of the Army, at- 
tention being invited to i at of General Terry, referred to in pre- 
ceding indorsement (7291, Division Missouri, 1888), and which is for- 
warded by my indorsement of this date. 
J. M. SCHOFIELD, 
Major-General, Commanding. 
[Inclosure, ] 


Fort MEADE, DAK. TER., September 25, 1885. 
ASSISTANT ADJUTANT-GENERAL, 
UARTERS DEPARTMENT OF DAKOTA, 
Fort Snelling, Minn. 


GENERAL: For the information of the department commander, I 
have the honor to transmit proceedings of a board of officers convened 
at this post for the investigation of a serious outrage committed by a 
portion of the colored troops of this post upon the town of Sturgis City 
on the night of the 19th or morning of the 20th instant. Four en- 
listed men of Company H, Twenty-fifth Infantry, presumed to have be- 
longed to this party, are now in the hands of the civil authorities. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
8. D. STURGIS, 
Colonel Seventh Cavalry, Commanding. 

Proceedin of a board of officers which convened pursuant to the 
following order, viz: 

Orders, No. 218. 


Fort MEADE, DAK. TER., September 20, 1885. 
A board of officers will convene at 12 o’clock m. to-day, or as soon 
thereafter as practicable, to Investigate and report the facts and circum- 
stances connected with an outrage committed last night on the citizens 
and town of Sturgis 2 a py of enlisted men from this post. 
Detail for the Gard: aj. 5. M. Whitside, Seventh Cavalry; Capt. 
Miles Moylan, Seventh Cavalry; Capt. Henry Jackson, Seventh Cavalry ; 
Capt. C. N. ora Twenty-fifth Infantry; Second Lieut. H. A. Leon- 
haeuser, Twenty- tth Infantry. 
By order of Colonel Biarea 
JohN W. WILKINSON, 
First Licutenant and Adjutant Seventh Cavalry, Post Adjutant. 


Fort MEADE, DAK. T., 
September 20, 1885, 12 o'clock m. 
The board met pursuant to the foregoing order, all the members 
present. Proceeding to the business required of it, the board pro- 
ceeded to Sturgis City, Dak. T., and obtained the statements (volun- 
tary) of the fo 3 witnesses, viz: 
. Thomas Cartwright (colored citizen). J 
2. Abe dance hall in Sturgis, Dak. T. 
3. J. H. Patterson (white), bartender for A. Hill. 
4. Geo. Williams 3 night bartender for A. Hill. 
5. Withers n (white), citizen of Sturgis. 
6. William H. tsides (white), citizen of Sturgis. 
7. Robert P. Barttery (white), citizen of Sturgis. 
The board then adjourned to the post and met in session at 6.25 
m. Present, all the members. 
The board then examined the following-named witnesses : 
1. Private Walker M. Wills, Troop K, Seventh Cavalry. 
2. Private McMahon, Troop A. Seventh Cavalry. 
3. Private F. Martinis, Troop A, Seventh Cavalry. 
adjourned to meet at 1 p. m. following day. 
MONDAY, September 21, 1885—1 p. m. 
Board met pursuant to adjournment. Present, all the members. 
fe rage 3 * th the business required of it, the board examined the 
following witnesses: 
1. Private Taylor, Company H, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 
2. Lieutenant Leonbaeuser, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 
„Seventh Cav: A 
-fifth Infantry. 


— 


Hill, proprietor of colored 


p 


Corporal Fisher, Troop 
4. Musician John Brown, Company H, Twen 


5. Private H. Hall, Company K, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 
6. Lieutenant Ord, Twenty-ñfth Infantry. 
The board then adjourned to meet in Sturgis City at 5.15 p. m. 


Sturcis Crry, DAK. T., 
September 21, 1885—5.15 p. m. 

The board met—all of the members being present—and proceeded to 
examine the following persons: 

1. ankie Hill, sporting character at A. Hill’s, 

2. George Ridd (colo works at A. Hill's. 
3. John Warner (colored), works at A. Hill's. 

The board then adjourned. 

Fort MEADE, DAK. T., 
September 22, 1885—3.30 p. m. 

The board met pursuant to call of its president. Lieutenant Leon- 
haueser, Twenty-fifth Infantry, was reported as being absent as a wit- 
ness before the United States district court in Deadwood, Dak. T. The 
board then, after due deliberation on the evidence adduced, and from 
their own observation, find the following facts, viz: 

That, Saturday ee September 19, 1885, Private John Taylor, Com- 
pany H, Twenty-fift Infantry, had an altercation with one Abe Hill 
(colored), e proprietor or keeper of a bawdy dance house in Sturgis 
City, where the lower classes of white and colored citizens and soldiers 
congresste for their evening's entertainment or debauch ; that this row, 
feud, or altercation, was not of sufficient importance or magnitude to 
oyatda in minds of persons present the remotest thought of future 
rouble. 

It appears in evidence that either Private Taylor, or Greer, both of 
Company H, after the row before mentioned, said, as they, in com- 

any with other men of Company H, Twenty-fifth Infantry, left the 

ce hall in Abe Hill's, you will hear from us a ; or, “ You will 
hear from us again to-nig! t.” The board concluded that this was no 
unusual disturbance, as it is established that most of the occupants of 
this place (Abe Hill's) were in bed when, from the evidence before 
the board, it Appa that a party of armed soldiers, variously esti- 
mated from 8, . 15, or 20 colored men in uniform, thimble belts on, 
with “Jong toms” in their possession, appeared in front of A. IIIII's 
place; this body of men after calling out “Soldiers outside! We are 
going to shoot!“ or words to that effect, did fire with powder and ball 
into aforesaid house of Abe Hill a number of shots variously estimated 
from 60 to 100, many of which were calculated or liable to kill or do 
bodily harm to the occupants of said house; that one citizen, Bob 
Bell by name, a sup cowboy, while in said house, came to 
his death by a bullet directed from a rifle, carrying a 500-grain 
bullet, in the hands of Privates John Taylor, Pierce Greer, Evan Mor- 
ris, and Smith Watson, Company H, Twenty-fifth Infantry, and others 
in collusion with them; that the before-mentioned enlisted men of 
Company H, Twenty-fifth Infantry, namely, Privates John ‘Taylor, 
Smith Watson, Evan Morris, and Pierce reer, all of Company H, 
Twenty-fifth Infantry, were seen in the town of Sturgis City, „ on 
the night of Saturday, September 19, or Sunday morning, September 
20, 1885, in soldier clothing, with guns (7?) in their possession and 
(in line) with other colored soldiers in the streets of Sturgis City; that 
some of these men in line were seen to “fire;” others, namely, Tay- 
lor and Greer, mre hee dae commands; that the result of this 
firing was the lling of Citizen Bob Bell; numerous bullets hit 
through A. Hill’s saloon and dance ball, and a few shots (either 
strayed or intended) through and in the building occupied by a man 
known as “Jonnie Dolan.” This man is keeper of a low bawdyhouse 
of ill fame where both white and colored people congregate. The 
evidence before the board evinces doubt as_to whether the men 
engaged in the firing intentionally shot into Dolan’s place or as to 
the reasonable doubt of stray shots. 

Summing up all the evidence that the board has been able to 
obtain, the board finds “that the outrage committed on the citizens 
of Sturgis City on last Saturday night was entirely confined to ‘Abe 
Hill's and Jonnie Dolan's place in Sturgis City, and was entirely 
confined to the members of Compan „ Twenty-fifth Infantry. 
Evidence adduced shows that an armed boas of colored soldiers, vari- 
ously estimated from 8 to 20, all of Company H, Twenty-fifth 
Infantry, were in the town of Sturgis City, Dak.; that this armed 
party fired on A. Hill's place and Jonnie Dolan's place with result as 
stated. The board examined the house of A. Hill and Jonnie Dolan, 
and found the dead body of Cowboy Bell, and also numerous shot 
holes in both buildings.” 

“The animus of the whole affair was seemingly directed toward Abe 
Hill's place, where shots were fired both front and rear.” 

Further than this the board is unable to state. 

S. M. WHITSIDE, 
Major, Seventh Cavalry. 
MILES MOYLAN, 
Captain, Seventh Cavalry. 
HENRY JACKSON, 
Captain, Seventh Cavalry. 
CYRUS N. Gray, 
Captain, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 
There being no further business before it, the board adjourned sine die. 


S. M. WHITSIDE, 
Major, Seventh Cavalry. 


yrus N. Gray, 
Captain, Twenty fifth Infantry. 


Approved. ` 
S. D. STURGIS, 
Colonel Seventh Cavalry, Commanding. 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF DAKOTA, 

Fort Snelling, Minn., October 1, 1885. 
Oficial 8 respectfully forwarded to the adjutant-general of the 
cock roa of the Missouri, for the information of the major-general com- 

manding. 


ALFRED H. Terry, 
Brigadier-General, Commanding. 
[First indorsement.] 
YISADQUARTERS DIVISION OF THE MISSOURI, 
Chicago, October 9, 1885. 
Respectfully forwarded to the Adjutant-General of the Army. 
J. M. SCHOFIELD, 
Major-General, Commanding. 
DEADWOOD, DAK., September 87, 1885, 
Mr. PRESIDENT: You have no doubt read of the attack made by some 
fifteen or twenty of the colored t at Fort Meade on some houses 
in the town of Sturgis. Sturgis about 13 miles from here, on the 
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road to Fort Meade, which is about a mile farther. These colored sol- 
diers infest Sturgis at night and are the support of a lot of vile negro 
ls and women, who congregate at a drinking den called a dance 
usc.” I understand that rows and fights are of constant occurrence 
in and about this house, and the prenie of the town are kept in con- 
stant dread by the firing of pistols and the yells of these negroes at 
night. Some weeks ago a negro soldier went to the drug store of 
Doctor Lynch, an old citizen of the place. The doctor was 1 e 
his store reading a paper, and this fellow took deliberate aim at him 
the window and shot him dead. The soldier fled, but the 
crowd took him after his capture and hu him. Of course nothin; 
can justify this grave infraction of the law not allowing him a tria 
- and letting the law vindicate itself. I happened to be at the fort 
last Satu night when this last whol e shooting took place. I 
was standing in front of General Sturgis’s quarters talking with him. 
We were about going into the house, when Lieutenant Sickles ap- 
proached with a sergeant, and told the general that he had seen some 
fifteen or twenty colored soldiers going toward Sturgis with their guns. 
General Sturgis immediately ordered Lieutenant Sickles to take a de- 
tachment of men and go at once and bring them back. 

A few minutes afterwards another lieutenant came to the house and 
said he had heard firing from the direction of Sturgis, but thought it 
was at the “Half Way House.” The general then ordered to 
take another detachment and arrest the soldiers. In about a half 
hour afterwards a horseman came riding up in great haste and in- 
formed the general that the soldiers had fired into “Abe Hill's” house 
and killed an inoffensive cowboy who was standing there, and that they 
had also fired volleys into one or two other houses. General Sturgis 
then ordered that Captain Ord should make a check roll call, examine 
the arms, and bring in such as had the appearence of being recently 
fired. This was done. But the fellows had scampered back by short 
cuts over the hills and gotten into their bunks fore the roll call, 
which disclosed the absence of only three, who, I think, were satisfac- 
torily accounted for. 

The inclosed extracts which I haye made from the Deadwood papers, 
ene the only papers I have seen, will 33 a more particular account of 
what occurred at the shooting, and of which I know nothing except 
from hearsay. General Sturgis next morning constituted a board of 
investigation from the officers and sent them to Sturgis. They took 
testimony for two days and succeeded in 0 e only four of the 
offenders. They were brought here and lod in j A special 
grand jury has been called to act upon these and other cases. I am 
satisfied, Mr. President, from what learn from the officers at Fort 
Meade that this colored regiment is composed in prt of a set of reck- 
less desperadoes, and that the service would be efited by their re- 
moval to some station farther removed from a town than Sturgis City 
is from Fort Meade, and where the temptation to leave their quarters 
for drink and carousing will be removed. 

Sturgis City has a population of about 800 and the town and the 
regiment are no doubt of mutual disadvantage to each other. A 
feeling of distrust now exists among the people of Sturgis, and I fear 
they may be 9 tempted to acts of violence which their fears 
may engender, and which may not be warranted except by the memory 
of past outra, on the part of the soldiers. I have no doubt, too, 
from what I have heard, that the soldiers have met sometimes with 
outrages from a class of scoundrels who will congregate in such towns 
from different localities for the perpos of fleecing and robbing the sol- 
diers about pay day, and for which the good ci are not respon- 


sible. 
8 tfully, your obedient servan 
ee ree ie a B. G. CAULFIELD. 
{Inclosures.] 


[From the Daily Times.] 


DIABOLICAL—A PLATOON OF COLORED SOLDIERS FROM FORT MEADE VISITS 
STURGIS, FIRING INTO A BUILDING WITH MILITARY PRECISION, IN- 
STANTLY KILLING ROBERT S. BELL, AN UNOFFENDING COWBOY—NINE 
SUSPECTS IN CUSTODY—THOROUGH INVESTIGATION ORDERED. 


Another dastardly outrage was perpetrated at Sturgis between 1 and 
2 o'clock Sunday morning by a detachment of colored soldiers, members 
of Company H, Twenty-fifth Infantry, resulting in the instant death of 
Robert S. Bell, a cowboy connected with the 7D, Clark Tingley’s outfit. 
As yet meager particulars only are obtainable, but sufficient to show that 
a more das ly crime was never committed in the Hills. 

Ever since the lynching of Corporal Hollis for assassination of 
Doctor Lynch the colored soldiers have cherished bitter enmity toward 
certain citizens of Sturgis, including William Souter and George Cole, 
and it is thought that the event of Sunday morning is the result 
thereof. Be this as it may, about 1 o'clock a body, estimated all the 
way from fifteen to twenty-five strong, armed with their rifles, quietly 
left the post and in military order proceeded to Abe Hill's dance house, 
in front of which they quietly wheeled into line, when the leader gave, 
in quick succession, the commands, Prepare to load; load; aim and 
aim low; fire!” A terrific volley resulted, followed by great excite- 
ment throughout the town, during which the soldiers quietly dis- 


a 5 

Pin the saloon at the time were four or five men at cards and Robert 
S. Bell. The latter had entered only a few minutes before and was 
engaged playing a banjo when the volley poured into the building, one 
bullet striking him in the breast and passing entirely through the 
heart and y, causing instant death. Ali others within the room 
escaped injury. 

Coroner Wright and Undertaker Smith Ao songs to Sturgis a few 
hours later, where the coroner proceeded to hold an inquest, still in 
progress. Mr. Smith returned with the corpse in the evening. 

Deceased was about 28 years of age and of fine appearance. His 
father, William H. Bell, an architect at York, Nebr., was apprised by 
woo of the death of his son and directed that the remains be interred 

ere. 

GENERAL STURGIS ACTIVE. 

From a gentleman who reached Deadwood at 11 o'clock last evening 
we gather the following: As General Sturgis was engaged with a 
friend who arrived by the coach at 1 o'clock, Lieutenant Sickle and a 
sergeant approached, the latter with the announcement that a squad 
of colored soldiers, heavily armed, had just left the post for Sturgis. 
The general thereupon ordered the lieutenant to proceed with a detail 
from his company and a pea the truants, and, that no time should 
be lost, to go dismounted. Shortly thereafter Lieutenant Leanhauser 
reported having heard firing in the direction of Sturgis. The lien- 
tenant was thereupon directed to proceed with another detail as 
quickly as possible and arrest all soldiers absent without leave. 

Lieutenant Ord was directed to cause a check-roll call; to lie in 
wait for and arrest all absentees on returning; to examine all arms, 


delivering to the general such as indicated recent firing, and to make 
every effort to apprehend the offenders. 

A check-roll call disclosed only three absentees, but upward of a 
dozen rifles gave evidence of recent use. 

On yesterday a board of inquiry was organized, with instructions 
to leave no stone unturned in an endeavor to solve the mystery. 
Thus far nine men have been arrested, and the remainder soon will be. 
They all * to Soe ers H, Twenty-fifth Infantry. General Sturgis 
deserves the anks of the community for his alge! ts and judicious 
action, and his determination to bring the guilty parties to justice. 

The coroner and the board of inquiry are working in concert, and 
no conclusion will be reached before this evening at the earliest. 


THE STURGIS HOMICIDE. 


The coroner’s inquest in the Sturgis homicide case resulted in a 
verdict that deceased came to his death at the hands of parties, some 
of whom are in custody and others unknown. The of inquiry, 
created by order of General Sturgis, continued its labors until upward 
of sixteen arrests were made, the prisoners being confined in the guard- 
house at Fort Meade, and taken one at a time for examination ore 
Justice Jewett at Sturgis. Evidence against a number of the men is 
direct and conclusive. 

The funeral of the late Robert S. Bell, victim.of the outrage, was 
held from Smith's 8 establishment, Sherman street, at 2 
o'clock yesterday afternoon. he body, neatly dressed, rested in a 
silver-mounted casket, and was viewed by a large number of citizens. 
It was a poemat face to look upon, the features indicating t 
TASR and good parentage. Interment took place in Mount 

oriah. 

Sherif Garland, Deputy Dix, and the four colored men, soldiers, ac- 
cused of the murder of Robert S. Bell, came in from the post yesterday, 
escorted by Lieutenant Cress and a detachment of the Seventh Cavalry. 
The defendants, Taylor, Greer, Morris, and Watson, each waived an 
examination and were held by Justice Jewett without bonds, to await 
the action of the grand jury. 

[From the Pioneer.] 
TUESDAY MORNING, September 21, 1885. 

The coroner's jury in the case of Robert Bell returned the following 
verdict yesterday morning : 

“ The said jurors upon their oaths do say that the said Robert S. Bell 
came to his death by a gunshot wound fired by a . — of United States 
soldiers, members of Company H, Twenty-fifth Infantry (colored), led 
by John Taylor and Pierre Greer, privates, and of whom John Taylor, 
Pierre Greer, E Morris, and Smith Watson were recognized on the 
rening of September 20, 1885, in Abe Hill's dance house in Sturgis 

y, Dak. T. 


. 


„E. T. MARSHALL, 
“N. T. WITCHER, 
“J. T. SLY, 
“Jurymen.” 
Immediately after the finding of the jury a complaint was filed by 
the coroner in Justice Jewett’s court, a warrant issued, and defendant 
Watson was brought up from the 3 at Fort Meade by Deputy 
Sheriff June Dix, escorted by eight members of the Seventh Cavalry, 
who stood in line in front of the office until the prisoner had waived 
examination and a commitment to the Lawrence County jail without 
bonds had been made out, and the prisoner was loaded up and started 
for the prison lockup. The other three prisoners were then brought 
up for preliminary examination, and if waived they would be brought 
up to the county jail with a guard of one company of cavalry. There 
seems to be a disposition on the part of the sheriff and General Sturgis 
papers 3 prisoners from mob violence, and we think they are 
acting wisely. 
The following is a synopsis of the evidence given to the coroner’s 


jury: 

Doctor Pratt testified that the ball, after gong through a 4-inch 
square awning post and the front of a building, entered the body of 
deceased between the ninth and tenth ribs and obliquely through 
te poar and ans 5 — Poids 1 of the sternum, dropping 

ween the y an e clothing, an its passage through the bod, 
injuring the heart, which was the cause of death. = . z 

R. T. Barthey testified that he was standing in front of Dolan’s 
saloon about 2 o'clock Sunday morning when he saw a squad of sol- 
diers marching in order up Main street, under command of an officer, 
with their at a trail, beld in their right hands. When in front 
of Abe Hill's place they, at the command, ted and formed in line; 
some one hollowed, Is there any soldiers in there? If there is, get 
out of the door; we are going for the house,” and they then commenced 


firing. 

After nik a few volleys they about-faced and started down street. 
In front of Dolan’s piace they were haled and a voice said, “ Let us 
give Jonnie Dolan, the s of a b——, a round,” and they fired a 
volley in his house. I heard the whiz and spat of balis and the ting- 
ling of broken glass. After firing a volley they re-formed and marched 
up to Hill's place again, where they halted and the command, Ready, 
load, fire,” was given, and several volleys were fired into the building. 
There was a drag in the firing, and some one said, “ Let us all fire 
together,” and the same order was given—“ Ready, load, fire,” and 
volleys were repeated, several of them, at the lower part of the house. 
The firing ceased, and a voice said, “ Here is Souter and Cole; we will 
lay out the s of b——.” Ranks were broken, and they went up- 
street and disappeared. I went into the house after they were gone 
and found a cowboy dead—shot through the seg 5 

James W. Patterson testified that at an any our that morning he 
heard loud talking in the street, stepped to the door, and saw John 
Taylor, a member of Company H, stepping of the platform, going 
toward a line of men standing in the street—fifteen or twenty of 
them. He recognized Privates John Taylor, Pierre Greer, Evans 
Morris, and Smith Watson, all of 1 H, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 
Greer gave an order and they fired a volley in the direction of the 
upper portion of the house. m after this first volley a voice said, 
“What do you want, you s—— of a ?” and a shot was fired, and 
soon afterwards several shots were fired. The voice he did not recog- 
nize, and it was evidently directed tc some one in the house, and he 
thought to deceased, Bell. Some one then proposed to go down and 
give Dolan a round, and they went. He heard them say, Let us go 
for Souter and Cole and fix them.” 

John Warner was in the house at the time of the firing and recog- 
nized the voice of Greer commanding, “Ready, aim, fire,” followed 
a a volley that came into the house. He also recognized IL'rivate 

aylor in the party. 

Andrew Wetherspoon was in the room at the time the shots were 
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fired, and saw Bell clasp his hands across his breast and heard him 
exclaim, “ My God! I am killed,” and saw him cross the room and 
fall cut of the back door. Bell died twent 

George Read was in the room at the time Bell was shot, and saw him 
fall out of the back door. He saw and recognized Taylor, Greer, and 
Watson, with guns in their hands, in the crowd of soldiers. 

George Williams was in the room at the time, and they all heard a 
noise in the street, and all but himself passed out at the front door. 
Through the open door he saw Taylor standing on the sidewalk with a 
gun in his hands. 

Thomas Cartwright was in the house at. the time the soldiers 
formed in the street, and he heard Taylor say, Now, boys, we must 
all fire together.” He heard them propose to go down and give Dolan 
a volley. He recognized Taylor, Morris, Green, and Watson in the 
črowd, and Taylor was commander of the squad. 

Abe Hill was in bed when the firing commenced, but he got up and 
recognized the voices of Taylor and Green in the street. ‘Taylor hol- 
lowed to him to “come oa up to Fiddler's tree; we will meet you 
there.“ and Green said, “Cole and Souter, we want to see you up at 
Fiddler's tree.” 

William Havisides was in the house at the time of the firing, was 
close to Bell when he was shot, and saw him stagger across the room 
eot fall out of the back door. He recognized Taylor and Green in the 
party. 

There was a large amount of evidence given that pertained to threats 
that were made that night, but the above synopsis covers the material 
evidence given. It was thought that Watson would squeal and tell 
what he knew of the affray, but when brought into court yesterday his 
mouth was closed ; he had nothing to say and waived examination. 


FIXED AMMUNITION. ` 


We haye often heard of fixed ammunition and supposed it was car- 
tridges such as are sold in the market “fixed” for the gun. During 
the late excitement in SINH ig the court of inquiry found some of the 
empty shells in the street that had been fired by the soldiers and they 
seemed elated over the fact that it was fixed ammunition. We started 
in to get the bottom facts on fixed ammunition, and seeing the guard 
of honor detailed to escort Watson to the law mill yesterday, we ap- 

roached him and struck up a talk. We asked him to explain the 
erm “ fixed,” at the same time drawing a cartridge from his belt. A 
sergeant in command, about 300 feet high, saw our civilian hand caress- 
ing the little messenger of death, and he reached for us, at the same 
time 8 the return of the cartridge to the belt, and we returneg 
it and crawled upon the porch to prevent annihilation. He was evi- 
dently a mighty man of war, and we are glad we are not an Indian to 
have him turned loose upon our tepee. 

This was all in Scoop. 


minutes after being shot. 


MURDER—A SQUAD OF DRUNKEN COLORED SOLDIERS SHOOT PROMISCUOUSLY 
` AND KILL A COWBOY. 

STURGIS CITY, September 20, 1885. 
To the editor of the Pioneer: 

It is Sunday evening and a holy quiet of the calm after the storm 
pervades the town. 8 

We are again called upon to chronicle the death of a fellow- mortal, 
and by violence—a cold-blooded murder—and it is not yet known who 
the assassin is, peti F there is proof that everybody hopes will prove 
conclusive as to who the guilty party is. 

To go back a little, it will be remembered that Doctor Lynch, an old, 
respected citizen, was roa murdered in this place a little over a 
month ago, and very soon afterwards Corporal Hallon, a colored soldier, 
who was suspected of the crime—in fact, the evidence was almost con- 
clusive that Be was the guilty party—was taken from the jail in night- 

ime and lynched. 

: The colored soldiers at that time believed him innocent, and many 
of them vowed vengeance against not only several parties they supposed 
had a hand in it, but against the entire town. Many of the people 
were of the opinion that they would carry their threats into execution, 
but the greater proportion of them thought that it was but idle talk. 

About 2 o'clock this morning, to the great surprise of everyone at 
that time, a squad of colored soldiers, from 15 to 20 in number, 
armed with their breech-loading rifles, appeared on the street and began 
an indiscriminate firing into the houses on the south side of Main street. 
Not less than 100 shots were fired in all, and from the looks of the 
houses the bullets were large and propelled with great force. Abe 
Hill's house shows where many of them went, there being holes in the 
front, in the coiling of the rooms, and, in fact, all over. 

One of the balls passed through a 4-inch uare awning post in 
front, through the front of the building, and out through the side of the 
house. 

her ball passed through another awning post, through the front 
ee 9 house, — 51 through a man's body who was standing in the 
room, killing him instantly. In the next house a ball passed in through 
an open door up through the ceiling and through a partition in the 
upper story, that deflected the oat pora through the floor and dropped 

in which a man was sleeping. 

npon a ne Dolan’s place also received a volley that wrecked the chan- 
deliers and windows badly. The lamps and chandeliers in all of the 
houses along on this row were made targets of by them and most of 
them were knocked into smithereens. 

As soon as word could be got to the post two companies of cavalry 
were sent up, and they soon rounded up the colored troops and lodged 
them in the guardhouse. They remained on duty until daylight and 

trolled the town. Some indignation Js felt at the post commander 
Por permitting the arms and ammunition to be left where they had such 
easy access to them, but he is in no wise responsible for it. Racks are 
placed in each company’s barracks in which their arms are kept, and 
these racks can be locked up, making it impossible to get out the rifles 
without removing the padlocks. The post commander, we understand, 
issued an order that the arms be kept under lock and key by the first 
sergeant of each company, but the order was countermanded by General 
Terry, and the locks were removed. 

The officers of the post have started in in earnest to ascertain, if 
possible, every man 95 5 was absent that night with a gun, and they 
now have at least p men a 875 calaboose, all of them members of 

, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 
. was detailed early this morning, consisting of Major 
Whiteside, Captain Moylan, Captain Jackson, Lieutenant mhauser, 
and Captain Gray. They constitute what is called a court of inquiry, 
and they have been at work all day examining witnesses and getting 
every bottom fact possible. They report that they have learned who 
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at least a half dozen of the culprits are, and will fasten the crime on 
others of them before they conclude. 

They will report in the morning to the commanding officer, who will 
place in the hands of the coroner, who arrived here about noon, im- 
paneled a jury, and adjourned until to-morrow morning, the names of 
witnesses, the facts as ascertained, and the names of the suspected 
parties. In this the officers and commandant have shown a commend- 
see APIE in the manner in which they are assisting the civil au- 

orities, 

The unfortunate young man who was thus so quickly removed to his 
long home was Robert S. Bell, a cowboy, in the employ of Clark Ting- 
ley. His parents reside in York, Nebr. From a letter written by h 
father, that arrived here Saturday night, we learn that his father is an 
architect, an educated man, who, on account of his wife's failin health, 
has sold out and will remove to California during the month of Oc- 
tober. He wanted his son to.come and go with them and requested an 
immediate answer, but he will receive instead a telegram from Under- 
taker Smith announcing his death. 

The young man was standing in the back room, close to the wall, 
peeping through the window, over the blinds, into the street, when the 
volley was fired from the street, one of the balls of which, as before 
stated, passed through the awning post, the front of the house, and 
through his heart, lodging in his clothes, where it was found by Doctor 
Pratt. At the conclusion of the firing in the street, one of them was 
heard to say: “Now, boys, we'll find Souter and Cole and settle with 
them at Fiddler's tree.” 

The general feeling here is that Judge Church should order a special 
grand jury impaneled at once, and investigate this case thoroughly and 
promptly; otherwise there may again be a resort to mob violence, so 
greatly deplored by every one. 

ANON, 
FROM CORONER WRIGHT. 
Stuncis CITY, September 21, 1885. 

The excitement attending the killing of young Bell on Sunday morn- 
ing has by no manner of means subsided, but, on the contrary, is be- 
coming more and more intensified. It is the one subject of conversation 
with business men and citizens generally. There is a determined feel- 
ing that the colored Lokal must go or keep out of town. ‘The discipline 
at the post is vehemently denounced, al 3 claiming that if a 
guard is kept, as is supposed, that guard should have known when 15 
or 20 armed men went out and should have reported it. They also 
claim that this portion of the Regular Army are stationed here to 
protect life and property on the frontier, and not for the purpose of 
making armed raids at the dead hour of midnight upon unarmed and 
8 citizens. A public meeting of citizens will held this even- 
ng, at which some action will be taken to relieve them of the dread of 
violence that now threatens. 

Two things will be recommended, the first: That no colored troops 
be allowed in town after sundown, and means will be employed to make 
their visits so uncomfortable that they will not desire to come the sec- 
ond time. The other is that the Secretary of War be ses acing to re- 
move them to some other post and send white men in their places. In 
the latter they will ask the cooperation of the citizens of the belt. 

A blacksmith, a soldier, a member of the Seventh Cavalry, committed 
suicide last night at the post by shooting himself in the head. The 
only reason we have heard assigned was his arrest on some trivial 
charge that so preyed upon his mind that in a moment of temporary 
insanity he did the deed. 

It is a little amusing to hear the old bums around this town tell ‘of 
the many hairbreadth escapes they each had on the night of the raid. 
“Do you see thst post there in the street? I was sitting on that when 
they marched u ain street, and when they halted in front of me and 
the order * Ready, aim, fire.’ was given, and the fragments of broken 
glass and wooden splinters filled the air, I never budged, but stayed it 
out, I tell you I played in big luck that night to not get plugged,” and 
they all tell the same story and gather in crowds and give in their ex- 

erience, 

p They all agree that the commands were “ Guide left by fours; right 
oblique by fours; ready, aim, fire. Aim low, boys.“ and ‘all such bosh, 
and each one of them tells of bullets fanning their cheeks, tipping 
their ears, and passing between their arms and bodies. They are, to 
say the least, amusing liars. 

Tuts forenoon we visited our old Deadwood friend, Charles E. Downer, 
at his brewery on the dead line, between this place and the post. He 
has a small, neatly arranged brewery, and manufactures the best foam- 
ing beer and stock ale ever before made in the Hills. The stock ale is 
really superb, excelled by none we ever sampled. 

The coroner's inquest is progressing very slowly. Three p. m. this 
afternoon has been set for the examination of the witnesses, and it is 
hoped no further postponement will be necessary. The court of inquiry, 
consisting of five officers of the post, have been at work since early Sun- 
day morning, and they think they will be able to report the names of 
the witnesses and the facts ascertained from them by 4 o'clock p. m. 
to-day. 

[First indorsement., ] 
EXECUTIVE MANSION. 

The within communication is respectfully referred to the Secretary 
of War. 

By direction of the President : 

DANIEL S. LAMONT, 
Private Secretary. 
[Second indorsement. ] 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, October 19, 1885. 


Respectfully referred, through headquarters Division of the Mis- 
souri, to the . general Department of Dakota for remark. 
To be returned. 

B, mmand of Lieutenant-General Sheridan : 

7 R. C. DRUM, Adjutant-General. 
[Third indorsement. ] 
HEADQUARTERS DIVISION OF THE MISSOURI, 
ASSISTANT ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Chicago, October 22, 1885. 

Respectfully transmitted to the commanding general Department of 
Dakota. 

By command of Major-General Schofield: 

H. C. CORBIN, Asst. Adjt. General, 


1906. 
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[Fourth indorsement.] 


-HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF DAKOTA, 
Fort Snelling, Minn., November 10, 1885. 


Respectfully returned to the Adjutant-General of the Army, through 
the headquarters of the Division of the Missouri. 

The inclosed letter is, in the main, a just and temperate account of 
the occurrences at Sturgis City and Fort Meade, of which it speaks. 
I should take exception to but one of the statements which Mr. Caul- 
field makes. He states, as an ascertained fact, that Doctor Lynch” 
was assassinated by a colored soldier. Doubtless he is fully convinced 
of the truth of this statement; but I submit that the inclosed copy of 
a report from Colonel Sturgis of the testimony ven before the 
coroner’s jury impaneled to determine the cause of Doctor Lynch's 
‘death shows that while a case of grave suspicion was made out 
against the soldier Hallon, the evidence was by no means conclusive. 
Of course, since the brutal murder of Hallon by the mob of Sturgis 
City, it has been impracticable to determine the 1 of his gullt 
or innocence. I inclose a co of the proceedings of a board of 
officers convened by order of Colonel Sturgis to inquire into the facts 
connected with the killing of Bell. ‘The conclusions of the board con- 
firm the statements of Mr. Caulfield. 

It is not probable that all the persons who were concerned in the 
murder of Bell will be detected and punished. Four men have been 
arrested, and if the evidence against them be sufficient to establish 
their guilt they will, without doubt, be confined and tried. In their 
cases the machinery of the law will act s 

I do not recommend the removal of the 
Meade. It is not all that they, as a y, haye committed any 
crime or have been guilty of an sorder, Certain men belonging to 
one of the companies are accu of a most serious crime, but there is 
nothing to connect with it the other men of their company or any of 
the men of the other companies. There is no evidence to show that the 


iy. = 
colored troops from Fort 


peace of Sturgis City, in the future, is threatened by any of them. I 


o not believe that it is seriously threatened by them, 

I have had much experience with colored noop and I haye always 
found them as well behaved and as amenable to discipline as any white 
troops that we have. The characteristic submissixeness of their race 
is manifested in the readiness with which Shey hyo to military control. 

They are much more temperate than our white troops, and crime and 
disorders resulting from intoxication are comparatively rare among 


em. 

The situation at Fort Meade is an unfortunate one. It is very un- 
desirable that a military post and a frontier town should stand in such 
close proximity to each other as Sturgis City and Fort Meade do; un- 
fortunate possibly for the town, unquestionably unfortunate for the 
pont. But the post was established before the town was founded, and 

do not think that there would have been any town but for the post. 
Still the evils which result from this juxtaposition are not absolutely 
unavoidable. : 

The military authorities at the post will, I am sure, do their part to 
prevent the commission of crime, and if the civil authorities of the town 
ya 2 theirs as well there will be no occasion whatever for appre- 

ension. 

I take it for granted that in the Territory of Dakota the 8 of 
houses of ill-fame is prohibited by law, but notwithstanding the law 
there are in the town two brothels which would appear to have been 
established for the express purpose of catering to the taste and pan- 
dering to the passions of the colored sone, for they are “ stocked” 
with colored prostitutes—ne and mulattoes. 

They are, I am assured, places of the vilest character, and it was at 
one of them that the affray of September 19 occurred. Had no such 
place existed it is most improbable that any affray would have occurred, 
and if the people of Stu City suffer such places to exist they must, 
I submit, expect the natural result of their existence—frequent broils, 
and from time to time the commission of the most serious crimes. And 
I submit further that until the people of the town shall have 5 
these dens, which equally debauch the troops of the t and threaten 
their own safety, they will not be in a tion to ask the Government 
to change its garrison. 

ALFRED H. TERRY, 
Brigadier-General, Commanding. 


[Fifth indersement.] 


HEADQUARTERS DIVISION OF THE MISSOURI, 
; Chicago, November 14, 1885. 
Respectfully returned to the Adjutant-General of the Army. 
J. M. SCHOFIELD, 
~ Major-General, Commanding. 


[Sixth indorsement.] 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
Washington, November 21, 1885. 


N returned to the Secretary of War inviting his attention 
to and concurring in the remarks of the commanding general, Depart- 
ment of Dakota. 
: P. H. SHERIDAN, 
Lieutenant-General, 
[Iuclosure.] 


Fort MEADE, Dax. T., October 28, 1885. 


ANDIUTANT-GENERAL, DEPT. DAKOTA, 
Fort Snelling, Minn.: 


Doctor Lynch was killed by shooting about 11 p. m., August 22, 
whilst reading in his office, the assassin firing through closed office 
door. Sup cause, jealousy of colored woman. 

Evidence before coronec’s jury circumstancial; that of Private Blu- 
A Company, Twenty-fifth Infantry, the most damaging given 
ral Hallon, was to effect that he met Hallon at 10.30 

„ m. Hill's saloon, Sturgis City; Hallon asked witness to 
drink and went into alley and drank from bottle; met Hallon next in 
dance hall (Abe Hill's); took witness into alley and persuaded him 
to change blouses. After blouses were changed Hallon told witness 
to meet him at point on outskirts of town, toward Meade. 

e pansy in alley ten minutes thereafter to meet at point desig- 
nated. Tallon stoned his dog to make him follow witness.. Witness 
met Private Martines, A, Seventh Cavalry, on his way to place of 
meeting, and tried to borrow pistol from him, saying he feared trouble 
with Hallon, whose conduct was suspicivus. After being at place fixed 
for meeting ten minutes, heard shot in town and walked toward town. 

Met Corporal Raymond, Seventh Cavalry. Then waited a moment 
and heard voice calling him. Recognized Hallon’s voice. This at 

lace of meeting, about five minutes after shot was fired. Upon meet- 
ng changed blouses. Hallon putting on his own and refused to say 


what trouble was. Witness noticed six-shooter at this time in Hal- 


lon's pocket. Went back to town with Hallon. On way Hallon pulled 
out pistol and seemed to be loading it, saying he feared trouble. 
On reaching town found Lynch had n killed. While in jail with 
Hallon, latter told him what to swear to, and to stick to his story, 
which was not that given to jury. Private Martines, A Troop, and 
Corporal Raymond, C Troop, corroborated Bluford in that they had 
met him af ma fixed for his meeting Corporal Hallon, and at time 
described by Bluford. 

That witness was wearing a noncommissioned officer's blouse, and had 
conyersation with Martines about pistol. Private Rann, A Com 
testified to loaning of pistol identified as one carried by Hallon ni, 
22d; loaned it night of 21st and 22d, Hallon returnin 
morning of 23d, after murder. All chambers loaded when loaned and 
y when returned. Carried same size and weight of bullet as bullet 
which killed Lynch. 

Corporal Hallon was arrested on 23d August, on warrant duly served, 
and taken from jail in Sturgis City on night of 25th August and hanged. 

Jury found that Lynch came to his death at hand of Hallon. This 
verdict and evidence all information known to be in possession of mob 
which hanged Hallon. 

Srundts, Commanding. 


Wak DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, December 22, 1885. 


Sm: In reply to your letter of the 27th of September last, comment- 
ing upon the outrages committed at the town of Sturgis, Dak. Ter., by 
colored soldiers of the T'wenty-fifth Infantry, stationed at Fort Meade, 
and suggesting the removal of the colored troops to some other post 
the substitution of white soldiers in their place, I have the honor to 
invite attention to the inclosed cory, of the report of Gen. A. H. Terry, 
commanding the Department of Dakota, to whom the matter was 
referred, and to say that both the Department and the Lieutenant- 
8 of the Army concur in the views as expressed therein by General 

‘erry. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant. 
è War. C. ENDICOTT, å 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. B. G. CAULFIELD, 
` Deadwood, Dak. Ter. 


AFFAIR AT WINNEMUCCA, NEV., JUNE 29, 1899. 
[Telegram.] 2 
War DEPARTMENT, July 2, 1899. 
Major-General SHAFTER, 
San Francisco, Cal.: 

C. D. Van Duzer, district attorney, Humboldt 88 
graphs that armed soldiers, Twenty-fourth and Twenty-fifth Infantry, 
allowed to leave trains at Winnemucca, Nev., destroy property, and 
shoot citizens. 

Investigate at once and report. No person must be allowed to escape 
punishment for wrongdoing. 

R. A. ALGER, 


Secretary of War. 


Ney. tele- 


[Telegram. ] 
San Francisco, CAL., July 2, 1899. 


SECRETARY OF War, Washington, D. C.: 

Van Duzer wired me last night as to disorders committed by soldiers 
Twenty-fourth and Twenty-fifth Infantry; replied that Twenty-fifth 
Infantry had already sailed when report received; that so r as 
Twenty-fourth was concerned an investigation would be made at once, 
which will be done. Will send judge-advocate of department to Winne- 
mucca to collect evidence, and if case warrants it would recommend 
that stoppage be made against the entire command, as authorized in 
General ers 30 of 68. Proper guards could not have been posted 


over train, 
SHAFTER, Major-General. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA, 
OFFICE OF THE JUDGE-ADVOCATE, 
San Francisco, Cal., July 13, 1899. 


The ADJUTANT-GENERAL, DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA. 


Sin: I have the honor to submit the following reper of my investi- 
gation of the disorders “said to have been committed by United States 
troops at Winnemucca, Nev., on the 1 of the 29th gar of June, 
1899. As required by my instructions, I visited the Presidio on the 
3d instant, and after completing my inquiry there proceeded, on the 
Sth instant, to the scene of the disturbance, arriving at Winnemucca 
on the early morning of the 6th. 

About 7.30 p. m. of the 29th of June the second section of a special 
westbound train carrying companies L and M, Twenty-fifth Infantry, 
and Company K, Twenty-fourth Infantry, Major Noble, Twenty-fifth 
Infantry, commanding, arrived at Winnemucca. The officers pro- 
ceeded at once to take supper at the Lafayette Hotel, near the railway 
track and two blocks in rear of the train. The last of the fifteen 
ing the train were about opposite the station house or 
„depot,“ and this in turn was opposite Berte Klueny's saloon, 50 yards 
away on the north side of the track. On 5 to a full stop, the 
men of the Twenty-fifth Infantry, who occupied the rear coaches, left 
the train in large numbers, no restraint being imposed upon them. 
They -dispersed through the town, causing no trouble except in Klueny's 
saloon, where a crowd assembled, and, according to the afidavit of 
H. W. Skinner and John May, filed herewith, marked A and B, soon 
became boisterous and practically took ion of the bar. Several 
other citizens were in the saloon, but, like Skinner and May, they left 
it, fearing trouble. No one saw who did the shooting. 

Daylight had now so faded that only flashes of the discharges (five 
to eight in number) were seen. It is admitted by Klucny that no 
shooting occurred until the men left the saloon. fter the shooting 
the enlisted men aisperged quickly, running for their coaches. In the 
meantime some one had gone to the Lafayette Hotel and apprised the 
officers there at supper of the shooting, but before they could reach 
the scene of the disturbance the men were in their coaches. -When the 
shooting occurred “ Berte” Klucny was behind his bar and his assist- 
ant, Chris Wilhelm Deiss, was standing in front of a gate leading be- 
hind the bar, when he received a pistol shot, the nature of which is 
oe in a letter by his attending physician, W. M. Samuels, M. D., 

erew . 
The subscriber witnessed Doctor Samuels dress the wound, which 


coaches com, 
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answers to his written description. It was deemed unadvisable to 
question Deiss regarding the affair at this time, when any excitement 
might create a feverish condition, which his physician is slightly 
apprehensive may yet set in. The room where the shot took effect is 
about 20 by 20 feet, plainly furnished with wood table, chairs, and 
bar. A plain wood-framed mirror, having a glass 2 by 5 feet, and a 
few liquor glasses and decanting bottles constituted the bar equip- 
ment, The mirror had not been repaired, and remained as broken on 
the night of the disturbance. “ Berte” Klucny refused to give the 
undersigned an itemized list of property taken and destroyed, he 
having been Instructed by District Attorney C. D. Van Duzer, who is 
his attorney, not to answer questions. 

In a general way he affirmed that his “bottled goods” and the cigars 
arranged behind his bar were all taken, his decanters and glasses of 
all kinds smashed, the 8 food, cakes, etc., in the restaurant 

art of his establishment looted. The dining room is off the saloon, 
n the door to which Deiss fell when wounded. 

Assuming all this to be true, $100 would be a liberal compensation 
for property loss suffered b lucny. The most serious injury is 
that done to Deiss. Loss of time in his employment, doctor's Dill, 
the Be ico pi and pain suffered, all call for redress. The under- 
signed obtained from Deiss the ball taken from his body, and on testing 
it on an apothecary’s balance found it to be 8 grains lighter than 
the service pistol bullet. The ball was flattened and enlarged about 
the forward end, and it is possible the slight difference in weight is due 
to abrasion. The service pistol bullet is, however, hollowed at the 
rear, to act as gas check on discharge of the liel while the 
bullet taken from the body of Deiss Was evidently solidly molded, it 
giving no evidence of having been countersunk. 

While these facts raise a doubt as to the character of the pistol 
used, and by so far leaves the theory open that some of the citizens 

standing by might have fired the shot which took effect upon the 
rson of Deiss, it still remains true that some of the soldiers might 
ave carried pistols other than the service pistol, and that the weight 
of the facts so far known strongly fayor the presumption that the 
shot was fired by one of the soldiers. 

In this relation it is but just to add that Company K of the Twenty- 
fourth Infantry was not permitted to leave their coaches in a body. 

á The first sergeant and quartermaster-sergeant were, however, given 

. authority by Captain Cabaniss, commanding, to let trusted,men leave 
the coach when the train stopped. Captain Cabaniss had left Fort 
Assiniboine some days before, traveling alone with his command to 
Ogden, and during the trip kept guards over the doors of the coaches 
occupied by his men.. He continued this method after joining Major 
Noble's command at Ogden. His noncommissioned officers hold, and 
the citizens at Winnemucca admit, this company gave no trouble. 
While this does not make it conclusive that a man of this company 
could not have done the shooting, the evidence is conclusive that 
reasonable precautions were observed by Captain Cabaniss to prevent 
depredations on the part of his men. 

n reply to direct questions, Captain Cabaniss informed the under- 
signed that he heard nothing said about an officer of the day or guard 
in Major Noble’s command, but did hear, in a general way, that com- 
peny commanders were held responsible for the conduct of their men. 
de also affirmed that the men of the Twenty-fifth Infantry appeared 
to have liberty to leave the train in any numbers whenever it stopped. 

— An account of the conduct of the affair by the Silver State,“ pub- 
lished in Winnemucca on the 30th of June, is inclosed. 

As companies L and M, Twentx-fifth Infantry, were on board trans- 
port at sea bound for Manila before complaint was made of their con- 
duct at Winnemucca, the following conclusions as to the facts must of 
necessity rest upon ex parte information: 

First, No officer of the day or guard were on duty with Major 
Noble’s command on the 29th of June, 1899. 

- Second. The enlisted men of the Twenty-fifth Infantry were per- 
mitted to leave the train without restraint or watchful supervision 
when absent therefrom. 3 

Third. That the destruction of 8 and wounding of Christo- 
pher Wilhelm Deiss, in “ Berte” Klucny's saloon, are due to the dis- 
orderly conduct and criminal actions of the enlisted men of Com- 
panies L and M, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 

Fourth. That after the event the commanding officer made due effort 
to identify the guilt peaa 

ž z Very respec ly, 


is living at Winnemucca, in the bey of the Southern Pacific Railway 
ig sad as caller; that he was in Rlueny's saloon on the eventing of 
the th day of. June, 1899, when a lot of colored soldiers came into 
the saloon; that at first these soldiers appeared to be -natured 
but were so noisy and boisterous that he, the affiant, feel ng afraid of 
them, pot up to leave the barroom to go into the adjoining room, which 
is a dining room; that before leaving the room he saw soldiers jump 
over the bar and take bottles—does not know how many; that he, the 
affiant, had just passed into the dining room when shots were fired and 

Chris Deiss," who was in the barroom, fell into the doorway between 
the two rooms; that affiant then helped to take care of Deiss, who ap- 
peared to be badly hurt, but knows not who hurt him. And affiant fur- 
ther says that about a half hour after the shooting he went through the 
saloon again; that he saw the broken looking-glass, but did not notice 
any other damage to property: No property in the dining room was in- 
jured. Further deponent saith not. 


Jonx May, 


Subscribed and sworn to before me at Winnemucca, Nev., this 7th day 
of July, 1899, 


S. W. GROESBECK, 
Judge-Advocate, U. S. Army. 


WINNEMUCCA, NEV., July 7, 1899. 
Maj. STEPHEN W. GROESBECK, | 
_ Judge-Advocate, U. S. Army. 

Sır: In response to your verbal request I herewith submit a state- 
ment of the injuries sustained by Christopher Diess, of this place, at 
the ae of a soldier of the Twenty-fourth or Twenty-fifth Regiment 
nfantry. 

The bullet struck Diess just below the border of the anterior supe- 
rior spinous process of the ilium. The ball ranged downward, seem- 
ingly following the tensor vaginal femoris muscle for several inches, 
then backward into the gluteal region, coming to within a short distance 
of the surface. 

I removed the ball, which was somewhat flattened, finding it just un- 
der the fascia covering the gluteus maximus muscle. It did not pene- 
trate all the tissues covering the ilium, consequently did not strike that 


ne, 

I am inclined to think it did strike the femur, but am not positive. 
As the leg has been kept perfectly at rest, I am unable to state what, 
if any, damage was done the femur, but do not think there was any. 

Particles of trousers and drawers and two shirts were probably car- 
ried into the wound. 

Pus is present at the wofind of entrance, though to a very limited ex- 
tent. The temperature was 101.2° at 6 p. m. of the third day, but with 
that one exception both pulse and bara: fark rg have been normal. 

The treatment has been purely antiseptic dressing and the patient 
is, so far as I can see, recovering very nicely. 

I have the honor to remain, yours, respectfully,: 
W. L. SAMUELS, M. D. 


[From the Silver State, Winnemucca, Nev., Friday evening, June 30, 1899.7} 
BULLETS FLY IN THE WINNEMUCCA STREETS—CHRIS. DEISS SHOT DOWN 
BY A NEGRO SOLDIER—KLUCNY’S SALOON RAIDED BY ARMED ROWDIES— 
FURNITURE SMASHED AND STOCK STOLEN—-EFFORTS MADE TO DISCOVER 

THOSE MEN WHO FIRED THE SHOTS—AN ANXIOUS COMMANDING OF- 1 

FICER AND HIS IMPUDENT SUBORDINATES—TRAIN HELD BY Tun CIVIL 

AUTHORITIES—OFFENDERS ESCAPE, 

About 8 o'clock last night a special train arrived from the east car- 
rying colored troops. Shortly after its arrival the people uptown were 
startled by hearing pistol shots, several in succession, accompanied by 
shouting and yelling.. Crowds gathered from all directions and made 
directly for B. Klucny’s restaurant and saloon, where the trouble oc- 
curred. 

The crowd found Chris. Deiss, who is in the employ of Mr. Klueny, 
with a dangerous bullet wound in the right side, made by a .38 caliber 
revolver, a broken mirror behind the bar, and a wrecked saloon. 

Two sections of troop trains, running as second and third sections of 
No. 4, mee scheduled to arrive at Winnemucca about 5.20 and 8 p. m., 
respectively. 

‘he first train carrying soldiers arrived in the neighborhood of 6 
o'clock. This section carried colored troops, all members of the Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, United States Army, General Burt, commanding, being 
along, with several officers. The soldiers on this train were very or- 
derly. 

21 soon as the second section, carrying colored troops, stopped at 
the depot there was a 3 piling off of black men and a rush made 
for the neighboring saloons, while the officers repaired to the Lafay- 
ette Hotel on Railroad street, where they were served with supper. 

Maj. C. H. Noble, Twenty-fifth Infantry, Unitel States Army, was in 
command, with 340 men, accompanied by Captain Shattuck, commandin 
Company L, First Lieutenant Hunt, commandin 5 M. an 
Lieutenants Lyon, Enoch, McNally, and Straat, all of the same regi- 


S. W. GROESBECK, 
Judge-Advocate, United States Army. 
[First indorsement.] 5 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA, 
San Francisco, Cal., July 15, 1899. 
Respectfully forwarded to the Adjutant-General, of the Army, with 
recommendation that $250 be stopped from officers and enlisted men 
of Companies L and M, Twenty-fifth Infantry, and paid to Mr. C. W. 
Deiss, barkeeper of Berte Klueny's saloon. 
No remuneration for damages to Klueny's saloon should be made, as 
he declines to state his loss. 


Wm. R. SHAFTER, 
Major-General, Commanding. 


[Inclosures.] 
A 


88 sian W. H. Skinner, who, being duly sworn, says 
he resides in Winnemucca, State of Nevada; that he is employed by 
the Southern Pacific Railway Company as roundhouse helper; that 
he was in Klucny’s saloon and restaurant (that he boards there) on 
the evening, after dark, of the 29th day of June, 1899, when a num- 
ber of colored soldiers crowded into the saloon; that the soldiers were 
noisy and seemed to be in an ugly mood; that he thought they would 
make trouble, and, out of apprehension, left the saloon and went away 
about his duties; that while at work a little later he heard sont 
and that a man was reported shot; that he does not know who did 
the shooting. 

Affant further states that toward midnight of the same day he again 
visited Klucny’s saloon and noticed that the mirror was broken and 
that there were fragments of glasses and bottles about the bar. 

Further deponent saith not. 


ment. 

Capt. Archibald A. Cabaniss, of the Twenty-fourth Infantry, was on : 
this section, in command of Company K, composed of 110 men. 

He had been ordered to San Francisco, with his command, for dut 
in the Philippines, from Fort Assinniboine, Mont., which place he left 
last Sunday. Upor arriving at Spokane, Captain Cabaniss was ordered 
to San Francisco, via Ogden, on account of the trestle near Grants Pass. 
on the Oregon and California Railroad, being impassable, He arrived 
at Ogden in time to join the second section, carrying troops of the 
Twenty-fifth Infantry from Fort Logan to San Francisco. This com- 
mand occupied the first two cars and behaved themselyes like soldiers. 

In the neighborhood of 30 negroes entered Klueny's saloon. They 
had not been in there over five minutes before it was apparent that 
trouble was brewing. Several railroad boys were in the saloon when 
the crowd of soldiers entered. As soon as they saw that the black 
skins were evidently looking for trouble the railroad men left the build- 
ing. A few of the negroes drank the liquors called for and paid for 
them. Rough talking and drinking increased and excitement intensified 
until one big, burly negro climbed over the bar with his dagger bayonet 
in one hand and made for Mr. Klucny, who had been attending to the 
wants of the soldiers. During the mix-up other soldiers stole all the 
bottled ods they could lay their hands on. One fellow took a half 

int flask of whisky, drank it at the.end of the bar, and when empty 
eliberately threw the bottle at the mirror behind the bar, breaking 
both flask and looking-glass. i 

The crowd then got out of the saloon, save one, who was helping 
himself to bottled goods. When he started the soldiers, having re- 
mained on the sidewalk in front of the saloon, set up a howl and began 
shooting right and left. One shot took effect in the partitfon over the 


H. W. SKINNER. 
s Subscribed and sworn to this 7th day of July, 1899, at Winnemucca, 
Nev. 


S. W. GROESBECK. 
Judge-Advocate, U. S. Army. 


Personally appears’ John May, who, being first duly sworn, says 
his residence is Battle Mountain, State of Nevada; that at present 


1906. 
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entrance to the restaurant and another in the right side of Chris Deiss. 
He at that time was standing near the door between the saloon and 
dining room. In the restaurant a recruit named Frank Weld was buy- 
ing a lunch from the Chinaman when Deiss fell to the floor, wounded 
in the side. Weld, seeing Deiss crawling on his hands and knees, went 
to him and assisted him to the rear room, from whence he was carried 
to the house in the rear of the saloon. ` 

When the discharging of firearms began, the negroes made for their 
respective cars helter-skelter. $ 

t that time the officers were eating supper and the soldiers took the 
occasion to raid the saloon. They had n successful on such an 
expedition at Carlin, and, evidently having exhausted the ik 4 from 
that place, thought it about time to make another foraging trip and 
replenish their haversacks. 

At Carlin yesterday afternoon as assembly was being sounded an- 
nouncing the departure of the train the negro soldiers were in J. Isola's 
saloon. Upon hearing the bugle call they stampeded and got away 
with about two dozen flasks of whisky. The proprietor was helpless 
to do anything and had no time to make complaint to the officers, the 
train pulling out from the station immediately after the raid. 

One of the officers was asked if the men had been orderly since leav- 
ing Fort Logan, to which he replied in the affirmative, and when told 
of the trouble at Carlin he emphatically denied it, saying that he was 
present in the saloon and knew personally that there was no such an 
occurrence; but there were two railroad men in Winnemutca last night 
who had bare arrived from the East and were eyewitnesses to the affair, 
and Mr. Lieutenant was called to time in short order. 

If his own statements were correct that he was in the saloon with 
the negroes at the time, then he must have been a party to the affair, 
and his actions last night at this place indicated that he would not be 
beneath such a trick. 

News of the shooting spread over the town. Sheriff McDeid, Deputy 
Sheriff Rose, and Constable Moore were on the scene within a few 
minutes after the trouble, as was Dr. W. L. Samuels, who attended the 
wounded man. The bullet entered Deiss’s right side, striking the 
pelvis and ranging downward. It was found about half an inch under 
the skin in the back and upper portion of the right leg. Doctor Sam- 
uels extracted the bullet. 

The officers in command of the negroes endeavored to make out that 
the bullet was not one fired from a Government revolver. Upon exami- 
nation of the bullet from the discharged cartridge with a Government 
thirty-eight, no difference was discovered. 

Sheriff McDeid notified Major Noble that the train would be held at 


this int until the man who did the shooting was apprehended A 
ard was put on each car and no man allowed to make his exit, while 
herif McDeid, in company with an officer, went through the train and 


examined every pistol in 3 of a sergeant and musician, The 
officers claim that revolvers had been issued to none but sergeants 
and musicians, and that they had been in possession of such only since 
last Tuesday, the day mey took their departure from Fort Tomes. 

The only suspicious-looking pistol was a sergeant's from K Com- 
pany, Twenty-fourth Infantry, but one shot remaining in the revolver. 

his was in the possession of Sergeant Cook. Upon being examined, 
it showed that the revolver had not been discharged recently, and the 
sergeant stated that he had fired the five shots at rabbits when leaving 
Fort Assinniboine. 

After two hours’ search through the cars each company was checked 
up and from appearances found to be all present. 

Each company was lined up in single rank and roll called. When 
each man's name was called, here“ came from some dark spot in the 
line, indicating that the owner was present, but that was not always 
true. A reporter was passing up and down the line, and from personal 
knowledge knows of two instances in Company M where two men re- 
sponded “here” for two separate names. fter roll call, lanterns 
were brought forward, and Frank Denning, Jack May, John Sterling, 
and Frank Marchand, who were in the saloon when the soldiers en- 
tered, passed down the line inspecting each face, endeavoring to dis- 
cern the features of some familiar-looking negro, but without any 
results being obtained. 

After Co pany M, Lieutenant Hunt commanding, had been in- 
spected and “ dismissed,” the members made à rush for their cars, let- 
ting forth an unearthly yell in defiance to the authorities. 

The officers made a rush toward the cars, endeavoring to suppress 
the yelling, but without avail until the colored troops were in the cars. 

Four hours of continued search revealed no one with a revolver 
that had been discharged, and aay two men identified as having been 
in the saloon. One, rgeant Smith, claimed to have left before the 
fracas took place, and a private named Porter evidently knew more 
about it than he wanted to. He became somewhat entangled upon 
being questioned by District Attorney Van Duzer, making statements 
that showed conclusively that he was pretty well acquainted with the 
condition of affairs at the time of the trouble. 

Just at the time when all hope of discovering the guilty parties had 
been given up, Private Frank Weld, a white recruit, who was picked up 
down the road, he having been left a few days previously by the train 
pulling out before he could get to it, came forward and stated that he 
could positively identify the negro who jum over the bar and stole 
several bottles of beer. He stated that this negro was a member of 
Company L, and known to the men of that company as being a very 
ticklish fellow. ; 

Sheriff McDeid with the recruit and Captain Shattuck passed through 
the cars which Company L occupied. Many of the men were found to 
be asleep or playing possum, and Weld was unable to identify his man, 
but said he could in daylight and would point him out in the morning 
to his captain. 

Then followed a long jangle between Major Noble and Agent S. II. 
Kitto arrayed on one side and the 1 attorney on the other. 

Papers were served by the sheriff upon S. H. Kitto, forbidding him 
to allow the train to leave the station before daylight unless the men 
who did the shooting and stole the goods were turned over to the civil 
authorities. 

Major Noble said it was an outrage to hold the train any longer, it 
then being 1.30 in the morning; that he had done everything in his 
3 to help the authorities in the search for the guilty men; that he 

eprecated the affair, but could not see as anything else could be done. 
Continuing, he said that holding the train here was delaying the sail- 
ing of the transport Pennsylvania, on which his troops were to embark. 
This was in the nature of a bluff, and the prosecuting attorney re- 
mained firm in his determination to hold the train until daylight and 
have the thief identified by the white recruit. 

In the meantime Major Noble telegraphed to Gen. A. S. Burt, who 
was on the section ahead, that they were being held at Winnemucca on 


account of “an accident,” not divulging to the commanding officer the 
nature of the trouble. 
When the authorities began to settle down to business with a view of 


3 their object, the military officers positively refused to do 
anything toward recovering the offenders, and the train was allowed to 
proceed without any of the guilty parties paving been found. 

The officers of the companies in the main did what they were asked, 
but several made considerable of a kick when requested to aid in seek- ~ 
ing out the offenders by the major. Captain Shattuck, of Company L, 
was very gentlemanly and willing to render assistance, but several of 
the lieutenants took the affair in the nature of a huge joke, doing their 
work in a don’t care manner, 

Had either the soldiers who did the shooting or the one who com- 

mitted the theft been apprehended he would have been punishable under 
article 58 of the Articles of War. This article 1 that in time of 
war larceny, robbery, arson, murder, assault and battery with an intent 
to kill, wounding by shooting or stabbing with intent to commit murder, 
rape, assault and battery, shall be punishable by sentence eae by a 
eneral court-martial when committed by persons in the military serv- 
ce of the United States, and punishable in such cases not less than the 
punishment provided for the like offense br the laws of the State in 
which such offense may have been committed. 

The officers last night stated that travelin, 
were allowed to carry arms under the Unit 
The blue book, however, ay pos that commandin, 
shall not give men so arm the privilege to roam about an 
depredations in violation of the State laws. 

The affair has not been concluded, although the train has been per- 
mitted to leave. The facts will be laid before the Secretary of War, 
and the officers responsible will no doubt hear from it later. 

District Attorney C. D. Van Duzer telegraphed this noon to Major- 
General Shafter, commanding the Department of the Pacific, with head- 
quarters at San Francisco, notifying him of the affair and charging the 
officers in charge of the troops with criminal negligence. 

Doctor Samuels, the attending surgeon, was seen this noon and ques- 
tioned as to Deiss’s condition. The doctor stated that at noon he was 
resting very easy, but he had had a terrible night, not sleeping, and 
attended with much suffering. 

It developed this morning that had an inspection been made of every 
man on the train and his belongings the right soldier who did the shoot- 
ing would have been located. It is conclusive that a Government re- 
volver was not used, but a pistol of .38 caliber that one of the colored 
soldiers had stolen from J. Isola’s saloon at Carlin. 

Conductor Peterson, who brought in No, 3 from the West this after- 
noon, said that at Wadsworth Major Noble had a guard on at each 
door of every car and no one but a noncommissioned officer was allowed 
to get off the train or even as much as to say a word. - 

nother case of locking the barn door after the horse has been stolen. 

The little taste of military despotism to which Winnemucca was 
treated last evening does not turn well on the tongue. Although the 
people of this community live in the Far West and have not the advan- 
age of that refined standard of law and order of the East, which the 
Easterner affects to believe is denied us, the citizens of Winnemucca 
are law-abiding. It may be that it is quite the thing.in more civilized 
communities for armed bullies to wreck business houses and shoot 
down inoffensive citizens, but such exhibitions are as yet unfamiliar ~ 
to the people of Winnemucca, Humboldt County, and the State of 
Nevada. Until Nevadans are educated up to what may be quite the 

roper thing in more civilized communities, the authorities at Wash- 
ngton must tolerate the protest which goes up from this place against 
such exhibitions of lawlessness as the War Department brought our 
doors last night. 

The officers in command of the companies are to be blamed for the 
disturbance. As has been pointed out in The Silver State from time 
to time, officers stand quietly by while the ruffians of their commands 
insult women, and, so far as they dare, terrorize men. It has not 
been a fortnight since Deputy Sheriff Rose was obliged to take charge 
of a blue-coated scoundrel who grossly insulted a number of ladies 
who had assembled at the station to take leave of a wedding party 
which was on its way to California. Such scenes of riot as disgraced 
the United States Army last night are threatened every time a train 
load of soldiers passes through this place. : 

The shooting of Deiss last night was merely an incident. Such 
shooting =e occur any time such ruffianly scoundrels. who appear to 
hold themselves above the law, may take it into their heads to raid 
saloon or business house. No doubt had the foul-mouthed fellow whom 
Sherif!’ Rose took to task a week ago Sunday been armed, shooting 
would have ensued. The people, not only of Winnemucca, but of eve 
station along the road, have the right to demand protection from suc 
rowdyism. If the War Department is unwilling or unable to protect 
the people from the insults and murderous assaults of the soldiers, there 
are ways by which women and children can be protected and property 
preserved. No man is worthy of the name who will stand quietly by 
and see his wife and daughter insulted by a rufan, whether he be in 
uniform or out. 

Something must be radically wrong when the citizens of this Repub- 
lic are terrorized by the soldiers whose only excuse for being is that 
they preserve the peace and quiet of the nation. 


under war orders the men 
States Army Regulations. 
officers 
commit 


AFFAIR AT SAN CARLOS AGENCY, ARIZ., OCTOBER 13, 1899. 
{Telegram.] 
DENVER, COLO., October 15, 1899. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL, Washington, D. C.: 


Commanding officer, San Carlos, reports that Friday night about 
twelve of command made attack on four peaceful Indians, beating them 


severely. All efforts being made to discover guilty parties. Bad feel- 
ing 3 Indians. Will report when matter more thoroughly investi- 
gated. 


MERRIAM, Brigadier-General. 


(Telegram. ] 
s DENVER, COLO., October 15, 1899. 
ADIUTANT-GENERAL ARMY, Washington, D. C.: 

Have ordered Colonel McGregor, Ninth Cavalry, Fort Grant, ta pro- 
ceed in person immediately to San Carlos and investigate disturbance 
between soldiers and Indians. Have also ordered one troop of cavalry - 
to follow him soon as possible and take temporary station there. 

MERRIAM, Brigadier-General, 
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(Telegram. ] 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, October 16, 1899. 


The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington: 


The following telegrams from the commanding general, Department 
of Colorado, are sent you for your information: 8 N 


ADJIUTANT-GENERAL, Washington, D. C.: 


Commanding officer, San Carlos, reports that Friday night about 
twelve of command made attack upon four peaceful Indians, beatin 
them severely. All efforts being made to discover guilty parties. Bac 
feeling among Indians. Will report when matter more thoroughly in- 


vestigated, 
MERRIAM, Brigadier-General. * 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL ARMY, Washington, D. 0.: 22 


Have ordered Colonel McGregor, Ninth Cavalry, Fort Grant, to pro- 
ceed in person 3 to San Carlos and investigate disturbance 
between soldiers and Indians. Have also ordered one troop cavalry 
to follow him soon as possible and take temporary station there. 

MERRIAM, Brigadier-General. 
ELIHU Roor, 
Secretary of War. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, October £7, 1899. 
Hon. SECRETARY or WAR. 


Sim: I have the honor to transmit herewith copy of a communica- 
tion of 16th instant, from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, repeat- 
ing telegram from Capt. W. J. Nicholson, United States Army, acting 
Indian agent, San Carlos Agency, Ariz., relative to a murderous as- 
sault e by twelve or fifteen soldiers upon four peaceful Indians 
belonging to said agency, and also copy of telegram from Captain 
Nicho. „dated 16th instant, add to the partment on the 
same subject. 

Captain Nicholson reports very bad feeling between soldiers and In- 
dians and states that negro soldiers should not remain at the agency, 
—— * if this company is not immediately removed he fears serious 

ble. 

In view of the statements made by Captain Nicholson, I have the 
honor to suggest the advisability of removing this company from the 

Carlos Reservation without delay. 

Very respectfully, Tos. RYAN, 
Acting Secretary. 
IInclosure No. 1.] 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

OFFICE oF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, October 16, 1899. 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Sır: This office has the honor to repeat herewith a telegram, dated 
the 14th instant, received from Capt. W. J. Nicholson, United States 
srny, acting Indian agent, San Carlos Agency, Ariz., which reads as 

follows: 

“Last night twelve to fifteen soldiers made murderous attack upon 
four pea i Indians without provocation, beating them to insensi- 
bility with clubs. Very bad feeling between soldiers and Indians. If 
this company is not immediately removed, fear serious trouble. Doing 
all in my power to punish guilty parties. 

The olie has no information concerning this affair other than the 
telegram aboye quoted, from which it would seem that the prompt 
removal of the company to which the offenders belong from San Carlos 
is desired. by the acting agent, in order to 8 serious trouble. It 
is therefore r tfully recommended that a copy of this letter be 
transmitted to the War Department, with request that such action be 
taken as may be deemed necessary in the premises, to the end that the 
threatened trouble may be ave and the guilty parties punished. 

A copy of this report is inclosed herewith. 

ery respectfully, your obedient servant, 
5 A. C. TONNER, Acting Commissioner, 
{Inclosure No. 2—Telegram.] 


San CARLOS, ARIZ., October 16, 1899. 
(Via Holbrook, October 17.) 
. SECRETARY OF INTERIOR DEPARTMENT, 
gry: Washington, D. 0.: 

Saturday night ten or twelve negro soldiers made a murderous assault 
on four Sen g Indians, beating them to insensibility with clubs. 
Made one arrest so far. Hope to make others. Have every confidence 
in me. Negro soldiers should not remain here. All quiet. 

NICHOLSON, Agent. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, October 17, 1899. 
COMMANDING GENERAL, DEPARTMENT OF THE COLORADO, 
Denver: 

Upon telegram from acting Indian Slee San Carlos, of very bad 
feeling between soldiers and Indians, and that if negro soldiers are not 
removed he fears serious trouble, Interior Department has suggested 
the advisability of removing this company from the San Carlos Reser- 
vation without delay. Secretary War approves and Major-General Com- 

-manding suggests that D, Seventh Infantry, be sent from Fort Crook 
to replace Č, n which might joln home battalion in Texas, 
Secretary War would like your views at once. 

H. C. Corpry, Adjutant-Generat. 


(Telegram. ] 

DENVER, COLO., October 17, 1899. 

ADJUTANT-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C.: ` 
Already prepared to remove colored infantry from San Carlos. Troop 
Ninth Cavalry en route now for purpose. Perhaps white men less 
likely to provoke trouble. Company Seventh Infantry from Crook and 
Roots could go San Carlos, and infantry from San Carlos take station 
at Roots and Mackenzie. Should have at least two experienced officers 
. for that plan. Preferably put whole company at Roots and leave 
Mackenzie in charge quartermaster's agent for winter. Cavalry troops 
fo remain at San Carlos till white company arrives. See also my 


telegram yesterday regarding Roots and Mackenzie. 
-~ MERRIAM, Brigadier-General. 


[First indorsement.] 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
Washington, D. O., October 18, 1899. 

The Major-General Commanding recommends as follows : 

Company D, Seventh Infantry, Fort Crook, to be ordered to San 
Carlos, Ariz. The erased of the Twenty-fifth N now at San 
Carlos to be ordered to Texas, reporting by telegraph to the department 
commander for assignment to a station. The commanding general De- 

artment of the M. uri to send one company of the First Infantry 
rom Fort Leavenworth, Kans., to Fort Logan H. Roots, Ark., for sta- 
tion, and one company of the Tenth Infantry from Fort Crook, Ariz., 
to Fort Mackenzie, Wyo., for station. 


J. C. GILMORE, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


[Second indorsement. ] 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, October 20, 1899. 
Respectfully returned to the Major-General Commanding the Army to 
know if, in consideration of the „ telegram of the 19th 
from General Merriam, he will recommend any change from the instruc- 
tions given in preceding indorsement of October 18. 
7 t JOHN A. JOHNSTON, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


[Third indorsement. ] 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
Washington, D. O., October 20, 1899. 
The ö irasom adheres to the recommendationg 
contained the first indorsement hereon. 
J. C. GILMORE, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


[Telegram.] 
oy Denver, COLO., October 18, 1899. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Following received: “San Carlos, 17th; just arrived; B Troop, 
Captain Finley, commanding, will be here to-morrow; everythin 
seems quiet. Gregor, colonel.” I suggest delay moving Seven 
Infantry till McGregor’s report received. 7 


MERRIAM, Brigadier General. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, October 19, 1899. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 

Sin: In connection with previous correspondence relative to the as- 
sault by soldiers upon four Indians of the San Carlos Reservation, 
Ariz, I have the mor to transmit herewith for your information 
copy of a communication of 18th instant from the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, stating that Captain Nicholson, acting Indian agent, 
reports under date of 17th instant that the Indians are all quiet and 
at work on their farms and that there will be no further trouble. 

Very respectfully, 
20 THOS. RYAN, Acting Secretary. 
[Inclosure.] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, October 18, 1899. 


The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Sin: Respectfully referring to office report to you of the 16th in- 
stant, repeating for your information a telegram dated the 14th fn- 
stant, received from Capt. W. J. Nicholson, U. S. Army, acting agent 
of the San Carlos Agericy, Ariz., relative to the murderous assault 
made by eight soldiers on four peaceful Indians at San Carlos, and 
recommending that the information be furnished the War Department 
for its action in the prem I am now in receipt of a telegram 
dated the 17th instant, from the acting agent, which reads as follows: 

“Indians all quieted down and working on farms as usual, We 
will have no trouble. I think I can apprehend all the offenders.” 

It is recommended that a copy of this letter be furnished the War 
Department for its information and consideration in connection with 
office report of the 16th instant. 

A copy of this communication is inclosed herewith, 

ery respectfully, your obedient servant, 


W. A. Jones, Commissioner. 


[Telegram.] š 
DENVER, COLO., October 19, 1899. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL, Washington, D. C.: 
Following just received from Colonel McGregor, San Carlos, Ariz. : 
“Everything quiet here. All the pullty parties in confinement and 
will be turned over to civil authorities for trial.. Four of them have 
turned state's evidence.” In view of above report, I recommend B 
Troop, Ninth Cavalry, remain at San Carlos, and C, Twenty-fifth 
Infantry, march to Fort Grant. Reference my letter October 12. 
Also renew my recommendation in telegram dated October 16 regard- 
ing Roots and Mackenzie. 
MERRIAM, Brigadier-Gencral. 


War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, October 20, 1899. 

Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the 170 ty in connection with 
8 correspondence relative to the assault y soldiers upon four 
ndians of the San Carlos Reservation, Ariz., of your letter of the 
19th instant, transmitting, for the information of this Department, 
copy of a communication from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs sta - 
ing that ro Nicholson, acting Indian agent, reports that the In- 
dians are all quiet and at work on their farms, and that there will be 

no further trouble. 
Very respectfully, EL. nu Roor, 
Secretary of War. 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, . 
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[Telegram.] ' 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, October 21, 1899. 
COMANDING GENERAL, DEPARTMENT OF COLORADO, 
Denver: 

Orders to-day, send D, Seventh Infantry, from Fort Crook to San 
Carlos; the company of Twenty-fifth Infantry at San Carlos to Texas, 
reporting by telegraph to department commander for assignment to 
station; one company of First. Infantry from Fort Leavenworth to 
Logan H. Roots, and one company Tenth Infantry from Fort Crook to 
Fort Mackenzie, 


JOHNSTON, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


[Telegram.] 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, October 21, 1899. 


COMMANDING OFFICER, DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Tes.: 


Orders to-day, send C, Twenty-fifth Infantry, now at San Carlos, 
Ariz., to your department, commanding officer to report to you by tele- 
graph for assignment to station, 0 


x JOHNSTON, 
. Assistant Adjutant-General, 


Wark DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, November 4, 1899. 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
Sir: Referring to previous correspondence in the matter of an assault 
by certain soldiers of the garrison at the San Carlos Agency, Ariz., 
upon peaceful Indians located on the reservation, and to copy furnished 
‘ou on the 16th of October last of a telegram from Brigadier-General 
erriam, commanding Department of the Colorado, to the effect that 
he had ordered Colonel McGregor, Ninth Cavalry, from Fort Grant to 
San Carlos to investigate the said disturbance, I haye now the honor to 


inclose for your information co agg a report just received from Colonel 
a lated October 23, 1 , communicating the result of his in- 
vestigation. A 


Very respectfully, ELIHU Roor, 
= 25 2 Secretary of War. 


[Inclosure.] 


Fort GRANT, ARIZ. TER., 
October 23, 1899, 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL, 
DEPARTMENT OF THE COLORADO, 
Denver, Colo. 


Sır: In obedience to telegraphic instructions from Paces headquarters 
of the 15th instant, ordering me to proceed to San Carlos and inyesti- 
te disturbance between soldiers and Indians at that post, I left Fort 
rant on the morning of the 16th, and arrived at Fort Thomas that 
afternoon and San Carlos the following day about 1 p. m., and immedi- 
ately proceeded to make the investigation ordered, and have the honor 
to report as follows: 

On Friday, October 13, 13 men of Company C, Twenty-fifth Infantry, 
after dark visited a small isolated camp toward the river from the post, 
and tried to get the Indians to come outside, which they declined to do, 
and the soldiers left and went across to the other side of the post to 
a small camp of Tontos. At this camp there were two Indians outside 
the tepees, one laying down and one Indian police 1 to him. The 
soldiers immediately struck the policeman on the head with a club, also 
the Indian lying on the und. Two Indians came running out of the 
tepees, and they were also struck with clubs. One of the soldiers se- 
cured the policeman's pistol. 

The squaws in camp aroused the neighboring Indians and the 
force, and the soldiers then dropped their clubs and ran tow 
post, closely followed by a number of Indians. 

About the time they arrived some person shouted fire, and fire call 
was sounded, so that when the officers arrived on the scene all of the 
ag. oe were out of their quarters and no arrests were made that night. 

The Indians who followed the men returned to their camps on being 
assured by their agent that everything would be done to bring the 
guilty parties to justice. 

The next oar the commanding officer confined four. men, but dis- 
covered later they were not the right ones. The Indians told thelr 
agent that the soldiers were led by a white man of the Hospital Corps, 
and when the man of the Hospital Corps and some light-colored. sol- 
diers were assembled in the office three Indians separately went in and 

icked out Private Morehead, Hospital Corps, and Private Welcome, 

‘ompany C, Twenty-fifth Infantry, as members of the cakung party: 

Next day Private Briggs was confined, but denied being with the 

rty, but afterwards acknowledged that he was one of them and gave 

e names of five other men who were present, and said there were 
others whose names he did not know, but that he knew the men by 
sight. I had the company assembled, and Private Briggs pointed out 
Privates Cuthbert, Owens, Trader, and Washington as being of the 
party that night. As the guardhouse is only a shack, and the pris- 
oners were all huddled together, and I could get no information from 
them, I had two of them, Musician Savoy and Private Higgins, whom 
I suspected of being the ringleaders, taken over to the Indian guard- 
house and placed in separate cells. 

The next day these two men were willing to tell what they knew of 
the affair, and I had their affidavits taken, which are inclosed and 
marked A and B. From these affidavits and that of Private Briggs, 
also inclosed, it will be seen that they all name the same men, and I am 
satisfied these and no others constituted the party. 

Private Young also acknowledged to the commanding officer and my- 
self that he was present and named the same rties, but each and 
every one emphatically denied that Private Morehead, of the Hospital 
Corps, was with them or that they saw him on the night in question, 
wae shows that no reliance can be placed on the testimony of the 


olice 
the 


and were tried by summary 


Two men were arrested some time ago 
court, and I have no doubt this raid was deliberately planned to get 


reyenge on some of the police. 

When I visited the Indians, the day after my arrival at San Carlos, 
they had gone to their respective work and expressed themselves as per- 
25 sat _ that everything was being done to bring the guilty par- 

es to justice. 

With the 5 of neglecting to inform the commanding officer of 
Fort Grant of the trouble, which might have been a serious matter if 
an outbreak had taken place, the commanding officer of San Carlos 
seems to have handled the affair very satisfactorily. 

; 5 left San Carlos on the 2ist and arrived at this post on the 22d 
nstant. 
Very respectfully, THOS. MCGREGOR 
Colonel Ninth Cavalry. 
[First indorsement.] 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE COLORADO, 
Denver, Colo., October 30, 1899. 

Respectfully forwarded to the Adjutant-General of the Army for in- 
formation of the honorable Secretary of War. 

The prompt and efficient action of Colonel McGregor, under instruc- 
tions from these headquarters, Sppeare to haye allayed all cause of com- 
plaint and all danger of further disorder. 

In view of the results, I regret the transfer of the offending company 
to a choice station at this time. 

I hope action may be taken on my letter dated October 12, 1899, ask- 
ing 1 shall be the official relation between San Carlos and Fort 

rant, 

H. C. MERRIAM, 
Brigadier-General, Commanding. 


[Subinclosures.] , 


A. 
TERRITORY OF ARIZONA, Post of San Carlos, Ariz. Ter.: 


Personally appeared before me Private John Higgins, Company C, 
Twenty-fifth Infantry, who, being duly sworn, deposes and says that 
on Friday night, October 13, 1899, he was one of a party of men who 
left the post and went among several Indian camps, in one of which 
some members of the party assaulted the Indians. He further says 
that Private George Young, Company C, Twenty-fifth Infantry, was 
the apparent leader of the party, or the one who asked him to join the 
5 and that said Young was the only man he saw strike an Indian. 

e following men formed the party: Musician Sevoy, Privates Briggs, 
Atkins, Brown, Cuthbert, Green, Higgins, Owens, Washington, Trador, 
Young, Price, and Sims. The following man carried a pistol: Private 
Trador. The following men were seen with clubs: Privates Green, 
Young, and Atkins. 

: JOHN HIGGINS. 
Private, Company C, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me, at San Carlos, Ariz. Ter., this 
18th day of October, 1899. 
G. D. ARROWSMITH, 


First Lieutenant, Twenty-fifth Infantry, 
s Summary Court Officer. 


TERRITORY OF ARIZONA, Post of San Carlos: 


Personally appeared before me Musician John Sevoy, Company C, 
Twenty-fifth Infantry, who, being duly sworn, deposes and says that on 
Friday night, October 13, 1899, he was one of a party of men who left 
the post and went among several Indian camps, in one of which some 
members of the party assaulted the Indians. e further says that Pri- 
vate John Cuthbert, Company C, Twenty-fifth Infantry, was the appar- 
ent leader of the party, or the one who asked him to join the party. 
He further says that Private Young, Company C, Twenty-fifth Infantry, 
was the only man he saw strike an Indian, and that said Young also 
took a pato from one of the Indians. The following men were of the 

rty: ivates Cuthbert, Young, Briggs, Price, Atkins, Washington, 

rown, Green, Higgins, Owens, Trador, Sims, and Musician Sevoy. The 
following men carried pistols: Privates Trador and Owens. e fol- 
lowing men carried clubs: Privates Cuthbert, Young, Briggs, Sims, 
Green, Price, Atkins, Washington, and Brown. 
JOHN SEvoy, 


Musician, Company C, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me, at San Carlos, Ariz. Ter., this 
18th day of October, 1899. 
G. D. ARROWSMITH, 
First Lieutenant, Twenty-ffth Infantry, 
Summary Court Officer. 


€. : 


TERRITORY OF ARIZONA, Post of San Carlos: 


Personally appeared before me Private Aby Briggs, Company C, 
8 Infantry, who, being duly sworn, deposes and says: That 
on Friday night, October 13, 1899, he was asked by Musician John 
Sevoy, Company C, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to join a party going amon 
some Indian camps. He joined said party, voy being the apparen 
leader, and was with the party when the assault was made on an 
Indian camp, and that he saw Privates Young and Atkins hit some 
Indians, Young exclaiming before he struck, Here is the son of 
a we are after,“ or words to that effect. The following men were 
of the party: Musician Sevoy, Privates Briggs, Atkins, Brown, Cuth- 
bert, Green, Higgins, Owens, Washington, Trador, Young, Price, and 
Sims. The following men were carrying clubs: Musician Sevoy, Pri- 
vates Atkins and Briggs. 

ABY BRIGGS, 


Private, Company C, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me at San Carlos, Ariz., this 18th 
day of October, 1899. : 


G. D. ARROWSMITH, 
First Lieutenant, Twenty-fifth Infantry, 
5 Summary Court Officer. 


TERRITORY OF ARIZONA, Post of San Carlos: 

Personally appeared before me Private Geor: W. MeMurray, Com- 
pany C, Twenty-fifth Infantry, who, pang duly sworn, 83 
says: That on Friday night, October 13, 1899, he was awakened by 
some one knocking at the door and he got out of bed, opened the door, 
and saw several Indians, who exclaimed, “ Man, man.” hey soon left, 
and he then noticed behind the door a man who proved to be Private 
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Briggs, Company C, Twenty-fifth Infantry, who, when questioned 
admitted that he had been chased Indians and that during the 
chase an Indian caught him by the collar, but he Nene immediately 
knocked him down. He also made the remark, “ 

like the devil," or words to that effect. He also said that Musician 
Sevoy, Privates Sims, Young, and others were with him in that fight, 


or words to that effect. 
— GEORGE W. MCMURRAY, 
‘ Private, Company C, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 
Sworn to and subscribed before [me] at San Carlos, Ariz., this 18th 
day of October, 1899. ee 225 y 
G. D. ARROWSMITH, 
First Lieutenant, Twenty-fifth 8 
s Summary Court Officcr. 


TERRITORY OF ARIZONA, Post of San Carlos: 


Personally 9 before me Cook Reuben Lewis, pees Sy 
Twenty-fifth Infantry, who, being duly sworn, deposes and s at 
on Saturday morning, October 14, 1899, about 5.30 o'clock a. m., 
Private Briggs, Company C, Twenty-fifth Infantry, came into the com- 
pany kitchen and made the following remarks: 

„Lewis, there was a terrible stir last night, and they like to got 
me,” or words to that effect. During the conversation that followed 
he said that he, Musician Sevoy, Privates Sims, Counts, Young, and 
others had taken part in the disturbance the previous evening. 

REUBEN Lewis, 
Cook, Company C, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me at San Carlos, A. T., this 18th 

day of October, 1899. 
D. ARROWSMITH, 


G. 
First Lieutenant, Twenty-fifth Infantry, Summary Court. 
F. 


TERRITORY OF ARIZONA, Post of San Carlos: 
Personally appeared before me Private George H. Smith, Hospital 


Coi U. S. Army, who, being duly sworn, deposes and says: That on 
Fri afternoon, October 13, 1899, Musician Sevoy, Company C, 
Twenty-fifth Infantry, did say, Smith, there is going to be trouble 


to-night,” or words to that effect. 
GEORGE H. SMITH, 
E Private, Hospital Corps, U. S. Army. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me at San Carlos, A. T., this 18th 
day of October, 1899. 
D. Arrows MITH, 


G. 
First Lieutenant, Twenty-fifth Infantry, Summary Court. 
G. 


TERRITORY OF ARIZONA, Post of San Carlos: 


Personally appeared before me Private Erasmus T. Dabbs, Company 
C, Twenty-ffth Infantry, who, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 
That on iday night, October 13, 1899, he was awakened by some 
one knocking at the door, and he got out of bed, went to the door, and 
saw several Indians, who exclaimed, “ Man, man; they soon left, and 
he then noticed behind the door a man who proved to be Private Bri 
Company C, Twenty-fi-.h Infantry, who he heard say to Private Me- 
Murray, “I will tell you later.” 
Enasuus T. Danns, 
Private, Company O, Twenty-fifth Infantry.- 


Sworn to and subscribed before me at San Carlos, A. T., this 18th 
day of October, 1899. 8 
D. ARROWSMITH, 


G. 
First Lieutenant, Twenty-fifth Infantry, Summary Court. 


(Telegram. ] 
Sax ANTONIO, TEX., November 12, 1899. 
ADJUTANT-GE> 


NERAL, 
War Department, Washington, D. C.: 


Report arrival of Company C, Twenty-fifth Infantry, 100 enlisted men, 
9 L. Hodges, First ‘Lieut. G. 5. Arrowsmith, 8 p. m., Novem- 
27 Hooks, Commanding. 


AFFAIR AT EL PASO, TEX., FEBRUARY 16-17, 1900. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, February 21, 1900. 

S. Army, 

Washington, D. C. 


Sm: I have the honor to furnish herewith, for the information of the 
Department, the following report received from the commanding officer, 
Fort Bliss, 'Tex., on the recent disturbance at El Paso, 3 


Fort Buss, TEX., February 19, 1900. 


ADIJUTANT-GENERAL DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Tez. 


Sır: I have the honor to report that sometime during the night of 
16th to 17th instant a number of men of Company A, Twenty-fifth In- 
fantry, took rifles from the arms racks and went to the cit jail of El 
Paso, Tex., where two soldiers were held for trial by the ity authori- 
ties on charge of drunk and > eg NS fired into the city jail, killing 
one policeman on duty there. Corpi. James W. Hull, Com any <A, 
Twenty-fifth Infantry, was killed. The noncommissioned officer in 
charge of barracks permitted the keys of the arms racks to get out of 
his possession. It is believed now that he was one of the party. 

As soon as I learned of the outrage (7 o'clock the 17th) the wherea- 
bouts of every man was ascertained, the arms and all ammunition were 
secured and placed under lock and key, and every precaution taken to 
prevent any soldier leaving the limits of the post. 

It is needless to say that I am 2 55 everything in my power to find 
the pouty arties. Believe I have the leader. 

The civil authorities, both city and county, have been yery courteous 
and considerate, and have accepted my assurances that I will do all in 

power to bring the guilty parties to justice. I will report by wire 


whenever necessary. 
Very respectfully, R. H. R. LOUGHBOROUGH, 
Captain, Ticenty-fif{th Infantry, Commanding. 


Very respectfully, 


The ADJUTANT-GENERAL, U. 


CHAMBERS MCKIBEEN, 
Colonel Ticelfth Infantry, Commanding. 
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e have been fighting 


DECEMBER 20, 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, March 1, 1900. 
The ADJUTANT-GENERAL, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C. 


report of the investigation of the recent 
troubles at El Paso, Tex., made. by Lieutenant-Colonel Roberts, acting 
ete pi rion of the department, to which attention is respectfully 


Th to have been no indications from which any disorder 
of the kind could have been anticipated and certainly no excuse for 
the assault on the jail which resulted so unfortunately, and it is also 
probable that the parties connected with it had no intention of adding 
murder to the crime of assault. z 

The incident, however, shows that at all posts in tbis department 
garrisoned by single companies of colored soldiers similar disturb- 
ances are liable to occur without warning, due to fancied wrongs and 
the effort to take matters into their own hands. In the present in- 
stance there can be no possible excuse offered, and it can not even 
be. suggested that the arrest of Corporal Dyson was not warranted. 

The incident also emphasizes the need for a full complement of 
officers at all one (1) com y posts. One officer can not alone prop- 
erly and efficiently administer the affairs at these ts and at the 
same time pay the attention to the instruction and discipline of their 
companies, consisting so largely of recruits, with noncommissioned 
officers of comparatively short service and insufficient experience, 
which is absolutely necessary. 

Captain Loughborough is an officer of great experience, and one of 
the most conscientious and efficient officers in the Army, but the 
nature and scope of his duties prevent his being so closely in touch 
with his men as is essential to t results with this class of troops, 
which, unquestionably, requires stricter discipline and more constant 
oversight than white troops. This is largely due to the fact that since 
the increase in size of the companies recruits have been largely drawn 
from sections where colored men have less independence of character 
= vcore from control, and less care has been taken in their 
selection. ¢ 

There is, unquestionably, a very strong prejudice throughout all 
the old slave States against colored troops, and this is quite a separate 
feeling from the ordinary race prejudica which is, perhaps, less at El 
Paso than at. otber border towns in this department. A colored man 
in uniform represents authority, and this idea suggests . 
which is bitterly resented. It is not because the colored soldier is 
disorderly—for, as the rule, they behave better than white soldiers, 
and, eyen when drunk, are less troublesome to manage—but because 
they are soldiers. 

Regiments of colored troops haye been organized in accordance 
with acts of Congress and are part of the military establishment. and 
it can not be expected that the Government of the United States shall 
accept dictation in deciding upon the use to be made of them or their 
stations. 

In this connection I desire to call attention to the statement in 
Lieutenant-Colonel Roberts's report with reference to the published 
article in an El Paso newspaper giving an alleged interview with Hon. 
Moses Dillon, United States coliector of customs. This is not the 
only occasion which has come to my knowledge in which expressions 
of this kind have been indulged in by Federal officials. While it is 
impossible to protect colored soldiers from insults from the hoodlum 
class or from unjust discrimination in border towns where the right 
of drunken cowboys and other white men to “shoot up the town” 
upon occasions is tacitly recognized, it is submitted that the Govern- 
ment is entitled to ect that the utterances of Federal officials 
should tend to allay, rather than to intensify, local excitement and 
prejudice, and especially when they are, presumably, politically in 
sympathy with the present Administration. 

It is to be tted that it is impossible to fix responsibility more 
definitely upon the participants, but it is believed that the investiga- 
3 is being conducted will eventually disclose all the guilty 

art les. 

s The precautions taken by Captain Longhborough to prevent further 
disturbance seem to be all that are possible. 


pectfully, 
hk Bin, K CHAMBERS MCKIBBDIN, 
Colonel Twelfth Infantry, Commanding. 


[Inclosure.] x 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, February 28, 1900. 


The. ADJUTANT-GENERAL, DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS. 


Sm: In compliance with the Instructions of the ment com- 
mander, I have to report that I proceeded on the 20th instant to 
Fort Bliss. Tex., to investigate the recent troubles at that post, re- 
turning yesterday. 

I have to report as follows: y; 

That during the night of Febrnary 16-17 cee John Kipper, Corpl. 
Samuel E. Dyson, and Privates Davis and Wright, all of Company A, 
Twenty-fifth Infantry, were on pass in the city of El Paso. It ap- 

ars that Corporal son became more or less intoxicated, and about 
1.30 a. m., February 17. was arrested by the police and conflned in 
the city jail. Sergeant Kipper, with Privates Davis and Wright, went 
to the jail and endeavored to obtain Dyson's release by giving bail or 

ying a fine, but were informed it was too late, that the official who 
faa authority to accept bail had gone home, and that the man could 
not be released before morning. 

Sergeant Kipper and party then left the jail, and, it is presumed, 
returned to the post. At about 2.30 a. m, he was seen riding into the 
post on a bicycle by the sentry on the road leading to El Paso. At 
about 3 a. m. Private Harris says Sergeant Kipper came into his 

uad room, went to his bunk, awakened him, and told him to come 
with him and get Corporal Dyson out of jail. He also at the same 
time pulled the blanket from over Private Coffey’s face and lighted a 
match. Private Coffey recogn Sergeant Kipper, who did not speak, 
but went to Harris's bunk. Coffey heard Kipper ask Harris to with 
him ot get Dyson out of jail, and Harris's reply, “I am sick and won't 

w ou. 
80 Mhe n officer in charge of quarters was Corpl. Gard- 
ner Davis, who says that after taking check roll call at 11 p. m. 
went to bed and had the keys of the gun racks under his head; that 
some time in the night they were removed without disturbing him. It 
aporers that two arm racks were unlocked and eight rifles taken out; 
also that two of the fire axes from the rack outside the company 
quarters were en. A 

The night force on duty at the city jail consisted of a mounted 


Sin: I forward herewith 


1906, 


z, 


policeman named Newton Stewart, and the jailer, “Dick” Blacker, 
who says that about 5 o'clock a. m. he was awakened by shots. and 
that he saw ene man in the door of his room, who fired at him; that he 
returned the fire and then jumped out of the window. He saw only 
the one man and can not recognize him—indeed, was so much fright- 
ened that it is doubtful if he saw anyone or not. A number of men 
from the engine room next door, alarmed by the firing, rushed In and 
found the policeman, Stewart, unconscious. He died about 7 a. m. 
without regaining consciousness. ‘The firemen followed a trail of blood 
leading from the police station about 150 yards and found the dead 
body of Corpi. James II. Hall, with bis rife by his side. The keys of 
the arm racks which had been opened were found in his pockets. 

So far as can be learned, the only person other than the jailer, 
Blacker, who saw anything of the party was a man named Stoltz, who 
says that about 5 a. m. he saw a party uf about ten or twelve soldiers; 
that though he did not observe them closely, he noticed that each had a 
rifle and one had an axe, and that they turned down the street toward 
the jail. He heard no words. He was on his bicycle hurrying to his 
work at Nation's meat market, and can not identify any of them. 

The following-named men, against whom circumstances point most 
strongly, were on the 22d instant turned over to the civil authorities, 
and are now confined in the county jail at El Pas [sic], viz, Sergt. 
John Kipper, Corpl. William Powell, and Private Leroy Roberts. The 
circumstances which indicate the complicity of these men are as fol- 
lows: Se John Kipper, in addition to circumstances narrated above, 
was seen by members of the Hospital Corps just before reveille on the 
morning in gratin in company with another man, in the chaparral 
in the act of pulling off a pair of canvas trousers, and, shortly after- 
war the musician of the guard saw Private Leroy Roberts coming 
into the sortian from the east side, followed a few minutes later by 
Sergeant Kipper. A canvas suit with Sergeant Kipper's name inside 
the trousers was found concealed in a tile pipe in rear of the bakery. 
In one of the squad rooms of the vacant barracks two rifles and two 
suits of canvas clothing were found and Corporal Powell's name was on 
one of the coats. 

In addition to the three rifles above, one was found in the chaparral 
near the hospital, one was brought in by a civilian, and one was found 
= Ra a distance from the city jail, making six in all, leaving two 

In addition to the three men turned over to the civil authorities, 
the following are held in confinement at the post under suspicion: 
Corpl. Gardner Davis, who was noncommissioned officer in charge of 
quarters on the night in question; Privates Davis and Wright, who 
visited the jail with Sergeant Kipper, and Private Elmore Sears. "There 
are also two or three others under surveillance as suspects, though there 
is so far nothing tangible connecting them with the occurrence. 

On the morning of July 23 Corporal McElroy, noncommissioned offi- 
cer of the guard, deserted after posting the 7 a. m. relief, taking his 
arms and equipment, which were shortly afterwards found near the 
post. This man had been suspected, but as there was no implicating 
evidence against him he had not been arrested. 

The above is practically all that has been discovered with reference 
to the affair up to this time. The information is far from satisfactory, 
but it is belieyed within a few mye otber circumstances will be dis- 
covered which will weave a mesh of evidence around the guilty parties. 

I remained at Fort Bliss until the afternoon of the 23d. I made 
no Independent investigations, believing it better not to interfere with 
Captain Loughborough and the civil authorities, who are working in 
thorough harmony. I had interviews with the mayor of the city, 
the sheriff of the county, the district attorney, and many prominent 
citizens. All spoke in high praise of Captain Loughborough, and all 
— perfect confidence In his discretion and good faith. 

was assured by all that there was absolutely no danger of lynch 
violence, of which I felt some anxiety on account of the excited 
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examined into more 83 
district attorney assured me that an absolutely fair trial shall be had 
and that no conviction shall be found without adequate and ungues- 
tioned evidence of guilt. x 

As the matter stands at present, although circumstances strongly 
connect Sergeant Kipper with the crime, in the cases of the other 
men it is weaker, and in none of the cases is there evidence which, 
in my judgment, would justify conviction. It will probably be nec- 
a to use one or more of the participants as witnesses for the 

ate. 

It 2 proper in this report to call attention to the existence 
at El Paso, as well as in all border towns in the State, of a feeling 
of hostility, or prejudice, to say the least, against colored men in 
uniform. doubt if this obtains, at least in El Paso, to the same 
extent as at Laredo and Rlo Grande City, as a race prejudice,- as 
18 49 are largel — as servants or laborers, but against 
colored men as soldiers the feeling is, perhaps, even stronger. Soldiers 
from the post are arrested for infractions of police regulations. or 
when intoxicated, or in the least degree noisy or disorderiy, when 
white men committing the same offenses are not interfered with. It 
is an unpleasant subject to mention, but it is unquestionably true, 
that a negro soldier in uniform is frequently subjected to insult, 
though behaving with perfect propriety, for no other reason than his 
color. It is im ible to ignore this fact, and so long as colored 
soldiers are stationed in these border towns there will be troubles of 
one kind or anotber, which no care or vigilance on the part of officers 
can prevent. 

The discipline at Fort Bliss may be classed as excellent. 
Loughborough is an exceedingly conscientious and efficient officer, 
and yet this trouble occurred and will perhaps occur again when 
— Soei at some other point, and human foresight can not guard 
against it. : 

Since the occurrences of the morning of the 17th instant, I am 
leased to be able to say that the i tate in the newspapers at El 

on the troubles, and the editorial comments thereon, have been 
studiously conservative, and their tendency has been to — 81 and 
quiet excitement. Really the most radical published statement I have 
been able to find is by the United States collector of customs at El 
Paso, as follows: “ We must get those negroes out of here; they are 
simply breeders of trouble. The negro is the same wherever you find 
1 eer him into uniform and he thinks he can run things to suit 

mself.” 

As bearing on the conduct of the men of Company A, Twenty-fifth 
Infantry, since Captain Loughborough has been command of Fort 
Bliss, June 11, 1899, a period of more than eight months, the records 
show that thirteen different men have been arrested by the police in 
the city of El Paso; ninety-four men of the company have never been 


Captain 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


589 


arrested. When it is considered that over fifty of the men of longest 
service in company have drafted for service in the Philippines, 
and more than fifty have less than one year’s service, I think it may 
be said that the record of the company is excellent and, under the con- 
ditions obtaining, more than creditable. . 

The precautions taken to prevent further trouble seem to be all that 
are possible. All arms are securely locked in arm racks; all ammuni- 
tion has been taken from the men and locked up in company storerooms, 
and all the keys kept in the personal ession of the company com- 
mander. Only ten cartridges are issued to the guard, five to sentinels 
and five to noncommissioned officer.on duty, turned over each morn 
by the commanding officer. On an average four check rolls are ha 
each night between call to quarters and reveille. 

In closing this report I deem it my duty to urge that every effort 
be made to obtain for all companies of colored troops at least two 
officers. In the 3 there are five posts garrisoned by a single 
company each, and at each pon there is but a single officer, who, 
sides his duties as commanding officer, must perform all the duties of 
the different staff departments. When it is considered that all the 
companies are full, over 100 men each, com largely of recruits, 
and many of them selected with less than usual care, if must be evi- 
dent that, even with the most conscientious and careful attention, it is 
impossible to maintain the constant oversight necessary to insure best 
— trull O. S. ROBERTS 

Very res, + Se p 
* * i Lieutenant-Colonel Thirteenth Infantry. 


Fort BLISS, TEX., March 2, 1900. 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL, DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Tez. 

Sır: I haye the honor to report that between 4 and 5 o'clock on the 
morning of Februa: 17, 1 „ a pary of nine enlisted men of Com- 
pany A, Twenty-fift mann with rifes and axes, made an attack 
on the city jail of El Paso, Tex., where two soldiers of that 3 
were confined on charge of drunk and disorderly. Corporal James W. 
Hull, Company A, bo a a Infantry, was killed; also one of the 
cit lice on duty at ail. 

Tus first information I had of this was when two police officers ar- 
rived at the post about 7.30 a. m.; but they could not give any informa- 
tion of the affair further than a party of soldiers with army rifles had 
fired into the jail some time that morning, that army guns were used, 
as they had two which had been left 1 5 1 85 of 8 in their 
hasty Hight. Corporal Hull and Private William H. Da were absent 
from reveille. The latter reported about ten minutes after it. Immedi- 
ately all arms and ammunition were placed under lock and key aud 
every precaution taken to prevent any soldier leaving the post. In- 
vestigation was instituted at once to find the guilty men. The company 
arms racks were examined. Two were opened, and eight rifles were 
missing. Corpl. Gardner Da the noncommissioned officer in charge 
of quarters, wes questioned, and stated that the keys of the racks had 
been taken from under his pillow during the night while he was asleep, 
Subsequentiy he stated that they were taken from the pocket of h 
trousers, which were on a chair by the side of his bunk. 

The men on the pass list were examined. Sergeant Kipper, when 

uestioned, stated that he had been in El Paso until about half past 
1 o'clock that morning, when he returned to the post with Privates 
Private Wright stated that he was in the city 
until about half past 1 o'clock with Sergeant Kipper, os) eg eee 
and Private Davis, and that they were just leaving town when Corpora 


eant Kipper da 
a. m.; going into the post, riding a bicycle, and 8 


seen here since. The sentinel says that after the corporal 4 him 
am going by the 

hospital to pet some medicine,” an e did not see him 

peers — 7 > z 

rom the sentinel's 8 

Information 88 to proceed with the investigation was very 
meager, though every clue was followed. There was nothing but cir- 
cumstantial evidence, and in some cases this was not entirely convinc- 
ing. Several suspects were arrested, but afterwards rele for lack 
of tangible evidence except two, who subsequently proved to be the 

ight men. 

i Fn the evening of February 28 Private James W. Durand, Company 
A, Twenty-fifth Infantry (who had previously given me some valuable 
information), told me that he knew Corporal Powell very well; that 
he was sure he was guilty, but if he could be promised protection he 
believed he would tell all he knew, and if I desired he would write to 
him and advise him to do so. I communicated with the sheriff (Cor- 
poral Powell being in his custody), who came out next morning and 
approved the plan. Durand wrote the letter, gave it to me to read, 
and I gave it to the sheriff, who started at once for El Paso, returning 
in the afternoon with a sealed note from Corporal Powell giving the 
names of the men in the party and a message from Powell that if I 
would come to the jail he would tell me all. I went immediately to 
the county jail in Paso, and, in company with the sheriff, to the cell 
where Corporal Powell was confined. 

The sheriff then warned Corporal Powell that any statement he might 
make must be voluntary, and that it could be used as evidence for or 
against him; that if he told the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, he would be protects Corporal Powell then said he 
would tell mar? Lag he knew; that_he would not add anything nor 
leave out anything. He then related the following story: “About 3 
o'clock on the morning of February 17, 1900, Sergt. John Kipper came 
to my bunk in the company 2 and woke me up and said: ‘ Cor- 
poral Dysen is in jail, and I want you to come and go with me to 
get him out. The gun rack is unlocked, and you get a gun.“ At the 
same time he woke up Corporal Meklroy and told him the same thing. 
McElroy and myscif got up and dressed, putting on our canvas uniform 
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over the blue one, went downstairs to the back porch of the barracks, 
and there found Sergeant Kipper, Corporal Hull, Privates Roberts. 


Flazer, Carroll, Wright, and Davis. All had rifies, and McElro: 
Elazer each carried an ax besides his gun. Sergeant Kipper was 
ing the whole thing. 

“We then started for town, going in rear of the mess hall and vacant 
barracks, watching all the time to avoid Pon seen by the sentinel; 

od in front of the hospital and kept to the left to avoid being seen 
7 the sentinel at the foot of the hill, and struck the main road this 
side of the powder houses, 5 on it until near town, when we saw 
a bu coming down the road. Eight of us then moved to the right 
in the bushes, and Sergeant Kipper went alone to the left of the road. 
We met again on Myrtle avenue, just at the edge of town, and went 
straight to the jail. When we got near there Sergeant Kipper told 
each man what to do. Corporal Hull, Corporal McElroy, and Carroll 
rushed for the ga door, which was opened, and Corporal Hull called 
out: ‘Give up those prisoners!“ ‘Two shots were fired right away. and 
Corporal Hull ran out leaning forward, and I saw he was hit. Other 
shots were fired immediately after. Corporal Hull was shot by the 
man just inside the door, and I think Hull shot him. If Hull did not 
kill him, McElroy or Carroll did, The first two shots were so close 
together that I could not tell which fired first. That was my gun and 
Carroll's found in the vacant barracks. We all ran and came back to 
the post. Sergeant Kipper had the keys of the gun racks and gave 
them to Corporal Hull on the way into town. I asked Sergeant Kipper 
aor he 8 keys of the gun racks, and he said; Out of Corporal 
avis’s pocket.“ 

Corporal Powell's story is borne out by circumstances, and, I believe, 
is correct in every detail. 

The e are the names of the men he gives as being in the 

rty, viz: 
ag 5 John Kipper, Corpl. George O. McElroy, Private Leroy Roberts, 
Private William H. Davis, Private Boyer Wright, Copi ames W. 
gs a a William Powell, Private Benjamin F, Carroll, and Private 

oel Elazer. 

All of the above have been turned over to the civil authorities, except 
Corporal McElroy, deserted, and Hull, deceased. 

Corporal Powell declares that he has given the name of every one in 
the party or that, to his knowledge, knows anything about it. 

As stated, eight rifles were missing from the arms racks when 
inventory was taken on the morning of the 17th; since I have found 
that Sergeant 1 0 7 returned the rifle he had to the barracks just 
poy kersie, hiding it between the mattress and springs of one of 
the bunks. 

In conclusion, I beg to say that I am very much indebted to Mr. 
James H. Boone, the sheriff of El Paso County, for his courtesy and 
patience throughout the investigation, and especially for meee, sug- 
gestions which proved of great assistance. Mr. Boone is an old and 
capable officer. 

beg also to give the names of enlisted men of this command who 
have been loyal and faithful. voluntarily coming to me with informa- 
tion, without which it would have been much more difficult, if not 
impossible, to have apprehended the guilty. They are— 

Post . M. Sergt. James L. Douglass, U. S. Army. 

First os George Williams, Company A. Twenty-fifth Infantry. 

Sergt. Hill Conwell, Company A, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 

Sergt. David Jordan, Company A, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 

Sergt. Tolbert Parks, Company A, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 

Corpl. James II. Pergan, fo viens, A, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 

Corpl. Washington C. Holly, Company A, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 

Corpl. James Beckwith, Company A, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 

Corpl. Abram Martin, Company A, Twenty-tifth Infantry. 

Cook Button Mitchell, Company A, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 

Private James W. Durand, Company A, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 

All the above soldiers have to their credit from eight to nearly thirty 
years of service. 

Very respectfully, 


R. H. 
Captain, Twenty-fifth 
Indorsement. ] 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, March 8, 1900. 


Respectfully forwarded to the Adjutant-General of the Army for 
file in connection with report of Lieutenant-Colonel Roberts, acting 
adjutant-general of the department, of the 28th ultimo, on the recent 
disturbance at Fort Bliss, Tex., forwarded by me on the Ist instant, 
and telegram on same subject from these headquarters of the 2d 
instant. 


and 
Irect- 


R. LOUGHBOROUGH, 
Infantry, Commanding. 


CHAMBERS MCKIBBIN, 
Colonel Twelfth Infantry, Commanding. 


Fort Sau HOUSTON, TEX., March 2, 1900. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL, Washington, D. C.: 
Following telegram recelved from Fort Bliss: 
“ave all the guilty and evidence to convict them, except McElroy, 


who deserted. Corporal Powell confessed. 
“ LOUGHBOROUGH, Commanding.” 


Please file this with my report mailed yesterday. 
McKissin, Commanding. 


AFFAIR NEAR FORT NIOBRARA, NEBR., OCTOBER 29-30, 1904. 


{On October 29-30, 1904, the garrison of Fort Niobrara, Nebr., con- 
sisted of Company K, Eleventh Infantry, and Companies A, B, C, D, I, 
K, L, and M, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 

The hospital records of the post show that Private Isaiah Raynor, 
Company B, Twenty-fifth Infantry, was admitted October 30, 1904, with 
a contused and lacerated wound received in a brawl at a house of ill 
fame near Fort Niobrara, Nebr., October 29, 1904, and that Lulu John- 
son, civilian (colored), was admitted November i, 1904, with gunshot 
wound “received at the hands of some party or parties unknown at a 
house of ill 7 47 8 near Fort Niobrara, Nebr., October 31, 1904; died 
November 3, 1904; also. that Raymond J. Smith, civilian (Indian), was 
admitted November 1, 1904, with gunshot wound received at the hands 
of some party or parties unknown at a house of ill repute near Fort 


Niobrara, Nebr., tober 31. 1904. Left hospital January 20, 1905. 
The only additional data bearing on the subject that have been found 
on the files of the War Department follow.—M. S. O.] 


Fort a avo 57 15 ae 
otober r 
The ADJUTANT, Fort Niobrara, Nebr. EAN 

Sır: I have the honor to inform you that about 12.30 o'clock this 
morning I heard several shots fired, the sound coming from the direc- 
tion of Stratton's ranch. 

I was at tbis time on duty as officer of the day, and a few minutes 
later the sergeant of the guard reported to me that a man of the hos- 
pital corps wanted an order to get the ambulance out of the corral. I 
sent this order over, and then a little later sent an order to the ser- 
geant of the guard to put on a patrol near the chapel with orders to 
8 N ores to the corporal of the guard all enlisted men ap- 
proachin, s post. 

Later I learned that it was thought the shooting was done with the 
service rifles. This was about 2.30 a. m. I then ordered a check to be 
taken in each organization of both men and rifles, and all {men and 
rifles) were reported“ present or accounted for” except two men of the 
pent angi = private of Company K, Eleventh Infantry, who were re- 
por absent. 

At the regular 11 o'clock p m. inspection there was one noncommis- 
sioned officer, company K, Eleventh Infantry, and one private, Com- 
pany M, Twenty-fifth nfantry, absent, 

I inspected the barracks at 2.30 a. m. and found all gun racks locked, 
and the noncommissioned officers all reported they had been locked im- 
mediately after Kopper 

Very respectfully, NED. M. GREEN, 
First Lieutenant, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 


SURGEON’S OFFICE, Post HOSPITAL, 
Fort Niobrara, Nebr., October 31, 1904, 


The ADJUTANT, 
Fort Niobrara, Nebr. 


Sm: I have the honor to request authority to admit to this hospital 
for treatment two civilian patients, a man and a woman, who were 
seriously wounded Saturday evening, October 29, 1904, and who re- 
quire hospital treatment, without which their chances for recovery 
will be very small. 

It is e requested that this office be informed as soon as 
practicable of the decision of the commanding officer in the matter. 

Very respectfully, 
R. S. PORTER, 
Captain and Assistant Surgeon, U. S. Army, Surgeon, 
{Indorsement.] 


FORT Nroprara, NEBR., 
October 31, 190}. 
returned to the surgeon, approved. 
Colonel Hoyt: 


M. D. Cronin, 
Captain and Adjutant, Twenty-fifth Infantry, Adjutant. 


{From New York Tribune of December 4, 1906.] 


THE TWENTY-FIFTH AT FORT NIOBRARA—CONDUCT OF THE NEGRO SOL- 
DIERS WHEN STATIONED IN NEBRASKA, 


To the EDITOR or THe TRIBUNE. 


Sm: Could the persons, even the negro ministers and others, who 
are holding mass meetings denouncing President Roosevelt's action 
in dismissing from the service the 9 enlisted strength of the three 
companies of the Twenty-fifth Unit States Infantry which were 
stationed at Fort Brown on the night that Brownsville, Tex., was 
“shot up” have had the opportunity of knowing those troops better, 
the chances are they would not be so severe in their criticism of the 
President's action. 

Two battalions (elght companies) of that regiment came to Fort 
Niobrara for station directly from the Philippines in 1902. They 
remained at that post continually until its abandonment, in Jul 
last, when, in leaving, they were assigned to stations in Texas. Val- 
entine, 44 miles distant, is the railway station where all the posis 
business was transacted, and, having a e of about 1.200, 
it sustained very much the same relation to Fort Niobrara as Browns- 
ville does to Fort Brown, Tex. Consequently they were in and out 
of town constantly, singly or in numbers, trading, loafing, or attendin 
errands, and it is said by our citizens, rightly, that they were wel 
behaved, and no citizen not looking for it had the least excuse for 
getting into trouble with any one of them. 

However, among themselves and with their camp followers, prin- 
cipally discharged soldiers from the oe pe regiment, a part at least 
were terrors and in their brawls seem to place no more value upon 
a human life than though the taking of the same were a mere incident 
in their purpose of destruction. In the dance halls and resorts, which 
followed them into the country and went out of business and left 
immediately on the departure of the troops, they would fight like 
demons, and the records of our district court have been loaded down 
with criminal cases due to these fights, with a goodly number of par- 
ticipants in the State penitentiary, to say nothing of the number 
punished by military courts-martial. Bearing particularly on the 

hase which brought about the wholesale dismissal a somewhat sim- 
har case might be recited; 

A discharged soldier from one of the negro regiments named Strat- 
ton kept a rooming and dance house on a tract of land about 14 miles 
from Fort Niobrara. On the night of October. 29, 1904. about mid- 
night, while the usual dance was in progress, a team hauling a spring 
wagon, with four occupants, drove up in front of the door, and one 
of the inmates, called Lulu Johnson, came out of the house to the 
wagon. Immediately shats rang out, apparently fired at the wagon, 
but from a point that each must take effect there or pass Into, and in 
=e instances through, the dance hall, which was very well filled with 

ancers. 

When the firing ceased it was found that Turnbull, the driver, was 
shot through the arm; Raymond Smith, an occupant, through the body; 
Lulu Johnson, through the breast, near the heart; one horse killed, and 
the other wounded. Inside the building a stove had been hit and 
shattered, the bar shot up somewhat, but miraculously no person hurt, 
although there were any number of close calls. Coincidentally, two 
men in khaki were seen, with guns across their shoulders, starting 
toward Fort Niobrara. Next morning sixteen empty Krag-Jirgensen 
shells were found on the ground at the point where the firing seemed 
to come from and the location the two men were seen leaving. The 
wounded were taken to the Fort Niobrara hospital, where the Johnson 
poman died the next day; Turnbull recovered promptly, and Smith 

pally. 


Respectfull 
By order o 


1906. 


The shooting, having been committed off the reservation, came under 
the jurisdiction of the civil authorities. Consequently the sherif and 


coroner were notified, a coroner’s jury was empaneled, and a post- 
mortem held at post hospital, which resulted in determining that 
from the character of the wound it was made by a Krag-Jorgensen. 
The murder appearing so wanton and cold blooded, extraordinary ef- 
forts were put forth to try to locate the guilty ones. Persons who 
were thought by their associations to be on terms of intimacy with the 
soldiers were looked to to secure the information, and Colonel Hoyt, 
commanding the regiment, assigned Lieutenants Mapes and Wiegenstein 
for special duty to run down the guilty ones, if possible. 

The officers, in fact, were particularly anxious to apprehend and de- 
liver the culprits to the civil authorities. However, although that 
shooting was done on a clear, bright night by two persons seen in the 
act or immediately thereafter, not the slightest trace has to this day 
been discovered in the direction of either 1 the gullty par- 
ties or of learning the motive. It was said that although numbers of 
the enlisted men might have full knowl of men and motive, no one 
would dare to divulge the same for fear of his own life. 

Although the murdered one was one of their own color and without 
character, the act was no less a crime than the like one which fol- 
lowed it in Brownsville, and only emphasizes the necessity of some 
form of salutary punishment. While the soldiers might justify silence 
in the latter case on account of fear lest a fair trial could not be had 
in Texas, no such excuse could prevail here, since the murdered one was 
not a citizen of this community, but a woman of their own race in 
whom no one would have any special interest, and the trial could 
haye been purely on its merits without prejudice against the prisoners. 
Yet those who the necessary information were as silent in 
the former as in the latter instance. 

No question but that a very lar majority of those soldiers dis- 
countenance such acts, judged by what was seen of them during four 
years here, but there are tough characters In each company rendy at 
all times to do acts of violence, whom the better men do not appear to 
endeavor to get rid of, and who are responsible for the condition in 
which the men of those three companies find themselves now. It is 
another case of “‘ poor dog Tray.“ 

Threats were heard that this town might be “shot up” some night, 
but the treatment of these soldiers by our citizens was such that we 
did not believe the cooler heads would ever permit it to be possible. 

It may be said that soldiers should not be allowed thelr rifles 
excepting when on actual duty. That is suposed to be the case, 
yet at times they find a way of getting a part of them at least. How- 
ever, is a man worthy to be a soldier who can not be trusted with a 
gma "ie ting when in ranks for fear lest a whole community be 

shot up?“ 

This communication is written with the one purpose, however, of 
endeavoring to influence those negro pastors and ple and the 
sympathizers of all races to investigate at little closer range, with the 
hope that they will modify their resolutions and memorials directed 
against an honest and courageous dent. 

— C. H. CORNELL, 
Chairman Republican Congressional Committee, 
Sizth District, Nebraska. 
VALENTINE, NEBR., November 30, 1906, 
Tue WHITE HOUSE, 
š Washington, December 11, 1906. 

My Dear Mr. Secrerany: The President directs me to refer to you 

the inclosed letter from Mr. Seth Bullock, which will explain itself. 
Very truly, yours, 
Wu. LOEB, 
Seeretary to the President. 
Hon. Wu. II. Tart, 
Secretary of War. 
IInelosure. ] 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, - 
Orrick OF UNTTED STATES MARSHAL, 
DISTRICT OF SOUTH DAKOTA, 
Sioux Falls, December 8, 1906. 
Hon. Wat. LOEB, Jr., 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dran Mr. LOEB: In glving the names of the towns shot up” 
by the Twenty-fifth Infantry, the press dispatches from Washington do 
not mention Valentine, Nebr., 3 miles from Fort Niobrara. 

Chief Deputy Carleton, of my office, informs me that he was in Val- 
entine when the shooting oc . It was on October 30, 1 ~ - 
eral shots were fired into a house in which were a number of people, 
killing a woman and badly wounding a cowboy who was unhitching his 
horse near the house. No shots were fired from the house, nor was there 
any reason for the shooting by the negroes. Twelve negro soldiers were 
in the attacking party. 

The local authorities did everything in their power to find the guilty 
parties, but, as at Brownsville, their comrades declined to aid in the 
apprehension of the murderers. The affair occurred at about 2 o'clock 
in the morning. 

The house fired into was a dance house at the outskirts of the town 
and the woman killed was an inmate of the house, but this is not con- 
sidered a good defense in the “ wild and woolly West,” and should not 
be in Washington, for murder, 

Yours, truly, SETH BULLOCK. 


Mr. LODGE. Now, Mr. President, as I followed the Senator 

~ when he began to analyze the testimony. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I was necessarily occupied for a moment 
and could not follow the Senator. I understand now that he 
has stated that this regiment had been guilty of “ shooting up” 
four other towns. 

Mr. LODGE. I was simply stating what is in the record. 
I know nothing except what is there printed. 

Mr. FORAKER. I read of one of those occurrences. I notice 
that it is a very different case from this, that it was a different 
battalion, and that it happened twenty-five years ago. 
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Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I repeat that even the Senator's 
profound researches of this record have not developed the fact 
that there are four cases stated here—one in 1885 at Sturgis, 
Territory of Dakota; one in 1899 at Winnemucca, Nev.; one in 
1900 at El Paso, and one in 1904 at Niobrara, 

Mr. FORAKER. I must except to the Senator's referring to 
my “profound researches.” I have had no opportunity to ex- 
amine the record at all, except a hasty glance I took at it while 
the message was being read yesterday. Therefore I was speak- 
ing at a great disadvantage; but I did say that there was one 
case. Of course, there are many things I have not seen. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator has been passing on all the tes- 
timony. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is the testimony of what occurred 
twenty-five years ago. 

Mr. LODGE. It is an official document, showing also what 
members of the regiment did in Niobrara two years ago and in 
El Paso six years ago. It is all contained in official documents, 
and I suppose it is not necessary to verify them. 

Mr. President, I should like very much—for I do not want to 
detain the Senate—to have the whole of the testimony of Mr. 
A. C. Moore, of which the Senator from Ohio read a part, 
printed in the Recorp with my remarks. It is on pages 445 
and 446. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

Mr. A. C. Moore takes stand. (Proprietor of Miller Hotel.) 

Q. This committee is sitting for the purpose of getting information 
that will place the saddle on the right horse. You are running the 
Miller Hotel?—A. Yes. 

. Are there any bullet holes in the hotel?—A. Yes; about six. 
. Shot by whom?—A. By peoples last night. 

. What time —A. About 12. 

. Did you see anyone shoot?—A. No. 

Did you hear?—A. Yes. 

Q. Tell what you know. A. The first shooting started down by the 
garrison. The shooting still continued, and they came up the alley 
right by our rooms. They gave the command here and fired. Then 
they came out on Elizabeth street. There they gave the same command 
ugaln— Halt; fire!” 

di Could you tell who they were—negroes or white people?—A. 
Well, it was a good, strong voice and English spoken. 

Q..Could you see them?—A. No; I could not leave my wife; she 
was in hysterics. 2 

. You heard those commands: — 4. Yes; and heard them say, 
“There goes the son of a ——,” and something else, Get him!" 

Q. Could you say whether it was a negro’s yoice?—A. I think it was. 
It was very coarse, 

Q. After the command what did they do?—A. Well, they ran on 
down, and there was a shot or two fired then. 

Q. Toward the corner of Thirteenth and the hotel?—-A. Yes. Then 
they gave another command. e best that I could locate it was from 
this corner opposite the hotel. Then Sey fired, and must have fired 
that yolley at the hotel, for there are the bullet holes showing that 
they must have been shot from that corner. One of them 
through a window facing and through a door and struck the wall. 

a Da ave you got any of those bullets?—A. Yes; I gaye them to Fred. 

mbe. 

7 . What were they — . Steel jackets. 

8 How sy shots did you hear?—A. About eg y 

. Where did they shoot the pobrana aright ere [point out 

of window of Wells's office) ?—A. I do not know, but they were bound 
to have shot him when they came out of the alley, for then they hol- 
lowed, “There goes the son of a ——-; get him!” Then I picked u 
e bullets Tmeaning cartridges, evidently] in the alley, empty an 


Q. What were they?—A. 1205, new Army gun, Springfield model. 

. That is all you know?—A. Yes. 

. Do you know whether or not any of your guests actually saw the 
negro soldiers?—A. Yes; Mr. Borden and Mr. Chase had their heads 
out of the window and saw the squad of five or six. They shot just 
about then, and the bullets hit right close to the window. One bullet 
came throws the screen, and when it hit the window went straight up. 

x R 


Mr. LODGE. I shall not detain the Senate by reading it, but 
I think when this statement about not seeing anybody is read 
it is just as well that the further statement should appear: 

Then I picked up a lot of bullets [meaning cartridges, evidently] in 
the sop empty and load 

Q. What were they?—A. 1205, new Army gun, Springfield model. 

I think that might just as well go in the RECORD. 

I should like the whole of Mr. Canada’s testimony printed. 
T should like the statement of Doctor Combe, on the same page, 
printed; I should like the whole of the testimany of Victoriana 
Fernandez printed; I should like the whole of the testimony of 
Mr. Madison, of which the Senator read a part, printed. I 
merely desire that, as a portion has been read from the testi- 
mony of those witnesses, all they said may go into the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

Mr. C. S. Canapa called to the stand. : 

Q. We are inquiring into the matter of last night with a view to 
ascertaining who the guilty parties are. We know they were negro 


soldiers. If there Is any g that would throw any light on the sub- 
ject, we would like to have it.—A. I did not see a single man that I 
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am sure. My room is up on third floor. As soon as the shootin 
began, I went down on second floor and went out on the gallery. 
saw that policeman and saw that the horse was wounded. He stag- 


9 and fell. 1 could tell by his rather dark clothes that he was an 
officer. 
Q. Could you see who fired the shots?—A. No; I could not give 


any description of the men. I could hear the peculiar click of the gun, 
and I would swear it was a rifle. 

Q. Could you tell whether it was an ordinary rifle or a Krag?—A. 
They were the same as the shots fired in the alley. 

Q. You could not hear them say anything?—A. Perhaps, if I had 
been listening for that purpose alone. 

Q. How many shots were fired from the corner at the horse?—A. At 
least three. 

Q. How many in all did you 3 Not less than 150; perhaps 


200. Between those two numbers. It is more or less a guess. 
Q. Did you hear any commands? Hear Fire,” or anything that 
way ?—A. The only thing I heard them say was, We got him,” when 


the horse fell. 
Q. Did you see or hear anything that would lead you to believe that 
— were negro soldiers?—A. Nothing except the general tenor of the 
air. 


Q. The next firing was up the street?—A. Yes; they went on up 
the street firing. 
. From the tone of the voice that you heard make the remark, “ We 
got him,“ were they Americans or Mexicans?—A. I think they were 
e 1 * raised among them and know their voices pretty well. 
xeused. 


tor Combe states what Mr. Odin, who is now out of the city, 
1 1 to the shooting (made in presence of Judge John 
artlett): 

That about the middle of the niat of August 13 be was standin: 
at a window of his room in the Miller Hotel and he heard a squa 
of men coming down the alley; that they arrived at the corner of 
the alley and he recognized that they were five negro soldiers; that 
when they arrived at the intersection of Thirteenth street and this 
alley one, apparently in command, gave the order. There he goes; 
shoot him.” That 3 a volley was fired, and then one of 
the men leveled his piece at the window and fired, the bullet passing 


through the casing and going into the ceilin — 815 over his head. 
One of his children fell to the floor and he thought it was shot. His 
wife was present at the window. 

(Judge Bartlett aflirmed statement.) 


VICTORIANA FERNANDEZ, policeman, takes stand. 

Q. State what you saw.—A. I was asleep at Washington street. I 
was on day watch and was soping: I heard a single shot. I do not 
know whether six-shooter or gun. went down town, down the street, 
and saw two men shoot at me. Do not know whether citizens or 
soldiers. I turned across the street into the alley. They shot at me 


again. 

Q. Did you shoot back?—A. No; had no chance. They shot at me 
the third time—three men with big guns. I shot back. They were 
dressed in khaki pants. 

. You can tell these army guns when they shoot?—A. Yes. 
. These were army guns?—A. Yes. 

I came on Sixteenth street. I saw a crowd at Mr. Tillman's saloon. 
I went inside and found Frank Natus lying down dead. 

How many shots did you hear last night altogether?—-A. About 


Did you know any soldiers that fired?—A. No. 
Excused.) 

Mr. C. C. MADISON takes the stand. 

Q. We are here for the purpose of obtaining information touching 
what happened last night. ell us everything you know about it. Who 
you saw shoot, if anybody.—A. We [Mr. Madison was accompanied by 
another tinner and could not be induced to converse in anything but the 
first person plural]! did not see anything. The shooting took place 10 
or 15 feet from where we were sleeping and we could hear them throw 
the cartridges in the guns. They were 0 uns. I know what 
they sound like when a cartridge is thrown into them, and I heard a 
low whistle and heard 3 hollow Halt!“ & 

. How many shots did you hear?—A. Twenty or thirty in the alley 
and many more in the city. 

. Did you hear the men talk?—A. Yes. 

. Were they Americans or Mexicans ?—A. They were negroes. 

Were you sleeping on ground floor?—A. Yes. 

. Doors open ?—A. Yes. f 

„ Could you see anything when you looked out?—A.°No; but we 
never put our heads out. 

. Where did you hear them say Halt? —A. Out in the lot. 

. How many were there?—A. Seven or eight. 

. Which way did they go?—A. Toward the livery stable. 

. Were you ever in the service ?—-A. Yes; five years, and I know the 
sound of cartridges when they are thrown in. 

Q: Did you see or hear anything that would lead you to believe that 
they were negro soldiers?—A. Yes; I know by their talk that they were 
negroes. 

„Did you see any soldiers?—A. No. 0 
(Committee adjourned until 9 o'clock Wednesday, the 15th.) 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have no desire to detain the 
Senate. I merely wish to repeat what I have already said. I 
have not read the testimony. I want to see it all before I make 
up my mind as to the judgment which is to be passed on so 
grave a question as this. r 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I take it for granted that there 
is no Senator present who will object to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs taking further testimony in regard to this very 
important case. A retired officer of the Army, who commanded 
this regiment for sixteen years, I have been told, will vouch for 
the statement of a number of these colored men as being as 
reliable as that of any men who can be found in this country, 
white or black. He having had experience with this regiment 
for sixteen years, I think it is only due that the Military Com- 
mittee should have the power to summon him before them, in 
order to ascertain from him, as far as possible, the character of 
these soldiers and whether their truthfulness and veracity can 
be relied on in case they make affidavits. 


If I am correctly informed as to the history of the Spanish- 
American war, it is reported that if it had not been for the gal- 
lant and courageous action of the Tenth Regiment of Cavalry 
at the battle of San Juan we might not now have the privilege 
of having in the White House that brave soldier and “square 
deal” and patriotic President of ours. As I understand, had it 
not been for the gallantry of the Tenth Regiment of Cavalry, a 
colored regiment, at that battle there might not have been a 
sufficient number of the Rough Riders left to tell the tale. 

I hope the Senate will allow the Military Committee the op- 
portunity and the privilege of fully investigating this matter. 

Mr. FORAKER. I haye modified my resolution, as I said I 
would, and I ask that it may be read as modified. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Ohio as modified. 

The Secretary read the resolution as modified, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and hereby is, 
authorized to take such further testimony as may be necessary to es- 
tablish the facts connected with the discharge of members of Companies 
B, C, and D, Twenty-fifth United States Infantry, and that it be, and 


hereby is, authorized to send for persons and papers and administer 
oaths, and report thereon, by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. FORAKER. I now ask that the resolution go over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed and 
lie on the table. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brow NING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the concurrent resolution of the Senate requesting the Pres- 
ident to return to the Senate the bill (S. 6197) entitled “An act 
granting an increase of pension to Charles E. Henry.” 


MODEL EXHIBIT OF PATENT OFFICE, 


Mr. CULLOM. I have a letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior, addressed to the chairman of the Senate Committee on 
Appropriations, calling attention to the fact that no provision 
has been made in the legislative appropriation bill for the year 
1908 providing for the renting of a building for the model exhibit 
of the Patent Office. I ask that the letter and accompanying 
papers be printed and referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois asks for 
the printing of certain papers and their reference to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


VETO MESSAGE—CHARLES E. HENRY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

To the Senate: 


I return herewith, without approval, Senate bill No. 6197, entitled 
“An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E. Henry,“ as the 
Secretary of the Interior informs me that the records of the Pension 
Bureau show that the beneficiary died on November 3, 1906, prior to 
the passage of the bill, which would therefore be inoperative should 
it become a law. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

THE WHITE House, December 20, 1966. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee oh Interoceanic Canals, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith the Annual Report of the Isthmian Canal Com- 
mission for the year ending December 1, 1906. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tun WHITE House, December 20, 1906. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I moye that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o’clock 
and 45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned, the adjournment 
being, under the concurrent resolution of the two Houses, until 
Thursday, January 3, 1907, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Erecutive nominations received by the Senate December 20, 1906, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Third Lieut. James Albert Alger to be a second lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to renk as such 
from July 8, 1906, in place of Second Lieut. John Mei, promoted, 


1906, 
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Third Lieut. Frank Lynn Austin to be a second lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from July 10, 1906, in place of Second Lieut. Albert Henry 
Buhner, promoted. 

Third Lieut. Le Roy Reinburg to be a second lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from November 12, 1906, in place of Second Lieut. Francis 
Rawle Shoemaker, resigned. 

Third Lieut. Howard Eugene Rideout to be a second lieuten- 
ant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank 
as such from September 15, 1906, in place of Second Lieut. 
Charles William Cairnes, promoted. 


INDIAN TNSPECTOR. 


Arthur M. Tinker, of Massachusetts, to be an Indian inspector, 
his term having expired December 19, 1906. (Reappointment. ) 
POSTMASTERS. 

CALIFORNIA, 

Isaac M. Clippinger to be postmaster at Huntington Beach, in 
the county of Orange and State of California. Office became 
Presidential October 1, 1906. 

Frank E. Ellis to be postmaster at Stockton, in the county of 
San Joaquin and State of California, in place of Thomas A. 
Nelson. Incumbent’s commission expires January 22, 1907. 

Wilson Hays to be postmaster at Colton, in the county of San 
Bernardino and State of California, in place of Wilson Hays. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 7, 1907. 

Conrad Solem to be postmaster at La Jolla, in the county of 
San Diego and State of California. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1906. 

COLORADO. 

Alfred W. Flanigan to be postmaster at Goldfield, in the 
county of Teller and State of Colorado. -Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1906. 

GEORGIA. 

Clifford H. Dyar to be postmaster at Adairsville, in the county 
of Bartow and State of Georgia. Office became Presidential Oc- 
tober 1, 1906. 

INDIANA. : 

James P. Clark to be postmaster at Morocco, in the county of 
Newton and State of Indiana, in place of Albert D. Peck. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires January 19, 1907. 

Laron E. Street to be postmaster at Brookston, in the county 
of White and State of Indiana, in place of Laron E. Street. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires January 7, 1907. 

INDIAN TERRITORY, 

John D. Seaman to be postmaster at Tulsa, in District 
Twenty-eight, Indian Territory, in place of John D. Seaman. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 15, 1906. 

IOWA. 

George C. Allen to be postmaster at Estherville, in the county 
of Emmet and State of Iowa, in place of Martin K. Whelan. 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 9, 1906. 

Clyde E. Hammond to be postmaster at Dows, in the county 
of Wright and State of Iowa, in place of Clyde E. Hammond. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 9, 1906. 

Thomas J. Hoffman to be postmaster at Vail, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Iowa, in place of Thomas J. Hoffman. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 7, 1907. 

KANSAS. 

James A. Eaton to be postmaster at Erie, in the county of 
Neosho and State of Kansas, in place of James A. Eaton. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 9, 1906. 

August Kuhlmann to be postmaster at Hanover, in the county 
of Washington and State of Kansas, in place of August Kuhl- 
mann. Incumbent’s commission expires January 22, 1907. 

Caddie Smith to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county of 
Smith and State of Kansas, in place of Caddie Smith. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires January 20, 1907. > 

KENTUCKY. 

Elisha L. Robinson to be postmaster at Berea, in the county of 
Madison and State of Kentucky, in place of Samuel G. Hanson, 
resigned. 

MASSACHUSETTS. > 

James O. Hodges to be postmaster at Mansfield, in the county 
of Bristol and State of Massachusetts, in place of James O. 
Hodges. Incumbent's commission expires January 31, 1907. 

John Huxtable to be postmaster at Wareham, in the county 
of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts, in place of John Hux- 
table. Incumbent's commission expires January 7, 1907. 

Frederick E. Pierce to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Massachusetts, in place of 
5 E. Pierce. Incumbent's commission expires January 
7, 1907. . * 

XLI——38 


Fred A. Tower to be postmaster at Concord, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in place of Fred A. 
Tower. Incumbent’s commission expired December 15, 1906. 

Carl Wurtzbach to be postmaster at Lee, in the county of 
Berkshire and State of Massachusetts, in place of Carl Wurtz- 
bach. Incumbent's commission expires January 26, 1907. 

MINNESOTA. 

Alton Crosby to be postmaster at Willmar, in the county of 
Kandiyohi and State of Minnesota, in place of Charles A. Birch. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 13, 1907. 

Oscar E. Linquist to be postmaster at Dassel, in the county of 
Meeker and State of Minnesota, in place of Oscar E. Linquist. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 16, 1906. 

NEBRASKA, 

Valentine Zink to be postmaster at Sterling, in the county of 
Johnson and State of Nebraska, in place of Valentine Zink. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 22, 1907. , 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Clarence N. Garvin to be postmaster at West Derry, in the 
county of Rockingham and State of New Hampshire, in place 
of Clarence N. Garvin. Incumbent's commission expires Janu- 
ary 19, 1907. i ; 

Thomas B..Moore to be postmaster at Lincoln, in the county 
of Grafton and State of New Hampshire, in place of John H. 
Henry, resigned. à 

NEW YORK. 


Harrison Beecher to be postmaster at Monticello, in the county 
of Sullivan and State of New York, in place of Harrison Beecher. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January T, 1907. 

David A. Doyle to be postmaster at Katonah, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New York, in place of Henry W. Kel- 
logg. Incumbent’s commission expired December 9, 1906. 

George B. Helmle to be postmaster at Nyack, in the county of 
Rockland and State of New York, in place of George B. Helmle. 
Incumbent's commission expires January 7, 1907. 


Lasuvious H. King to be postmaster at Port Byron, in the. 


county of Cayuga and State of New York, in place of Benson C. 
Smith. Incumbents commission expires January T. 1907. 

Osear E. Ward to be postmaster at Phoenix, in the county of 
Oswego and State of New York, in place of Albert P. Merriam. 
Incumbent’s commission expired June 10, 1906. 

OHIO. 

Don C. Corbett to be postmaster at Payne, in the county of 
Paulding and State of Ohio, in place of Melancthon B. Everitt, 
deceased. 

Charles R. Crum to be postmaster at Forest, in the county of 


Hardin and State of Ohio, in place of John C. Pierce. Incum- 


bent’s commission expires December 20, 1906. 

William H. Tucker to be postmaster at Toledo, in the county 
of Lucas and State of Ohio, in place of William H. Tucker. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1906. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

William J. Boggs to be postmaster at Ford City, in the county 
of Armstrong and State of Pennsylyania, in place of David Rey- 
nolds, sr., resigned. 

Isaac T. Klingensmith to be postmaster at Leechburg, in the 
county of Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
Isaac Klingensmith. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 26, 1907. 

TENNESSEE. 

Haynes O. Lee to be postmaster at Newport, in the county of 
Cocke and State of Tennessee, in place of Alexander Ragan, de- 
ceased. 

Samuel L. Parker to be postmaster at Sparta, in the county of 
White and State of Tennessee, in place of Arthur W. Parker, 
resigned. 

VERMONT. 

Joshua H. Blakley to be postmaster at Bellows Falls, in the 
county of Windham and State of Vermont, in place of Barney 
Cannon, jr., deceased. 

WASHINGTON. 


Walter B. Crammattee to be postmaster at Aberdeen, in the 
county of Chehalis and State of Washington, in place of Richard 
P. Campbell. Incumbent's commission expired June 27, 1906. 

Charles A. Gwinn to be postmaster at Garfield, in the county 
of Whitman and State of Washington, in place of Charles A. 
Gwinn. Incumbent’s commission expired December 10, 1906. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

J. Willis Fiddler to be postmaster at Harrisville, in the county 
of Ritchie and State of West Virginia, in place of Henry C. 
Showalter. Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1908. 

Hugh I. Shott to be postmaster at Bluefield, in the county of 
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Mercer and State of West Virginia, in place of Hugh I. Shott. 
Incumbent's commission expired December 16, 1906. 
y WISCONSIN. 

Platt Durand to be postmaster at Campbellsport, in the county 
of Fond du Lac and State of Wisconsin. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1906. 

Fitz James Hamilton to be postmaster at Sturgeon Bay, in the 
county of Door and State of Wisconsin, in place of Fitz James 
Hamilton. Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 1907. 

Thomas Hill to be postmaster at Spring Green, in the county 
of Sauk and State of Wisconsin, in place of Thomas Hill. In- 
cumbent's commission expires January 23, 1907. 

M. Rowell to be postmaster at Hartland, in the county of Wau- 
kesha and State of Wisconsin, in place of Alice S. Rumrill. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires December 20, 1906. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 20, 
1906. 


INDIAN AGENT. 
Samuel W. Campbell, of Wisconsin, to be agent for the Indians 
of the La Pointe Agency, in Wisconsin. 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY OF COURT FOR CHINA. 
Arthur Bassett, of Missouri, to be district attorney of the 
United States court for China. 
CLERK OF COURT FOR CHINA. 
Frank E. Hinckley, of California, tó be clerk of the United 
States court for China. 
MARSHAL OF COURT FOR CHINA. 
Orvice R. Leonard, of Michigan, to be marshal of the United 
States court for China. 
PROMOTIONS IN PORTO RICO PROVISIONAL REGIMENT. 
To be captains. 
First Lieut. William S. Woodruff, of Porto Rico Provisional 
Regiment of Infantry, from November 20, 1906. 
First Lieut. Laurance Angel, Porto Rico Provisional Regiment 
of Infantry, from November 20, 1906. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 
To be first licutenants. 
Second Lieut. Roger D. Black, Corps of Engineers, from Sep- 
tember 17, 1906. . 
Second Lieut. Theodore H. Dillon, Corps of Engineers, from 
September 26, 1906. 
ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 
á To be colonel. 
Lieut. Col. Daniel M. Taylor, Ordnance Department, from No- 
yember 12, 1906. 
To be lieutenant-coloncel. 
Maj. Charles H. Clark, Ordnance Department, from Novem- 
ber 12, 1906. 
To be major. 
Capt. Kenneth Morten, Ordnance Department, from November 
12, 1906. 
CAVALRY Anu. 
To be majors. 
Capt. Guy Carleton, Thirteenth Cayalry, from October 2, 1906. 
Capt. Thomas B. Dugan, Twelfth Cavalry, from October 28, 
1906. 
ARTILLERY CORPS. 
To be captain. 
First Lieut. Louis S. Chappelear, Artillery Corps, from No- 
vember 26, 1906. 
i To be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. William E. Murray, Artillery Corps, from No- 
vember 26, 1906. 
INFANTRY ARM. 
To be colonel. 
Lieut. Col. Edwin B. Bolton, Tenth Infantry, from December 
2, 1906. 
To be lieutenant-colonel. 
Maj. Henry B. Moon, Tenth Infantry, from December 2, 1906. 


To be majors. 
Capt. Benjamin W. Atkinson, Sixth Infantry, from October 
1906. 


Capt. Benjamin M. Purssell, detailed paymaster, from October 
30, 1906. 


i Capt. Fielder M. M. Beall, Third Infantry, from October 31, 
906. ’ 


Capt. Maury Nichols, Third Infantry, from December 2, 1906. 
INFANTRY ARM. 3 5 
To be captains. . 
First Lieut. Robert E. Frith, Twenty-ninth Infantry, from 
July 28, 1906. 
i ep Lieut. Samuel T. Ansell, Eleventh Infantry, from August 
First Lieut. Robert H. Peck, Twenty-fourth Infantry, from 
August 7, 1906. 
8 955 Lieut. Halsey E. Yates, Fifth Infantry, from August 15, 
4 e Lieut. Clement A. Trott, Fifth Infantry, from August 20, 


11 0 Lieut. Wilson B. Burtt, Fifth Infantry, from September 
, 1906. ; 
First Lieut. Walter S. Brown, Tenth Infantry, from Septem- 
ber 12, 1906. 
RETIRED List OF THE ARMY. 


Under the provisions of an act of Congress approved April 23, 
1904, I nominate Col. James E. Macklin, United States Army, 
retired, to be placed on the retired list of the Army, with the 
rank of brigadier-general from December 2, 1906. 

Under the provisions of an act of Congress approved April 23, 
1904, I nominate Col. George B. Borden, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
to be placed on the retired list of the Army, with the rank of 
brigadier-general from the date on which he shall be retired from 
active service. 

POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA, 

Isaac M. Chippinger to be postmaster at Huntington Beach, 
in the State of California. 

Frank E. Ellis to be postmaster at Stockton, in the State of 
California. 

i Wilson Hays to be postmaster at Colton, in the State of Cali- 
ornia. 

Conrad Solem to be postmaster at Da Jolla, in the State of 
California. 

COLORADO, 

Albert W. Flanigan to be postmaster at Goldfield, in the State 
of Colorado. 

INDIAN TERRITORY. 

John D. Seaman to be postmaster at Tulsa, in the Indian Ter- 
ritory. 

IOWA. 

George C. Allen to be postmaster at Estherville, in the State of 
Iowa. 3 

Clyde E. Hammond to be postmaster at Dows, in the State of 
Towa. 

Thomas J. Hoffman to bé ‘postmaster at Vail, in the State of 
Towa. 

KANSAS. . 

James A. Eaton to be postmaster at Erie, in the State of 
Kansas. 

Augustus Kuhlmann to be postmaster at Hanover, in the State 
of Kansas. > 

Caddie Smith to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the State of 
Kansas 

KENTUCKY. 

Elisha L. Robinson to be postmaster at Bérea, in the State of 
Kentucky. : 

MINNESOTA. } 

Alton Crosby to be postmaster at Willmar, in the State of 
Minnesota. ; 

Oscar E. Linguist to be postmaster at Dassel, in the State of 
Minnesota. 

NEBRASKA. 

Alfred H. Thomas to be postmaster at Trenton, in the county 

of Hitchcock and State of Nebraska. 
NEW YORK. 

Harrison Beecher to be postmaster at Monticello, in the State 
of New York. 

George B. Helmle to be postmaster at Nyack, in the State of 
New York. 

VERMONT. 

Joshua H. Blakley to be postmaster at Bellows Falls, in the 
State of Vermont. 

WASHINGTON., 

Walter B. Crammattee to be postmaster at Aberdeen, in the 
State of Washington. 

Charles A. Gwinn to be postmaster at Garfield, in the State of 
Washington. z 
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WEST VIRGINIA. 


J. Willis Fiddler to be postmaster at Harrisonyille, in the 
State of West Virginia. 
Hugh I. Shott to be postmaster at Bluefields, in the State of 
West Virginia. 
WISCONSIN. 


Platt Durand to be postmaster at Campbellsport, in the State 
of Wisconsin. 

Fitz James Hamilton to be postmaster at Sturgeon Bay, in the 
State of Wisconsin. 

Thomas Hiel to be postmaster at Spring Green, in the State 
of Wisconsin. 

M. Rowell to be postmaster at Hartland, in the State of Wis- 
consin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, December 20, 1996. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupren, D. D., as 
follows: J 

We bless Thee, Almighty God, our Heavenly Father, for that 
spirit which came into the world nineteen hundred years ago, 
heralded by the angelic hosts singing, “Glory to God in the 
highest, and on earth peace, good will toward men.“ and which 
has been gradually diffusing itself over the earth, fructifying 
and ennobling the hearts of men, diminishing selfishness, increas- 
ing generosity, diminishing revenge, increasing mercy, diminish- 
ing hate, increasing brotherly love, diminishing war, and increas- 
ing peace. Grant, O most merciful Father, that the increase may 
become complete, that Thy kingdom may come and Thy will be 
done on earth as it is in heaven. 

Let Thy blessings attend these Thy servants and their fami- 
lies during the holiday recess and bring us together again at 
the appointed time in health, strength, and vigor, the better 
prepared to prosecute the work which Thou has given them to 
do. In the spirit of the Lord Jesus Christ. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent reference of the bill (H. R. 22667) for 
the relief of the people of Hartshorne, Ind. T., was changed from 
the Committee on the Public Lands to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment bills and joint resolution of the following titles: 

H. R. 19293. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Colvin; 

H. R. 16856. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
McBride; 

H. R. 10814. An act granting a pension to Eugene A. Myers: 

H. R. 19357. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 
Lamar Walker; 

H. R. 17481. An act granting a pension to Eliza F. Wads- 
worth; 


H. R. 18113. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 


M. Sees; 
II. R. 19416. An act granting an incrase of pension to An- 
tonio Macello; 
H. R. 19503. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
S. Jones; - 
H. R. 19601. An act granting an increase of pension to Jobn 
E. Kingsbury ; 
H. R. 12667. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Weber; 
H. R. 16741. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam J. Girvan: 
H. R. 17874. An act granting an increase of pension to Rose- 
anna Hughes; ¢ 
H. R. 18227. An act granting an increase of pension to Cath- 
arine F. Fitzgerald ; 
II. R. 19483. An act granting a pension to Lydia A. Patnaude; 
H. R. 4205, An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda 
W. Ritchie; ; 
H. R. 4292. An act granting a pension to George W. Kelley ; 
H. R. 5728. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
I liam Harvey ; i 
H. R. 6956. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
IL. Johnson; 
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H. R. 8481. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Callahan; 


H. R. 19298. An act granting an increase of pension to Job B. 
Crabtree ; . 

H. R. 19859. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Brader ; 
1 R. 17675. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonas 

Sees; 

H. R. 14199. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Ewing; 


H. R. 14537. 
B. Crawford; 

H. R. 19511. 
ander Dixson ; 

H. R. 19611. 
Kinkerly ; 

H. R. 12128. 
A. Litzinger ; 

H. R. 12339. 
T. Murray ; 

H. R. 12482. 
B. McLean ; 

H. R. 2315. An act granting a pension to Miranda Birkhead ; 

H. R. 4707. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Pitman; 

H. R. 7580. 
W. Stewart; 

H. R. 16513. An act granting an increase of pension to Bridget 
M. Duffy; 

H. R. 18493. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Reeder ; 

H. R. 11483. An act granting a pension to Maria Niles; 

H. R. 1871. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
Cooper ; i 

H. R. 8273. An act granting an increase of pension to Jobn M. 
Pearson ; 

H. R. 19321. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Turner; 

H. R. 19322. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Isabella Rykard; 

H. R. 19323. An act granting an increase of pension to Or- 
lando L. Levy; è 

H. R. 16397. An act granting an increase of pension to Allie 
Williams ; 

H. R. 16747. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
An act granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 


An act granting a pension to Sherman Jacobs; 


H. R. 16748. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucius 
C. Fletcher ; 
H. R. 18429. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Mitchell ; 
H. R. 18860. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Anderson ; 
II. R. 19119. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
| M. Osborn; 
H. R. 13057. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
S. Salsberry ; - ; 
H. R. 19300. An act granting an increase of pension to Phebe 
Easley ; 
H. R. 17691. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Henrie; í 
H. R. 18193. An act granting an increase of pension to Walden 
| Kelly; 


H. R. 18403. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Jane Ragan; 

H. R. 19080. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Fienop; 

H. R. 14480. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
©. Moore; 

H. R. 19587. 
Ann Jones; 

H: R. 9262. 
J. Farrar; 

H. R. 18018. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Evans ; 

H. R. 18066. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander M. Fergus; 

H. R. 14680. An act granting an increase of pension to Samp- 
son Parker; 

H. R. 11142. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
McQuade; 

H. R. 2715. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Martine; 

H. R. 19162. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Van Tine; 

H. R. 19161. An act granting an increase of pension to Marcus 
D. Tenney; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
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H. R. 16342.. An act granting a pension to Matilda Foster; 

II. R. 12190. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
R. Dungan ; 

H. R. 4689. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Reeder ; 

H. R. 4690. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Slinger ; 

H. R. 7719. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Fetterman ; 

H. R. 19404. An act granting an increasé of pension to Elias 
S. Falkenburg; 

H. R. 18045. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Webb; s 

H. R. 18214. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Ingram ; 

II. R. 19743. An act granting an increase of pension to W. P. 
McMichael ; 

H. R. 19744. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Casper Homan Humel, alias George C. Homan; 
Pay It. 9836. An act granting an increase of pension to Dier 

ett; 

H. R. 3338. An act granting an increase of pension to Lafay- 
ette Franks ; 

H. R. 5846. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Chandler ; 

H. R. 16211. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Montgomery ; 

H. R. 19463. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 
L. Patterson ; 

H. R. 19534. An act granting an increase of pension to Noah 
Ressequie ; 

H. R. 19626. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Campbell; 

II. R. 19922. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Sutherland; 

II. R. 9405. An act granting a pension to Ella Q. Parrish; 

II. R. 12517. An act granting a pension to William Bays; 

II. R. 19889. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Melson; 

II. R. 19415. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Ann Reavis; 

II. R. 14144 An act granting a pension to Allen M. Cameron; 

H. R. 9107. An act granting a pension to James W. Russell; 

H. R. 19529. An act granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
Elizabeth Hutcheson ; 

H. R. 19530. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
P. Gray; 

II. R. 19324. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
M. Long; 

H. R. 19325. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
. Oppel; 
H. R. 19326. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
_ garet R. Vandiver; 

H. R. 15620. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
D. Owens; 

H. R. 17651. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Riley; 

H. R. 19514. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Stimpson ; 

H. R. 15619. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
W. Atkinson ; 

H. R. 8712. An act granting an increase of pension to Josiah 
Hall; 

H. R. 19174. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
A. Billings; 

II. R. 19256. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
J: Birthright; 

II. R. 19318. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Rivers; 

H. R. 19319. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Spruell; 

H. R. 19320. An act granting an increase of pension to Louise 
J. Pratt; 

II. R. 15713. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam McCrea ; 

H. R. 17918. An act granting a pension to Walter S. Harman; 

H. R. 18343. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
N. Oliver; 

H. R. 18705. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
T. Page; 

IL R. 19101. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
C. A. Scott; 

H. R. 19504. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet E. Walker; 


H. R. 19819. An act granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
hanna Kearney; 

II. R. 19215. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Lingenfelder ; 

H. R. 18363. An act granting an increase of pension to Ru- 
dolph Bentz; 

H. R. 4554. An act to remove the charge of absence without 
leave and reported desertion from the military record of J. F. 
Wisnowski ; 

H. R. 21408. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to 
regulate the keeping of employment agencies in the District of 
Columbia where fees are charged for procuring employment or 
situations,” approved June 19, 1906; 

H. R. 2978. An act granting a pension to Miranda M. Webb; 

H. R. 21200. An act to authorize the county of Allegheny, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, to construct a bridge across the Alle- 
gheny River in Allegheny County, Pa.; 

H. R. 18118. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
M. Sees; and 

H. J. Res. 196. Joint resolution relating to the construction of 
a bridge at Fort Snelling, Minn. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 55. An act for the widening of Bladensburg road, and for 
other purposes ; 

S. 64. An act for the extension of a enth street and Frank- 
lin street NE., and for other purpo: 

8. 68. An act for the widening ofa a ‘section of Columbia road 
east of Sixteenth street; 

S. 133. An act authorizing the extension of Twenty-third 
street NW. to Kalorama road; 

S. 2098. An act authorizing the extension of Second street NW. 
from Elm street north to Bryant street, of W street from its 
present terminus west of Flagler place to Second street, and of 
W street west of Second street eastwardly to Second street; 

S. 2260. An act authorizing the extension of Meridian place 
NW.; 

8. 5246. An act to provide for the extension of Geneseo place 
and Summit place, District of Columbia; and 

5565. An act to close certain alleys in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested : 

Senate concurrent resolution 38. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives the ‘itl (S 


That the President be requested to return to the Senate the bill 
G197) entitled “An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E 


Henry.” 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

II. R. 16169. An act granting a pension to Neal O'Donnel 
Parks; 

H. R. 19528. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Maddox ; 

H. R. 19462. An act granting an increase of pension to weer 
Fox; and 

H. R. 19035. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore 
Morgan. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested: 

S. 6814. An act granting a pension to Alice Bosworth; 

S. 6819. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Bigalow ; 

S. 677. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert G. 
Peabody, jr.; 

S. 6825. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. 
Roberts ; 

S. 6239. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate M. 
Miner ; 

S. 6569. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Porter; 

S. 6588. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilbur F. 
Hodge; 

S. 5078. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel G. 
Smith ; 

§ 831. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac G. 
Clark ; 

S. 679. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Kelly ; $ 
S. 6822. An act granting an increase of pension to Christopher 
Christopherson ; 
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S. 6821. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
M. Adams; 

S. 4182. An act granting an increase of pension to Reuben 
Smalley ; 

S. 6052. An act granting an increase of pension to William E. 
Redmond ; 

S. 6576. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Meyers; 

S. 5403. An act granting an increase of pension to Marcus 
Wood ; 

8. 5741. An act granting an increase of pension to Amelia M. 
Hawes ; 

S. 6347. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward R. 
Cunningham ; 

S. 6230. An act granting an increase of pension to Nellie Pax- 
ton; 

S. 6561. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Blair; 

S. 6723. An act granting an increase of pension to Augusta P. 
Morgan ; 

S. 6131. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances A. 
Jepson ; 

S. 1347. An act granting a pension to Martha W. Pollard; 

S. 6485. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Cook ; 

8. 6560. An act granting an increase of pension to Reuben D. 


8. 6580. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella B. 
Green; 

S. 6579. An act granting an increase of pension to Ezekiel 
Morrill; 

8. 6586. An act granting an increase of pension to Wesley J. 
Ladd; 

S. 6203. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis W. 
Crommett ; 

S. 10. An act granting an increase of pension to Roswell 
Prescott ; 

S. 5727. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucius 
Rumrill ; 

8. 1257. An act granting an “therease of pension to Patrick 
O'Day; 

S. 6829. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas P. 
Cheney ; 

S. 4389. An act granting an increase of pension to Florence 
Plato; 

S. 5725. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo S. 
Prather ; 

S. 768. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Rhoads; 

S. 5443. An act granting an increase of pension to James D. 
Merrill; 

8. 5980, An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Smith ; 

8. 6186. An act granting an increase of pension to James L. 
Estlow; 

S. 6438. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha J. 
Haller; 

S. 6429. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
Beardsley; 

S. 5826. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac C. 
Phillips ; 

8. 1941. An act granting an increase of pension to Elvira A. 
Kelley; 

S. 1857. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Vantilburgh ; 

S. 6538. An act granting an increase of pension to Betsey A. 
Hodges; 

S. 5138. An act granting a pension to Jane Metts; 

S. 6353. An act granting an increase of pension to Dolores S. 
Foster; 


S. 2749. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Brooks; 

S. 6466. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Moser ; 

S. 6267. An act granting an increase of pension to Denis A. 
Manning; 

S. 4406. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan N. 
Fowler: 

S. 6636. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Grover; 

S. 4053. An act granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Smith; 


S. 6250. An act granting a pension to Alice G. Clark; 
S. 6718. An act granting an increase of pension to ‘Augustus 
L. Holbrook ; 


= 6705. An act granting an increase of pension to Holmes 
Clayton ; 
25 6707. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen E. 

mon; 

S. 6709. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Shawver; 8 

S. 6717. An act granting an increase of pension to Manasa 1 T 
Houser; 

1 An act Sanin an increase of pension to Silas A. Rey- 
nolds ; 

S. 1891. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
M. Morgan; 
S S. 5176. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. 
anes ; 

S. 2734. An act granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Conyngham ; 

S. 822. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael V. 
Hennessy ; 

S. 2737. 
Hains ; 

S. 4909. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis Sidel; 

S. 4894. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Ramsey ; 

S. 6035. An act granting an increase of pension to John Fox; 

S. 6232. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. 
Anthony ; 
y S. 6001. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily Kil- 
ian; 

S. 5963. An act granting an increase of pension to James Reed ; 

S. 5892. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel W. 
Redfield; 

S. 6005. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Bridaham; 

S. 2563. An act granting a pension to Isaac Carter; 

S. 3767. An act sranting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Turner; 
5 S i ae An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
mith ; 

S 6537. An act granting an increase of pension to William Ep- 
pinger; 

: S. 5823. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson Vir- 
gin; 

S. 3220. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilbur H. 
Clark ; 

S. 123. An act granting an increase of pension to William M. 
Morgan: 

S. 3221. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Mills; 

S. 1493. 
Huff ; 

S. 6645. 
Stillwell; 

S. 1240. An act granting an increase of pension to Dana W. 
Hartshorn ; 
wn fe An act granting an increase of pension to Gertrude 

eNeil; 

P DIDE An act granting an increase of pension to Granville F. 
No 7 

S. 774. An act granting an increase of pension to August 
Krueger; 

S. 6126. An act granting an increase of pension to James E. 
Speake ; 

S. 2794. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Allison ; 

S. 6051. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Duncan; 

S. 6882. An act granting an increase of pension to Elisha H. 
Stephens; 
5 R An act granting an increase of pension to Jefferson 

ush; 

S. 2541. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas W. 
Murray ; 

S. 6008. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Lamont ; 

S. 2669. An act granting an increase of pension to Winfield S. 
Ramsey ; 
=A 5 ve An act granting an increase of pension to Louis A. 

aird; 

S. 771. An act granting an increase of pension to S. G. Kreid- 
ler; 

S. 4032. An act granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
Craighton ; 

S. 5693. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret L. 
Houlihan ; 

S. 5084. An act-granting a pension to Jobn W. Connell; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 


An act granting an increase of pension to Cathrin 


An act granting an increase of pension to Timothy ©. 
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S. 4771. An act granting an increase of pension B George R. 
Turner; 

S. 6238. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh 8. 
Strain; 

S. 6883. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas W. 
Wee 

S. 6942. An act granting an increase of pension to William B. 

Dow: 
x S. 6824. An act granting an increase of pension to Byron Can- 

eld; 

S. 6826. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Turner ; 

S. 6572. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron L. 
Roberts ; 

S. 5685. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Jenkins ; 

S. 6574. An act granting an increase of pension to Maria H. 
Waggoner ; 

S. 4908. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Kimball ; 

S. 4510. An act granting an increase of pension to Rufus C. 
Allen; 

S. 6997. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Kennedy; 

S. 5771. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Thompson; 

S. 6650. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
McGinty ; 

S. 7160. An act granting a pension to Kate Myers; 

S. 5502. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Coyle; 

S. 6714. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph Bol- 
shaw; 

S. 6712. An act granting an increase of pension to Orin In- 


gram ; 

S. 2643. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Thrasher ; 

S. 6767. 
Brown; 

S. 6506. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry Z. 
Bowman ; 

S. 5740. An act granting an increase of pension to Jared Ayer; 

S. 6558..An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 
Pearce; 

S. 4542. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron Dan- 
jels ; 

S. 6368. An act granting an increase of pension to Sherrod 
Hamilton ; 

S. 6632. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Davis; 

S. 6631. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Hodgman ; 

S. 6978. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Jackson ; 

S. 6019. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
O'Donald; 

S. 4979. An act granting an increase of pension to Don C. 
Smith ; 

S 5067. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Schultz ; 


An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 


8. 7077. An get granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Hattan ; 

S. 6266. An act granting an increase of pension to Paul 
Baker ; 

S. 3671. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis Cas- 
tinetti; 


S. 3763. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Baker; 

S. 5573. An act granting an increase of pension to Gustavus 
A. Thompson ; 

S. 6581. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Lowell; 

S. 6585. An act granting an increase of pension to Amos Ham; 

S. 6383. An act granting an increase of pension to Abram P. 
Colby ; 

S. 6591. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Campbell ; 

S. 3931. An act granting an increase of pension to Fanny A. 
Pearsons ; 

S. 6596. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus W. 


Cobb; k 
S. 6597. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank H. 


Read; 
S. 6163. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Westcott; 


1 ae 5599. An act granting an increase of pension to Dennis Fla- 
e 

S. 5041. An act granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Tucker; 

S. 6833. An act granting an increase of pension to Bettie Voses 

` 7 7065. An act granting an increase of pension to Lovisa Don- 
aldson ; 

S. 6505. An act granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
Morgan Benton; 

z N 4127. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
aine; 

S. 6514. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Augustus Stocker ; 

S. 6885. An act granting an increase of pension to William N. 
Anderson ; 

S. 6723. An act granting an increase of pension to Augusta P. 
Morgan; 

50 682. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonathan M. 
ams; 

S. 6822. An act granting an increase of pension to Christo- 
pher Christopherson ; 

S. 6872. An act to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing 
the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf Railroad Company to con- 
struct a combined railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near the city of Yankton, S. 
Dak. ; and 

8. 6720. An act authorizing the President to appoint Webb C. 
Maglathlin a second assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service. 7 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed 
to the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 5119) authorizing the extension of W and Adams streets 
NW., had asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and bad appointed Mr. GAL- 
INGER, Mr. HANSBROUGH, and Mr. MARTIN as the conferees on 
the part fo the Senate. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. z 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their ap- 
propriate committees, as indicated below : 

S. 679. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S 6822. An act granting an increase of pension to Christopher 
Christopherson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6821. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
M. Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4182. An act granting an increase of pension to Reuben 
Smalley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6052. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Redmond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6576. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Meyers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5493. An act granting an increase of pension to Marcus 
Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5741. An act granting an increase of pension to Amelia M. 
Hawes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6347. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
R. Cunningham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 6230. An act granting an increase of pension to Nellie 
Paxton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6561. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Blair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6131. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances A. 
Jepson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1347. An act granting a pension to Martha W. Pollard—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 6485. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6560. An act granting an increase of pension to Reuben D. 
Dodge—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

S. 6580. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella B. 
Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6579. An act granting an increase of pension to Ezekiel 
Morrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6586. An act granting an increase of pension to Wesley J. 
Ladd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6203. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis W. 
Ge tb the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 10. An act granting an increase of pension to Roswell Pres- 
cott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5727. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucius 
Rumrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1257. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
O’Day—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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S. 6829. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas P. 
Cheney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 5725. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo S. 
Prather—to the Committee in Invalid Pensions. 
S. 768. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Rhoads—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 5443. An act granting an increase of pension to James D. 
Merrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 5980. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6186. An act granting an increase of pension to James L. 
Estlow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6438. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha J. 
Haller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6429. An act granting an increase of penson to Mary L. 
` Beardsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 5826. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac C. 
Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 1941. An act granting an increase of pension to Elvira A. 
Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 1857. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Vantilburgh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6538. An act granting an increase of pension to Betsey A. 
Hodges—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
8.5128. An act granting a pension to Jane Metts—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 
S. 6353. An act granting an increase of pension to Dolores 8. 
Foster—to the Committee ou Invalid Pensions. 
S. 2749. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6466. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Moser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6267. An act granting an increase of pension to Denis A. 
Manning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
S. 4406. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan N. 
Fowler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6636. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Grover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 4053. An act granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Smith—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
S. 6250. An act granting a pension to Alice G. Clark—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6718. An act granting an increase of pension to Augustus J. 
Holbrook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6705. An act granting an increase of pension to Holmes 
Clayton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6707. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen E. 
Lemon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
S. 6709. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Shawver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6717. An act granting an increase of pension to Manasa T. 
Houser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 480. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas A. Rey- 
Aud the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 1891. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
F. M Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 5176. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. 
Janes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ‘ 
S. 2784. An act granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Conyigham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 822. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael V. 
Hennessy—to the Committee on Pensions. 
S. 2737. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Hains—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 4804. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Ramsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6035. An act granting an increase of pension to John Fox 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6232. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. An- 
thony—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. (001. An act granting an ‘increase of pension to Emily Kil- 
lian—to the Conunittee on Invalid Pensiors. 
S8. 5963. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Reed--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 5892. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel W. 
Ned field to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 5 
S. 8005. An act granting an inerease of pension to John G. 
Bridsham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 2563. An act granting a pension to Isaac Carter—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 8767. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel Tur- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
S. 2249. An act granting an incrense of pension to George W. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


S. 6537. An act granting an increase of pension to William Ep- 
pinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5823. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Virgin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3220. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilbur H. 
Clark—to the Conimittee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 128. An act granting an increase of pension to William M. 
Morgan—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 3221. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Mills—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 1493. An act granting an increase of pension to Cathrin 
Huff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6645. An act granting an increase of pension to Timothy 
C. Stillwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4772. An act granting an Increase of pension to Gertrude 
McNeil—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5156. An act granting an Increase of pension to Granville 
F. North—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 774. An act granting an increare of pension to August 
Krueger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6126. An act granting an increase of pension to James E. 
Speake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2794. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Allison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6051. An act granting an increase cf pension to Mary A, 
Duncan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6882. An act granting an increase of pension to Elisha H. 
Stephens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6881. An act granting an increase of pension to Jefferson 
Bush—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2541. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas W. 
Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6008. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Lamont—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2669. An act granting an increase of pension to Winfield 
S. Ramsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5001. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis A. 
Baird—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 771. An act granting an increase of pension to S. G. Kreid- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4032. An act granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
Craighton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5084. An act granting a pension to John W. Connell—to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

S. 6814. An act granting a pension to Alice Bosworth—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6819. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Bigalow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 677. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert G. 
Peabody, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6825. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas M.“ 
Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6239. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate M.- 
Miner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 6569. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6568. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilbur F. 
Hodge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 5073. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel G. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

S. 831. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac G. 
Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4771. An act granting am increase of pension to George R. 
Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6238, An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh S. 
Strain—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 6883. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas W. 
White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6942. An act granting an increase of pension to William B. 
Dow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6824. An act granting an increase of pension to Byron Can- 
field—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6826. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6572. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron L. 
Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6574. An act granting an increase of pension to Maria H. 
Waggoner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4908. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Kimball—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 4510. An act granting an increase of pension to Rufus C. 
Allen—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 6997. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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S. 5771. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Thompson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6650. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
McGinty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7160. An act granting a pension to Kate Myers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5502. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Coyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6714. An act granting an ineraese of pension to Joseph 
Bolshaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6712. An act granting an increase of pension to Orin In- 
gram—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2643. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Thrasher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6767. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 6506. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry Z. 
Bowman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5740. An act granting an increase of pension to Jared 
Ayer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4542. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
Daniels—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 6368. An act granting an increase of pension to Sherrod 
Hamilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6632. An act granting’ an increase of pension to William 
Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6631. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Hodgman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6978. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6019. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
O’Donald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4979. An act granting an increase of pension to Don C. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5067. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Schultz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7077. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Hattan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6266. An act granting an increase of pension to Paul 
Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3671. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis Casti- 
nette—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3763. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5573. An act granting an increase of pension to Gustavus 
A. Thompson—to the Committee ọn Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6581. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Lowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6585. An act granting an increase of pension to Amos 
Ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 6583. An act granting an increase of pension to Abram P. 
Colby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6591. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3931. An act granting an increase of pension to Fanny A. 
Pearsons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6596. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus W. 
Cobb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 6597. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank H. 
Read—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6163. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Westcott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5599. An act granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
Flaherty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7065. An act granting an increase of pension to Lovisa 
Donaldson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4127. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Paine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6729. An act authorizing the President to appoint Webb C. 
Maglathlin a second assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter 

-Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

S. 6872. An act to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing 
the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf Railroad Company to construct 
a combined railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Yankton, S. Dak.—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 679. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Kelly—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 6538. An act granting an increase of pension to Betsey A. 
Hodges—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6353. An act granting an increase of pension to Dolores S. 
Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL, 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States for his approval the following bill: 

H. R. 22584. An act making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1907, and for other purposes. 


SHOSHONE INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 21202) fixing time 
for homestead entrymen on lands embraced in tbe Wind River 
or Shoshone Indian Reservation to establish residence on the 
same. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill the title of 
which will be reported by the Clerk, the bill having been read 
in the House on Monday, December 17, 1906. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
si ee question is on the engrossment and third reading of the 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming to yield to me for a moment. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, somewhat 80780 by the spirit of 
the season, I have not objected now upon the last day of the 
session before adjournment for the holidays to the request of 
the gentleman for consideration of the bill. I objected before 
for this reason: Under the practice of Congress recently in 
reference to opening Indian reservations we provide practically 
for a lottery. Those people who are fortunate enough to draw 
prizes in the lottery receive something better than the other 
people do. ‘There are usually a great many applications, a few 
people draw the prizes, and it has seemed to me that when these 
few people draw the prizes and obtain something which their 
neighbors can not obtain, they ought to be compelled to strictly 
comply with the provisions of the law as it existed at the time 
they drew their prizes. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
moment? 

Mr. MANN. Not at present. In a moment I will. As a 
matter of fact, in many of those cases it has become the custom 
of the lawyers and the doctors and the ministers and the mer- 
chants to put in their applications as claimants for this land, 
with no expectation whatever of ever living upon the land or 
ever becoming homesteaders. 

But if they are lucky enough to draw the prize under which 
they may make an entry, they make the entry, and then at the 
proper time they sell their relinquishment of the entry to some 
poor sinner who wants to really live on the land, and that pur- 
chaser takes the relinquishment to the land office, files a re- 
linquishment, at the same time filing upon the land himself; 
but the homesteaders have been compelled to pay to the for- 
tunate drawers of prizes in the lottery a considerable sum of 
money for the privilege of becoming a homesteader. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. MANN. I yield first to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
STEPHENS]. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the 
gentleman’s attention to the fact that these lands are situated 
in a part of Wyoming where the altitude is very great and 
where the winters are long and rigorous, and also to the fact 
there are no settlements near these lands, and these people, 
if forced to go in there in the winter time, away from all set- 
tlements, where they have no conveniences of civilization, will 
have to suffer, and I do not think the gentleman would desire 
any man to be forced to go to a country to seek a homestead 
where they have to undergo such hardships to secure their 
rights as these people would have to undergo, as I understand 
the gentleman from Wyoming. 

Mr. MANN. All these matters have been very carefully ex- 
plained to me by the gentleman from Wyoming, but, as a matter 
of fact, Congress provided by law for the opening of this reser- 
yation at a time when Congress knew that the six months would 
expire in the middle of winter, and I have no doubt that in this 
case most of the people who really intended to occupy the land 
have all gone on the land and that most of the people who in- 
tended to sell their relinquishment are very anxious to have the 
time extended, because it is a difficult matter during the middle 
of winter to find a purchaser of the relinquishment; but when 
spring comes they are enabled to find purchasers for the land, 
and I dare say that a majority of the people who haye made 


Will the gentleman yield for a 
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entries upon this land and have not yet taken possession never 
will become actual homesteaders. If it were not for the fact 
that a small portion, probably, or some portion of these people 
who have not yet taken possession are absolutely desirous of 
becoming real homesteaders, and if this resolution did not pass 
they would lose not only the right to this land, but the right to 
any homestead at all in the future, I would still object; and I 
simply want to say to gentlemen interested in these Indian 
reservation openings that so long as I am here and have the right 
to be heard and object I will in the future object to provisions 
which seem to me to give a preference to one class of people 
over another and a preference to those who are lucky enough to 
draw prizes over those who are unlucky enough to fail. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. NORRIS. While I agree very fully with most of what 
the gentleman has said, I would like to call his attention, how- 
ever, to the fact that, at least as I understand the law, should 
one of those people sell their relinquishment now the purchaser 
would have six months within which to settle on the land, so 
that, as a matter of fact, if this transfer were made now it 
would give the purchaser until warm weather to make his 
actual settlement. 

Mr. MANN. That is true, I suppose, but they can not find a 
purchaser in midwinter. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; if he was going to have six months to 
go on the land. People who are really interested in this legis- 
lation are those who for some reason or other have been unable 
to make their settlement, and it is rather a hardship to require 
them to make it at this time of the year. 

Mr. MANN. Of course some people who want the land will 
buy a pig in a poke, but not many. Most of the purchasers 
want to see the land, and if these people want to sell the relin- 
quishment in midwinter the purchaser can not see the land 

Mr. NORRIS. He will have six months 

Mr. MANN. But he has to make the purchase of the relin- 
quishment before he can see the land. 

Mr. MONDELL, Mr. Speaker, we have had a very interesting 
discussion of this matter from the standpoint of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN], who suggests some things that might 
happen, and I ask the indulgence of the House for just a 
moment while I state the facts as they do exist. 

The fact is that if there were people who drew what might be 
considered prizes in this lottery—particular land—they would 
not be affected by this legislation, for the men who had the first 
choice of entry naturally located in the accessible portion of the 
reservation adjacent to the newly established towns, and in or- 
der to prevent the possibility of a contest they immediately set- 
tled upon their lands. It was possible to do so because of the 
proximity of settlements and stores and opportunities to secure 
lumber. That is true also of the settlers who lived in the vicin- 
ity of the reservation after its opening. But the entrymen came 
from Iowa, Illinois, and Michigan, and Indiana, and Texas to 
file upon these lands. Many of them, as well as some of the 
people who lived in the locality, took lands at quite a distance 
from the towns, at quite a distance from the railway, where it 
was utterly impossible to make settlement in the two months and 
a half of good weather succeeding the date of their entry. 
Those men could not without great hardship get into that 
region in the middle of winter, build their houses, and estab- 
lish themselves and their families upon the land. If there are 
any entrymen on these lands affected by this bill who have 
in their mind the thought that they may sometime relinquish 
their right, none such has come to my knowledge, and a knowl- 
edge that is pretty general in regard to the conditions as they 
exist. This legislation is necessary, owing to the fact that Con- 
gress said when these men should file. It was not optional with 
them. They must file at a time when the expiration of the six 
months brought them into the middle of the winter, on desert 
lands far from railways, far from timber supply, inhospitable in 
the middle of winter, in a severe climate, at an altitude of 5,000 
feet above sea level. This is the usual relief granted to honest, 
intending settlers under similar circumstances. 

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry]. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, the six months’ provision to which 
reference has been made is a general law, applicable to all 
eases. The man who takes public land in Kansas at any time 
of the year would have six months after his first filing in which 
to occupy the land. This is a general provision. The applica- 
tion of this general provision to the opening in Wyoming at 
this high altitude in this particular instance makes it so that 
either the original opening had to be too early in the season or 
the actual occupation had to be too late in the season. The first 
bill proposed to make the opening early in the spring, and it 


was found that the floods were such and the condition of the 
climate was such that it would prove a very great inconvenience 
to the intending settlers to have to go and select their lands at 


that time. So the bill was amended, putting the entry at a later 
date in the summer, and that later date, of course, carried the 
six months forward into the winter again. 

Mr. MANN. To how late in the season does this resolution 
extend the time? 

Mr. LACEY. To the 15th of May. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman contend that if this resolu- 
tion extends the time to May 15 for next spring that May 15 
of last spring would haye been so early that nobody could get 
in on account of high water and the floods? 

Mr. LACEY. That is a very natural suggestion. But my 
friend, when he comes to understand the facts, will see, whilst 
it seems correct, it does not hit the situation. A railroad has 
been extended since then. At the time this opening was pro- 
posed there was no railroad. Bridges have been built since 
then, so that, so far as the floods are concerned, the lands will 
be accessible at the time named; and, in fact, if anyone now 
has his land, and, haying selected it, wants to cultivate any of 
it next year, he will have to go in early enough in the spring 
to do that. 

Mr. MANN. Is there any railroad through this land now? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. They would still have the same difficulties about 
floods this spring as they had last spring? 

Mr. LACEY.. The railroad crosses the streams and they have 
access to the land now. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The railroad does not run into the land? 

Mr. LACEY. It runs accross the streams to the land, so they 
have access now that they did not have then. 

Mr. MANN. There will be the same condition next spring 
that there was last spring? 

Mr. LACEY. No. The land is now accessible. 

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman who had charge of the bill 
last spring insisted to the House that June or May was not too 
early for the opening last spring. 

Mr. LACEY. They insisted on making it later. 

Mr. MANN. They insisted on making it early. 

Mr. LACEY. No; later. I am on both committees, I will say 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. It was the gentleman from New York who in- 
sisted on having it delayed. The gentleman who introduced the 
bill and the committee insisted on having it earlier. 

Mr. LACEY. It was not early; the proposition was to make 
it in May. It was to allow it to be later in the season, in order 
to give them better time to search and occupy the lands. Nowa 
portion of these lands can not be settled upon at all until they 
get water upon them, at least not successfully. They will have 
to build their little bullidings and take possession, but they can 
not farm the land until they secure water. It is not like the 
ordinary settlement in Nebraska, the Dakotas, or Kansas. It ` 
is irrigable land. Now, let me make this suggestion: The very 
purpose that the gentleman from Illinois seems to have in his 
mind, and which he says would be bad for all parties and ought 
not to be carried out, would, by refusal to protect these men in 
their rights in these lands, be to compel them to make relin- 
quishment to some one who will file a new settlement, and will 
thus have his time extended later. In other words, it would 
give them time running over into next spring, late enough for 
the weather to permit occupancy. But if the time were extended 
as suggested, these original locators will have time to go on 
and occupy their own land instead of being compelled to relin- 
quish. They will, if the law is not modified, be compelled to re- 
linquish so as to allow a new settler to obtain the right to move 
on the land next spring instead of in midwinter. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Iowa if he would be in favor of a uniform law ex- 
tending the time to apply to all homestead settlers; those who 
went up into the Shoshone country and were unfortunate or 
not suecessful in drawing in the lottery and went into Mon- 
tana or some part of Wyoming or into South Dakota and 
made homesteads? Would the gentleman be willing to consent 
that a law might be passed extending this right to them and 
give them additional time? 

Mr. LACEX. I will ask the gentleman if he has introduced 
such a bill? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I have not. 

Mr. LACEY. When the gentleman introduces such a bill 
as that we will consider it. We are talking about a peculiar 
situation applicable to one place. When the other question is 
taken up by the committee, it will be time enough to answer. 

Mr. MONDELL. I ask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
. it was accordingly read the third time, and 
pa 


DISTRIBUTION OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of House resolution 647, the dis- 
tribution of the annual message of the President. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consideration of House resolution 
647, the distribution of the President’s message. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Lacey in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of House 
resolution 647, having reference to the President's message. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the resolution be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the resolution be dispensed 
with. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I shall not take any time in an ex- 
planation of this resolution. It is the same old resolution which 
the House has had before it a good many times, taking up the 
different parts of the President’s annual message and referring 
them to the appropriate committees. There are a couple of 
amendments suggested by the committee—and only two—since it 
was introduced. One of them is to strike ont the word as to 
“Cuba” in referring to the Committee on Insular Affairs mat- 
ters referring to insular affairs. The word“ Cuba“ got into the 
resolution through a mistake—I suppose by the assistant clerk. 
I did not know that it was in myself. The other is on page 2, 
line 7, striking out the words “intercolonial railways and ca- 
bles.” The language itself was put in by the House two or 
three years ago, and it seemed to the committee rather inapt. 
But aside from that there was no allusion in the President’s 
message to either of these subjects; so the committee proposes 
to strike out these words by an amendment. Otherwise the 
resolution is in the form adopted by the House a year ago, add- 
ing the new subjects as far as they are referred to in the mes- 


sage. 

Mr HEPBURN. Will the gentleman state why it was that a 
change was made upon the question of cables? The question of 
cables has always been under the jurisdiction of the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. PAYNE. The words are “intercolonial railways and 
cables.” The committee could not recall any intercolonial rail- 
way. There may be intercolonial cables, but as the message 
did not refer to either of these subjects the suggestion was made 
of an amendment to strike the words out. It was not my 
amendment, I will say to the gentleman, but it was adopted by 
the committee. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The very fact that it was not in there would 
not be a reason for striking it out, it seems to me. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman know anything on the sub- 
ject of intercolonial railways? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; I do not know anything about them, 
and I do not know how you would get railways of that kind. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know how that got in there. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am not authorized by the committee to ac- 
cept any amendments, and I think “intercoloniai railways” 
ought to be stricken out. So fər as “intercolonial cables” are 
concerned, if the gentleman desires it, I haye no personal ob- 
jection to those words remaining. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think they ought to be retained. 

Mr. PAYNE. While, as I say, I am not authorized by the 
committee to accept any amendments, yet if the gentleman 
wishes to move an amendment to the amendment, so as to 
leave in “intercolonial cables,” and strike out the “ railways,” 
I hope he will do so. 

Mr. DALZELL. This is a resolution referring the subjects 
in the President’s message. There is no such subject in the 
President’s message as intercolonial railways. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I understand that, but it takes for its 
model the resolution of the preceding session, and I do not want 
this to become a precedent. 

Mr. DALZELL. ‘There is no danger of that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It has been done in this case, and the 
gentleman gives as a reason because he found it in the old one. 

Mr. PAYNE. In preparing the resolution we struck out a 
number of things that were in the former resolution, because 


there was no reference to them in the message, and that is the 
usual custom in preparing the resolution. 

Mr. HEPBURN. With the understanding that this is not to 
be regarded as a precedent, I have no objection to its going, un- 
der the circumstances, as the gentleman has reported it. But 
I do not want it to be said next time that it is the custom to do 
thus and so. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will say to the gentleman that I can not see 
how it can be regarded as a precedent, because no one would 
dispute the right of the gentleman’s committee to consider the 
subject of intercolonial railways, if there: were any such. Of 
course there can not be. And no one will dispute the right of 
the gentleman's committee to consider the subject of inter- 
colonial cables, whenever that subject is referred to in a Presi- 
dent’s message. 

Mr. PARKER. Will the gentleman allow a question? I do 
not understand what an “ intercolonial cable“ is. We have au- 
thority to report from the Military Committee as to cables to 
Alaska for the Signal Service. i 

Mr. PAYNE. That would not be regarded ns an intereolonial 
cable; but in the Philippine Islands there are cables stretching 
between the islands, and while I do not think the expression 
“ intercolonial ” is an apt one, yet it has reference to that. 

Mr. PARKER. “Colonial” is a very bad expression. 

Mr. PAYNE. “Interisland” would be a very much better 
term. 

Mr. PARKER. The language is to be stricken out altogether 
as reported by the committee? 

Mr. PAYNE. That is the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee, to which, I understand, the gentleman from Iowa, under 
the express disclaimer that it establishes no precedent, has no 
objection. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Very well, sir. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
New York with reference to the change indicated on page 3, 
striking out the words “and to Cuba.” Are there no references 
to relations with Cuba in the message, or why are the words to 
be stricken out? 

Mr. PAYNE. There was a reference to Cuba in the message, 
but the House a year ago struck out those words, and I en- 
deayored to have them stricken out when this resolution was 
drawn, but the clerk who prepared the resolution made a mis- 
take in regard to that. The reason is that Cuba has become a 
foreign country, and, of course, that subject will go to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. The Insular Committee loses juris- 
diction of it through that fact. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Well, Cuba has always been a foreign 
country, has it not? ; 

Mr. PAYNE. No; at least while it was under the control of 
the United States and before a government had been formed 
there the jurisdiction of it was given to the Committee on In- 
sular Affairs. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Are we not exercising some sort of control 
over there just now? 

Mr. PAYNE. We are exercising a large measure of control 
there now, but still it has not interfered with the relations of 
Cuba as a foreign country in any other respect. We are trying 
to preserve it as a foreign country, although it is a pretty hard 
job. 

Mr. OLMSTED. There is a rule of the House expressly 
providing that matters relating to Cuba shall go to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs. Why should the practice be changed? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The rule of the House ought to be changed. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not see how this changes the rule which 
refers foreign affairs to the Foreign Affairs Committee. 

Mr. OLMSTED. It violates the other rule. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
New York if all of the subjects discussed by the President have 
been respectively treated by being referred to appropriate com- 
mittees? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, the endeavor has been to refer them all 
to appropriate committees. Has the gentleman anything in his 
mind that he thinks is not included in the resolution? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Nothing that I desire specifically to dis- 
cuss at this time. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. To what committee has that por- 
tion of the President’s message about race suicide and divorce 
been referred? 

Mr. PAYNE. That would naturally go to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, as that involves an amendment to the Constitu- 


Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
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tion, and we refer all matters of that kind to that committee. 
If Congress in its wisdom should see fit to appoint a special 
committee having that in charge, then the matter might be 
reconsidered and that part of the message go to that special 
committee. As I look around me I could almost name the 
special committee well suited to have that matter in charge, 
but I do not wish to be personal. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It seems to me it would need an 
amendment to somebody's constitution. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from New York yield for a 
question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to ask the gentleman why, in refer- 
ence to the jurisdiction of the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, the committee reports striking out the intercolo- 
nial railways and cables? 

Mr. PAYNE. I fully explained that a few moments ago to the 
able chairman of the committee, the gentleman from Iowa, who 
was satisfied to have it go out under the statement that was 
made at the time. There is nothing in the message referring to 
those subjects is one complete answer to it. 

Mr. MANN. I am delighted to know that there is one subject 
that was not touched upon in the message. 

Mr. PAYNE. I explained to the committee how this case 
came to be brought up in the committee; the language itself is 
inapt, to say the least. There are no intercolonial railways; 
there are what might be called intercolonial cables, but it would 
be more appropriate to call them interisland cables. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The reason I ask the question is because 
a live question. 

Mr. PAYNE. There is nothing in the message about it. 

Mr. MANN. I understand that; but this is a sort of 
rection to the Speaker in referring these matters. 

Mr. PAYNE. No; I might say that the gentleman from Iowa 
is satisfied that it is-not a precedent; that all these questions 
would go to his committee, the committee of which the gentle- 
man from Illinois is such an honorable member; they would go 
to that committee by direction of the Speaker of the House, and 
would have to go there. 

Mr. MANN. Of course I think they ought to go there, but 
if the House adopts an amendment striking out cables—where 
it adopts an amendment striking out cables from the United 
States to Porto Rico and from Porto Rico to Panama, it is in 
the nature of a direction. Now, at the last session of Congress 
they had that proposition before three different committees at 
the same time; when they couldn’t work one committee they 
would try to work another committee. I do not say improperly 
for all the propositions were proper, but if this is to be con- 
strued as an expression of opinion on the part of the House 
that that proposition should be taken away from the jurisdiction 
of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, I would 
like to know it. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Illinois is getting into 
exactly the same train of mind as the chairman of the com- 
mittee, who made almost that same remark. 

Mr. MANN. That is a great credit to me. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think it is creditable to both gentlemen. 1 
hope the gentleman from Illinois will emulate the gentleman 
from Iowa. I replied to him that I could not see how it was 
to be construed as a precedent, because there was nothing on 
that subject to refer to this committee, and it was stricken out 
on that ground. That being so, I did not see how it could es- 
tablish any precedent. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will 
still follow the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. MANN. All I wanted was the assurance of the gentle- 
man from New York to me, because I knew as far as the merits 
of the proposition were concerned, the gentleman from Iowa 
is always able to take care of the jurisdistion of his committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. I agree to that most fully. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, if there are no further questions, I suggest that the 
amendments be reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

—— page 2, Une 7, strike out the words“ intercolonial railways and 
cables. 

The amendment was considered and agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 3, line 15, strike out the words “and to Cuba.” ` 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard just 
a moment on that amendment. It seems to me that it ought 
not to prevail. Rule 11 of this House provides for the assign- 
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ment of matters to committees, and provides specifically that 
all matters “ pertaining to the islands which came to the United 
States through the treaty of 1899 with Spain, and to Cuba” 
shall be referred to the Committee on Insular Affairs. Now, the 
relations of this Government to Cuba are somewhat the same as 
they were when that rule was adopted. 

The Committee on Insular Affairs is a very large conimittee 
of nineteen members. The chairman is not here to-day. I 
think that if he were he would oppose this amendment, and I 
feel I ought to, in his behalf, oppose it. I do not see any par- 
ticularly good reason why the plain letter of the rule should be 
violated in the adoption of this amendment. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I should like to suggest to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] that the con- 
ditions under which that rule was made are entirely different 
from what they are now. It would not be proper, it seems to 
me, for us to refer matters relating to Cuba under that rule. 
Cuba is now an independent country. Our position down there 
does not correspond in the least degree to what it did when 
that rule was adopted, and if the gentleman reads the context 
it will be apparent to him that it has no reference, strictly con- 
strued, to the conditions that now exist. I think it would not 
be the proper thing, taking into consideration our relations to 
Cuba, to make any such order. 

Mr. OLMSTED. We are exercising now a certain control 
there, different perhaps from that which we exercised when 
the rule was adopted. 

Mr. PAYNE. A year ago this question came up precisely as 
it does to-day. I think the chairman of the gentleman's com- 
mittee was here at the time. I think the gentleman has got 
the size of that committee rather large, because there are no 
committees in the House of nineteen members. 

Mr. OLMSTED. There are nineteen members accredited to 
this committee. I have just counted them. 

Mr. PAYNE. There are only eighteen under the rule. I 
think perhaps the Commissioner was added as a sort of an ad- 
visory member. I want to say that a year ago this was 
stricken out, because we have given Cuba a separate govern- 
ment. Things have transpired during the past year by which 
we have had to go down there and try to maintain that sepa- 
rate government on the part of Cuba. I think it would be very 
unwise in the face of that, and in the face of the insinuations 
that have been thrown out that we are trying to grasp Cuba, to 
refer this part of the message to a committee that is organized 
for the express purpose of taking care of the insular possessions 
of the United States. 

Mr. OLMSTED. When the Committee on Insular Affairs 
was created and this rule adopted we were not trying to grasp 
anything in Cuba any more than we are to-day. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman must see the difference. They 
had not formed a government. We were striving then to give 
them a separate government, and they were under the control 
of the United States. We had a military government down there 
at that time. It was under the control of the United States 
then, but we were striving to form an independent government. 
It was not formed until years afterwards. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Are we not trying to form one there now? 

Mr. PAYNE. ‘The moment it was formed we struck out that 
part of the resolution. It only crept in this time by mistake, 
because the committee tried to conform to the will of the House 
when the matter was up before. The trouble was that the gen- 
tleman probably was absent then, though I think the chairman 
of his committee was present, and it went out with the univer- 
sal consent on the part of all Members of the House without dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Conditions have changed since then. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will ex- 
cuse the interruption, there is another and very vital difference. 
At that time Cuba was under the flag of the United States. 
That was the flag flying there. The flag flying in Cuba now is 
the Cuban flag. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. PAYNE] a question. I have not had 
time to read the President’s message as thoroughly as I shall do, 
but I would like to know if there is any portion containing any 
references to the Isle of Pines. Where does that come in this 
resolution? That is a very important matter. 

Mr. PAYNE. I don’t think there is a word in the message 
about the Isle of Pines. If there were, it would go to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, there is nothing about it, as 
I can see, in this resolution. 

Mr. PAYNE. I don’t think there is anything in the message 
about it. That would be a good reason for its not being in the 
resolution. I want to say to the gentleman that I went through 
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the message very carefully for the purpose of drawing this reso- 
lution, and marked in the margin the reference to each subject 
as I went along and then dictated the resolution from that. I 
am very confident the gentleman can not find anything in the 
message with reference to the Isle of Pines. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I do not say that I have. On the 
contrary, I say that I have not read the message as carefully 
as I shall do. It is a very important matter. The Lord knows, 
I believe, we do not want any more colored folks under our flag. 
Still a great many of our white people have gone there and have 
invested their money there and are very much interested in it, 
and the Senate has discussed the subject. 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course if anything should come up hereafter, 
if any petition should be brought in or any bill introduced, it 
will be up to the Speaker to refer it in the first instance, and for 
the House to correct the reference if the House is not satisfied 
with it. This will not influence it in any way, because there is 
nothing in the message with reference to the Isle of Pines. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That being the case—— 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from New York permit—— 

Mr. OLMSTED. I supposed I had the floor. 

Mr. PAYNE. This is under the five-minute rule, Mr. Chair- 
man. This debate on the amendment is under the five-minute 
rule. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that rather 


than involve the country in any international complication, as 
gentlemen seem to fear, I withdraw my opposition to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise 
and report the resolution with amendments to the House with 
the recommendation that the resolution as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Lacey, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration House resolution 647, for 
the disposition of the President’s message, and had directed him 
to report the same back with amendments, with the recom- 
mendation that the resolution as amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on the amend- 
ments? If not, they will be voted upon together. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Payne, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


REPRINT OF BILL. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. To submit a question for 
unanimous consent for the reprint of-a bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the reprint of a thousand copies of the bill 
H. R. 13304 and the report thereon. There is a great deal of 
demand for the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (HI. R. 13304) to provide a suitable memorial to the memory 
of Christopher Columbus. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent for a reprint of a thousand copies of this bill and 
the report thereon. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The Chair lays before the House the following resolution from 
the Senate, which the Clerk will report. 7 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Senate concurrent resolution No. 28. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurrin, X 
That the President be requested to return to the Senate the bill 7 3 
6197) entitled An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
Henry.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the concurrent resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT FOR HOLIDAYS. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly, under the order 
heretofore adopted (at 12 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.), the 
House adjourned to meet on January 3, 1907, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken fröm the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: = 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Sarah Grisson against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
E. M. McNamee, administrator of estate of John Krider, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of State submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for marking the boundary line between 
the United States and Canada—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for temporary quarters for 
the post-office at Columbus, Ohio—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of resurvey of Hono- 
lulu Harbor, Hawaii—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of plan and estimate of new 
lock for St. Marys Falls Canal, Michigan—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with illustra- 
tions. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of Tombigbee River from Demopolis, Ala., to Columbus, Miss.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed. 3 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting state- 
ment of expenditures on account of the contingent expenses of 
the Department for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1906—to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department, and or- 
dered to be printed. 7 

A letter from the Secretary of State, submitting report on the 
subject of citizenship, expatriation, and protection abroad—to 
the Committe on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, å bill of the following title was 
reported from committee, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the Calendar therein named, as follows: 

Mr. FOWLER, from the Committee. on Banking and Cur- 
rency, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
23017) for the issue and redemption of national-bank guaranteed 
credit notes, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5629); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A Dill (H. R. 23109) to fix the pay 
of the Army—to the Committe@ on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 23110) declaratory of the 
intent of Congress in acts heretofore passed relating to Spanish 
and Mexican grants, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 23111) amendatory to an 
act entitled “An act to define and fix the standard of value of 
money coined by the United States“ —to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 23112) granting an increase 


-of 20 per cent to pensioners of the war of the rebellion in cer- 


tain cases—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 23113) au- 
thorizing the procuring of additional land for the enlargement 
of the site for the public building at Battle Creek, Mich.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 23114) 
extending to the support of Bellingham, in the State of Washing- 
ton, the privileges of the seventh section of the act approved 
June 10, 1880, governing the immediate transportation of duti- 


tee on Indian Affairs. 
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able merchandise without appraisement—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23115) to encourage the holding of an 
Alaska-Yukon-Pacifie exposition at the city of Seattle, State 
of Washington, in the year 1909—to the Committee on Indus- 
trial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 23116) to extend Fourth 
street SE.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BROOCKS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 23117) for the 
erection of à Federal building at Port Arthur, Tex.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23118) for the erection of a Federal 
building at Marshall, Tex.—to the Committee in Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FORDNBEY: A bill (H. R. 23119) for enlarging the 
post-office site at Owosso, Mich.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. : 

By Mr. BROOCKS of Texas: A bil (H. R. 23120) for the 
erection of a Federal building at Orange, Tex.—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MCKINNEY: A joint resolution (II. J. Res. 207) de- 
claring Sturgeon Bay, Illinois, not navigable water—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 208) providing for the 
construction of a dike or levee across Sturgeon Bay, Illinois— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MANN: A resolution (H. Res. 672) requesting the 
Secretary of the Treasury to transmit to the House certain in- 
formation concerning Federal buildings at Chicago—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A resolution” (H. Res. 673) re- 
questing certain information from the Secretary of the Interior 
concerning the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians—to the Commit- 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 23121) granting an increase 
of pension to Frank Vrooman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 23122) granting an increase of pension to 
Melissa D. Whitman—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 23123) granting an increase 
of pension to Asahel E. Chaffee—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 23124) granting an increase 
of pension to J. P. Montgomery—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 23125) granting an increase of pension to 
J. D. MeCain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23126) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Kuykendall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 23127) granting an in- 
crense of pension to Mary C. Knowles—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23128) granting an increase of pension to 
Osborn W. Fish—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 23129) granting an increase 
of pension to David W. Quick—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 23130) granting an 
increase of pension to James Magee—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 23131) granting an increase 
of pension to Zelotus J. Stewart—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 23132) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph W. aT the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 23133) granting an increase 
o: pension to John Cowan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DENBY: A bill (H. R. 23134) granting an increase of 
pension to Irene J. Love—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 23135) granting a pension 
to Rosanna King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 23136) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sylvanus Sloat—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 23137) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry S. Irish—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 23138) granting an increase 
of pension to Philip Loney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23139) granting an increase of pension to 
Gardner H. Deremer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23140) granting a pension to Gilbert E. 
Burgoyne—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 23141) 
granting an Increase of pension to Clara E. Daniels—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 23142) to cor- 
rect the military record of David C. Litchfield—to the Commit- . 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 23143) granting an increase 
of pension to John H. Robbins—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23144) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert T. Chapin—to the Committee on Invalid, Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 23145) granting a pension 
to Annie O'Rourke—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 23146) granting an increase of 
pension to Alfred M. Cox—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 23147) for the relief of the estate 
of Jacob Driver, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 23148) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert Liddell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23149) granting a pension to Loulse Wil- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 23150) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel H. W. Riter—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23151) granting an increase of pension to 
Alley S. Rose—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 23152) granting a pension to 
Edward Hunt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 23153) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George Quien—to the Comair 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23154) granting an increase of pension to 
Helen Hough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 23155) granting a pension 
to Isabella Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23156) granting an increase of pension to 
Abram Mussey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 23157) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Peleg Wiley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23158) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 23159) granting an increase of pension to 
John D. Newton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23160) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Dow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23161) granting an increase of pension to 
Ebenezer H. Barker—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23162) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen B. Marston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23163) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Hunt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23164) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus T. Wardwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 23165) for the relief of 
William Sooy Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McoGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 23166) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William S. Voris—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23167) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Amberg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23168) granting an increase of pension to 
J. P. Cummins—to the Committée on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23169) granting an increase of pension to 
George L, Toombs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23170) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan L. Faulkner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23171) granting an increase of pension to 
Harmon Veatch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23172) to remove the restrictions upon the 
alienation of lands held by certain Creek Indians—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McNARY: A bill (H. R. 23173) granting a pension to 
Ann White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 23174) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas G. Matthews—to the Committee on E 
valid Pensions. 
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By Mr. OLCOTT: A bill (H. R. 23175) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry A. Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (II. R. 23176) granting an increase of 
pension to James Baird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23177) granting an increase of pension to 
David Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 23178) granting an increase of pension to 
J. M. Ayres—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23179) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Shirley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23180) granting an increase of pension to 
Zachariah Dodge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23181) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 23182) granting an increase of 
pension to Martha Ella Wrenn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23183) granting a pension to Ben F. Her- 
ring—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23184) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of J. W. Wilkins, deceased, late of Prince William 
County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23185) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of J. W. Darne, late of Loudoun County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23186) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Rectortown, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: A bill (H. R. 23187) granting a pen- 
sion to Jennie Luckenback—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 23188) granting an in- 
crease of pension to O. C. Auringer—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23189) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Schader—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 23190) granting an increase 
of pension to Philip Hinkle—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 23191) for the relief of 
R. R. Russell, Irve W. Ellis, J. L. Barroum, N. H. Carder, and 
Wooten & Vasbinder—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (II. R. 23192) for the relief 
of J. W. Hood—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23193) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan G. Springs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23194) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 23195) granting an increase 
of pension to Aurora G. Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. ' 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 23196) granting 
a pension to Margaret Rand—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 23197) granting an increase 
of pension to Agnes E. Brown—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BRADLEY : A bill (H. R. 23198) granting an increase 
of pension to Lucie A. Allyn—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committee was discharged 
from the consideration of bill of the following title; which was 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 23062) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
M. Moses—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 
George F. Bachelder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: Petitions of Dagsboro Coun- 
cil, No. 30, and Telegraph Council, No. 29, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. Dalzell: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 
John Cowan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Petition of Pride of Wheeling Council, 
No. 20, Daughters of America, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of the Daily Record, Kansas City, 


Mo., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FLACK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry 
S. Irish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of James 
M. Dayidson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNBY: Petition of soldiers of the civil war, for 
legislation making the date given at enlistment the lawful date 
of soldier’s birth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Philip Loney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Drew Theological Seminary, Madison, N. J., 
against legislation that abridges the existing rights of libraries 
to import books in the English language—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Also, petition of the Sabbath Recorder, Plainfield, N. J., 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Good Intent Council, No. 75, Daughters of 
Liberty, of Hackettstown, N. J., and Pride of Vanalta Council, 
No. 94, of Morristown, N. J., Daughters of Liberty, favoring 
restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of. Guiding Star Council, 
No. 124, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring 
restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Ship and Steamboat Joiners of San 
Francisco, Cal., for the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Lodge No. 344, Boiler Makers, Sheffield, Ala., 
for the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Gazette, Lancaster, Ohio, against tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petitions of James D. Grahame and other 
citizens of California; O. A. Treitmoe; the Japanese and Korean 
Exclusion League; A. E. Yoell, and Painters’ Union No. 9, all 
of San Francisco, against employment of Asiatic cooly labor 
within the Panama Canal Zone, and for extending the pro- 
visions of the Chinese-exclusion act to include Japanese and 
Koreans and other undesirable Asiatics—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of the Hartford 
(Conn.) Telegram, against tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of Lady Wooster Coun- 
cil, No. 11, Daughters of Liberty, of Danbury, Conn., favoring 
restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Paper to accompany Dill 
for relief of Henry Dillon—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 5 

Also, petition of the Ocean Grove Times, against tariff on lino- 
type machines to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Petition of the Utah State Post- 
masters’ Association, for increase of salaries of clerks and car- 
riers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HUNT: Petition of F. P. Blair Council, No. 26, of St. 
Louis, Mo., Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring 
restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of Golden Rod Council, No. 24, 
Daughters of America, of New Freedom, Pa., favoring restric- 
tion of immigration (S.4403)—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of Kelton B. Miller, of Pitts- 
field, Mass., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LEVER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Char- 
lotte S. O’Neal—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of George Young—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Daily Item, Sumter, S. C., against tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Helen Hough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of George Quien—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Bridgewater (Conn.) Grange, No. 153, against 
free seed distribution—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of Crystal Lake Council, 
No. 19, Junior Order United American Mechanics, Weld, Me., 
favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 4 
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By Mr. LORIMER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William Sooy Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of the Daily Mail, Moline, Ill., 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. s : 

Also, petition of the town board of Ursa, Ill., for an appro- 
priation to improve the banks of the Mississippi River between 
Quincy and Warsaw, III.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Jemina Grigg (previously referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions) —to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petitions of Silver Crescent 
Council, No. 3, Daughters of Liberty, of Philadelphia, Pa.; 
Spring Garden Council, No. 18, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics; Egyptian Council, No. 144, Daughters of Liberty; 
Liberty Bell Council, No. 76, Daughters of Liberty, of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., and Samuel H. Ashbridge Council, No. 1026, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. ° 

Also, petition of the Franklin Printing Company, of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. r 

By Mr. NORRIS: Petitions of the Reformed Presbyterian 
Church, the First Presbyterian Church, and the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, all of Superior, Nebr., for a constitutional amend- 
ment abolishing polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Emily Weiland, widow and heir of Carl Weiland—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OLCOTT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry 
A. Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of George 
S. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Yates County Chronicle, against tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of the harbormaster of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., for an appropriation to Geepen the channel of the 
Delaware River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of the 
trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Rectortown, 
Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petitions of Dumfries Council, No. 137; Bull Run Coun- 
cil, No. 104; Bell Haven Council, No. 132, and Bell Haven Coun- 
cil, No. 61, of Alexandria, Va.. Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, and Martha Washington Council, No. 4, of Alexan- 
dria, Va., Daughters of America, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. . 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: Petition of the Easton Argus, Easton, 
Pa., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
O. C. Ruringer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Aurora G. Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEBBER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Asa 
F. Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Hudson B. Shot- 
well—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petition of the governors of the New Eng- 
land States and manufactures in said States, for two forest re- 
serves in the East, to be known as the Appalachian and White 
Mountain Forest reserves—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 


Tuurspay, January 3, 1907. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. Hate. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Thursday, December 20, 1906, when, on request of Mr. 
CuLgerson, and by unanimous consent, the further reading was 
dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 


PURCHASES OF COAL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of June 29, 1906, a statement relative to the 
quantities and character of coal purchased during the last fiscal 
year for the use of the Agricultural Department, etc.; which, 

with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 


He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
June 29, 1906, reports from the Quartermaster-General, the 
Chief of Engineers, and the Chief of Ordnance, United States 
Army, and the Chief of the Supply Division, War Department, 
together with accompanying statements, relative to the quan- 
tities and character of coal purchased during the last fiscal 
year for the use of the War Department, etc.; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of June 29, 1906, a statement showing the quantities and 
character of coal purchased by the Treasury Department for the 
several United States buildings under its control, throughout 
the country, and its bureaus and branches, during the last fiscal 
year, and also the quantities contracted for during the current 
fiscal year, ete.; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


FREEDMAN’S HOSPITAL BUILDING. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, recommending an in- 
crease in the limit of cost of the new Freedman’s Hospital 
building, and also that an additional appropriation be made 
for the installation of a system of heating and ventilating; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

THE PHILIPPINE TARIFF. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a petition of the 
Agricultural Association of Panay and Negros with reference to 
the passage of a tariff bill in the interest of the Philippines; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Philippines, and ordered to be printed. = 

PAY OF ORDNANCE OFFICERS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the 
Chief of Ordnance recommending that section 1663 of the Re- 
vised Statutes be amended so that the ordnance officer in charge 
of any national armory shall receive no compensation other than 
his regular pay and allowances as an officer of the corps; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM d. LABADIE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs submitting the draft 
of an item of proposed legislation for the purpose of permitting 
a patent in fee simple to be issued to William G. Labadie, Peoria 
aHottee, for land allotted to him in the Indian Territory; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ALLOTMENT OF INDIAN LANDS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs submitting an item to 
correct a discrimination in the act of June 5, 1906, relative to 
the allotment of lands to children of Indian parentage born since 
June 6, 1900, whose father or mother was a duly enrolled mem- 
ber of either of the Kiowa, Comanche, or Apache Indians, etc.;: 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. EARLY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid befere the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs submitting the draft 
of an item of proposed legislation for the purpose of permitting 
a patent in fee simple to be issued to John W. Early, Ottawa 
allottee, for land allotted to him in the Indian Territory; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LOSS OF LIGHTER MARIA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of December 17, 1906, certain information relative to 
the allowance made by the Quartermaster-General’s Department 
on the claim of Brooks & Co., of Santiago, for the loss of the 
lighter Afaria while in the service of the Government of the 
United States during its military occupation of Cuba; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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PUBLIC SCHOOLS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Engineer Commissioner of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting certain information relative to the report au- 
thorized by Congress on a general plan for the consolidation of 
the public schools in the District of Columbia, etc.; which was 
referred to,the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


D. M. CARMAN, MANILA, P, I. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of December 17, 1906, a report of the Quartermaster- 
General of the Army relative to allowances made by the Quar- 
termaster-General’s Department upon the claims of D. M. Car- 
man, of Manila, P. L, arising out of his contracts with the 
Quartermaster-General's Department for lighters, cascos, and 
other means of transportation in the Philippines; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
PAGI Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
findings by the court, relating to the vessel brig Bachelors, David 
Churchill, master; relating to the vessel schooner Hagle, Jere- 
miah Goodhue, master; relating to the vessel schooner Cath- 
erine, James Cocks, master; relating to the vessel brig Lydia, 
Thomas McCray, master; relating to the vessel ship Hiram, 
Samuel A. Whitney, master; and relating to the vessel schooner 
Molly, John Alden, master. 

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting the order of the court dismissing the case for want of juris- 
diction, filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the French 
spoliation claims set out by the findings of the court relating to 
the vessel brig Hope, John Prince, master; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions 
of fact and law and opinion filed under the act of January 20, 
1885, in the French spoliation claims, set out in the annexed 
findings by the court relating to the vessel schooner Maria, 
William Cole, master; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions 
of fact and of law and opinion filed under the act of January 20, 
1885, in the French spoliation claims, set out in the annexed 
findings by the court relating to the vessel brig Juno, Henry 
Atkins, jr., master, and also of the opinion of the court over- 
ruling motion for new trial; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FINDINGS BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
the following causes: 

In the cause of W. K. Spiller, administrator of C. C. Spiller, 
deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Richard Emmons and twenty-nine other claim- 
ants v. The United States; 

In the cause of the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of 
McDowell; Highland County, Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of E. C. McNeel, administrator of Paul McNeel, 
deceased, v. The United States; . 

In the cause of Sarah C. Harsh v. The United States; 

In the cause of Eugene Barrow, administrator of Mary J. 
Barrow, deceased, v. The United States ; 

In the cause of the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South, of Charleston, W. Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of Mary Lee Dennis, executrix of Levi T, Oglesby, 
deceased, v. The United States ; 

In the cause of W. T. Smith, administrator of the estate of 
Maria A. Reinhardt, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Lucy C. Lee, administratrix of Jane T. Lee, 
deceased, v. The United States ; 

In the cause of James M. Flint v. The United States; 


In the cause of Nicholas Pratt v. The United States; 

In the cause of Helen Bryant, granddaughter of William 
Black, deceased v. The United States; 

In the cause of William L. Degn, Annette N. Degn McCoy, 
Minnie H. Degn Wilson, and Albert L. Degn, heirs of Laust F. 
Degn, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Patrick G. Meath v. The United States; and 

In the cause of Mrs. Mary K. Henry, Mrs. Alice A. Pope, Mrs. 
Jennie Alexander, and Nannie Newby, heirs of Oswell P. Newby, 
deceased, v. The United States. 

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed (H. R. 21202) an act fixing time for homestead entry- 
men on lands embraced in the Wind River or Shoshone Indian 
Reservation to establish residence on same, in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the State 
Camp of New York, Patriotic Order Sons of America, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; which 
was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Carriage Build- 
ers’ National Association, praying for the adoption of certain 
changes in the existing tariff law; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the General Assembly of the 
Presbyterian Church, praying for the adoption of an amendment 
to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the General Assembly of the 
Presbyterian Church, remonstrating against the appropriation 
of public money for sectarian purposes; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Wash- 
ington, D. C., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
authorizing the changing of the names of avenues in that city 
named in honor of the thirteen original States of the Union; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

He also presented a memorial of the St. Louis Immigration 
Protective Tariff League, of Missouri, remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called Dillingham bill providing an educa- 
tional test for immigrants; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration. 

He also presented the petition of James B. Greer and sundry 
other citizens of Humphrey, Ark., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to provide a home in Africa for ex-slaves and their 
offspring; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
New Hampshire, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for carrying free of postage in the mails reading matter 
for the use of the blind; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of National Camp, Patriotic 
Order of Americans, of Phillipsburg, N. J., and a petition of 
Pennsylvania State Camp, Patriotic Order of Sons of America, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
restrict immigration; which were referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

Mr. BERRY presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Newport, Ark., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
improyement of White River in that State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Clarksville, 
Argenta, Waldron, Mena, Booneville, and Conway, all in the 
State of Arkansas, praying that an appropriation be made for 
the extermination of the cotton-boll weevil; which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. MALLORY presented a memorial of sundry property 
owners and residents on New Jersey avenue from Massachusetts 
avenue to Florida avenue in Washington, D. C., remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation providing for the construc- 
tion of a double-track street car line on that avenue; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KEAN presented resolutions adopted at a mass meeting 
of colored citizens of Trenton, N. J., relative to the discharge of 
a battalion of the Twenty-fifth United States Infantry; which 
were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Eliza- 
beth, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
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for the readjustment of the salaries and the system of promo- 
tion of postal clerks; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of 

Rochester, N. Y., praying that the Senate Committee on Foreign 
Relations refrain from any act to interfere in Kongo affairs; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

_ Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of Pomona Grange, No. 33, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Akron, N. Y., praying for the passage 
of the so-called parcels-post bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Ile also presented petitions of the New York City Indian Asso- 
ciation, the German Baptist Ministers’ Conference of New York, 
and of the Men’s Association of the Presbyterian Church of New 
York City, N. Y., praying for an investigation into the existing 
conditions in the Kongo Free State; which were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SCOTT presented the petition of Charles T. Beale of 
West Virginia, and the petition of Harvey J. Simmons, of West 
Virginia, praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief 
of Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of the Philippine Vol- 
unteers; which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Public Affairs 
Committee of Duluth, Minn., praying that an appropriation be 
made for the improvement of the Mississippi River near Aitkin, 
in that State; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Lake 
City, Minn., praying that an appropriation be made for the im- 
provement of the Upper Mississippi River in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Minnesota Federation of 
Women’s Clubs, of Duluth, Minn., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to remove the duty on works of art; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a memorial of the Rhode Island 
State Horticultural Society remonstrating against further appro- 
priation for the free distribution of seeds and plants; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. ANKENY presented memorials of sundry citizens of Cat- 
lin, Ferndale, and Whitman County, all in the State of Washing- 
ton, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation requiring 
certain places of business in the District of Columbia to be 
closed on Sunday; which were referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, x 

Mr. PILES presented a petition of H. R. Loomis Post No. 80, 
Department of Washington, Grand Army of the Republic, of the 
State of Washington, praying for the passage of the so-called 
“service pension bill; ” which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry- citizens of Seattle, 
Stanwood, Cedarhome, Kent, Bellevue, Woodland, Chinook, 
and Clark County, all in the State of Washington, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation requiring certain places of 
business in the District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. LONG presented a petition of Coopers’ International 
Union, American Federation of Labor, of Kansas City, Kans., 
praying that an appropriation be made for an investigation into 
the industrial and social conditions of women and child workers 
in the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Colony, 
Independence, Ottawa, and Montgomery counties, all in the State 
of Kansas, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
requiring certain places of business in the District of Columbia 
‘to be closed on Sunday; which were referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the Commercial Club of 
Salina, Kans., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called “ parcels-post bill,“ and praying for a reclassification of 
second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of William A. Greene, of the 
State of Kansas, praying for the enactment of legislation for the 
relief of Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of the Philip- 
pine Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
6875) granting an increase of pension to Lemuel T. Williams; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

_ Mr. CLAPP (for Mr. GAMBLE) presented memorials of sun- 
-dry citizens of Custer, Clark County, and Lyman County, all 
in the State of South Dakota, remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation requiring certain places of business to be 
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closed on Sunday; which were referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WARREN presented petitions of the State Camps, Patri- 
otie Sons of America, of New York, New Jersey, and Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immi- 
gration; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. BURKETT presented resolutions adopted by the Labor 
Council of San Francisco, Cal., relative to the recommendations 
of the President concerning the Japanese situation in that city; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of R. C. Hazlett, of Lincoln, 
Nebr., praying for an investigation into the existing conditions 
in the Kongo Free State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the South Omaha Live Stock 
Exchange, of South Omaha, Nebr., praying for the enactment of 
legislation granting authority to the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission to regulate and enforce laws to correct the abuses known 
as “car shortages; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Division No. 227, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of Lincoln, Nebr., and a memorial 
of Local Division No. 35, Order of Railway Conductors, of 
North Platte, Nebr., remonstrating against the passage of the 


‘so-called “La Follette bill,” to limit the hours of continuous 


service of railway employees; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill 
(S. 5601) granting an increase of pension to Mathew B. Reid; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill 
(S. 3568) granting an increase of pension to Orin D. Sisco; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill 
(S. 7293) granting an increase of pension to John White; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of John P. Grinstead, of Salem, 
Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief 
of Joseph V. Cunningham and other“ officers of the Philippine 
Volunteers ; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ELKINS presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Berea, Parkersburg, Morgantown, Spencer, Clarksburg, and 
Walker, all in the State of West Virginia, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation requiring certain places of busi- 
ness in the District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which 
were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Williams County, N. Dak., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation requiring certain places of business in the 
District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Bethel, Wis., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion requiring certain places in the District of Columbia to be 
closed on Sunday; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. > 

THE HERDIC COMPANY. 

Mr. CARTER. I present a paper by Margaret Sullivan 
Burke, of Washington, D. C., relative to the Metropolitan Coach 
Company in the District of Columbia, commonly known as the 
“ Herdic Company.” I move that it be printed as a document 


-and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


The motion was agreed to. A 
LARVAN GORDON. 

Mr. BERRY. I report back favorably from the «Committee 
on Public Lands, with an amendment in the nature of a substi- 
tute, the bill (S. 5869) for the relief of Larvan Gordon, and I 
submit a repert thereon. There are only a few lines of the bill, 
which is for the relief of a party who is very worthy, and it is 
especially important that it should be passed. I ask unanimous 
consent for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the amendment, which was to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and 
directed to confirm homestead entry No. 24813, made at the Camden, 
Ark., land office, by Larvan Gordon, of Dial, Howard County, Ark., 
and cause a tent to the land embraced within said entry to be 
issued to said Larvan Gordon, provided there is no valid adyerse claim 
for such land. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered tó be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BERRY. The committee also reports to strike out the 
preamble. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The preamble will be stricken out, 
in the absence of objection. 


ENTRIES ON CROW INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS, 


Mr. CARTER. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 21678) to provide 
for the extension of time within which homestead entrymen 
may establish their residence upon certain lands which were 
heretofore a part of the Crow Indian Reservation, within the 
counties of Yellowstone and Rosebud, in the State of Montana, 
to report it favorably without amendment, and I submit a re- 
port thereon. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WHYTE introduced a bill (S. 7417) for the relief of 
Mary A. Schufeldt; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 7418) to improve the con- 
sular service; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 7419) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Hiram Henderson; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7420) granting a pension to Eleanor N. Sherman; 


and 

A bill (S. 7421) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Klein. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 7422) to amend the act approved March 1, 1905, en- 
titled “An act to amend section 4 of an act entitled ‘An act re- 
lating to the Metropolitan police of the District of Columbia,’ 
approved February 28, 1901” (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 7423) prohibiting the purchase or procurement, sale, 
gift, or disposition of intoxicating liquors to minors by unli- 
eensed persons (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 7424) to extend Fourth street SE. ; 

A bill (S. 7425) authorizing the extension of Oak street NW.; 


A bill (S. 7426) for the opening of Warren and Forty-sixth 
streets NW., District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7427) granting an increase of pension to George L. 
Danforth (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 7428) granting an increase of pension to Helen C. 
Lettenmayer ; 

A bill (S. 7429) granting a pension to Caroline A. Gilman 
(with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 7480) granting a pension to Mary F. Johnson (with 
accompanying papers). 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 7431) to correct the 
military record of Otis C. Mooney; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (8. 
Rutherford ; 

A bill (S. 
B. Gilbert; 

A bill (S. 7434) granting an increase of pension to George 
Blake (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 7435) granting an increase of pension to Spencer 
Phillips; and 

A bill (S. 7436) granting a pension to Lucinda Phares. ` 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 7437) to provide for the 


7432) granting an increase of pension to G. W. 


7433) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


appointment of an additional district judge in and for the south- 

ern judicial district of the State of West Virginia; which was 

read. twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
ciary. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7438) for the relief of the secretary and treasurer 
of Lexington Lodge, No. 1, F. and A. Masons, of Lexington Ky.; 

A bill (S. 7439) for the relief of the trustees of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church South, of Brandenburg, Ky. ; 

A bill (S. 7440) for the relief of the secretary and treasurer 
of the Chamberlain Philosophical and Literary Society, of Dan- 
ville, Ky. ; 

A bill (S. 7441) for the relief of the trustees of the Baptist 
Church of Shepherdsville, Ky. ; 

A bill (S. 7442) for the relief of the trustees of the Glasgow 
graded common schools, of Glasgow, Ky. ; 

A bill (S. 7443) for the relief of the rector of St. Augustine’s 
Roman Catholic Church, of Lebanon, Ky.; and 

A bill (S. 7444) for the relief of the trustees of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Danville, Ky. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 7445) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles J. Freese; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 7446) granting a pension 
to Patrick Kinney; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 7447) granting an in- 
erease of pension to Maria Wells; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 7448) granting an increase 
of pension to Emma L. Harrower; which was read twice by its 
title; and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7449) granting an increase of 
pension to Anna M. Loomis; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7450) to empower the Secretary 
of War to allow burial of wives of deceased enlisted men in 
national cemeteries in the same graves as deceased soldiers; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BURKETT introduced a bill (S. 7451) to prevent the nul- 
lification of State antigambling laws by interstate race gambling 
by telegraph; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7452) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Harrop; 

A bill (8. 7453) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Steel; and 

A bill (S. 7454) granting an increase of pension to John E. 
Meglerme (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. WETMORE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7455) granting an increase of pension to Annie C. 
Anthony; and 

A bill (S. 7456) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
M. Packard. 

Mr. KNOX introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7457) applying the provisions of the act of June 27, 
1890, to the men of the Mississippi River Ram Fleet and 
Marine Brigade, their widows and minor children (with an 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 7458) granting an increase of pension to J. L. 
Francis; 

A bill (S. 7459) granting a pension to Ella J. Crosse; and 

A bill (S. 7460) granting an increase of pension to Marshall 
H. Lewis. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 7461) to provide for the har- 
bor aecommodation, movements, and anchorage of foreign ves- 
sels of war visiting Hampton Roads during the Jamestown 
Exposition; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying letter from the Secretary of the Navy, which was 
ordered to be printed, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr, WARREN introduced a bill (S. 7462) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Amiziah Reed; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the aecompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 7463) granting a pension to 
George C. Rimes; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 7464) for the relief of Mrs. Zerelda P. Allen, and 
estates of William B. Poole and Mrs. Mollie Amanda Phillips 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 7465) for the relief of the heirs of Joel S. Calvert; 
and 

A bill (S. 7466) for the relief of the heirs of H. D. Flowers, 
deceased. 

Mr. FULTON introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7467) to provide for the division of a penalty re- 
covered under the alien contract-labor law; and 

A bill (S. 7468) for the relief of I. B. Hammond. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 7469) authorizing the res- 
toration of the name of James R. Chapman, late lieutenant, 
Twenty-second United States Infantry, to the rolls of the Army, 
and providing that he be placed on the list of retired officers; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7470) granting an increase of pension to William F. 
Burnett ; 

A bill (S. 7471) granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 
Crandall ; 

A bill (S. 7472) granting a pension to James A. Baker; 

A bill (S. 7473) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Gilliland; and 

A bill (S. 7474) granting an increase of pension to William 
Armstrong. 

Mr. LONG introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7475) granting an increase of pension to William D. 
Hudson; and 
ba bill (S. 7476) granting an increase of pension to Oliver S. 

ggs. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bal (S. 7477) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Coone: 

A bill (S. 7478) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Brown; 

A bill (S. 7479) granting an increase of pension to George L. 
Corey ; 

A bill (8. 
Bowen; 

A bill (8. 
Edwards; 

A bill (S. 7482) granting an increase of pension to Wilford 
Herrick ; 

A bill (S. 7483) granting an increase of pension to Marinda D. 
Beery ; 

A bill (S. 7484) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 
Coover ; 

A bill (S. 7485) granting an increase of pension to Lester 
M. P. Griswold; 

A bill (S. 7486) granting an increase of pension to Byron A. 
Wiliams; 

A bill (S. 
Welker; 

A bill (8. 


7480) granting an increase of pension to John 
7481) granting an increase of pension to A. W. 


7487) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 


7488) granting a pension to William W. Putnam; 

A bill (S. 7489) granting an increase of pension to Albert C. 
Wagher; and 

A bill (S. 7490) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Hanson, alias Halden Hanson. 

Mr. CRANE introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions : 

A bill (S. 7491) granting an increase of pension to Anna V. 
Blaney ; 

A bill (S. 7492) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Clow; and 

A bill (S. 7493) granting an increase of pension to George 
Arthur Tappan. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced the following bills; which 


were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill (S. 7494) to provide for the disposal of timber on 
public lands chiefly valuable for timber, and for other pur- 


poses ; 

A bill (S. 7495) to define the status of certain patents and 
pending entries, selections, and filings on lands formerly within 
the Fort Berthold Indian Reservation in North Dakota; 

A bill (S. 7496) relating to commutations of homestead en- 
tries, and to confirm such entries when commutation proofs 
were received by local land officers prematurely ; and 

A bill (S. 7497) providing for the commutation of second 
homestead entries in certain cases. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 7498) prohibiting the sale 
or disposal of beds or deposits of coal, lignite, asphalt, petroleum, 
and natural gas, and the lands in which the same are situate, . 
and providing for the leasing of such deposits and lands; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7499) to amend section 8 of 
an act entitled “An act making appropriations for the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes,” 
approved May 28, 1896, relative to the expense allowance of 
United States attorneys and assistants while absent from their 
official residences on official business; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 7500) providing for two ad- 
ditional circuit judges in the ninth judicial cireuit; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7501) extending to the subport 
of Bellingham, in the State of Washington, the privileges of the 
seventh section of the act approved June 10, 1880, governing 
the immediate transportation of dutiable merchandise without 
appraisement; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7502) providing for the appoint- 
ment of an appraiser of merchandise for the customs collection 
district of Puget Sound, State of Washington; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

5 à bill (S. 7503) granting an increase of pension to George W. 

Aker; 

A bill (S. 7504) granting an increase of pension to David 
Decker; and 
x A bill (S. 7505) granting an increase of pension to Michael 

ogue. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 7506) providing for com- 
pleting the construction of the road from Barrancas military 
post, by way of the national cemetery and the navy-yard, on 
the naval reservation near Pensacola, Fla., to the north shore 


of Bayou Grande, and for repairing the bridge connecting said 


road with said north shore of Bayou Grande; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7507) granting an increase of 
pension to Clara Caro; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 7508) granting a pension to 
Wilmot Stevens; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7509) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Bennett; 

A bill (S. 
F. Burrows; and 

A bill (S. 7511) granting an increase of pension to James 
Fisher (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 7512) to provide for an 
additional land district in the State of Montana, to be known as 
the Glasgow land district; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7513) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
M. Cowgill; and 

A bill (S. 7514) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Cornelius. 


7510) granting an increase of pension to Millard 
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Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 7515) to authorize the 
Missouri River Improvement Company, a Montana corporation, 
to construct a dam or dams across the Missouri River; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 7516) granting an increase 
of pension te Margaret T. Everly; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 7517) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah Searle; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7518) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles W. Cary; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILD LABOR IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I submit an amendment intended to be 
proposed by me to the bill (H. R. 17838) to regulate the em- 
ployment of child labor in the District of Columbia, which I 
ask may lie on the table, and be printed. 

I wish to give notice that on Monday, January 14, I shall 
submit to the Senate some remarks upon this amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed, 
and lie on the table. 

Mr. PILES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 17838) to regulate the employment of 
child labor in the District of Columbia; which was ordered to 
lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 17838) to regulate the em- 
ployment of child labor in the District of Columbia; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (II. R. 17838) to regulate the employment of 
child labor in the District of Columbia; which was ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed, and to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

Substitute for section 1 the following: 

That no child under 14 years of age shall be employed, permitted, 
or suffered to work in the District of Columbia in any factory, work- 
shop, mercantile establishment, store, business office, telegraph office, 
restaurant, saloon, hotel, apartment house, pool room, theater, or 
bowling alley, nor during school hours in the distribution or trans- 
mission of merchandise or messages, selling newspapers, or doing 
other light outdoor work, nor shall such child be employed before the 
hour of 6 o'clock in the morning or after the hour of 7 o'clock in the 
evening: Provided, That the provisions of this act shall not apply to 
children between the ages of 12 and 16 years employed in the Senate 
and House of Representatives nor to children between such ages who 
are regularly engaged in learning a trade. 


ANDREW H. RUSSELL AND WILLIAM R. LIVERMORE. 
Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 


posed by him to the bill (H. R. 2073) for the relief of Andrew 
H. Russell and William R. Livermore; which was ordered to 


be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 


Committee on Claims. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. . 


Mr. OVERMAN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $50,000 for compensation and actual traveling expenses 
of special agents to investigate trade conditions abroad, ete., 
intended to be proposed by him to the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mitteo on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MONEY submitted an amendment authorizing the Court 
of Claims as a body to employ, for work necessary to be per- 
formed, an auditor or clerk for any of its judges, etc., intended 
to be proposed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLAPP submitted an amendment directing the Court 
of Claims to consider and render final judgment in the matter 
of the claims against the Mississippi Choctaws of James E. 
Arnold, his associates and assigns, intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McENERY submitted an amendment proposing to in- 
crease the salary of the chief clerk and cashier, office of Assist- 
ant Treasurer at New Orleans, from $2,250 to $2,500 per 
annum, intended to be proposed by him to the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ALCOHOL IN THE ARTS. 

On motion of Mr. HANSBEROUGH, it was 


Ordered, That 500 copies of S. 7326, to amend an act entitled “An 
act for the withdrawal from bond tax free of domestic alcohol when 
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rendered unfit for beverage or 
suitable denaturin 
for the use of the 


„liquid medicinal uses by mixture with 
Rs approved June 7, 1906, be printed 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


H. R. 21202. An act fixing time for homestead entrymen on 
lands embraced in the Wind River or Shoshone Indian Reserva- 
tion to establish residence on same, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE SENATOR GORMAN. 


Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on 
Saturday, January 26, 1907, immediately after the routine morn- 
ing business, I shall ask the Senate to consider resolutions in 
commemoration of the life, character, and public services of 
my late colleague, Hon. Arthur Pue Gorman. 


TREATY WITH JAPAN, 


Mr. GEARIN. Mr. President, I give notice that on Monday 
next after the conclusion of the routine morning business I 
shall call up Senate resolution 197, advising that. negotiations 
be entered into with the Japanese Government with a view to 
secure a modification of the existing treaty with Japan, etc., for 
the purpose of making some remarks upon it. 


EXTENSION OF FEDERAL POWERS. 


Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that 
on Tuesday next, after the close of the routine morning busi- 
ness, I shall call up Senate resolution No. 200, defining the 
rights delegated to the Government and those reserved to the 
States, etc., for the purpose of making some remarks thereon. 


DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I gave notice on the 18th 
of last month that I would call up the pension bill for consider- 
ation this morning. I understand that the senior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] is prepared to speak upon the resolu- 
tion relating to the Brownsville affair and is very anxious to 
go on this morning. I wish, therefore, to change that notice so 
that I may call up the bill after the routine morning business 
to-morrow, and I hope that I shall be able to have it considered 
at that time—that is, considered until 2 o'clock in the afternoon. 

Mr, FORAKER. I do not wish to interfere with the consid- 
eration of the bill the Senator from North Dakota has giyen 
notice that he desires to bring up for consideration, but I wish 
to call attention to the fact that Senate resolution 208, which I 
offered on the last day before we adjourned for the vacation, is 
now before the Senate, as I understand it. The resolution we 
then had under consideration was No. 181. I asked and ob- 
tained unanimous consent to modify the resolution and offered 
it in a different form as another resolution. It is now num- 
bered 208, and it went over, and to-day will come up, I under- 
stand. It is not the old resolution, but a new resolution modi- 
fied so as to make it mandatory instead of giving an option to 
the Committee on Military Affairs to take testimony. I ask that 
that resolution may be laid before the Senate, and then I will 
come to an understanding with the Senator from North Dakota. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio asks that 
the resolution indicated by him be laid before the Senate. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. The Secretary will 
read the resolution. 

The Secretary read the modified resolution submitted by Mr. 
Foraker December 20, 1906, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and hereby is, 
authorized to take such further testimony as may be necessary to es- 
tablish the facts connected with the discharge of members of Companies 
B, C, and D, Twenty-fifth United States Infantry, and that it be, and 


hereby is, authorized to send for persons and papers and administer 
oaths, and report thereon, by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. FORAKER. Now, Mr. President, what I inquire about 
is the parliamentary status of the resolution. I understand that 
it is now before the Senate for consideration, and of right. I 
do not wish to crowd out the Senator from North Dakota—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the res- 
olution is merely a modification of the resolution previously in- 
troduced, and that its status would be governed by the status 
of the resolution of which it is a modification. 

Mr. FORAKBR. It does not signify on the face of it that it 
is a modification. I stated when Senate resolution 181 was 
under consideration that I would, if given unanimous consent, 
modify my resolution. When I undertook to modify it I found 
it so difficult to do it that I had to change it throughout almost. 
I simply drafted it in this form and offered it, and I see that the 
clerks haye numbered it as a separate resolution. I understand 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] desires to Spenk on 
the resolution this morning, and I merely want, if it is in order, 
to have it before the Senate so that he may have an opportunity 
to speak on it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair put the Senator's re- 
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quest for unanimous consent that the resolution should be placed 
before the Senate this morning, and the Chair heard no objection 
to that request. The resolution was read, and the Chair under- 
stands that it is now before the Senate. fi 

Mr. FORAKER. I am willing to yield at any time to the 
Senator from North Dakota after the Senator from Texas has 
spoken, so that he may bring up the bill he speaks of. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire simply to ask the 
Senator from North Dakota a question concerning the bill he 
proposes to call up to-morrrow, I understood him to say. I wish 
to ask the Senator if it is his intention to press that bill to a 
vote. It is a very important measure, and I would want to 
look into the question pretty carefully before I should be pre- 
pared to cast a vote on it. I should like to know the purpose the 
Senator has in view. If it is only to discuss the bill and then 
have it laid aside, of course there can be no objection. 

Mr. McCUMBER. In answer to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire I would say that my intention is simply to call up the bill 
for discussion during the morning hour, with a view, however, 
to haying an agreement by which it may be made the unfinished 
business very soon. It has already been on the Calendar since 
April 2 of last year, so Senators have had considerable time to 
consider it. h 

Now, Mr. President, while I am on my feet I desire to ask 
a question about the status of this resolution. I do not under- 
stand that the resolution has any special right of way for any 
particular day in the future by reason of anything that has been 
done in reference to it to-day. It would have to be called up, I 
understand, to-morrow, the same as any other bill or resolution, 
and have the consent of the Senate to consider it. I have 
already yielded to-day to the Senator from Texas for the pur- 
pose of enabling him to discuss the resolution. I simply want 
to know whether that in any way interferes with the notice 
which I just now gave that I would call up for consideration 
briefly the pension bill to-morrow after the routine morning 
business? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that under 
the rule the resolution has no rights beyond the morning hour. 
It would have to be called up the same as any other subject. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is as I understand it. E 

Mr. MONEY. I desire to ask a question of the Senator from 
North Dakota. To what pension bill is it that he alludes? 

Mr. McCUMBER. It is a general service pension bill. 

Mr. MONEY. A general service pension bill? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes; Order of Business 2293. The num- 
ber of the bill is Senate 976. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, when this matter was first 
presented to the Senate it occurred to me, for reasons which 
need not be stated, to remain silent, although it concerned some 
of the people of Texas. Since then, and in my absence from the 
city, great injustice has been done the people of Brownsville, 
which calls for that refutation which, I think, the facts easily 
and conclusively establish. 

Three companies of negro troops of the Twenty-fifth Infantry 
were stationed last July at Fort Brown, which is within the cor- 
porate limits of the city of Brownsville. Some of these troops 
were ignorant, disrespectful, and insolent. At other stations 

men of the same companies had been engaged in disturbances 
and riots which culminated in murder. At Brownsville, pre- 
vious to August 13, the conduct of some of these soldiers was 
offensive to the citizens, especially to women, and on the 12th 
day of August a criminal assault was made upon one of the 
most reputable women of the city by a brutal negro soldier. 
Complaint of this was made the next day to the commanding 
officer, though no arrest has yet been made, and in view of the 
just indignation of the people the mayor of the city requested 
this officer not to permit the soldiers on the streets of the city 
that night. Such an order was entered, which provoked resent- 
ment on the part of the soldiers. About midnight that night, 
August 13, some fifteen or twenty of the soldiers made an as- 
sault upon the city with arms; fired recklessly and wantonly 
into many residences, business houses, and hotels; terrified 
women and children, who miraculously escaped injury or death; 
seriously wounded the lieutenant of police, and murdered an in- 
offensive citizen. Notwithstanding this cowardly and inhuman 
assault, the people of Brownsville, although excited and indig- 
nant, kept the peace, Mr. President, refrained from acts of vio- 
lence, and contented themselves with appealing to the State and 
Federal authorities for protection. 

What return, sir, is made to them in some quarters for this 
act of self-restraint and obedience to law? They are practically 
charged with rioting among themselves, with firing without 
provocation upon their own people, with putting their women 
and children in jeopardy of life, with wounding their peace 
officer and murdering their fellow-citizen. Upon considerations 


and motives which I can not pretend to fathom, no people were 
ever more unjustly and cruelly assailed. 

Nor, Mr. President, have accusations stopped with the people 
of Brownsville. Captain McDonald, of the Texas Rangers, and 
Major Blocksom, of the United States Army, in their efforts un- 
der orders to detect these midnight assassins, have been sharply 
and severely arraigned. I know McDonald well. Plain and 
rough of manner and of speech, he is as honest and as truthful 
as he is fearless and brave. He is a worthy successor, Mr. Presi- 
dent, in courage and devotion to duty of Hays and Ford and 
McCullough and McNally, who made the Texas Rangers famous 
on the frontier. My acquaintance with Major Blocksom has 
not been so long, and he needs no defense, but I am glad to say 
here in my place that he is a gentleman by birth and instinct; 
that he is an accomplished and conscientious officer, and that 
his military record is without blemish or stain. , 

When the record in this case was presented to the President, 
all the soldiers denying participation in or knowledge of the 
crimes committed at Brownsville, he discharged the entire bat- 
talion without honor before the expiration of the term of en- 
listment, through the Secretary of War. ‘This action of the 
President is challenged as unauthorized by law, and this raises 
the important legal question involved in this controversy. 

It has been intimated that the discharge was ordered because 
the troops were negroes. But in a consideration of the law of 
the case it is not essential to inquire whether the discharge 
was ordered because the troops were negroes any more than to 
inquire whether the controyersy arese here because the troops 
were negroes, 

It is well to say at the outset that while, in my judgment, the 
President was authorized to discharge the soldiers without 
honor, to be followed by the disqualifications incident to such 
discharge provided by law and the Army Regulations, so much 
of the order as purports to debar them from civil employment 
under the Federal Government forever is inoperative as beyond 
his authority. Under the civil-service rules they appear to be 
ineligible to civil appointments for one year. The order doubt- 
less was not intended to apply to civil employment through 
elective offices, and obviously could not affect such cases. More- 
over, that portion of the order which seeks to debar them from 
reenlisting in the Army is without legal force in itself. Their 
reenlistment, as it may depend upon this question, is governed 
and controlled by the act of Congress of 1894, which provides 
that no soldier shall be again enlisted in the Army whose pre- 
vious service has not been honest and faithful. 

The general contention that the discharge of the troops in 
this case is without warrant of law is based upon a confusion 
of the discharge and the punishment of enlisted men in the 
Army and upon a misconception of the powers of the President 
and a court-martial in respect to such matters. The Constitu- 
tion declares that the President shall be Commander in Chief 
of the Army and Navy of the United States and of the militia 
of the several States when called into the actual service of the 
United States. It may be that this provision vests in the Presi- 
dent ample powers respecting discipline which would enable 
him to exercise fully the supreme command, but in my view of 
the question it is unnecessary to consider this phase of the sub- 
ject, because undoubtedly such powers as are necessary in this 
case are expressly devolyed upon him by the Articles of War. 

The Constitution also declares that the Congress shall have 
power to “ make rules for the government and regulation of the 
land and naval forces.” Pursuant to this authority Congress 
has made such rules for the land forces, and they are incor- 
porated in section 1342 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States and are known as the Articles of War. From time to time, 
under the constitutional authority of Commander in Chief, 
regulations for the Army, not inconsistent with the Articles of 
War, have been promulgated by the Executive. By an Execu- 
tive order, September 15, 1904, the latest regulations for the 
Army were promulgated by the President. Whether there can 
be any conflict between the power of the President to command 
the Army and the power of the Congress to make rules for its 
government is of no consequence in this discussion, for there is, 
on the subject of discharging the enlisted men in this Instance, 
no conflict in the rules made by the Congress and those made 
by the President. The Articles of War enacted by the Congress 
clearly distinguish between the discharge of enlisted men prior 
to the expiration of the term of service in the interest of military 
discipline and for the good of the service and the -punishment 
of such men for criminal offenses which are named in the Ar- 
ticles of War. Men may be discharged under the Articles of 
War, as provided in the fourth article, by the President, the 
Secretary of War, the commanding officer of a department, or 
by sentence of a general court-martial, but they can only be 
punished for the offenses named as a court-martial may direct. 
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A court-martial, while it may by sentence order the discharge 
of enlisted men, is not an essential intermediary when the 
discharge is ordered by the President, the Secretary of War, or 
the commanding officer of a department. Discharge of enlisted 
men is not necessarily, therefore, within the meaning of the Arti- 
cles of War, punishment for criminal offenses denounced by them, 
except when done by sentence of a general court-martial, which 
from the very nature of the case implies trial, conviction, and 
sentence in a criminal action cognizable in such military tri- 
bunal. That discharges may be ordered by way of punishment 
is also recognized by section 1290, Revised Statutes, where it is 
provided: When a soldier is discharged from the service (ex- 
cept by way of punishment) he shall be allowed transportation 
and subsistence from the place of his discharge to the place of 
his enlistment.” The Articles of War do not expressly classify 
discharges, but naturally and logically they are classified into 
honorable and dishonorable discharges. This classification, so 
far as any specific law or regulation is concerned, though in 
practice discharges without honor were previously recognized, 
obtained until 1893, when by Circular 15 from the headquarters 
of the Army, cases were specified in which discharges without 
honor would be given. It had been the practice of the Govern- 
ment prior to 1893, though in theory only honorable and dis- 
honorable discharges were known, to give dishonorable dis- 
charges, eo nomine, by the Executive, when technically they 
were not dishonorable because not imposed by the sentence of a 
general court-martial. The Circular 15 of 1893 merely gave 
expression to this construction and practice and a name to the 
discharge. After this, therefore, three classes of discharges were 
expressly recognized—the honorable, the dishonorable, and the 
discharge without honor. The significance of an honorable dis- 
charge is obvious. Under the Articles of War, the regulations 
of the Army, and the practice of the Government for more than 
a century dishonorable discharges are those which may he given 
only in pursuance of a sentence of a general court-martial. As 
a consequence and of necessity dishonorable discharges can 
only be given as punishment for the commission of offenses 
which are named in the Articles of War. Other punishment, 
it is true, may be imposed by courts-martial for the commission 
of such offenses, within the limitations prescribed in the Articles 
of War, but dishonorable discharges can only be given by sen- 
tence of courts-martial, and that by way of punishment for cf- 
fenses named in the Articles of War. ‘There is a middle ciass 
of discharges, those which are not strictly honorable nor strictly 
dishonorable, those where there is a failure to discharge enlisted 
men with honor. 

This class of discharges is known as discharges without 
honor, and may be generally defined to be discharges given not 
as punishment for offenses named in the Articles of War, but 
for causes tainting the character of the discharge or because 
the Government has not been served honestly and faithfully. 
It is the settled doctrine of the Judge-Advocate-General’s Office, 
and always has been, that such a discharge is not a punishment 
and need not be given by sentence of a general court-martial. 
(Dig. Op. Judge Adv. Gen., 1901, p. 319.) The present very able 
Judge-Advocate-General of the Army, in his report of November 
23, 1906, to the Secretary of War, thus states the authority of 
the President to discharge without honor in this case: 


DISCHARGES. 


The separation of an enlisted man from the military service is meee 
Jnted by the requirements of the Fourth Article of War, which provides 
that— 

“Art. 4. No enlisted man, duly sworn, shall be discharged from the 
service without a discharge in writing, signed by a field cfficer of the 
regiment to which he belongs, or by the commanding cfficer when no 
field officer is present; and no discharge shall be given to any enlisted 
man before his term of service has expired except by order of the Presi- 
dent, the Secretary of War, the commanding officer of a department, or 
by sentence of a general court martial.” 

It will be noted that the article above cited contemplates at least two 
classes of discharges: (1) Honorable discharges, which are given when 
the term prescribed in the enlistment contract has been served honestly 
and faithfully; (2) dishonorable discharges, which are given in pursu- 
ance of a seutence of a general court-martial. Otherwise the classifica- 
tion of discharges has never been assumed by Congress, but has been left 
by it to the executive branch of the Government. At present there 
are three kinds of discharges expressly recognized, to wit: The honor- 
able. the dishonorable, and the discharge without honor. The dishon- 
orable discharge is given only in the case of discharge by sentence of 
court-martial. The discharge without honor is given in the cases first 
spetified in Circular 15, Headquarters of the Army, 1893, but this cir- 
cular did not create such discharge; it merely gave it a name. Before 
the issue of the circular and as far back as the rebellion (notwithstand- 
ing that it was from time to time theoretically asserted that the only 
kind of discharges known to the law were the honorable and the dis- 
honorable, and that all discharges except by sentence of court-martial 
were honorable) a third kind of discharge was out of necessity resorted 

It is now recognized that there is a kind of discharge which is 
neither honorable nor technically dishonorable, but must be classified by 
itself. This is the discharge without honor.” 

There were many soldiers summarily discharged during the rebellion 
for causes tainting the character of their discharges. In numerous 


eases the orders were made to read dishonorably discharged, although 
a dishonorable discharge, in the technical sense of that term, cau not 
imposed except by sentence of a court-martial. A summary dis- 
charge can not be a dishonorable discharge, if the term is used in such 
technical sense, but it may be for a cause tainting the character of the 
discharge—a discharge manifestly not honorable. Such a summary 
discharge is now called “a discha: without honor.” Its name, how- 
ever, is only important as a recognition of a discharge, not technically 
dishonorable, but not honorable in fact. It might not be going too 
far to ny that when soldiers were summarily ‘dishonorably dis- 
charged " during the rebellion the order was so worded simply because 
the soldier had done somesbing 
be in fact honorably discharged. 
— * * 


to disgrace the service, and could not 


* * * » 
Although not having committed an offense of sufficient gravity to 
warrant his trial by court-martial, the conduct of a soldier may be 
such as to warrant the termination of his enlistment contract because 
he has not served the Government honestly and 1 as he is 
— to do by the engagement which is embodied in is oath of 
enlistment. In such a case, when reasonable efforts have been put 
forth with a view to the correction of his faults, his enlistment con- 
tract may be annulled in the manner prescribed in the fourth article 
of war. The issue of discharges without honor is regulated by para- 
graph 148 of the Army Regulations, which prescribes, inter alia, that 
the form for discharge without honor will be used in the following 


cases: 

“148. Blank ferms for discharge and final statements will be fur- 
nished by The Military Secretary of the Army, and will be retained 
in the personal custedy of company commanders. Those for discharge 
will be of three classes: For honorable discharge, for dishonorable dis- 
charge, and for discharge without honor. They will be used as 
follows: 

. 


* . » * 7 » 
— e blank for discharge without honor when a soldier is dis- 
charged : 

“(a) Without trial, on account of fraudulent enlistment. 

12 900 Without trial, on account of haying become disqualified for 
service, physically or in character, through his own misconduct. 

“(c) On account of imprisonment under sentence of a civil court. 

“(d) Where the service has not been honest and faithful; that is, 
where the service docs not warrant his reenlistment. 

“(e) When discharge without honor is specially ordered by the Sec- 
retary of War for any other reason.” 
2 * . * * * * * 

Paragraph 146 of the Army Regulations contains certain provisions 
which, if carefully read, will be found to be in entire harmony with the 
requirements of paragraph 148, above cited. Paragraph 146 applies 
exclusively to the case of a 3 at expiration of the soldier's term 
of enlistment and to the form of discharge which shall be used in that 
case, and provides that: 

* 146. The character given on a discharge will be signed by the com- 
pany or detachment commander, and great care will taken that no 
njustice is done the soldier. If the soldier's service has been honest 
and faithful he will be entitled to such character as will warrant his 
reenlistment—that is, to character at least “good.” Where the com- 
pany commander deems the service not honest and faithful, he shall, if 
practicable, so notify the soldier at least thirty days prior to discharge, 
and shall at the same time notify the commanding officer, who will in 
every such case convene a board of officers, three if practicable, to de- 
termine whether the soldier's service has been honest and faithful. 
The soldier will In every case be given a hearing before the board. 

“If the company commander is the commanding officer, he will re- 

vt the facts to the néxt higher commander, who will convene the 
Poara. The finding of the board, when approved by the convening au- 
thority, shall be final. Discharge without honor on account of “ service 
not honest and faithful” will be 7 7 only on the approved finding ofa 
board of officers as herein prescribed. 

“When an honorable discharge is given following the action of the 
board, the fact will be noted on the discharge and on the muster rolls. 

“The proceedings of boards convened under this paragraph, showing 
all the facts pertinent to the Inquiry, will be forwarded by the reviewing 
authority direct to The Military Secretary of the Army.“ 

As has been said, the requirements of the paragraph last above cited 
are only applicable in determining the character of discharge to be 
given an enlisted man at the expiration of his term of enlistment. It 
has never been regarded as restricting the authority vested in the 
President and the Secretary of War in the fourth article of war. 

It would thus appear that thé last clause of the fourth article of 
war vests a discretion in the President to annul an enlistment contract 
whenever, in his opinion, that course is dictated by the public interest. 
The English practice, upon which our military administration is to a 
considerable extent based, is substantially simi to that prescribed in 
the Articles of War. Clode, in his Military Forces of the Crown, says 
in 8 aking of the soldier's enlistment : 

“Though an engagement is made for a term certain, the Crown is 
under no obligation to retain the soldier, elther in pay or in arms, for 
that period, but may discharge him at any time. The safety of the 
realm may depend in some measure on the immediate discharge or dis- 
missal of any man or regiment in arms, and, ks benef that the cause of 
such dismissal should not at the time be disclosed by the responsible 
ministers of the Crown.“ — (II Clode, Military Forces of the Crown, 


. 40.) 

N The provision of a suitable agency for the investigation of charges 
of wrongdoing on the part of enlisted men, in the operation of which 
questions of fact may be investigated. findings reached, and, in case 
of conviction, adequate sentences Imposed, restricts the exercise of the 
power of summary discharge, which is vested in the President in the 
article above cited, to cases in which the conduct of the soldier and the 
character of the services rendered can not be investigated by a military 
tribunal. In the case under discussion it is an essential incident of a 
Judicial Investigation that those who are aware of the wrongful acts 
committed should testify, under oath, as to facts within their knowl- 
edge. To defeat such an inquiry, a considerable number of enlisted 
men have entered into a criminal combination, in the execution of 
which they decline to disclose facts which are known to them touchin; 
the very serious offenses against public order which were committ 
at Brownsville, Tex., in August last. In that view of the case, the 
uestion presented is, Are men who enter into such a combination ren- 
dering honest and faithful service within the meaning of their enlist- - 
ment contracts? In other words, can men admittedly so disregardful 
of public authority be trusted and relied upon when upon an occasion 
of public emergency they are called upon to support it 
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A court-martial, while a military tribunal, is judicial in char- 
acter. In proceedings before it there must be charges against 
individuals, direct and specific, and in trials the same rules of 
evidence govern as in civil courts. After most careful and ex- 
haustive inquiry in this case, although there was no doubt that 
soldiers committed the crimes, it was impossible to discover 
evidence against individuals as a basis for proceedings before a 
court-martial. It is not a case, therefore, as is pointed out by 
the Judge-Adyocate-General, which can be investigated by a 
court-martial. 

Other distinctions exist between a discharge without honor 

and a dishonorable discharge, some of which are named by the 
Judge-Advocate-General in his memorandum in this case, De- 
cember 8, 1906. Among these is the right of admission to the 
Soldiers’ Home, the right to be buried in a national cemetery, 
and the right to receive transportation and subsistence. In each 
of these cases this right exists when enlisted men are discharged 
without honor though not when they are dishonorably dis- 
charged. ` : 
This, Mr. President, is the law; this is the practice; these are 
the precedents. Under them thousands of soldiers, white and 
black, have been discharged without honor by the Executive. 
During the. past year 352 enlisted men, doubtless including both 
white and black, were so discharged. The effort here, if suc- 
cessful, will reverse the course of military justice, shield male- 
factors and criminals, and enable a league of army assassins 
ang murderers to defy public authority and perpetuate itself. 
Any less authority, Mr. President, than that claimed and exer- 
cised in this case would render the Government impotent and 
place it at the mercy of any criminal faction which might arise 
in the Army. 

Let us now turn from the law to the facts. It is admitted 
that no individual soldier has been identified as having been 
engaged in this outrage; so that the inquiry here is limited to 
whether it was committed by soldiers or civilians. 

I have already stated, Mr. President, that prior to August 
13 the conduct of some of the soldiers was offensive to the 
citizens of Brownsville, and a criminal assault had been made 
upon a lady of the city by a soldier. In addition to this the 
soldiers were denied equality with whites in some of the saloons 
of far-away Brownsville; there was a difficulty between a sol- 
dier and a customs officer at the crossing of the Rio Grande; 
and a soldier was struck over the head with a pistol by another 
customs officer for rude conduct toward the wife of that officer. 
What resentment, Mr. President, this created in the minds and 
hearts of the soldiers is well expressed by the colored citizens 
of Boston and vicinity in a series of resolutions adopted by 
them at their recent meeting in Faneuil Hall. Hear what they 
say, as I read from a copy of a paper sent to me by some of 
them through the mail. They do not deny that soldiers com- 
mitted the deed, but they give reasons why they did so. They 
say: 

Brooding on repeated insults and outrages, a few of these colored 
soldiers went into the town on the night of August 13 last with their 
guns, determined to do for themselves what the uniform of their coun- 
ay could not do for them and what the pohe power of white Browns- 
ville would not do for them, viz, protect them from such insults 
and outrages and punish at the same time the authors of their misery. 

There is the resentment, there is the motive, there is the 
malice, there is the purpose, Mr. President, not only to resent 
some injustice which may haye been done them, but, as stated 
by their colored friends about Boston and its vicinity, to pun- 
ish the authors of their misery. . 

Now, Mr. President, what of the evidence in this case? It 
has been said that the only evidence is that taken before a com- 
mittee of citizens of Brownsville, the chairman of which was 
an ex-Army officer and a Republican. But that is not true, 
Mr. President. The very report and document from which 
that testimony was read shows that Major Blocksom, the 
inspector-general, made inquiry and took the testimony of 
more than fifty witnesses composed of all classes of people in 
the city of Brownsville—officials, private citizens, Confederates, 
Union men, Republicans, Democrats, and not a man, woman, 
or child in the community doubted the guilt of these ruffians. 

It is not customary, Mr. President, for the Inspector-General 
or any of his assistants in making investigations necessarily 
to take the testimony in writing. An Army oflicer was sup- 
posed to be a man of honor, at least until these proceedings 
arose. Something was supposed to be due to his character 
and that he would not willfully misrepresent facts, which would 
subject him not only to the criticism and censure of the peo- 
ple, but to trial. by court-martial. Why was not that stated? 

I have nothing to do with the President personally in this 
matter. I care nothing about his personality in this case. My 
personal relations with him, Mr. President, are about as cor- 
dial as those of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForaKer]; but it 


ought to have been stated, in all fairness, that the country 
might know it, that this conscientious American soldier went 
into Brownsville, talked with the citizens, talked with the offi- 
cers and soldiers, talked with every class of people, and then 
upon his honor reported to the President of the United States 
that the testimony upon this question was without doubt.“ 

But I shall read some of the testimony that was taken by 
the citizens’ committee, and that testimony was taken, Mr. 
President, in conjunction, I believe, with Major Penrose, the 
commanding officer of this battalion of soldiers. I wish to read 
some of it, and I shall print in the Rxconb all of the testimony | 
of any single witness from whose testimony I read and not; 
present it detached and garbled. Remember, now, I am on the 
proposition that soldiers and not civilians committed this act 
of wanton savagery upon an unsuspecting and sleeping people. 
Talk about the uniform of the soldier; talk about the honor of 
the Army; talk about the glory of the flag! Mr. President, the 
law and public indignation should drive every such scoundrel 
from the Army, that its record may continue to be such that 
honorable men can point to it with pride. 

Now, let us see. Let us take Mr. George W. Randall. His 
house is within 60 feet of the garrison, and remember, Mr. 
President, because I do not want you to get away from that 
proposition, the question is whether this outrage was committed 
by soldiers or civilians. That is the point now. 


TESTIMONY TAKEN BY CITIZENS’ COMMITTEE RELATIVE TO ACTION OF 
UNITED STATES TROOPS ON THE NIGHT OF AUGUST 13 AND MORNING 
or AUGUST 14, 1906. 

BROWNSVILLE, TEX., August 1}, 1906. 

Mr. George W. Randall takes the stand. 

Q. Tell what Ton saw from the time your attention was first at- 
tracted.—A. Well, I was sleeping about 10 o'clock and was woke up 
by pistol shots fired close to my house, about 69 feet from garrison, 
inside of garrison wall, I got up and went to the window, my wife 
with me. We could see men moving back and forth inside the garrison 
wall, and they were shooting. One man in particular. I watched the 
shots, seeing the fire leave the pistol, and it was elevated up in the air 
and was being fired about as fast as a man can moye his finger. 
There were other shots, but I did not notice them. 

Q. What time was that?—A. About 10 o'clock, I think; though I 
did not strike a light to look. The next move that I saw and what I 
heard was one word—there was a good deal of talking, but very low— 
one man said “There he goes,“ and they made a move for the wall 
and passed out of my sight. 

Q. Did they have guns in their hands?—A. I could not tell. 

. Were 3 soldiers?—A. Yes. 

. You could see on the town side of the garrison wall?—A. Yes. 

Did you see any shooting on the town side of the garrison wall 
toward the garrison at the time of the firing?—A. No. 

Q. Then all the shooting you saw was from the inside of the sare 
son?—A. The shooting I saw—and that was through the flash of the 
pistol, and every one of those flashes was elevated—did not seem to be 
shooting at anything. 

When you saw the flashes of fire could you tell in what direction 
such fire was?—A. It was elevated. 

. Was it toward town or away from town?—A. Toward town. 

„ How long did that shooting continue?—aA. I do not think it was 
more than five or six minutes. 

Q. Were there other shots fired from the post also later?—A. (Not 
known.) ‘The first shot came from the garrison wall down below; the 
next one passed through my room and went directly over my bed. 

ile BN long was that after the first shot was fired ?—A. Five or six 
minutes. : 

Q. That last shot that went through your house, judging from the 
direction of the shot, would you suppose it was fired by somebody who 
ran out of town through the alley?—A. No; it could not have been. 
My house stands [motioned toward the fort], and the place where it 
went into my house [motioned again] and the place where it went out 


[another motion] was about 6 inches above where it went in. Ste- 
nographer can't comprehend motions.) 
Q. After the first shot was fired, how long was it until you heard 


the last shot?—A. I could not tell. My wife said it was between a 
half and three-quarters of an hour, but I think it was not that long. 

Q. The shot that came beg Hg your house came from the direction of 
the garrison?—A. Yes; about the lower end of the lower quarters. 

< That was several minutes after the first fire?—aA, Yes. 

. Do you remember whether it twas before or after the bugle call 
was sounded?—aA. It was after; a long time after. The first bugle call 
that I heard—it was a peculiar call—was two or three minutes after 
they left the quarters and apes the wail and started this way. 

. It was after the bug e call -A. Yes; and it was quite a little 
while before that man got the 7 together and came up Elizabeth, 
. There were two bugle calls?—A. Yes. 

. Was this after the first or second bugle call?—A. The last. 

Q. Did you see anything of the placing of a Gatling gun in the gate 
last night ?—A. No. 

Q. You were in view of the gate all the time?—A. Yes. 

Q. You could have seen it?—A, Yes. ([Continued.] The first shots 
that I heard seemed to me as though they were a little to the left. 
When I got up and went to the window I saw that they were shooting 


up. 
P Rreused.) 

Mr. O. J. Matlock takes the stand. 

Q. (By chairman.) This committee is en in investigating what 
occurred last night. It has been stated that some soldier addressed 
you and told you that it would be dangerous for you to go up the street 
after 10 o'clock.—A. No; no one addressed me that way. The onl. 
conversation that I had was with the commander of Company B a 
think it was), and he said that his instructions were to keep his men 
in at night, and that he was going to call them back. I had no talk 
with a soldier, and knew nothing of it, except that there was a little 
strange situation on account of the after Sunday night. 

Q. ere were you during this shooting?7—A, Behind the guard - 
house, at Mrs. Johnson's house, 
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Q. Did you see anybody do any shooti 
guardhouse to see what was the matter. 
and came near running their bayonets into me, they were so excited, 


?—A. No. I went up to the 
hey said they did not know, 
They said “hey knew nothing about it. 

Q. Do you know anything about the roll call there last night?—A. 


. Anything about the guns?—A. No; except what I have heard. 

Did you make the statement that the guns have not been returned 
to the racks yet?—A. No; for I don’t know anything about it. I had 
a talk with some of the officers this morning, and Hrs | told me that the 
guns had not been tampered with. They had an idea that the guns 
could not be gotten hold of except for drill purposes. 

8 Is that still their idea?—A. No; I think not. 

. How long would It take a man to go from the officers’ quarters 
over to the men's quarters?—A, They were in bed, and, having to 
dress, it would take maybe eight minutes to get their clothes on and 
get over there. Maybe all of eight minutes. 

Q. Do you know anything that might be of the 1 help to this 
committee ?—A. No; nobody out there knows anything about it. The 
general opinion is that they will never know anything about it as long 
as they stay here, unless one of them ps full and tells it. 

Q. Did you state that you were told not to go out that night?—A. 
Yes; I was washing my hands when the kaonang commenced, and I 
went np there, and they were very excited and told me I had better get 
back into the house or I might get hurt. 

Q. That was while the shooting was going on?—A. Yes; I started to 
go, and they said, “ Don't go yet awhile.” o I waited. 

Q. Was the officer of the 6 there? — A. There is no officer of the 
guaro, except the noncommissioned officer, He was on his round. I 

eard him make his round about 11 o'clock. 

Q. If there was a guard on last night, did not he know anyhoay who 
went into or out of the post ?—A. No; he might be around the bar- 
racks, and a person could come in the ae 

3 But if they had a special patrol? With that they should be able 
to keep people out? 

(Answer not known.) 

Q. I understand there was one man with each squad who has entire 
charge of the arms and ammunition. If any arms or ammunition went 
out of there or went in, he was bound to know?—A. He ought to 
know it, if he was up all night, If he was in bed, he might be misled. 

Q. These arms are under lock and key, and this party has charge of 
the key ?—A. Yes. 

And he should be responsible ?—A. Yer. 

A guard who would be up at the end of the third quarters, it 
would be an easy matter for any number of men to jump the fence 
bed bai ae could get back and see who they were?—A. Yes. It is about 

ards. 

3 What Gatling gun is there in the fort?—A. There is only one, 
but it was not got out. 

(Mr. KELLY stated:) It was a very old gun—one of the guns that 
was on the old Bravo in 1872. 

(Witness excused.) 


Mr. Jose Martinez testified before the committee: 


Q. You know the object of this committee. Just state what you 
know or what you saw. 
(Question of speaking English raised. Interpreter dispensed with.) 
Q. Where were you last night?—A. In my room in Mr. Randall's 
house, right behind the telegraph office [pointed out place on map]. 
On alley fronting the post in block 61. 
Q. Were you there last night: — A. Yes; I was reading the paper 
when I beard four shots. 
. What kind of shots; pistol or rifle?—A. Gunshots. 
. Where were they?—A. Inside the quarters. I 
like somebody—big crowd—jump the fence. 
„ About how many ?—A. I could not see him; I hear. 
. Well, more or less?—A. About 20. 
. Did they hace guns in their hands - A. Yes. 
. Were they negroes or white men?—A. gpa 
. Did you see their uniforms?—A,. No; saw their—what you 
call it?—bulk. I could see them shooting this way [makes motion at 
hips]. I could hear men come up Elizabeth street and other men go 
down the alley. 
Q. How man og ts did you hear, more or less?—A. I could not 
tell; about forty or y. 
Was that before or after the first bugle call? Did you hear the 
bugle call ?—A. Yes. 
2 Did these men come over before or after? —A. They shot and 
then the bugle. 7 
. Then you heard other shots ?—A. Yes. 
. Then a second bugle call ?—A. Yes. 
Q. How long was it between the two bugle calls?—A. I think it 
was about three minutes. 
Q. Did you hear them call a roll on the other side?—A, No; I 
was sleeping by that time. 


Q 


hear the noise 


Could you hear these ‘soldiers talking any?—A. Les. 
©. What did they say?—A. I did not pay any attention to them. 
. Do you remember anything they said ?—A. No. 
Q. Did they curse ?—A. Yes. 
Q. Were they drunk or not?—A, I could not tell you. 8 
G. Did you see said men [Kibbe's question] go back — A. No. 
Q. Can you show us on the oat where the first crossed the wall ?— 
A. (Goes to map and points.) " iy jumped over the wall all along. 
Q. Did they Rave guns in their hands?—A. Yes. I was standing 
in the door, 


Q. Were they inside or outside the wall when the first shots were 
fired?—A. Inside. $ 

Q. Then they jumped over the wall and ran uptown ?—A. Yes. 

Q. All of them with guns?—A. Most of them I saw with guns. 

Q. Some of them ran straight up the alley. Do you know whether 
any of them ran up Washington street? . I don't know. I blow 


out my light. 
0 have you any idea how 3 men crossed that wall? — A. I saw 
about twenty men. I don't know how many of them jumped the wall. 
Q. Did you see the soldiers when they came back to the gar- 
ison ?—A. No. 
5 Q. Did you see any of them come up Elizabeth street? — A. I could 
not see them; I hear them come up Elizabeth. 
Q. Did you hear any shots from the town side before you heard 
them on the inside?—A. No. ¥ 
Q. You live about 30 feet from the garrison wallf—aA. Tes. 
ene ventured the information that it is just 36 feet.) 
Q. Were these four shots that you heard first all the shooting that 


(Some 


took place until they passed your house?—A. No; when they jumped 
the fence they commenced A 

. Which way were they shooting? —A. This way. 

. The guns were shooting straight — . Yes. 
them were elevated. 


t 
$ That is all you know about it?—A. That is all. 
a There were quite a number of shots fired before the first bugle 
our. 3 


5 Were tare not more shots than that before the first bugle 

—A. 0. 

8 They continued until the second bu 
. Were there any after the second 


Maybe some of 
A. 
cal 


le call?—A. Yes. 
ugle call?—A. Yes; lots of 


em. 

(Excused. ) 

Mr. President, there follows the testimony of a number of wit- 
nesses. I shall print it all, but I wish to read the salient fea- 
tures of it to the Senate to-day. Here is a man, Baker, who 
climbed up on a tank so that he could see beyond the wall of the 


garrison. What does he say? Baker is the man who had had 
trouble with a soldier at the crossing of the Rio Grande. 


Mr. A. Baker called to stand. 


Q. Just tell what you know.—A. I heard shooting during the night; 
don’t know exactly what hour, 

Was it a pistol or rifle?—A. It sounded like a pistol. I jumped 
up and my brother came out and asked what it was. We climbed up 
on a tank and looked over into the fort. The shooting commenced. 
There were four or five shots near the wall. Then they commenced 
shooting uptown. 

Q. Where do you live?—A. Near the old ice plant, in lot 9, block 
59, I think. : 

. Did you see the men cross the wall?—A. No. 

. Do you remember hearing a bugle call?—A. Yes. 

Q. Was the firing before or after the bugle call?—A. There were 
some shots before the bugle call; then the bugle; then more shots; then 
the bugle call; then more shots. J heard the men run down the stairs, 
like they were coming to a fire, and some one hollered, “Fall in line,” 
and then, “March,” and they went uptown. 

Q. Did you hear the roll call?—A. Yes; about half an hour after 
they got back—a half or three-quarters of an hour after the firing 
ceased and they went back to the post. 

. From where you were, could you look down in the alley ?—-A. Yes. 

. At the time of the firing, or within five minutes after the firing, 
did you see anyone running . the alley? — A. No. 

Q. Were you baal weeps trouble last night?—-A. Yes. Yesterday even- 
ing, about 6 o'clock, two soldiers came up to the house and asked if Afr. 
Baker lived there. Then they said they wanted a big, broad-shouldered 
fellow, who said he was from Georgia. So we got our arms and 
yuarded our residence, 

Q. Do you know of the shot that Mr. Randall spoke of having gone 
9 his room? — A. Yes; I heard it whistle. 

Q. Did you notice the flash of any guns toward the fort?—A. No. 

Q. If they had had a roll call you could have heard it?—A. Yes; I 
heard the last one and heard nearly every name called. f 

Q. Why were 171 noticing this? — A. After they had the other trou- 
ble the officer told him to report to him and that he would have a roll 
call and get who was out. I noticed for the roll call this time. 

2 Did you hear the shooting up in town?—A. Yes. 

. How many shots did you hear?—A. One hundred and fifty, maybe 
Liat ected gs lt looked like volleys of them were being fired. 

xcused. 


Mr. A. C. Moore testified : 


Q. This committee is sitting for the purpose of getting information 
that will place the saddle on the right horse. You are running the 
Miller Hotel? — A. Yes. 
. Are there any bullet holes in the Motel f—A. Yes; about sia, 
. Shot by ehm f? -A. By Ee, last night. 
. What time?—A, About 12. 

Q: Did you see anyone shoot ?—A. No. 

Q. Did you hear?—A. Yes. 

Q. Tell what you know.—A. The first shooting started down by the 
garrison. The shooting still continued, and they came up the alley 
right by our rooms. hey gave the command here and fired. Then 
they came out on Blizabeth street. There they gave the same com- 
mand again—* Halt; 8 $ 

Q. Could you tell who they were—negroes or white people?—A. Well, 
it was a good, strong voice and English spoken. 

Q. Could you gee them ?—A. No; I could not leave my wife; she 
was in hysterics. 

Q. You heard those commands?—A. Fes; and heard them say, 
“There goes the son of a bitch,” and something else, “ Get him!” 

Q. Could you say whether it was a negro’s voice?—A, I think it was. 
It was very coarse. 

Q. After the command what did they do?—A. Well, they ran on 
down, and there was a shot or two fired then. 

Q. Toward the corner of Thirteenth and the hotel?—A. Yes. Then 
they gave another command. The best that I could locate it was 
from this corner opposite the hotel. Then they fired, and must have 
fired that volley at the hotel, for there are the bullet holes showing that 
they must have been shot from that corner. One of them passed 
through a window facing and through a door and struck the wall. 

9 Tave ‘you got any of those bullets?—A. Yes; I gave them to 
Fred. Combe. 

Q. What were they ?—A, Steel jackets. 

. How many shots did you hear?—A. About fifty. g 

Q. Where did they shoot the policeman—right here [pointing out 
of window of Wells's office] ?—A. I do not know, but they were bound 
to have shot him when they came out of the alley, for then they hol- 
lowed, There goes the son of a bitch; get him! Then I picked up 
a oe of bullets [meaning cartridges, evidently] in the alley, empty an 


oaded. 
Q. What were they ?—A. 1205, new army gun, Springfield model. 
. That is all you know?—A. Yes. 
. Do you know whether or not any of your guests actually saw the 


negro soldiers?—A. Yes; Mr. Borden and Mr. Chase had their heads 


out of the window and saw the squad of five or six. 

about then, and the bullets hit right close to the window. One bullet 

ame noo ae the screen, and when it hit the window went straight up. 
(Excused. 


They shot just | 
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Mr. Canada testified: 2 
Q. We are inquiring into the matter of last night with a view to 


ascertai who the guil parties are. We know they were negro 
soldiers. If there is anything that would throw any light on the sub- 
ect we would like to ve it.—A. I did not see a single man that 

am sure. My room Is up on third floor. As soon as the shootin 
began I went down on second floor and went out on the gallery. 
saw that policeman and saw that the horse was wounded. He stag- 
red and fell. I could tell by his rather dark clothes that he was an 
officer. 

Q. Could you see who fired the shots?—A. No; I could not give any 
description of the men. I could hear the peculiar click of the gun, 
and I would swear it was a rifle. 

. Could you tell whether it was an ordihary rifle or a Krag?— 
A. They were the same as the shots fired in the 8 
- Q. You could not hear them say anything: —A. Perhaps, if I had 
been listening for that purpose alone. 

Q. How many shots were fired from the corner at the horse? — A. At 
least three. 

Q. How many in all did you hear?—A. Not less than 150; perhaps 
200. Between those two numbers. It is more or less a guess, 

Q. Did you hear any commands? Hear “Fire,” or ng Ret 3 that 
way ?—A. The only thing I heard them say was, We got him,“ when 
the horse fell. 

Q. Did you see or hear anything that would lead you to believe 
pel the were negro soldiers?—A. Nothing except the general tenor 
of the affair. 

Q. The next firing was up the street?—A. Yes; they went on up the 
street firing. 

Q. From the tone of the.voice that you heard make the remark, 
“We got him,’ were they Americans or Mericans?—A. I think they 
were negroes. I was raised among them and knew their voices pretty 


well. 
(Excused.) 
* + * * * 


* 

Doctor Combe states what Mr. Odin, who is now out of the city, said 
in regard to the shooting (made in gp gr of Judge John Bartlett): 

That about the middle of the nif t of August 13 he was standing 
at a window of his room in the Miller Hotel and he heard a squad of 
men coming down the alley; that they arrived at the corner of the 
alley and he recognized that they were five negro soldiers; that when 
they arrived at the intersection of Thirteenth street and this alley one. 
apparently in command, gave the order. There he goes; shoot him.” 

hat immediately a volley was fired, and then one of the men leveled 
his piece at the window and fired, the bullet panine Shenae the casing 
and going into the ceiling directly over his head. One of his children 
fell to the floor and he thought it was shot. His wife was present at 
the window. 

(Judge Barlett affirmed statement.) 


Mr. McDonald testified : 


Q. We are here to get what information we can that will throw light 
on the circumstance.—A. I board on the little block next the garrison, 
about the middle. I knew there was bitter feeling in town and thought 
that if they caught any negro soldiers up town they might to [sic] 
them up. o I d awake; never pulled of my shoes. When the first 
fire started I jumped up. There were from six to ten shots on Eliza- 
beth street; then they ceased. I went down the street to the next 
block and on to the alley, and stopped on the corner. The shooting 
commenced again just inside the garrison wall. Then I saw some men 
assembled by the garrison wall near the telegraph ofice. There were 
about twenty men. I don’t know chere they came from; did not ace 
them scale the wall or come through the gate. I think they were in 
trousers and shirts. I don’t know whether they were negroes or white 
men, but they were United States soldiers. They went into the alley 
where I first stopped (I had moved back) and commenced shooting. 
I was thirty or forty steps from them. Five or six men went up that 
‘alley, and I could see their gens distinctly. I did not hear any roll 
call, but I went home soon after that and then came down town. 

Doctor Thorne called. 

Q. Tell the committee what you know.—A. I know nothing except 
what I heard. I heard the firing when it commenced, and supposed 
there was a rampage. l was in bed. There was only a thin wall 
between me and the alley. I heard one man say, “ There he goes,’ or 
“ There they go,” or “ There he is; ” then another spoke in a loud voice, 
“Give them or him hell,” and louder still, “God damn him.” It 
twas a negro’s voice. Three bullets went into my house. I did not 
hear them go back down that alley, for I got up and went down town. 

(Excused.) 


Mr. Herbert Elkins testified : 


Q. You know the object of this meeting. We know that this out- 
rage was committed by negro soldiers. We want any information 
that will lead to a discovery of whoever did it.—A. About fifteen min- 
utes before the shooting came up I went up to my room in the Lahay 
Hotel, second story back. When the shooting commenced I got up and 
at in the window. They came up the street; two of them seemed to 
be in the lead. There were five or six. I could swear they were negro 
soldiers. They emptied their guns into Mr. Cowen's house and then 
split up, and rt of them went up Elizabeth street. One of them 
got into a mudhole and hollered for the others to go around the other 
way. They wore khaki pants, regulation blue shirts, and belts. The 
two in advance were small black negroes, none of them over 5 feet 6. 
I might recognize the voice of the one that got into the mudhole, and 
think I could recognize him, but maybe I could not pick him out. 
They did not turn back when the bugle call sounded, but went on, and 
in a little while they came back. I saw them shoot into Mr. Coiwen’s 
house once, and IT think they shot into it three times. They got back 
to the barracks before the roll call and I think before the squad went 
out in town. When the squad went back I was standing with Mrs. 
Lahay at her front gate, and the squad passed within a few feet of us. 
One little black negro, who I took to be the same one that got into 
the mudhole when they were 3 into Urs. Cowen’s house, said, 
“We'll kill the rest of the sons of bitches to-morrow.” I heard the 
policeman shoot uptown; could tell it because the shots were dull. 
(Excused.) 
Macedonio Ramirez called to stand. (Policeman on duty that night.) 
. You were with Joe Dominguez?—A. Yes, 
. Did you see the shooting ?—-A. Yes. 
. Did you see the soldiers ?—A. Yes. 
. How many ?—A. Five or six. . 
. Where were you?—A. When the first shots were fired I was stand- 
ing at the corner of the Alamo alley. When I heard the shots I ran 


to the next corner. I then ran down Washington street until I 
reached Mr. Bolack’s corner. When I reached Bolack's corner I met 
the lieutenant police and Padren coming from the direction of the 
garrison. I asked the lieutenant police what was up. He said he did 
not know. He supposed the soldiers were firing. As we turned the 
corner—the Heutenant police was ahead, Padron was behind him, and 
I was behind Padron—we heard one or two shots from the corner of 
the hotel. As we came near the alley we heard the locks of the guns 
that they were loading. When we were in front ef Mr. Wells's office 
five or siz soldiers appeared at the corner of the alley. One of t 
said, Here he goes; shoot him,“ and three or four 8 R at Domingo, 
and one of them remarked, “ Give it to him.” None of us shot. Padron 
3 Washington street and I went up Thirteenth street. When I 
reach the house where Mr. Carson — 185 they shot my hat off. I 
heard them shoot in the direction in which the other policeman ran. 
I ran up that way and came back down on Elizabeth street and inter- 
cepted the company. I was standing on Crichell’s sidewalk; the com- 
pany was in the middle of the street, and Marcellus was on the oppo- 
site side of the street. One of the men called the attention of the 
captain to the fact that there was a man in the street with a gun in 
his hand. Marcellus Daugherty stated that he was an officer of the 
law. He ordered them to march, and they stood still. Then he ordered 
them the second time, and they marched. Some of the men had their 
guns on their shoulders and some of them carried their guns in their 
hands. They were talking and seemed to be a bad bumor. The 
said something to their captain when he ordered them to march, an 
he ordered them a second time, and they marched on. They had 
stopped and said, There is a man with a gun in his hand.” 
GENARO PADRON’S TESTIMONY. 


My name is Genaro Padron. City policeman of the city of Browns- 
ville. On the night of the 13th Instant about 12 o'clock I was at 
the corner of the Merchants“ National Bank, when I first heard some 
shots in the direction of the garrison. It was in the direction of Fort 
Brown. I was then starting up Elizabeth street with Florencio Briseño; 
ran yery fast toward the garrison, and then as I was pon Mr. Till- 
man’s saloon I asked him if he had a gun, and he said that he had only a 
-45 caliber, which I tock. I ran in the same direction, up the street 
with Briseño, turned the other street, and went near the corner of 
Bolack’s house, and then went up his side of the house and turned the 
corner and went into the Pecina’s yard. Before that I had met Lieu- 
tenant Policeman Ygnacio Dominguez, who was then in front of me. 
then came next, and Macedonio Ramirez was behind me. I told him 
“You bad better not cross that alley, for the soldiers are firing from 
in there,“ and he then crossed the alley and was looking in the direc- 
tion I had told him the soldiers were, and at that moment they came 
out and opened fire on Dominguez. As I said before, I was behind 
Dominguez and Macedonio Ramirez was behind me. I could hear the 
soidiers were talking. I then came around the corner and looked about, 
but 1 did not see anybody. I then saw the lieutenant police, Domin- 
guez, cross the alley and Macedonio and myself coming right behind. 
After the lieutenant policeman, Dominguez, had gone across I could 
see the flashes of the guns giving the reflection on the glass windows 
of the opposite building, And then I saw the lieutenant police, Domin- 
guez, go In a walk on his horse crossing the alley, when I then heard 
a soldier say: * There he goes.” I then backed a little, but I could 
never see Macedonio Ramirez after that. I was trying all the time to 
find out where he had gone. When the soldiers came out of the alley 
they turned their guns and fired. There must have been three or four 
of them Then about three more came out at the corner of Bolack’s 
house out into the street and fired on Dominguez. After that I backed 
and fired my pistol at them, and then they fired on me. At that time 
I turned toward the Sahualla’s store, Washington street, and saw that 
they were about seven or eight soldiers, armed with rifles, going in the 
middie of the street, and then took said Washington street, hiding 
and walking in the dark, taking behind the trees that are on the side- 
walk, and then they fired another volley. When I got near a big nogul 
(walnut) tree they recognized me, and they fired again at me, but I kept 
backing and backing every time until I got to the corner of Sahualla's 
store, but I keeping in the shadow all the time, taking the sidewalk 
of Nicolas Lopez s store, then turned around toward Miguel Fernandez's 
store, when at that time I heard some one ing, who asked me what 
it was, and I looked over my head and saw it was somebody, and I then 
told him that the soldiers had broken out of the post, firing upon the 
police force. I then went up to the corner of the First National Bank, 
turned there, and went toward the Merchants’ National Bank and got 
behind a thick post—the thickest one that was around there. I then 
heard that some one was knocking at the door of McDonald's store and 
went in that direction and asked him, „Who is that?“ And he 
replied, “It’s the mayor, Federico Combe,” and we then walked up 
the street toward the Merchants’ National Bank, and I then told him 
that the soldiers had broken out of the garrison, an 8 Lieuten- 
ant Police Ygnacio Dominguez was hurt, as I had left him some few 
moments before. I did not know where he was. We then came in the 
same direction of the street. 


corner, I 


That is all. 

That, as I will print it in the Recorp, is from the testimony 
taken before the committee of which Capt. William Kelly was 
chairman. 

Now let us see if there is any testimony of the negro soldiers 
themselves that will throw light upon this question. Artificer 
George Newton, Company D, Twenty-fifth Infantry, testified be- 
fore Lieutenant-Colonel Lovering: 


ARTIFICER GEORGE NEWTON, COMPANY D, TWENTY-FIFTIT INFANTRY. 


S Where were you on August 13 when the shooting commenced 
at Brownsville ?—A. I was in my bed asleep, in ä in barracks. 
4 ou ?—A. No, si 


Anybody in Brownsyille ever abuse ir. 
rownsville?—A. I went in 


. Have you ever been in a saloon in 
a Mexican’s place there. 

. Ever in a white man's saloon ?—A. The first night I t there I 
was in one, the name of Mr. Taylor, I believe; some of Twenty- 
sixth fellows carried me in there and gave me a glass of beer. 
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Q. White men in the saloon?—A. Yes, sir. He invited us back. 
I never had Sigg pote Ad was a carpenter. 
pia. they. ave a separate bar for colored men in the saloon?— 


es, sir. 
8 Did you object to that? — A. No, sir. 
How long have you been in the seryice?—A. When I complete 


this enlistment I will be started on my tenth year. There was noth- 
ing said about these three fellows of the Twenty-sixth taking me in 
and giving me a drink. The gentleman took me out to a place where 
he was going to open a restaurant for our boys—for colo men. 

Q. Did you object to that —A. No, sir; ause in place where I 
was raised they have them that way; kind of garden like in rear of 


ing. A 
Q. Dia you ever talk with any of the men on the subject of having 
a separate bar?—A. No, sir; I did not have but a very little said to 
me anyway. Went to a store to get some pills, I believe it was, 
and to get some writing-paper tablet. 


Did the white soldiers of the Twenty-sixth Infantry, displaced 
by the negroes, at Fort Brown, believe there was any trouble 
brewing on account of sending this particular battalion of troops 
to Brownsville? Here is the testimony of one of the soldiers, 
the artificer, Newton, who continues in his testimony: 


Wanted to know where we were from, and I told him; he said, “ You 
boys is the nicest set of boys I ever met. We have learned from the 
boys of the Twenty-siath that you were going to be awfully rough here. 
ave * nicest set 7 am i £ erer met. at A 1 

5 ou buy any g a drug store?—A. u some 
pills and 4 tablet, I believe it was. x 

Q. Did they. object to selling to you?—A. No, sir. The first drug 
store I went to I walked in, and nobody said anything to me. Some 
gentlemen in there talking. I stood around for a few minutes; 
nobody said anything; didn’t ask me what I wanted or anything, so 
I walked out. They didn’t say anything to me nor did I to them. 


That is the statement from one of the soldiers that it had 
been reported by the “ boys of the Twenty-sixth,” a white regi- 
ment, that the men of this battalion would be pretty rough at 
Brownsville. The soldiers of the Twenty-fifth Infantry had 
been pretty rough elsewhere, as you will remember, at Fort 
Bliss in Texas and at somè place in Nebraska. 

Here is the testimony of Jacob Frazier, first sergeant Com- 
pany D, Twenty-fifth Infantry. Does he believe that negro 
soldiers committed this offense? Ithink so. I will read a para- 
graph from his affidavit taken before Captain Lyon: 

Fort Brown, State. of Teras, ss: 


Personally appeared before me, the undersigned ages £ one Jacob 
Frazier, a first sergeant of Company D, Twenty-fifth Infantry, who, be- 
ing duly sworn 5 to law, deposes and An ee 

‘About 12 o'clock midnight, August 13, 1906, I was asleep in my 
house, which is situated about 100 yards east of the east set of soldiers’ 
quarters. I was awakened by two shots being fired from the road in 
rear of B Company quarters, as near as I can judge. My first impres- 
sion was that it was the alarm of fire. I immediately got on some 
clothes and started to run for the 8 Then a fusilade of shots 
was fired from N this road, and the call to arms was sounded. 
When I was 1 n front of Company C quarters I distinctly heard 
some one shout ‘Cease firing,’ several times, and it seemed to come 
from the road in rear of barracks. When the fusilade of shots started 
and the call went, I Se ie the t was being shot up by the civilians 
of Brownsville. When reac barracks the men were coming out 
with their guns, and I fell in the company and checked them, using a 
lantern. Two men were absent on pass, Corpl. C. H. Hawkins and 
Private Walter Johnson. When the company was formed Captain Lyon 
took command and took oP a position along the wall in rear of the bar- 
racks. Then we trolled through town and returned to the post. I do 
not know who did the 1 I would not believe that the soldiers had 
anything to do with it until I was told that Government ammunition 
was found the next morning. I do not believe that any member of D 
Company was implicated in the affair. I know of nothing that could 
have caused or that would warrant this firing. 

“ JACOB FRAZIER, 


First Sergeant Company D, Twenty-fifth Infantry.” 
Subscribed and sworn to before me at Fort Brown, Tex., this 2ist 
day of August, 1906. 
SAMUEL P. LYON, 


Captain, Twenty-fifth Infantry, Trial Oficer, Summary Court. 


Here is the testimony of the cook of Company D, by name 
Charles Dade. What does he say? 


Fort Brown, State of Teras, 88: 

Personally appeared before me, the 8 authority, one Charles 
Dade, a cook of Company D, Twenty-fifth Infantry, who, being duly 
sworn according to law, deposes and 1 te 

„About 12 o'clock midnight August 13, 1906, I was nep in a house 
which I had rented for my wife and family, situated direct 7, across the 
street from the kitchen door of barracks. I was awakened by my wife, 
who said there was some firing going on outside. I went out and saw 
there was no shooting near my house, so 3 my family across the 
road to barracks. Just as I reached the wall in rear of barracks the 
call ‘to arms’ was sounded. The firing continued while I was cross- 
ing the road and after I had crossed. did not see any flashes from 
guns, nor do I know what kind of firearm was being used. There was 
no firing in-the road in rear of D Company quarters; it came from the 
vicinity of the post gate and the telegra office, it seemed to me. 
After I had reached barracks I remained in the kitchen. I do not know 
who did the firing, nor do I know what could have caused it. 

“Further deponent saith not. 

“CHARLES DADE 


“Cook, Company D, Twenty-fifth Infantry.” 
Subscribed and sworn to before me at Fort Reno, Okla., this 4th day 
of September, 1906. - 
SAMUEL P. Lyon, 
Captain, Tiwenty-fifth Infantry, Trial Officer, Summary Court. 
T next call attention to what Colonel Lovering, of the In- 


spector-General’s office, born in Vermont and appointed from 
New Hampshire, says that Cook Dade's testimony shows: 


Cook Dade’s affidavit shows that a man could have taken part in the 
shooting and returned to his company undetected. 


Mr. President, what do the Army officers say who investigated 
this question? I said at the outset that every Army officer 
who had investigated it—I do not care whether he is from 
Georgia or South Carolina or Ohio or Vermont or New Hamp- 
shire—reports to the President upon his honor as a soldier 
that there is no reasonable doubt of the guilt of these soldiers. 
Here is Major Penrose, who commanded the battalion, from 
Dakota, I believe. He says: 


Were it not for the damaging eyidence of the empty shells and used 
clips I should be of the firm belief that none of my men was in any 
way connected with the crime, but with this fact so painfully before 
me I am not only convinced it was perpetrated by men of this com- 
mand, but that it was carefully planned beforehand. 


The next day Major Penrose telegraphed to The Military Sec- 
retary at Washington. 
BROWNSVILLE, TEX., August 16, 1906. 
Tue MILITARY SECRETARY, 


War Department, Washington, D. C.: 

Reference your telegram yesterday, a shooting occurred in Browns- 
ville about 12.10 morning of 14th, in which one clvyilian was killed 
and the chief of police wounded in right arm, which had to be ampu- 
tated. Believe s nig ¢ was done by enlisted men of this post, but 
have not as yet been able to detect guilty party. 


Here is an extract from the report of Major Blocksom, which 
I will not stop to read, because I dare say Senators are familiar 
with it, but I will print what he says upon the subject: 


From the evidence obtainable I believe the first shots were fired 
between B Company barracks and the wall separating post from town. 
A number were fired into the air for the purpose of creating an alarm. 
The soldiers, nine to fifteen, possibly more, then jumped the wall and 
started through town. There is no reliable evidence to support the 
claim that the first shots came from town, and no bullet marks were 
found on barracks. From their direction, etc., I am sure three shots 
through Mr. Yturria’s house came from a point near the center of B 
Company's upper back porch. A Mexican boy sleeping on the floor of 
the Yturria porch said they were among the first fired. 

Mr. Randall lives near the telegraph office opposite post gate. A 
bullet went sheet his sitting room; it came from a point near the 
wall opposites southwestern end of C 5 barracks. Some of the 
first shots fired also came from the vicinity of D Company barracks. 
The line of barracks of D, B, and C Companies runs northeast to 
southwest. The wall between post and town is parailel to and about 
75 feet northwest of line of barracks. An alley through town, per- 

ndicular to wall, beginning at a pot nearly opposite space between 
B and D irs pees barracks, was the line of operations (about three 
blocks in length). 7 

The raiders first struck Cowan's house (at end of first block). 
There were two women and five children in it. It is a miracle some 
of them were not shot. The raiders could not help teh e they 
had not yet gone to bed. About ten shots were fired, nearly all going 
through 8 at a helght of 44 feet or less above floor. One shot put 
out the lamp sitting on a e. Mrs. Cowan has been on the 
verge of hysterics ever since. In is said the Cowan children had 
made fun of “the nigger soldiers; but I could not pin down the 
reports. There must be some truth in them. The lieutenant of police, 
Dominguez, heard the firing and rode toward it, accompanied by two 
policemen. Near the corner of Miller Hotel (end of second block) 
the two policemen turned back, but ey pas Some kept on, and the 
raiders started 1 upon him. He said ere were about fifteen 
colored soldiers in the parte: He was mounted on a white horse, 
and went half a block after reaching corner of hotel, when his horse 
fell dead, shot through the body several times. The raiders were 

robably at the corner and continued firing on the fleeing man until 

pores fell. Dominguez was shot in right arm (afterwards amputated 
below the elbow). He did not even draw his revolver from holster. 
A number of shots were also fired at the other two policemen. Do- 
minguez, many years on the police force, is universally respected. The 
raiders fired seven or elght times into the Miller Hotel, 3 sey- 
eral shots at a guest sitting by a window. After shooting Dominguez 
they divided. ne party p: ed along the alley. ank Natus, 
bartender in Tillman’s saloon (about two-thirds the way down third 
block), heard them coming and started to close the back door, but was 
shot and probably instantly killed about 20 feet from door. A Mex- 
ican in the saloon, Preciado by name, was slightly wounded in the 
hand by a bullet which pa through his coat. Natus had never 
had any trouble with the soldiers, as far as known. Five or six 
shots were fired through that back door. This party tried to get into 
the back door of another saloon, but it was closed, 

The other party went half a block to the right, then turned to the 
left and fired five or six shots into Mr. Starck's house (second from 
corner on street parallel to alley), evidently DEO it for Tate's 
(which is third). Bullet marks in Starck’s house are higher than in 
Cowan's. Mrs. Starck said two shots went through mosquito bar over 
bed in which she and two children were sleeping. ‘These were the last 
attacks, and raiders then probably ran back. Bullet marks were found 
on several other houses in vicinity of those already mentioned. 

None of the individual raiders was recognized. Streets are poorly 
lighted, and it was a dark night. Those who saw them were busy 
trying to keep out of sight themselves. The soldiers were compara- 
tive strangers in town, having arrived only two weeks before. hat 
the raiders were soldiers of the Twenty-fifth Infantry can not be 
doubted. The evidence of many witnesses of all classes is conclusive. 
Shattered bullets, shells, and clips found are merely corroborative. 


Though Senators have read the report, I wish to read just 
here the basis of Major Blocksom’s report in this case.: 

I examined privately the five officers present when trouble occurred 
3 Penrose, Captains Lyon and Macklin, Lieutenants Grier and 


wrason, all of Twenty-fifth Infantry), all men who made affidavits, 
etc., A” to F” (as well as post noncommissioned staff, a number of 
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old noncommissioned officers in each company, ete.), all important 
witnesses in A“ to B’’, Mayor Combe, Mr. Dominguez, Mr. and Mrs. 
Svans, etc. I interviewed nearly all prominent officiuls—Federal, State, 
and county—saloon keepers, and other citizens of all classes. I ex- 
amined the houses, interviewing inmates, of Messrs. Cowen, Randall, 
Starck, and Yturria, observing where shots entered and left; also 
saloon where bartender was killed and a number of other buildings hay- 
ing bullet marks. 

What does General Garlington, Inspector-General of the Army, 
say? 

It has been established, by careful investigation, beyond reasonable 
doubt that the firing into the houses of the citizens of Brownsville, 
while the inhabitants thereof were pursuing their peaceful vocation 
or sleeping, and by which one citizen was killed and the chief of police 
so seriously wounded that he lost un arm, was done by enlisted men of 
tap Twenty-fifth Infantry belonging to the battalion stationed at Fort 

rown. 

The General Staff of the Army, in a paper prepared by Gen. 
Thomas H. Barry, takes the positon that the soldiers com- 
mitted this offense, and recommends that a court-martial shall 
try Major Penrose and Captain Macklin for neglect of duty in 
allowing It to be done. 

Now, what about Captain Macklin? You will remember, at 
least, some Senators who have read the testimony will, that 
Macklin commands C Company, and that with one exception all 
of the men who had trouble with the citizens of Brownsville be- 
longed to that company. What does Macklin think about it? 
Does he think the people of Brownsville committed the out- 
rage? Does he believe that there was an organized riot in 
Brownsville by which women and children might be killed in 
order to secure the removal of the troops from that place? He 
does not believe it. Macklin has not made a report on this sub- 
ject, so far as I am advised, but here is a statement by Gil- 
christ Stewart as to what Macklin thinks: 

Captain Macklin [is] the only officer whom I found so intensely con- 
fident that the men knew about it and that the soldiers did the firing. 

Ue is not only confident, but intensely so. ; 

There has been a great deal said about a roll call after the 
shooting. Let us see about it. Here is the testimony of Cap- 
tain Lyon, of the Twenty-fifth Infantry. He says: 


The first sergeant with a lantern, and myself, went down the line 
and saw that every man was present—thai is, that a man answered 
the wame of every man. 


The idea of testing the presence of conspirators by such a 
method as that, testing the presence of men who had committed 
a crime diabolical and inhuman; whether or not they would get 
somebody in the ranks to answer for them. That is Company D. 

What does Lieutenant Grier, who commanded Company C 
that night and ordered the roll call of that company, say? 


LIEUT. HARRY S. GRIER, TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


Q. Where were you on August 13, 1906, when the shooting com- 
menced at Brownsville?—A. Asleep in my quarters. 

Q. On what duty were you?—A. Post quartermaster and commis- 
sary ; also acting post adjutant. 

. Who were the first enlisted men that you saw?—A. Sergeant 
Harley, acting first sergeant Company C. 

bP by this before the firing ceased or after?—A. Before the firing 
ceased. 

Q. Do you remember any other particular name that you saw before 
the firing ceased ?—A. No, sir; by the time I got over to the barracks 
the firing stopped. I met 5 enc on the brick walk coming 
from the men's barracks to the officers’ line about three-quarters of 
the way across the parade ground to the officers’ line; that is, near 
the officers’ line. I halted him, not knowing who it was (firing was 
still going on), and inquired who was there. Replied, Sergeant 
Harley.” I said, “Sergeant. what is the trouble over there?’ He 
said, The men say somebody in town is shooting up the barracks.” 
I said to him, “If that is the case, what are you doing over here?“ 
He said, “I am going to get the captain.” 


So here is Company C, in which were all the men but one who 
had trouble with the people of Brownsville, answering a roll 
call, such as it was, after the firing had ceased in the town. 

There is something more about a roll call. I read from a 
paper filed in this case by Major Blocksom, dated December 6, 
1906. He says: 


Major Penrose says he thought the firing had all ceased when the 
rolls were called. (See p. 1 [94], sworn testimony, Colonel Lovering's 
report.) Captain Lyon’s testimony plainly shows that the main shoot- 
ing was over when rolls were called and that scattering shots afterwards 
came from frightened people in town shooting out of their windows. 
(See p- 3 [96], same sworn testimony.) Lieutenant Grier's statements 
(pp. 5 and 6 p 97], same N and Acting First Sergeant Har- 
ley's (pp. 6 and 7 [p. 981) pletnly show that firing had entirely ceased 
before roll of C Company was called, and that the roll call itself was 
not at all accurate. 


Not only that, but I want to ask if all the men, according to 
the roll call even, were accounted for. Major Blocksom also 
says in the paper referred to: 


By consulting the list of men absent from company quarters (p. 2 
[93] of Colonel eee report) and the sworn testimony of the men 
themselyes (on pages indicated), it will be seen that the following were 
absent from roll calls that night: Three in Brownsville on pass, one in 
Brownsville presumably without a pass, and from eight to ten at 

uartermaster corral, bakery, officers’ quarters, and quarters in town— 
twelve to fourteen in all. 
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This is about as many men as some of the witnesses say en- 
gaged in this infamous assault upon the people of Brownsville. 

Mr. President, what was done, in the next place, to verify the 
number of rifles that were there after the shooting? What was 
done to discover whether those rifles had been freshly dis- 
charged? This assault occurred at 12 o'clock on the night of 
the 13th. Let us see what precautions were taken: 

Major Blocksom further says: 


No rifles were examined for cleanliness before morning. (See Major 
Penrose’s letter B, my report.) 


ee us go further into reports that have been made upon this 
affair. 

The consul of the United States at Matamoras, Mexico, has 
written a letter to the President, which is in this record, and 
from it I propose to read a paragraph: 


Shots were also fired directiy from the second story of the soldiers“ 
quarters into the houses, facts substantiated beyond doubt by the 
character of the bullet holes and the angle of penetration. Mr. Cowen's 
house, referred to in the egori is not over 100 yards from the bar- 
racks, and all of the shooting—and it has been estimated that from 
1 to 150 shots were fired—occurred within 250 yards of the gar- 
rison. 

In this letter I want to call your attention to a few facts, not prom- 
inently developed in anything I have read, which show, almost con- 
clusively, preconceived, concerted, and deliberate design and prepara- 
tion on the are of every noncommissioned officer and enlisted man 
who was in the garrison at that time a malicious plot and agreement, 
which they a de to be able to carry out. Having been intimately 
associated with several Army officers who have been ‘stationed here 
within the last few years, I am acquainted with the usual routine of 
garrison duty, as well as the geography of Fort Brown. The method 
of caring for arms is as follows: The noncommissioned officer in charge 
of quarters is in charge of the keys of the gun racks. No rifle can be 
taken out without his permission and his tour of duty is twenty-four 
hours. * * The first shots were fired from the upper porch of the 
barracks to the left of the entrance to the post, proven by the facts as 
atoa above, and further substantiated by the testimony of several 
civilians. 


The Attorney-General of the United States sent the assistant 
United States district attorney to Brownsville to look into this 
matter. What does he say? 


The city of Brownsville, without doubt, has suffered a terrible and 
unreasonable attack by soldiers, who should have acted just the oppo- 
site in affording them protection, and they are righteously indignant. 


Mr. President, I will now read an extract from an affidavit 
of Wilbur F. Dennett, which was sent to me recently, made on 
the 10th day of December, 1906. I will print it in full in the 
Recorp, but I wish to read a paragraph: 

The State of Texas, County of Cameron: 

Wilbur F. Dennett came before me personally, and, being by me first 
duly sworn, on his oath deposes and says that on the night of Angust 
13, 1906, I was awakened by firing of guns, and I remarked to my wife 
that the soldiers were firing on the town from the upstairs gallery of 
the barracks. I live on the corner of Fourteenth and Adams streets, 
one block from the garrison. As soon as I got up I looked at my watch, 
and by my time it was 11.50 p. m. The firing was almost continuous, 
and was from twelve to fifteen minutes in duration. There were three 
bugle calls during the firing, but am not familiar with them and do 
not know which calls they were. The first bugle call was close after 
the firing had begun, then in a few minutes another one, then still an- 
other one some minutes later. There was firing for at least a minute 
or two after the last bugle call. I did not go out after the firin 
ceased. The next morning, August 14, a mass meeting of the people o 
Brownsville was held in the United States court-house; a committee 
was appointed to investigate the outrage. After the meeting, we, the 
committee, immediately with our mayor, Dr. F. J. Combe, and Capt. 
William Kelly, our chairman, proceeded to the Administration building, 
in Fort Brown, and met the commanding officer, Major Penrose, and 
two of his officers. Major Penrose stated that he had believed the fir- 
ing had been from the town on the garrison when the mayor, Doctor 
Combe, had first interviewed him last night after the firing, but that 
this morning Doctor Combe had visited him again, and in the face of 
the evidence he (Doctor Combe) had shown him—shells, unexploded car- 
tridges, clips, etc., which had m picked up in the streets and alleys 
of Brownsville and turned over to the mayor as evidence—he (Major 
Penrose) was convinced his negro soldiers had attacked Brownsville 
the night before. Our chairman, Mr. Kelly, asked him the question, 
“if he had made a personal examination of the barracks to see if there 
were any bullet holes in them from the town side?” He said “he 
had, and had found no evidence at all of shots having been fired at the 
barracks from the town side.“ There was,“ he said, “only one 
broken pane of glass, and that looked as if it was broken by a piece of 
brick.” After other questions had been asked Mr. Penrose, asked 
him “if he had made a personal examination of the barracks and arms, 
etc., immediately after the firing last night.” He replied, “No; I 
could not be everywhere.” I then asked him “if personal examinations 
of the troops, arms, and barracks had been made last night by any of 
his commissioned officers.” Ile referred the question to the two officers 
present, and they each replied that “ they had not personally made such 
examination.” then asked him if his knowledge of what had trans- 
pad last night had not been entirely obtained from what was told him 
y noncommissioned officers and privates of his command. He replied, 
Les,“ and then Sgain told us of how much he deplored the occurrence, 
and that he would sooner haye lost his right arm than have had it 
happen, and promised us that he would use his best efforts to discover 
who the guilty men were. Afterwards I was pogen at most of the 
meetings of the committee and at the examination of most of the wit- 
nesses, and the examiner was always careful to ask the question if the 
witness had seen any shots fired toward the garrison, and the reply 
was always the witness had seen no shots fired toward the garrison. 
The night was obscure; the moon did not rise till toward morning; 
the town is poorly lighted with coal-oil lamps, but the alley between 
Elizabeth and Washington streets, up which the soldiers marched until 
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arrived at the Miller Hotel—two blocks—is ‘not lighted at all, 
nobody was very anxious to look and find out the color of the men 
behind the guns, except a few who observed from places of security; 


but the guns used were the Springfield 1906 pattern, as proved by the 
— ed shells, cartrid, unexploded, bullets taken from bullet holes, 
and other evidence picked up by the police and others in the streets 
and alleys of Brownsville and turned over to the proper authorities as 
evidence. I will state that there was no prejudice, so far as I know, 
against the negro soldier by the people of Brownsville; that during my 
forty years’ residence in this city negro soldiers had often been sta- 
tioned here before, and from conversation with business people here 
they were preferred as more beneficial to the general trade of the town 
than the white soldiers; but from the time this battalion of the 
Twenty-fifth Infantry came here it was generally remarked by our town 
people how sullen, poorly dressed, slouchy, and generally showing very 
poor discipline. The men came out in town dirty, in their shirt sleeves, 
without blouses, and were yee? the furthest removed from my con- 
ception of a soldier than I had ever seen, either in the Volunteer or 
Regular Army. I will state I have been, in itics, a lifelong Repub- 
lican, and it was certainly a new experience for me to have to help de- 
fend our town from United States soldiers for more than a week until 
ald came from elsewhere, and that I slept at night, until the negro 
troops were gone, with loaded rifle and other arms at hand. 
WILBUR F. DENNETT. 

Sworn to and 9 Wilbur F. Dennett before me this the 10th 
day of December, A. D. 1906. 

Jno. BARTLETT, 
County Judge of Cameron County, Tez. 

Mr. President, it has been suggested, and I believe the sugges- 
tion comes from a member of another body—from Ohio—that 
the fact that the grand jury of Cameron County, of which 
Brownsville is the county seat, found no indictment against 
these soldiers is evidence that the jury believed they were not 
guilty. I have here the charge of the district judge to the grand 
jury on this subject, which I will print in the Recorp, stopping 
ouly long enough now to say that he assumed, from a previous in- 
vestigation, that the troops were the guilty parties, and he con- 
tented himself with urging the grand jury not to find bills 
against individuals from malice and vindictiveness, but only 
where the proof would warrant conviction of individuals by a 
trial jury. 

Mr. President, instead of this grand jury incident showing 
that the soldiers were guiltless, it not only establishes that in 
the opinion of the jury and the district judge they were guilty, 
but it is an additional tribute to the fairness, to the justice, and 
to the forbearance of the people of Brownville under extraordi- 
nary provocation. 

If they had been vindictive, if their hearts were filled with 
hate, they could have returned bills of indictment and probably 
convicted some men, if they sought to do so in such a manner 
as that. But they did not, and instead of being held up to the 
country as assassins it is an additional evidence of their self- 
restraint and remarkable forbearance. 

But I go further. The testimony before the grand jury (and 
there was much of it) was taken in writing, sworn to, and 
signed by the witnesses for perpetuation. The same objection 
to it, therefore, can not be urged as has been urged to the testi- 
mony taken before the citizens’ committee, and I will read two 
or three extracts from the testimony of witnesses before the 
grand jury. While I will only read extracts, I will print in the 
Rrconb the whole testimony of each witness referred to. It 
seems there was an honest negro down there in that town to 
begin with. Here is what he says: 

Gnaxp Jury Room, September I, 1906. 


William Henry, being duly sworn according to law, deposes and says: 

I live in Browaaville. Tex, I am worki for Mr. McDevitt, On Sat- 
urday night before the shooting I was at saloon near the garrison fence, 
talking with several colored soldiers, who were there. paid for my 
own beer; one of the soldiers treated me once. I heard the soldiers 
talking about getting even with a saloon uptown, and some man who 
had knocked a soldier down. I could not hear all they said, but I knew 
there was something wrong at the barroom. One of the men was Sergt. 
George Jackson, of Company B. He is the man who jumped the wire 
fence that evening while I was there and came to the barroom. If I 
am not mistaken, Corporal Madison was behind the bar, but I am not 
quite sure. Allison was behind the bar every time I went there. When 
they opened the barroom it was the day the soldiers had been paid off, 
and. there was a big crowd both inside and outside the bar. Jackson is 
a great big black nigger; he is so black I call myself a white man 
alongside of him. He was one of the men who were cussing in the bar- 
room. I could not make out right what they were saying, but I knew 
they were up to something. The man who told me to get out, 8279 
did not want any spy around there, was Allison, who is now in jai 
This was after the shooting. 

Wu. HENRY. 


and subscribed before me this 17th day of tember, 1906. 
e WX. Vouz, — — Jury. 


GRAND Jury Room, September 8, 1906. 


Jose Martinez, being duly sworn ane $ 
My name is Jose Martinez. I live a cottage of Mr. Randalls’ at 
corner of alley back of F. Yturria’s, in front of garrison wall. I was at 
home on night of August 13, 1906, the night of shooting. I was awake 
when shooting began, ing in front of door on garrison side. I first 
five or sia shots at once inside of garrison, beticeen «wali 
Then in about two or three min- 
utes into the street. They gathered in front 
of my door, and most of them, about twenty, came up alley; the others 


may have gone toward Elizabeth street. I next saw the men in alley, 
opposite te of my yard, next door to Cowen's. They had rifles in 
their hands. They started up alley Dee right Mong: I fell on the 
floor and did not go out. I heard them talking English. J know they 
were negro soldiers. I saw them and their uniforms. I could not hear 
what they said. There were about twenty in party going toward town. 
up by Cowen's. I do not know where the balance of party who jum 
wall went. I think about thirty jumped wall. 

JOSA MARTINEZ, 
September 8, 1906. 
Volz, Foreman Grand Jury. 


Now, here is the testimony of this same witness, George W. 
Randall, who testified before the citizens’ committee. I want to 
call particular attention to one paragraph in his testimony be- 


fore the grand jury when he talks about a shot going through 
his house. He says: 


Subscribed and sworn to before me i this 
YM. 


Granp Jury Room, September 6, 1908. 
G. W. Randall, being duly sworn, says: ` 
My name is G. W. Randall. I live over the Western Union Telegraph 
office in block 61, city of Brownsville, on the right hand coming cut of 
og gate. House is about 34 feet from garrison gate. I was at 
ome on night of August 13, 1906. I was awakened by the shooting. 
There were two shots fired before I got up and looked out of window. 
I judge they were pistol shots. The men I saw moving were inside of 
garrison wall, and the only shots that I saw as they left the weapons 
were inted nearly up. t led me to believe that it was an alarm of 
fire. iring continued, and I looked from one window and then an- 
other, looking for light from fire; seeing no light I went to front win- 
dow looking over garrison fete. and I saw the men moving and heard 
some low ary but could not distinguish what was jay until one’ 
man spoke in a louder voice than they had been using, saying. Now 
we go,” or “ Here we go,” and they came over the fence, passed over 
the wall, about abreast of the place between my place a Yturria’s. 
Then the shooting was ae that alley toward Louis Cowen's house. 
After the reports got up the street pretty well there were two shots 
right in front of my house, Those were rifle shots. One of them came 
from Elizabeth street side near corner of my house, went about 2 feet 
over my head and through the ceiling and on out through the house. 
From the direction in which shot came and the course it took indicate 
that it was fired from the upper gallery at lower or river end of anar- 
ters nearest river. The reason I think so is because the ball took an 
almost direct course. My home is a two-story one, and the bullet cn- 
tered it about 28 feet from ground and came out about 6 inches above 
where it entered after passing through a room 20 feet wide. The first 
men I saw were inside garrison between wall and middle quarters and 
going up toward alley between Yturria and my house. I think there 
were fifteen or twenty shots before the first bugle call. There were 
no men in sight. Everything was over before the assembly call was 
made and the officer came, As soon as the assembly call was made the 
men came right downstairs. I could hear the noise of their boots, 
Gro. W. RANDALL. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 6th day of September, 1906. 
Wa. Vouz, Foreman Grand Jury. 


Here is the testimony of this poor fellow, M. Y. Dominguez, 
who had his arm shot off. We have not had this testimony 
before. Let me read it: 

Gnranp Jury Room, September 2t, 1906. 

M. Y. Dominguez, being duly sworn according to law, deposes and 
says: 

live in Brownsville, Tex. I am lieutenant of police. 

On Monday, the 13th of N fora at about eight minutes before mid- 
night, I was at the market, when I heard shots in the direction of the 
lower end of Washington street. I rode down Washington street, when 
i got to the corner of Dona Rosa Pecina I heard the shots in the 
alley near Louie Cowen's house. A moment later the soldiers ap- 
proached the crossing of the alley of Fourteenth street. Then I re- 
turned back up Washington street, a few yards from the corner of 
Pecina. I dismounted and tightened the girth of my horse; mounted 
again and went to the lam ost at Bollack’s corner. From there 1 
rode up on Thirteenth street to the crossing of the alley back of Mil- 
jer's Hotel. When I got near Miller's Hotel I saw two files of soldiers 
coming in the alley, one on the hotel side and one on Bollack’s side, 
and one of them said: “Give 'm hell!” Then I cried out: “ People 
wake up, here are the negro soldiers.’ Then they fired a volley. i 
did not get hurt that time and kept on at a trot toward. Elizabeth 
street. hen they came out of the alley and turned. One filed along 
the wall of Miller's Hotel and the other along the walk of Wells's 
office, and kept firing in the direction I was going. When I tried to 
turn up Elizabeth street I received a shot in my right arm and my 
horse staggered down. The horse fell on top of my left leg and then 
another volley came. The soldiers at this time were about 10 yards 
from the corner of the alley of Miller's Hotel. I got out from under 
the horse and saw the soldiers turn back to the alley. It was so dark 
that I could not recognize any of the soldiers, but I know that they 
were negro soldiers, both by their clothing and their voices. When I 
ot out from under my horse I made my way, the best I could, to 
ut. t's drug store. The shot splintered my right arm so that it 
had to be amputated. I saw plainly that they were soldiers when IT 
was at the Pecina corner. While on my way to the drug store, when 
1 was in front of Crisell’s, I heard the shots in the alley back of the 


“Ruby Saloon.” 
M. Y. DOMINGUEZ. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 21st day of September, 1906. 
Wu. Vouz, Foreman Grand Jury. 
Here is a man named Herbert Elkins who testified. I do not 
know him, but he is doubtless a good man. Let us see what he 
says: 
GRAND Jury Room, September 12, 1906. 


Herbert Elkins, being sworn, says: 

My name is Herbert Elkins. On the night of August 13, 1906, I was 
in my room, but awoke when the shootin n. My room is room 
nearest alley, in second stery Leahy Hotel, and immediately opposite 
Louis Cowen’s house, on side street, I think Fourteenth. First shooting 


seemed to come from the garrison wall, just inside er outside, at Corwen 
shots, more or less rapidly 
en began again. 


There were about thirty or for 
It stopped for a few seconds and 


alley. 


fired. There were 
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more shots fired before they came up the alley. They came up the 
alley, and I saw them in alley just before they got to the corner of 
Fourteenth street and alley. T Si were running when they got to 
corner; two were in lead, about 25 feet ahead of main y; these 


two men gave the orders. When the two men got to corner one was a. 


little ahead of the other, and he ran into a mudhole—muddy hole was 
about junction of alley and street. Shots were fired down alley before 
they got to corner. He jumped to corner back of Cowen's and got 
at door, and called to the other not to go there it was muddy, and to 
come over on that side. These two fired about three shots each 
toward the Cowen house. They both reloaded and fired toward 
Cowen's, again reloaded, started across Fourteenth and got nearly 
across on up alley, then moves as if they didn’t know what to do, and 
fired three or four more shots into Cowen's house. ese two men 
then ran on up alley, and the others, about fifteen in number, not less 
than twelve, not more than twenty, followed them up alley toward 
Miller Hotel. They only fired about four or five shots after they left 
Cowen's and before they got to Miller's. After they got up the alley 
about Miller's and farther they fired a good many more shots. I saw 
eight or ten soldiers run on back the way they came—i. e., down alley 
toward the wall. is was a few minutes, not over four or five, but 
time enough for Mrs. Sealy to go on over and bring the Cowen family. 
I saw no firing by men on their way back. I heard the bugle calls just 
after the firing n, and before they came up alley. The first two 
calls were alike. few seconds after I heard a different call, blown 
once; I heard roll call and voices, This was about twenty minutes 
after the shooting. Men that I saw had gotten back about ten minutes 
before the men had gone down from the barracks to the roll call, The 
men had on khaki pents, leggings, and blue shirts (light blue summer 
shirts). The two in front had on hats; the others were in a ran, and 
I didn't notice if they had caps or hats. They were niggers. The two 
men in front were about 5 feet 6 inches in height, one a little heavier 
than the other. I saw the penat come 8 and on its way down, about 
one hour or one hour and one-half ter the shooting. I saw no 
white men with them, but Dr. F. Combe was behind. They stopped in 
front of Suly's and talked. Doctor C. talked to Mrs. Seely. The 
patrol stood there. As they came down by Knoklaski's office the rear 
part of the company made out to come on sidewalk, but followed head 
of column around the tree. Then they did come on sidewalk—l. e., 
rt of them. One of the company, whom I took to be one of the two 
eaders in shooting at Cowen's house, the one who was warned not to 
et into the mud, said: “ We'll kill the rest of the white sons-of- 
itches to-morrow.’ Some were laughing and talking. They seemed 
not to pay much attention to the officers. Mrs. Seely heard this. I 
think Doctor Combe had just left, going toward the post up toward the 
front of the company. Just a little after the first as the shooting 
began, and before the second shooting and before men left wall, I saw 
about two lights inside of quarters, second from river, and heard one 
or two men on downstairs porch toward town running. I saw one or 
two shots fired from upper story of second barracks from river, toward 
town generally. 
HERBERT ELKINS. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 12th day of September, 1906. 
Wa. Vouz, Foreman Grand Jury. 


There was much other testimony before the grand jury, show- 
ing, among other things, that shells and bullets and clips were 
picked up in the streets, but I will simply place it in the Recorp: 


Granp Jury Room, September 8, 1906. 


Grenaro Padron, being duly sworn, says: z 

I am city policeman. On the night of August 13, 1906, when the 
shooting began, I was on the corner of Merchants’ National Bank, with 
Florencio Biseno, Mike Jagan, and M. Alonso, jr. I went down Eliza- 
beth street and got pistol from Tillman, and went to Miller Hotel, on 
Thirteenth street, and on to Washington, and turned right down to 
Pecini's, corner of Washington ‘and Fourteenth, and stood there. The 
were shooting then in alley at Cowen's. I saw them cross Fourteent 
street from Cowen's to Lahay’s. I saw the Heutenant of police coming 
down Washington on horseback. I met him and told him to get down, 
as he was a mark. He got down and tightened girth of horse. He 
wwemounted and we started up Washington, I ahead. On reaching 
Thirteenth met Macedonio Ramiquez. We turned toward Elizabeth on 
Thirteenth. I told peers hope not to try and cross alley, as soldiers 
cere coming up alley shoot ng: Again I told him and grabbed his sad- 
dle. He paid no attention, but went ahead. I got in the dark near 
Huyhtnes's and got in doorway, and I then jumped into street, when I 
saw three soldiers in alley throw down on Dominquez. They fired, then 
I fired a shot and then fired another, and then I ran to corner. When I 
ran they cried: “Here the two more.” I looked out and saw five or 
six, not less, come in my direction. I then went up Washington in di- 
‘rection of Finks, hiding myself in shade of trees. When I got to the 
last tree they turned corner and fired in my direction. Again, when 
they saw me the . I ran to corner of Sahuallo, and again they 
shot at me. This was the time 28 fired on Starck’s home. There 
were not less than five or six, and they kept advancing and shooting. 
I ran to Eleventh street. 

GRENARO PADRON. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me Sth of September, 1906. 
WX. Vouz, Foreman Grand Jury. 


Among those soldiers there was one who had on a white shirt. The 
shirt was outside of his trousers. He had no hat on. I saw his bare 
head. Right behind the three who first come out alley at Miller Hotel 
corner there were several others, and he was one of them. He was a 
man of stout build, medium height; a little taller than I, more or less. 

GRENARO PADRON. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me September 8, 1906. 
Wa. Vouz, Foreman Grand Jury. 


GRAND Jury Room, September 8, 1906. 


C. H. Thorn, peg aaa sworn, 7 iA 

My name is C. H. Thorn. I live in block 62, street 9. city of 
Brownsville. I was at home and awake when the shooting began on 
the night of August 13, 1906. My bedroom is downstairs at rear of 
house, about 30 or 40 feet from alley. I was in bed, but not asleep, 
heard firing, and it kept getting nearer; it came from direction of gar- 
rison, evidently coming up alley. I started to put on my 8 and 
heard reports in alley opposite my house, right outside of window 
Heard them talking a breathing heavily. I distinguished, verp 
readily by their voices, that they were negroes, and one thing I remem 
ber, but not in exact words, it was either, “ There he ” or There 
they go; then another said twice, “Give em hell! Give em hell! 


God damn ’em!” in a lower voice and he fired. The otliers were already 
firing. All this time they were going on up alley. They went on by 
The firing continued for about ten minutes up toward elfth street. 
I would think everything was over when I could hear more shots. 
These were also scattered shots, but I couldn't locate them. I found 
next morning that a bullet had gone through my privy and into the 
kitchen. It went through weatherboarding flat. 
C. H. THORN. 


Sworn and subscribed before me Scene 8, 1906. 
Wu. Voz, Foreman Grand Jury. 


GRAND Jury Room, September E, 1906. 


F. E. Starck, being duly sworn according to law, deposes and says: 

I live in Brownsville, on Washington street. On the night of Mon- 
day, the 13th of August, about 12.30 I was awaked by a volley being 
fired into my house. The bullets went into my bedroom in my children's 
bedroom. Jumped up out of bed and grabbed some of the children 
and took them to the back end of the house. I then came back, got 
my Winchester, and went to the front windows. I saw a man running 
behind the big ash trees in front of Mr. Turk's residence, opposite my 
home. When I got a bead on him I saw his police badge and recognized 
him as Policeman Genaro Padron. Almost at the same moment I 
heard a shot fired in the direction of Mr. Porter's residence (Carson), and 
I presume this is the shot which hit Mr. Turk's house. I did not see 
any soldiers. The shooting still continued near Miller's Hotel, and I 
heard a volley fired in the alley back of Turk's residence. Nest morning 
Mayor Combe and myself found some empty cartridge shells in front of 
my house. They belonged to new Springfield rifle which the Army 
now uses. We picked up about ten or twelve shells scattered in a 
space of about 10 feet. 

F. E. STARCK. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 17th day of September, 1906. 

Wu. Vouz, Foreman Grand Jury. 

Mr. Starck states that Post Blacksmith W. H. Sharpe told him that 
he had a eo three gun racks at the barracks of Company C, which 
had been broken with axes at the order of Major Penrose, as the man 
in charge of the ke 
give up the keys. 
corral, 


was running around the barracks and refused to 
his conversation took place at the quartermaster’s 


F. E. STARCK. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 17th day of September, 1906. 
Wa. Volz, Foreman Grand Jury. 


GRAND Jury Room, September 18, 1906. 


W. H. Sharpe, being duly sworn according to law, capones and says: 

I live at Fort Brown. am the post blacksmith, n the 14th of 
August, the day after the riot, I received verbal orders from the post 
quartermaster, Lieutenant Greer, through Q. M. Sergt. Roland Allsby, 
to repair four gun racks, which were 9 5 70 to my shop. These 
racks belonged to Company C, as I heard, but I do not know so from 
my own personal knowledge. The staples which held the lock had 
been pulled out, and I replaced them, ‘The piece of iron on which the 
staples are riveted is 2 inches wide, and one-fourth of an inch in 
thickness; it would require considerable force to break the staples out 
of the iron, The upper part of the racks, which hold the pistols, 
showed marks (gashes) as if made with an ax, but the locks had not 
been disturbed. 

W. H. SHARPE. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 18th September, 1906. 
Wa. VoLz, Foreman Grand Jury. 
GRAND JURY Room, September 8, 1906. 
F. J. Combe, being duly sworn, says: 
Ny name is F. J. Combe. I am a practicing physician; also mayor 
of the city of Brownsville, Tex. About 12 o'cloċk on the night of 
August 13, 1906, I was awakened by what I 3 were four or five 
pistol shots, immediately followed by several rifle shots, which m 

military experience made me think were fired by high-power rifles. 
was sleeping on uy cot on the back gallery of ot home downstairs, 
on corner of Elizabeth and Ninth streets. I hardly had time to get 
out of cot when I heard another volley of shets fired. I got into my 
trousers, picked up my pistol, called to my brother, Doctor Joe, saying, 
“I'm going down to stop that firing,” or words to that effect. I had 
hardly gotten out of my side door when I was 8 by my brother, 
and we ran down Elizabeth street. When we arrived epost Putynat's 
pharmacy, I gave the signal for a policeman, and Gerard Padron, police 
officer, came running around the corner from Twelfth street, Merchants’ 
National Bank. He was breathless and said to me, Mr. Mayor, don't 
go down there, you will be shot;" and I told him, “Come on!! But 
before we got to the corner I found blood stains on the sidewalk, and 
I said to Doctor Joe, “ Follow these stains and find out who has been 
hurt.“ I went on down the street, as far as Crixell's saloon, in the mid- 
dle of next block. By that time Doctor Joe returned and said. Joe 
Dominguez is shot in the right arm.” The chief of police then came up 
and told me that two policemen were missing. We went on down the 
street to look for them. It was then that Doctor Joe and I found Joe 
Dominguez's dead horse, opposite Mr. Wreford's office, corner Elizabeth 
and Thirteenth streets. I then started to go into the post, but was re- 
uested by my brother and the police officers not to do so. I said to 
Doctor Joe, “Go to ‘ central’ and call up Major Penrose at Fort Brown 
and tell him I want to speak to him,” e started off, but returned in a 
few minutes with Captain Lyon and about sixty negro soldiers of his 


battalion. Doctor Joe had halted them on Twelfth street between Eliza- 
beth and anay Some of Captain Lyon’s men in the rear, seeing one or 
two of my officers with rifles, started to break and go towards them, 


saying Captain, these men have guns.” I ran back, calling out Let 
those men alone; they are officers.” Captain Lyon ordered them back 
into the ranks. The men did so in a surly manner. Doctor Joe and I 
then went into the post with Captain Lyon. I met Major Penrose at 
the gate, and said to him, Major, your men have fired on the town, 
killed one citizen, seriously wounded a peace officer, killed his horse, 
and generally shot up the town.” He said, Doctor Combe, I hardly 
believe that. I am told, on the contrary, that the citizens have been 
shooting on the garrison.” We talked for probably fiftee» or twenty 
minutes, when Captain Macklin, officer of the day, walked up, saluted 
the commanding officer and d. “I report, sir, — that was about 1 
o'clock a. m. Major Penrose said in reply. Where have you been, 
Captain Macklin? We have been looking everywhere for you.” Sir, 
I was in my quarters asleep,” replied Macklin. Major Penrose gaid, 
“I have sent two men to your quarters and they reported that you 
were not there.” Captain acklin replied, “ Yes, sir; I was in my 
quarters asleep.“ Major Penrose then ordered Captain Macklin to take 
charge of his company. (I neglected to state that when I met Captain 
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Lyon in town, He asked me. Doctor, have 1 seen Captain Macklin? 
I am looking for him, and we feel that he has been gotten away with 
in town.” answered, “I don’t think so; if so, we would have known 
it by this time.“) I then said to Major Penrose, “I am going back 
into town, and I warn you not to allow any officer or man of your 
command to go into the city, as I will not be responsible for their lives.” 
On arriving at Mr. Wells's office, Elizabeth and Thirteenth, I was met 
by some one who said, Theres a dead man in the Ruby saloon.” I 
went to the saloon, and a short while afterwards Mr. Garito, the 
justice of the peace, came and requested me to examine the body. did 
so, and found that the dead man was Frank Duboisne, and that he was 
shot through the 1765 by a high-power e, from which wound he died 
almost instantly. The hoay was lying in the courtyard of the Ruby 
saloon, near a cistern. I then went to corner of Miller Hotel alley, at 
the place where Lieutenant of Police Dominguez had told me he was 
fired upon, and while walking around there I stepped on some empty 
brass cartridge shells, which I pon up. Amongst them were the 
clip with two ball cartridges. These are in possession of the sheriff, 
for which I have his descriptive receipt. I first saw a soldier's cap in 
Wells's office a day or so afterwards. I understand Mr. Charlie Starck 
found it. 

I was on the street nearly all night. At daybreak next morning I 
went to the scene of firing, and a bandolier, such as comes in the ammu- 
nition boxes, with an arsenal and issue number and date on it, was 
handed to me with some more empty shells by, I think, Mr. Houghton. 
I then went around on Washington street with Mr. Starck, who told 
me that his home had been fired on, and found quite a number of empty 
brass cartridge shells strewn along the street in front of his home. 
These shells were the regulation shells used by the Springfield rifie, 
now in use by the United States Army. 

The first call, in mny opinioni was sounded from three to five minutes 
after first shooting. think it was Call to arms.” 

FREDERICK J. COMBE, M. D. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this September 8, 1906. 

Wu. Volz, Foreman Grand Jury. 

Now, Mr. President, remember that I am maintaining the 
single proposition just now that Federal soldiers and not citi- 
zeus committed this crime at Brownsville. Against this testi- 
mony that they did so—the testimony of reputable and to a large 
degree disinterested witnesses, testimony which is clear, strong, 
direct, natural, and consistent with indisputable physical facts— 
what is there? Nothing save the alibi sworn to by all the ac- 
cused, and their further testimony that not one of them know a 
single guilty party or has knowledge of any fact or circum- 
stance indicating who the guilty are, which in itself, under the 
circumstances, is some evidence of concerted action on the part 
of the soldiers. 

In addition, Mr. President, to the direct testimony, which I 
have hurriedly reviewed, the testimony of the soldiers to which 
I have just adverted is disproved or disbelieved by every official, 
civil or military, and every disinterested citizen from General 
Nettleton down, who has investigated the matter on the ground. 
It is disproved by the manifest want of malice and motive on 
the part of the citizens, and the existence of such malice and 
motive on the part of the soldiers. It is disproved by the fact 
that time enough elapsed after the shooting for the soldiers to 
return and answer the roll call, if, in truth, any satisfactory roll 
call was ever had. It is disproved by the fact that no immedi- 
ate and satisfactory examination of the guns was had to deter- 
mine whether all were there, or if there whether they had been 
freshly discharged. It is disproved by the direction of the fir- 
ing, no bullets whatever having entered the garrison from any 
quarter. How well they protected themselves and their associ- 
ates! It is disproved by the direction of the firing further, bul- 
lets having entered residences at such angles as to demonstrate 
that they were fired from the upper story of the garrison. It 
is disproved by the character of the bullets and shells and clips, 
being such as were uniformly used by the soldiers and not by 
citizens, rendering it utterly improbable, if not impossible, that 
other than soldiers could have committed this outrage. 

In short, Mr. President, the testimony of the soldiers is un- 
natural, improbable, and inconsistent with facts which are ad- 
mitted, or which are established by physical conditions incapa- 
ble of distortion or falsehood. 

It may be—probably it is true, Mr. President—that some of 
these soldiers did not actually participate as principals or as 
accessories either before or after the fact in this outrage, and 
it may be that some of them know of no fact or circumstance 
implicating the guilty parties. To the extent, sir, that may be 
true the discharge is a hardship; but from the necessity of the 
ease, and as in the cases cited from the military records of 
General Grant and General Lee, it is a hardship which must be 
borne for the good of the service and the peace of communities 
where troops are stationed. Even this hardship will be miti- 
gated, if not wholly removed, by the course suggested by the 
War Department—that all men of this battalion will be permit- 
ted to reenlist who absolutely purge themselves of guilt or guilty 
knowledge. 

It may be, Mr. President, that the discussion of this matter 
on my part should rest here, but in a larger view other thoughts 
suggest themselves. From an early day in our national life 
and continuously since then the negro question has been the most 
dangerous problem that has confronted the American people. 


In part, for more than half a century it bitterly estranged the 
sections of the Union and culminated in the destruction of the 
limbs or lives of nearly a million white men in the greatest 
civil conflict which the world has known. And that, too, Mr. 
President, when the condition of the black race, with its ages 
of slavery, its ignorance, its poverty, and its helplessness, ex- 
cited, and now profoundly excites, the sympathy and compassion 
of the great body of white people in the South. 

Notwithstanding all this, in spite of the past, with its con- 
flicts and its sacrifices and its sorrows and its destruction of 
life and property, this problem is still the gravest with which 
we must deal. It involves labor, education, suffrage, social 
order, civil liberty, self-government, and tbe integrity of the 
white race. The end no man can see. 

Southerners think deeply and profoundly of this race problem 
and its ultimate solution. Closing their eyes and looking down 
the ages different vistas rise. Sometimes the black race is de- 
ported. Sometimes the races continue to live here separately, 
as now, in comparative peace, one subordinate to the other. 
Sometimes they turn with unspeakable aversion from a blended 
and corrupted and inferior race. Sometimes there is war be- 
tween the races—which may God avert—bloody, red-handed, 
vengeful war; war which seeks and can only end in the survival 
of the fittest. 

In the midst of such awful possibilities human prophecy is 
idle, but we do know that the man or party who would create 
false hopes and add to the problem which will test the man- 
hood, the patriotism, and the Christianity of the land deserves 
no place in the confidence or affections of the American people. 

Speaking, Mr. President, in part for the people of Texas—and 
plainness of speech is best—it is not inappropriate to say that 
they have dealt fairly and generously with the negro in all 
essentials, in education, in charities, in helpful sympathies, and 
in the protection of life, liberty, and property. But I would 
not be candid with you if I did not say that in other respects 
their purposes are equally resolute and unalterable. They are 
opposed to political domination by the ignorant and the vicious; 
they are opposed to social equality with the negro, and they are 
opposed to every tendency which will ultimately be destructive 
of the purity and integrity of the white race. Above all this, 
however vital, there is that in the testimony in this case, and 
which to a degree underlies this trouble, which impels me to 
declare even in this great Chamber that they purpose to pro. 
tect even with their lives what in their womankind “is the im- 
mediate jewel of her soul.” 

APPENDIX. 
GRAND JURY. 
[Judge Welch’s charge on negro soldier outrage.) 

And now, gentlemen of the grand jury, amongst the other responsible 
duties of your position is that of making a full, thorough, and com 
plete investigation of the unprovoked, murderous midnight assault com- 
mitted by the negro soldiers of the vent orem United States Infantry 
upon the citizens and homes of Brownsville on the night of the 13th of 
August. An inoffensive citizen was shot down and killed by them while 
closing his gate. An unwarranted and cowardly assault was made on the 
lieutenant of pous of Brownsville and his arm shattered by their bul- 
lets, requi.ing its amputation. Fiendish malice and hate, showing hearts 
blacker. than their skins, was evidenced by their firing of volley after 
Magers from deadly rifles into and through the doors and windows of 
family residences, clearly with the brutish hope on their part of killing 
women and children, and thus make memorable their hatred of the 
white race. Hard words, these, but strictly true and warranted by un- 
contested facts. 


It was my province to come amongst your patient people even while 
their terrible fears and horror of another outbreak were upon them, 
and God spare me in my life the sorrow of ever again witneSsing the 
faces of agonized women and fear-strieken children, tensioned with days 
and nights of suffering and waiting for relief, with none coming from 
either nation or State to give them assurance that greater and unspeak- 
able outrages were not to follow. 

Tardy relief did come. At the eleventh hour the fiends who dis- 
graced the uniforms they were permitted to wear and shamed a nation 
were remoyed. That all of the three companies were blamable must be 
conceded, for they knew who were guilty, and they shielded and shel- 
tered them and failed to give them 85 Hence it is that it has been 
left to the civil authorities of the State, and especially to this district 
court, to apprehend if possible those 5 guilty of murder, assault 
to murder, and the ruffianly conspiracies to that end, as the authorities 
of the United States in charge have declared their inability to discover 
who were the uniformed thugs and murderers that committed the out- 
rages. 

rou are the most important auxiliary of the court, its very right 
hand, and to you this matter must be relegated. I wish to say that the 
individuals against whom even the slightest evidence existed are under 
arrest and subject to such action as you, with due regard to your oaths 
and responsibility shall take. All the process and powers of this court, 
coextensive with the bounds of our State, are at your service to bring 
witnesses or other evidence before you, and you are to determine when 
a prima facie case of guilt is made and indict accordingly. 

I know, * of the jury, that it takes a long time for blood to 
cool when it is raised to fever heat by such terrible outrages as your 
people have had to endure, but in this second test of their high moral 
courage you, as their special representatives, must be calm, wise, and 
just, and for the sake of the g name of your community you can not 
and must not indulge in a single 9 of vengeance. You must 
present for trial before the courts of our State only those against whom 
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evidence is adduced sufficiently pertinent and strong to warrant con- 
viction by a trial jury, and going beyond mere suspicion or even strong 


robability. 
K The — — investigation of a committee of your leading citizens, 
made while these outra were fresh, is at your service. also pre- 
sent to you three affidayits made before me by W. J. McDonald, captain 
of Company B of the ranger force of Texas, 8 twelve of the neste 
soldiers one civilian, a negro exsoldier. these ies are under 
arrest, and within the jurisdiction of the civil authorities of this State, 


-and to await the action of our courts. Hence it is that if it has ever 


been known by committee, sheriff, State ranger, or other officer or in- 
dividual who, if any, of these men are ilty, that knowledge should 
eome to you, as the grand inquisitorial that represents not only 
the county of Cameron, but the State of Texas. I have no hesitation 
in saying that I share in the universal belief that among those under 
arrest are many of the murderers, but something more than mere 
lief and opinion are required to vindicate the law. Evidence must be 
had upon which to predicate an indictment and warrant a trial. If 
you indict on mere suspicion or opinion and without evidence you leave 
our poopie and community o. to the charge of injustice, a the pro- 
ceedings will resolve themselves into mere delay, for in the end an in- 
dictment unsustained by evidence must be dismissed. 

I am glad to state that our small eriminal docket will give you op- 
portunity to have with you in your investigation the counsel and 
ex ence of the district attorney. He has good red blood in his 
veins, and plenty of it, and will bring to your aid in serving the best 
interests of our ple an mnia 0 82 that can not be success- 
fully impeached by any man. e is your legal adviser, but you are the 
gy ein of your own consciences, 

emember that in the grave responsibility that comes to you, collec- 
tively and individually, your acts will be photographed to the nation, 
that through its press it has approved your high moral courage and pa- 
tience and condemns the outra on your ple. 

Do nothing to forfeit their righteous verdict of your worth. 

[Official copy.] 
HEADQUARTERS THIRTEENTH ARMY CORPS, 
DEPARTMENT OF THE TENNESSER, 
La Grange, Tenn., November 16, 1862. 
SPECIAL FIELD ORDER No. 6. 

Until further orders no passes will be granted to any ciyilian to pass 

south of Wolf River, nor will any civilian be permitted to come within 


z ar Erp from south of said river. 


heretofore granted inconsistent with this order are hereby 
revoked. 


II. The facts having been officially ahaa Air to the major-general 
commanding that a portion of the Twentieth Regiment Illinois Infan- 
try Volunteers did on the night of the 7th of November instant, at Jack- 
son, Tenn., break into the store of G. W. Graham & Co. and take 
therefrom goods to the amount of $841.40, the — of said Gra- 
ham and Co., and did cut the tent of R. B. Kent and N. A. Bass and take 
therefrom goods to the value of $345, the property of said Kent and 
Bass, and burn and destroy the tent and pose also the property of said 
Kent and Bass, of the value of $56.25, all of which damages amount to 
the sum of $1,242.66, and it further appearing from said report that 
Capt. C. L. Page, Company D; Capt. I. M. North, Company E: coy 
G. W. Kennard, Company I; Lieuts. Harry King, Company B; Wil- 
liam Seers, Comper C; John Edmonston, Company E; David Wads- 
worth, Company I; I. Bailey, Company F; Vietor H. Stevens, Company 
H; R. M. Evans, Co: y I; rles Taylor, Company I, of said 
regiment, were absent from their commands at the time of the per- 
petration of these outrages, in violation of orders, and without proper 
cause, when they should have been present, and also that Capt. Orton 
Frisbie, of Company H, acting in capacity of major, and Capt. John 
Tunison, of Company G, the senior captain, immediately after the 
commission of these 1 did not exercise their authority to 
ferret out the men guilty of the offenses, but that on the contrary 

p nison interposed to prevent search and discovery of the 
parties really guilty, and that Captain Frisbie, after the commission of 
the said depredations, singe in command of the regiment, remained 
behind twenty-four hours after the regiment marched, and the names 
os 8 ual parties guilty not having been disclosed, it is there- 
‘ore ordered : 

I. That the said sum of $1,242.66 be assessed against said regiment 
and the officers hereinbefore named, 3 such enlisted —— as 
were at the time sick in hospital or absent with proper authority; that 
the same be charged apaia them on the proper muster and pay rolls 
and the amount each to. pay noted opposite his name thereon, the 
ofticers to be a ro rata with the men on the amount of their 

per and that the same so collected will be paid by the com- 
ing officer of the yy em to the parties entitled to the same. 

II. That Capt. Orton sbie and Capt. John Tunison, of the Twen- 
tieth Regiment IIlinois Volunteer Infantry, for willful neglect of duty 
and violation of orders, are hereby mustered out of the service of the 


United States, to take effect this day. 


By order of Brig. Gen. U. S. Grant. 
[SEAL.] Jno. A. RAWLINS. 


Assistant Adjutant-General. 
[The Charlotte Observer, November 29, 1906.] 
PRECEDENT FOR PRESIDENT'’S ACTION. 
The Observer takes great pleasure in presenting below conclusive 
evidence that President Roosevelt's order disbanding three colored 
companies for an offense by some of their number is not, as has been 


claimed, without precedent in the milita history of this country. 
It will be Coupee te eee that no higher authority than Qenerni 


Lee’s on what is right and just in military discipline could possibly be 
offered. As for the authenticity of the evidence, all No Carolina 


will vouch in the most absolute manner for the truth of any statement 
sponsored by Colonel n And as Colonel Burgwyn says, the 
name of the command can given if desired. His communication 
and the appended military order follows: 

I see it stated that President Roosevelt's order disbanding a bat- 
talion of colored troops is without precedent in the military history of 
this country. There are those now H who read the following 
order on dress parade and witnessed its execution. I omit the name 
ef the command, but it can be given if desired: 

“* FImapQUARTERS ARMY OF NORTHERN VIRGINIA, 


October —, 1863. 
General Order No. —. 
“The Battalion, for cowardly conduct on every battle- 
field from Gettysburg to the present time, is unworthy of a place as an 
organization in the Army of. Northern Virginia. It will be marched 


to division headquarters Wednesday afternoon, at 4 o'clock, and sur- 


render its colors and be marched to the rear in d 
commanding the Army of Northern Virginia regrets that there are 
some brave officers and men belonging to this organization who must 
share in this common disgrace, but the good of the service requires it, 
and they must bear it as brave soldiers. 

By command of 


isgrace. The general 


` 


Gey. R. E. LEE. 
——, Assistant Adjutant-General’ 


“ee 


“Yours, truly, 


“ WELDON, N. C., November 28.“ 

It is here Seger stated that “there are some brave officers and 
men belonging to this organization who must share in this common 
disgrace, but the good of the ires it, and they must bear 
it as brave soldiers.” In this case, as in the Brownsville affair, the 
offense was very grave, and the “good of the service” required that 
the innocent suffer disgrace with the guilty, since separation was im- 

ssible. That one offense occurred fh thie of war and the other 
n time of peace makes not the least difference in principle. ‘The un- 
9 conduct punished by General Lee could not have occurred 
at all time of peace, and the riot at Brownsville could not have 

ven 2 tenth of the scandal had it occurred in time of war—to each 
ts own guilt, but each equally meriting punishment. 

The Observer has 9 earnestly and at times vehemently insisted 
upon equal and exact rights before the law for the colored man. Any 
injustice to him by the dominant race is hateful to it. But no more 
than the white man is he entitled to immunity frem punishment on 
account of race. We hold that the three companies were justly dis- 
charged from the Army, and if they had been white troops it would 
have made not the slightest difference in our sight, Indeed, If they 
had_ been white, no one would ever have chirped at their discharge. 

We commend Colonel Burgwyn's communication to the especial con- 
sideration of our highly esteemed contemporaries, the New York Sun and 
the New York Evening Post. 

During the delivery of Mr. CULBERSON’S speech, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas will please 
suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays 
before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated 
by the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 5133) to promote the safety of em- 
ployees and travelers upon railroads by limiting the hours of 
service of employees thereon. E 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask unanimous consent that the unfin- 
ished business may be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be laid aside 
temporarily. Without objection, it is so ordered. The Senator 
from Texas wiil proceed. 

After the conclusion of Mr. CuLBERSON’s speech, 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not rise, Mr. President, for the purpose 
of engaging in a discussion of the race question. That question, - 
as I haye repeatedly said since this matter has been debated in 
the Senate, does not belong in the controversy we have been 
having. It belittles this question to introduce that subject. At 
another time, however, I may take occasion, if that question is 
to be thrust upon us, to make some remarks in answer to it; but 
for the present I pass that by. 

Neither do I intend now, Mr. President, to discuss the ques- 
tion of the constitutional or legal power of the President to make 
the order he made discharging these troops. I do not propose 
to discuss that because some days ago, in response to the Presi- 
dent’s message, I made some remarks upon that subject, and be- 
cause, in the second place, the resolution now before the Senate 
is simply a resolution directing the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs to make an investigation as to the facts in this case. When 
this resolution shall be adopted and the committee shall haye 
made that investigation and shall have reported to the Senate, 
if it be in order, we can again discuss the question of constitu- 
tional and legal power, but for the present I pass that by for 
the reason indicated. 

Neither do I propose at this time, Mr. President, to discuss 
the facts as disclosed by the testimony that has been sent to the 
Senate by the President, or the testimony that has just now 
been added by the Senator from Texas to what was sent us by 
the President. 

I do not propose to discuss the facts at this time because this 
is not the time to try the case if we are to further investigate 
it. I discussed the competency of the testimony and the weight 
of it some days ago, because challenged to do so by statements 
found in the President's message, but only for the purpose of 
showing why, in my judgment, the testimony that had seemed 
sufficient to the President was not in fact sufficient. 

I pass that by, therefore, until I know what the action of the 
Senate will be upon this resolution. If it be adopted, as I think 
it should be, and as I hope it will be, the investigation will fol- 
low, all the testimony will be brought before us in due time by 
the committee, and then we can discuss it and weigh it and de- 
termine what it establishes and what it does not establish. 

My purpose in rising at this time, Mr. President, is not, there- 
fore, to discuss any of the questions to which the Senator from 
Texas has addressed himself, but rather only to defend myself 
from the charge made by the Senator from Texas that in. the 
remarks submitted to the Senate some days ago I reflected 
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on Captain McDonald, a distinguished acquaintance of his and 
a citizen of Brownsville, who met with commendation at the 
hands of Major Blocksom. The reference to my remarks sub- 
mitted a few days ago just now made by the Senator from Texas 
is of such a character that one not being advised would con- 
clude that I had disparaged the character of Captain McDonald. 
Not so, Mr. President. I called attention in the following lan- 
guage to Captain McDonald. Speaking of the report of Major 
Blocksom, in which he spoke of having met a number of the 
“ sterling citizens of Brownsville,” I proceeded as follows: 

One man who seems to have won his admiration and excited it un- 
duly was a Captain McDonald, who is described as a captain of Texas 
Rangers, whatever they may be, and he pays him this high compliment. 


Now, Mr. President, think of this going into an official report: 
It is possible— 


Says Major Blocksom— 


It is possible McDonald might have fought the entire battalion with 
his four or five rangers were their obedience as blind as his obstinacy. 
It is said here he is so braye he would not hesitate to “ charge hell 
with one bucket of water.” 


Then immediately he says: 

I met many sterling people in Brownsville. 

I was then interrupted by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Spooner] to know what that adjective was, and I repeated it, 
Sterling,“ and remarked: 

Captain McDonald is one of them. Like Ben Adhem, his “ name led 
all the rest.” 

With that I quit Captain McDonald and did not refer to him 
again in the course of those remarks except to say later the 
following. I was speaking of my desire to have an investiga- 
tion. I was speaking of my desire to secure for these dis- 
charged soldiers, who haye been made to suffer so severely, an 
opportunity somewhere, some time, in some manner, a day in 
court, where they could confront their accusers and cross- 
examine their witnesses, and in this connection I said: 

I want to see that gentleman who is “able to arm all hell with 
5 of water.” I should like to cross-examine him, Mr. Presi- 

That is all I said about him. I do not know why he should 
be offended, unless because I called him a gentleman. [Laugh- 
ter.] But, Mr. President, I had no thought then of refiecting 
upon him. He was an entire stranger to me. The reference to 
him made by Major Blocksom was quite unusual. It does not 
seem to me unnatural that I should have made comment upon 

it. Since then, however, I have learned a great deal about 
Captain McDonald, and I want here and now, in view of the 
remarks of the Senator from Texas, and in view of some other 
things that have come to me, to pay proper tribute to Captain 
McDonald, to show what a brave, public-spirited man he is, and 
to put it into the Recorp, where it will live forever, for I as- 
sume our institutions will be perpetuated. 
~- Mr. GALLINGER. It will never be read. 

Mr. FORAKER: The Senator from New Hampshire sug- 
gests that it will never be read. I do not know. I think this 
will be read, but for fear it will not be read I will read it my- 
self. I read from the Cincinnati Enquirer of a few days ago, 
in order that we may know who this gentleman is and what 
he is. I do not intend to comment upon him, but will give him 
just as his friends haye given him in this article, just as he 
has caused himself, in what seems to be an inspired article, to 
appear before the American people. This article has a rather 
sensational headline and it makes some references to me, which 
I hope I will be excused for reading under the circumstances : 
GLITTER IN M'DONALD'S EYE—NOTED TEXAS RANGER, WHO PROBED NEGRO 

RIOTS, RESENTS ALLEGED SLURS OF SENATOR FORAKER-—-WALKING AR- 

SANAL DESIRES TO MEET THE OHIOAN— PICTURESQUE WESTERNER 

“WOULD CHARGE HELL WITH A BUCKET OF WATER," SAYS MAJOR 


BLOCKSOM. 
{Special dispatch to the Enquirer.] 
Astrix, TEX., December 29. 

Capt. Bill McDonald is willing to go to Washington to tell what he 
Knows about the negro soldiers’ riot. at Brownsville before a Congres- 
sional investigating committee. He is anxious to N ve He 5 1 that he 
wants to meet Senator J. B. FORAKER, who, according to published dis- 

tches, referred to him poets eh on the floor of the Senate the other 
ass as that Captain McDonald.” Captain McDonald is the man men- 
tioned in Major Blocksom's report on the Brownsville riot as the man 
who would “charge hell with a bucket of water.” 


Probably having no other use for the water. - [Laughter.] 

Captain McDonald does not say that he would make any trouble for 
Senator ForaAKEk when he meets him 

What a relief that is to me [laughter]! 
put the cold glitter in his steel-blue eyes when he refers to the Ohio 
SRT does not indicate that it would be an altogether pleasant 
meeting. 

Captain McDonald is said to know more about the Brownsville affair 
than any of those who Investigated it. 

How natural therefore, Mr. President, that we should have an 
opportunity to examine him. 

He was sent there by Governor Lanham as soon as it occurred, and 
spent some time making a personal inquiry into the trouble. As a 


direct result of his research, twelve negro soldiers were arrested on the 
charge of being implicated in the shooting up of the town, in which one 
man was killed and another wounded. 

These are the men selected by Captain McDonald and arrested 
upon his order as the men who, as the result of his investigation, 
were by him regarded as the guilty persons who had done the 
firing, and they are the same twelve men who were discharged 
by the grand jury, as we were advised by the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] in his remarks a moment ago, after they 
had taken a great deal of testimony, all the testimony presum- 
ably that Captain McDonald had before him when he directed 
these twelve men, as the guilty ones, to be arrested and taken 
before the grand jury. 


Captain McDonald made a written report of his findings to Governor 
Lanham and to President Roosevelt. 


I think we ought to have that. 


BIG TEXAS RANGER, z 

Captain McDonald is the most noted peace officer in the Southwest. 
He has been commander of a company of Texas Rangers for nearly 
twenty years, and during that period he has experienced many thrilling 
encounters with desperate men. Only a few weeks ago he and three 
members of his company were riding song a road near Rio Grande 
City when 2 were fired upon by Mexicans in ambush. Captain 
McDonald and his men returned the fire in the darkness, being guided 
in their aim by the flashes of the guns of the attacking party. They 
killed four Mexicans and wounded others. 


That is his account of that transaction. I have another ac- 
count written by people who were not in sympathy with what 
Captain McDonald did on that occasion, which does not put 
quite so favorable a view upon it either as to the bravery of the 
man or as to the justification for the killing of four men and 
the wounding of five others. But that is not in order now. I 
mention it only that we may get thoroughly, or at least as thor- 
oughly as we may be able to, acquainted with the gentleman 
who is vouched for by the Senator from Texas as truthful and 
honest, and as fearless and brave as he is truthful and honest. 
More of this: 


Captain McDonald has killed a number of men while in the perform- 
ance of his duty as an officer of the law. He is literally “shot to 
pieces,” but he is still as lithe and active as a boy. Ile is never un- 
armed. Day and night he wears a big .45, and one of the Jatest im- 
proved automatic pistols. He sleeps with both these pistols by his 
side, whether in a hotel in town or in camp in some remote and dan- 
gerous locality of the border region. He says that he never knows 
when he may need them. 

The article goes on at that same rate telling of a number of 
other difficulties and a number of other killings. I shall not 
take the time to read further, but I ask that it all may be 
printed in the Recorp where it can be read by anyone who may 
desire to read it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the matter re- 
ferred to will be printed in the RECORD. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

LIFE ON THE FRONTIER. 

Practically all of Captain McDonald's life has been spent upon the 
frontier. He trailed Indians and hunted bufalo upon the plains of 
Texas forty years ago. He has a record for coolness and bravery that 
is almost unequaled. 

Ten years.ago Captain McDonald had a pistol duel with Sheriff Joo 
Matthews, of Childress County, and two deputies at Quanah. He killed 
Sheriff Matthews and was himself wounded almost to death. The two 
men had trouble over who should have custody of a prisoner whom 
Captain McDonald had arrested in an adjoining county. Sheriff Mat- 
thews and two deputies came to Quanah with the avowed intention of 
killing McDonald. The latter heard of this threat and was prepared 
for trouble. Matthews and McDonald met upon the public square and 
both pulled their pistols, Matthews got in the first shot, e bullet 
going through McDonald’s right lung. 7 were within ten feet of 
each other, but the force of the bullet and the terrible wound did not 
floor McDonald. He fired at Matthews, and the bullet struck a piece 
of plug tobacco and a thick notebook that shielded Matthew's heart. 
The two men fired the second shots simultaneously. Matthews was 


struck near the heart, and he fell to the ground unconscious. MceDon-- 


ald was hit in the right side, and the bullet ranged upward and came 
out at his neck. While Matthews and McDonald were aring this duel 
the two deputies of Matthews were shooting at McDonald at close 
range, but all of their bullets went wild. 

TENDED TO THE DEPUTIES. 


When McDonald saw that he had killed Matthews, he turned his 
attention to the two a N He fired at them as they fied down the 
street and he then s down unconscious. He was a long time re- 
covering from the wounds he received. 

Seven years ago John and George Humphries, two white farmers who 
lived In the trans-cedar“ country in the northeastern part of the 
State, were lynched one night by a party of unknown men, Governor 
Sayers sent Captain McDonald to the scene of the crime with in- 
structions to discover, if ible, the guilty partiés and to arrest them. 
Alone and unaided Captain McDonald arrested twelve of the most des- 
perate men of that community and was successful in establishing the 
guilt of all of them. They were sentenced to long terms of imprison- 
ment. In hunting up evidence against these men he traveled about the 
country and visited them at their homes alone. He received a number 
of thréats against his life, but he paid no attention to them. 

It was through the individual efforts of Captain McDonald that the 
notorious Reese-Townsend feud, which caused many killings in Colorado 
and Bastrop counties, was broken up. On one occasion, when the mem- 
bers of these opposing factions, numbering more than 100 men, were 
drawn up in fighting array at Columbus, ptain McDonald walked up 
to them and ordered them to deliver over their arms to him. The 
crowd demurred at first, and he had to knock one of the mere ob- 
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streperous objectors to his order down with a gun. He searched every 
member of both factions and took all of their guns and knives away 
„from them. At another threatened outbreak of these same feudists a 
' few months later at Bastrop he performed a similar service. 


FOE TO SMUGGLERS. 


Captain McDonald has hunted down many desperate robbers and 
Smugglers along the Rio Grande. He was also stationed in the Pan- 
handle for several years, and it was through his active work that that 

rt of the State was rid of the bands of cattle and horse thieves who 

8 made it their rendezvous. He had many fights with these out- 
laws. e left the town of Quanah one day on the trail of a notorious 
criminal who was badly wanted in different parts of the State for mur- 
der and robbery. He followed the outlaw for more than 400 miles, 
stopping only an hour or two at a time to get a little sleep and give 
his horse its needed rest. He finally overtook his man in what was 
then known as No Man's Land,” which is now a part of Oklahoma. 
He found him in camp with four other men, who were also probably out- 
laws, but Captain McDonald did not recognize them. e was after 
this particular man, and he unhesitatingly dismounted at the camp and 
walked to where the men were sitting and told the fellow that he was 
his prisoner. Captain McDonald says that he expected every minute to 
be shot before he got away from that remote camp, but he was not 
molested as he forced his prisoner to mount a horse and ride away with 
him toward Texas. 

Three or four years ago Captain McDonald had a fight with cattle 
thieves in the Panhandle. Three of them escaped, and he followed 
them alone for 300 miles, finally rounding them up near Norman, Okla., 
where he arrested them single-handed and placed them in jail. 

These are only a few of the incidents in Captain McDonald's long 
career as a commander of the State rangers. They serve to show what 
kind of a man Senator Foraker would have to deal with if he should 
meet him in Washington. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I have here another account 
-of him. ‘This is in the nature of an interview with him, and it 
comes from a newspaper, the reliability of which can not be 
questioned, I imagine, for it is taken from the Houston Post, of 
Texas, of the 24th of December, 1906. I read as follows: 


RANGER CAPTAIN M’DONALD—-HE IS PERFECTLY WILLING TO BE CROSS- 
- EXAMINED BY FORAKER—STORY OF THE BROWNSVILLE RAID AND WHY 
MAJOR BLOCKSOM FORMED HIS OPINION—M’DONALD ACCUSED MAJOR 
PENROSE OF BEING AN ACCESSORY AFTER THE FACT TO THE BROWNS- 
VILLE OUTRAGE—SOME THINGS THAT HAVE NOT HERETOFORE BEEN 

PUBLISHED. 

Captain of Rangers William J. McDonald spent last night in Houston 
en route to Madisonville, where he has business that demands his at- 
tention. As usual, the captain is going “ ie hunting.” In other 
words, the captain's business is no one else's business. He doesn't 
talk much. He simply acts when the time comes. 

“ Foraker doesn’t seem to know much about the Rangers of Texas, 
Captain,” suggested the Post man last night at the Rice Hotel. 

“What is that fellow jumping on me for, anyway? I haven't done 
anything to him. I could tell him who the Rangers are and what they 
are for, though. I could tell him that the Rangers are the fellows that 
bring the scalawags and rascals that he Is trying to defend to justice. 
When the Rangers get hold of them, and they generaly get hold of 
them when they start after them—they may stand hitched. -We had 
those negroes down there at Brownsville, and we were making them 
stand hitched. They would have been hitched yet if the matter bad 
not assumed a new passo, over which we had no control. Now, I don't 
care to break into the limelight, but if Foraker is anxious to put ques- 
pon to me concerning the Brownsville affair, I will not dodge the 
ssue,” 

When Major Blocksom suggested that Captain McDonald “ would 
charge hell with one bucket of water,” there is no doubt but he meant 
just what he said. Foraker, however, seized upon this and used it with 
derision in his address. Major Blocksom had every reason to believe 
that Captain McDonald was not afraid of a whole regiment of soldiers. 
The captain's actions in Fort Brown before the officers and the soldiers 
demonstrated that he was able to take care of himself, even though 
many loaded guns were aimed at him. 


Now follows the account: 


HOW M'DONALD FOUND BROWNSVILLE. 
The captain was in Dallas filling the position of sergeant-at-arms for 
the Democratic convention when the outrage was committed at Browns- 
ville. It was ten days after this that he arrived in Brownsville, and 
he went to work at once. 


I think that should be two days. 


The whole ulace was in a state of uproar. The soldiers on 
inside of the Ex were on guard with thelr Arearms loaded, and 3 
lest the people of the city made an assault upon the fort, while the 
ple of the city, wrought up to the pitch of desperation and ready to 
ght, nevertheless were in a state of fear lest the soldiers inside the 
fort should make onother onslaught upon the town. 

When Captain McDonald, with his trusted sergeant. McCanley, ar- 
rived they went quietly to work 8 evidence. They did not go 
directly to the fort, but finding an ex-soldier who knew something of 
the assault made by the negroes, got from him all he knew. 


He was one of the twelve men caused to be arrested by Cap- 
tain McDonald, who was afterwards acquitted by the grand 
jury. 

The captain and his sergeant then went to the fort. On th 
citizens met them and warned them that they would 5 
alive if they entered the fort; that the negro soldiers would kill them. 

HOW HE TALKED TO THE NEGROES. 


As they entered about twenty negroes leveled their guns at them and 
demanded that they halt. They did not halt, but kept moving toward 
the negro soldiers and their aimed guns. The captain was doing-some 
talking meanwhile. He talked to them like he would talk to a negro, 
and told them what kind of stunts he would have them doing if they 
didn't put up their guns, and they put up their guns. 

“I'm Captain McDonald, of the Texas Rangers. I'ye come down 
here to investigate you black scoundrels. If you make a move with 
e guns I'll show you how to make kinky fur fly. Where is Major 
Penrose?” 7 

In voluntarily the hands of most of the negroes went to their hats. 
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There was a ring in the captain’s volce that they did not mistake. 


That ring carri time backward in its flight more than forty years. 
It was not United States soldiers standing 8 a civilian, 
It was negroes—the old-time plantation negroes—in the presence of a 
southern gentleman. 

“Yes, sir, cap'n; yes, sir. Majah Penrose he ovah dar in his house.” 

“ One of you black scoundrels show me to him.” 

They all bent their bodies in a bow and all were ready. The cap- 
tain selected the one for the service and the darkey led the way 
where Major Penrose was in consultation with or. Blocksom and 
Captain Macklin. 

WHEN BLOCKSOM FORMED HIS OPINION. 

“I am Captain McDonald, of the Texas Rangers. ‘The governor has 
sent me down here to investigate this outrage,” is the manner in which 
Captain McDonald introduced himself to Major Penrose and the other 
officers. ‘‘ What have you learned about this thing?’ 

Absolutely nothing,” answered Penrose. 

“Nothing! Do you mean to tell me that you have investigated this 
matter and have learned nothing about it? How about Corporal Mil- 
ler’s connection with it?” 

In connection with Corporal Miller, McDonald mentioned the names 
of other negroes. He had secured information from the ex-soldier and 
had gathered the names of many negrogs who were mixed up in the 
affair, and he was able to talk in a manner which showed that he was 
familiar with the affair. 

“ Corporal Miller was not mixed up in this affair at all. He was at 
roll both at 8 o'clock and at 11 o'clock. I saw him, and Captain 
Macklin saw him.” 

“Have Corporal Miller brought in here, and let me question him, and 
I'll prove to you that you are mistaken.” 

Corporal Miller was brought in and the captain conducted the exami- 
nation. Penrose and Blocksom would occasionally break In with a 

uestion, but the captain informed them that it was he that was con- 
ucting the examination; that they could ask him questions as to where 
he was last year or the year before, but they would haye to postpone 
their questions until he got through with the negro; that he wanted to 
know where Miller was on the night of the shooting up of the town. 
CORPORAL MILLER MADE ADMISSIONS. 

They all got good, and Miller became very humble, and he admitted 
that he was not in the fort at either 8 oel or at 11 o'clock and that 
he did not return to the fort until about or after 12 o'clock on the night 
of the shootin bs of the town. During this examination the negro 
had his cap off. a McDonald had his attention. It was to this 
civillan and not to his superior officers that he humbled himself. To 
the ‘captain he was a negro; to Penrose, Blocksom, and Macklin his 
attitude was not even that of a soldier in the presence of his superiors. 
He had forgotten that he was a soldier. And he belched up thin 
right along, and he got himself arrested for it, and the captain made 
the arrest. 

Then they go on, Mr. President, with a half column môre of 
it. I shall ask to have it all printed in the Recorp. I have 
read just enough to show the character of this man’s knowledge 
of this affair and to show something of the character of the 
man himself. I did not intend, when I referred to him some 
days ago, to do him any injustice; but in view of the fact that 
he seems to think I have, and especially in view of the fact 
that my much esteemed colleague, the Senator from Texas, 
seems to think I have reflected upon him, I think it but due to 
Captain McDonald „that these interviews with himself, which 
are apparently his own picture of himself, should be put in the 
Recorp, where all the Senate and all the country and all pos- 
terity may read them and know of this man, who is as fearless 
and brave as he is truthful and honest and who seems to have 
had much to do with the preparation of this case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The matter referred to by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio will be printed in the Recorp, in the absence of 


objection. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 


Captain McDonald arrested thirteen negroes on warrants issued from 
the State courts. Major Penrose told him that seven or eight of the 
negroes under arrest were the right ones, but that he was mistaken 
about the others. 

ACCUSED PENROSE OF BEING AN ACCESSORY. 


“Tf you know that much about this thing, how is it that you do not 
know all about it and who were connected with it? Why don’t you 
assist me in bringing the guilty scoundrels to justice?” 

And right there Captain McDonald threw it into the teeth of Major 
Penrose that he was an accessory to the crime. 

Major Blocksom heard it and there isn’t much wonder that he is of 
the opinion that Captain McDonald, of the Rangers of Texas, would 
charge hell with one bucket of water.” 

But this is not all that Major Blocksom saw of the captain that 
firmly fixed this in his mind. uring the time that the thirteen negro 
soldiers were locked up in the guardhouse the wires were kept hot. 
The order to move the troops came. Captain McDonald had the war- 
rants in his pocket and the negroes were in the guardhouse inside the 
fort. He could not place them in the county jail. At least he deemed 
that the temper of the people made it advisable that the negroes be 
kept locked up inside the fort. The officers of Brownsville had allied 
themselves with Major Penrose and against McDonald. They demanded 
that he give over the warrants which he had in his ssession. He 
still refused. The demand was made upon the order of the court, and 
officers went to sim as officers and made the demand and fortified 
themselves, as officers do under such circumstances, back of their guns. 
It was no-use.- The captain had the warrants. He was ready for any 
test, and he stood them off. Meanwhile he had asked the governor for 
instructions. The message came back: 

“ Cooperate with the officers of Brownsville.” 

FORCED COMPANY OF TROOPS BACK TO FORT. 


Meantime the troops were on the move. A company was taken to the 
depot. Captain McDonald and his trusted sergeant went down to tee 
depot to see if any of the negroes for whom he had warrants were 
among those being taken away. They did not have any of his negroes, 
so he and his sergeant started toward the fort. They met a company of 
negroes coming up. They were on the way to the depot to be removed 
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to San Antonio. Among them were some of the negroes that McDonald 


had arrested. 

“Take them negroes back to that fort and lock them up; they are 
my prisoners, TIl show = people some things. I know just where I 
am at in this matter, and if you ple attempt to take those negroes 
another step toward that depot we'll get busy.” 

The negroes were “righted about” and taken to the fort, and those 
that McDonald had warrants in his pocket for were locked up again. 
The governor's message had arrived by this time, but McDonald did not 
deliver up his warrants until the next morning, and then the negroes 
were placed on board a train and scooted out o Brownsville. 

INFLUENCE ON THE NEGRO. 

During their contact with McDonald they had become negroes again, 
all of them. They had become subdued, notwithstanding they had made 
the threat that one company of the Twenty-fifth was not afraid to 
charge the whole State of Texas, and as the captain passed among them 
at the fort their hands went to the caps and they bowed in 8 
manner. The influence of the captain remained with them until they 
were many miles away from Brownsville. A tleman who was on 
the train which took the negroes away from Brownsville states that 
they were meek and that not a word did any soldier speak until Browns- 
ville was 20 or more miles behind them. They then showed signs of 
boastfulness again. 

Foraker might haye misinterpreted the meaning of ae Blocksom, 
beige ed ioe gave expression to his now famous epigram, he felt 

at way abou 


Captain McDonald has written several reports of the Brownsville 
affair, giving the inside of the whole ae He has written a report to 
Governor Lanham and a report to President Roosevelt, and upon in- 
— from Governor Lanham has written a report to Senator CUL- 

5 HAS GIVEN ROOSEVELT INFORMATION. 

He has also written a letter to the President congratulating him 
upon his action in disbanding the negro soldiers. In this letter he 
told the President some things that the President did not know before. 

Just what these things were is another story. At any rate Presi- 
dent Roosevelt has ordered a court-martial of Major Penrose and Cap- 
tain Macklin. - Just where cous Macklin was on the night of the 
murder is an unknown quantity. He averred that he saw Corporal 
Miller at roll both at 8 o'clock and at 11 o'clock. It transpires, how- 
ever, that he will have a hard time proving that he himself was there. 

i THE CAPTAIN WHEN .NOT IN ACTION. 

This man, Captain McDonald, is a little bit of a fellow. One can 
almost span his waist with two hands. He is not to say abbreviated 
of stature, but he is by no means tall, and he is very frail. He is 
mild of manner and unassuming and as docile as a lamb, and his eye 
is kindly and twinkles with a smile. He is as plain as an old shoe, 
and no one to meet him on the street would take him to be a “ bad 
man.” But this is the Captain McDonald when not in action. Major 
Blocksom, it seems, can, best tell what the man looks like when he is 
in action, and should Foraker ever come in contact with him during 
such a time it would not be in a derisive way that he would say that 
he —.— one of those fellows who would charge hell with a bucket of 
water. 

Mr. FORAKER. I now ask for a vote on the resolution, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. LODGE obtained the floor. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the Senator from Massachusetts 
yield to me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. r: 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, it was not my pleasure to 
hear all the remarks of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER] 
who has just taken his seat, but from what I can learn of his 
remarks I think the country is to be felicitated upon the fact 
that he has now turned his attention from attempting to estab- 
lish the innocence of the guilty persons to a species of ridicule 
of the captain of the Texas Rangers. From what I caught. 
what the Senator has read seems to be merely an effusion of 
some newspaper reporter in Texas, I believe, and some repre- 
sentative of the Cincinnati Enquirer, as to the character of 
man Captain McDonald is—of course, purposely exaggerated. 

There is one thing else I ought to add to what I have said 
about Captain McDonald, and that is this: In view of the wish 
expressed in this Chamber a few days ago—but which has been 
omitted from the REecorp—to. meet him, it affords me very much 
pleasure to say, in the same spirit, that he never declined an 
invitation of that character in all his life, and he is too old to 
change his habits now. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I offer to the resolution the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts to the resolution will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “discharge” it is proposed 
to insert “by the President of the United States in the exer- 
cise of his constitutional and legal authority as Commander in 
Chief.” 

Mr. LODGE. ° Mr. President, as a member of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, which will be charged with the proposed in- 
vestigation and with hearing the testimony, I think it would be 
yery unbecoming in me to form any final opinion as to the ques- 
tion of fact which has been raised, and certainly most improper 
for me to express any opinion in regard to it. The question of 
fact is all that is covered by the resolution of the Senator from 
Ghio [Mr. Foraker], and I hope that resolution will pass at the 
earliest moment, and that the committee will take it up and 
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press their hearings to a conclusion. But until they baye heard 
all the testimony, as a member of the committee I think it would 
be, as I have said, unfitting for me to discuss the question of 
fact. 

But the question of law is an entirely different one. That 
question was opened up by the Senator from Ohio the first day 
he spoke. It has been discussed again to-day by the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. CuLgerson]. While it would be an impro- 
priety for me to form or express an opinion as to the facts, I 
can see no possible objection to myself or any other Senator, 
whether a member of the committee or not, expressing an opin- 
ion as to the question of law. I have given some study to it 
during the recess, and I have no doubt Whatever as to the Presi- 
dent's constitutional and legal authority to issue the order which 
he did discharging the soldiers. Whether the facts justified that 
order is a wholly different question, and that is the question 
which the resolution refers to the committee for decision; but 
as the legal and constitutional question has been raised, I think 
it would be just as well for the Senate to pass upon that ques- 
tion and remove it entirely from the jurisdiction of the com- 
mittee, confining them, as the resolution purports to confine 
them, to the question of fact. s 

It is for this reason that I have moyed the amendment which 
I have sent to the desk. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I am opposed to the adoption 
of the amendment. That is a question as to which the Senate 
should not estop itself from giving further consideration. It 
is a very important question. It is true I made some remarks 
upon that point when I spoke a few days ago, and it is true that 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] discussed that propo- 
sition to-day; but the discussion of the Senator from Texas and 
the discussion I indulged in are enough in themselves to show 
that it is at least a controverted proposition. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loba] says that he has 
no doubt about the President’s authority. I have no doubt either 
as to the view I haye expressed. It is a matter which, it seems 
to me, ought not to be acted upon in connection with the resolu- 
tion providing for an investigation of the facts. Let us confine 
the resolution to its purpose, namely, to investigate the facts, 
and then, when we have all the facts, we can consider not only 
the law applicable to the state of facts we may report, but also 
all the law applicable to the case as it is insisted by others it 
has already been established. So I hope the amendment will 
be voted down. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask before action is taken that the 
original resolution of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] and 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[ Mr. Lope] be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Ohio as it is proposed to be amended 
by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The Secretary read the resolution as proposed to be amended, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and hereby Is, 
authorized to take such further testimony as may be necessary to estab- 
lish the facts connected with the discharge, by the President of the 
United States in the exercise of his constitutional and legal authority 
as Commander in Chief, of members of Companies B, C, and D, Twenty- 
fifth United States Infantry, and that it be, and hereby is, authorized 
to send for persons and papers and administer oaths, and report thereon, 
by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio says 
yery justly that his resolution deals only with the facts. It is 
fer that purpose—to confine the committee entirely to the 
facts—that I have offered the amendment. I think the Senate 
will haye to pass upon the question of constitutionality, as it 
has been raised, and it seems to me they can pass on it just as 
well at one time as another. 

Mr. WARREN., Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. LODGE. I yield. à 

Mr. WARREN. I do not wish to take the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts from the floor, but now or at the conclusion of his re- 
marks I wish to ask unanimous consent that the resolution of 
the Senator from Ohio and the amendment to it proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts lie over until to-morrow or until 
our next meeting, allowing it to keep its place until it comes up 
in regular order after morning business. 

Mr. FORAKER. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I am very anxious to have this 
resolution disposed of as soon as possible. I should like to be 
heard briefly upon my amendment. I am suffering to-day from 
a cold and a somewhat sore throat, and it is extremely difficult 
for me to go on this afternoon—— 
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Mr. FORAKER. 
! objection. 
Mr. LODGE. But if the Senator from Ohio insists, I will 


go on. 

Mr. FORAKER. In view of the statement of the Senator 

from Massachusetts—I did not know that the request was made 
by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] on account of the 
Senator from Massachusetts—I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not ask the Senator from Wyoming to 
make the request; he made it entirely upon his own motion. 
I was about to make the request when the Senator from Wyo- 
ming took the floor. But it would be a great convenience to me 
if this matter could go over until Monday, because, as I say, it 
is only with difficulty that I can speak, owing to the extreme 
hoarseness from which I am suffering. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, in the event the resolution 
goes over, what will be its parliamentary status? 

Mr. HALE. Let it be understood, Mr. President, that the reso- 
lution comes up at the end of the routine morning business, as 
it did to-day, and is before the Senate. If that is the under- 
standing, I shall moye that when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I should like to ask the Senator to in- 
dulge me just one remark before he makes that motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly; I yield. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, we have just had a recess 
of nearly two weeks. There is considerable business that should 
be accomplished by the Senate before we adjourn on March 3. 
In a very short time we will have the appropriation bills before 
us, and they will have the right of way to the exclusion of 
nearly everything else. 

Some days ago I gave notice that I would call up the pension 
bill to-day; but at the request of Senators who wished to de- 
bate to-day the Brownsville matter I gave way, giving notice at 
the time that I would call up the bill to-morrow morning imme- 
diately after the routine morning business. It seems to me 
almost wholly unnecessary to haye us here for just one day for 
a couple of hours after a two weeks’ recess and then immedi- 
ately adjourn for three more days. We ought to haye time at 
this session of Congress to consider something else besides the 
Brownsville affair and the appropriation bills. I should very 
much appreciate it if the Senate would adjourn only until to- 
morrow and take an hour or two in the forenoon to consider 
other bills than appropriation bills. 

I should like to bring up the pension bill to which I have re- 
ferred. I do not object to the Brownsville matter taking its 
place on Monday. There has been, I think, no notice given for 
Tuesday, but the time will be so short that, unless we can take 
up the pension bill during the early part of the session before the 
appropriation bills come before us, we can not take it up at all. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I would not interpose a motion 
that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday 
next if I believed that any legislative business would be done in 
the meantime. Senators haye been away, and a great many of 
them are not here now. If we have a session to-morrow noth- 
ing will be done about the subject-matter that has occupied the 
Senate to-day, and nothing will be done upon the measure which 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumser] has in hand 
and at heart, except perhaps some debate, and then the matter 
will go over. For one, I am entirely willing to come here to- 
morrow and spend an hour or two in listening to debate on the 
pension bill, but there will be no action upon it; there will be 
no action upon anything; it will simply occupy so much time. 
But I leave all that to the Senate. 

First, I ask, Mr. President, that the resolution in regard to 
the Brownsville affair go over, retaining its place, to be consid- 
ered when the Senate next meets, at the end of the routine morn- 
ing business, in order that Senators who desire to be heard can 
be heard upon that, and in order, as no reference has yet been 
made, that the Senate may at an early day pass upon the main 
question, which is, Shall the resolution be referred to the com- 
mittee? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that, at the end of the routine morning busi- 
ness on the next legislative day, the resolution respecting the 
Brownsville matter be laid before the Senate. Is there objec- 
tion to the request? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HALE obtained the floor. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. GALE. Yes. 


In view of that statement, I withdraw the 
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Mr. CARTER. I should be glad to have the Senator prefer 
a request that the resolution, together with the amendment, be 
printed. 

Mr. HALE. That will of course be done. 

Mr. CARTER. I presume the amendment has been offered 
separately. I should like to see the resolution and the amend- 
ment printed together. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution 
will be printed with the amendments noted in the proper con- 
nection. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to ask, Mr. President, if any notice 
has been given as to taking up any subject next Tuesday 
morning? 

Mr. HALE. I should like to say right here that there seems 
to have grown up a belief 

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask for information 

Mr. HALE. That because a Senator gives notice, he can 
therefore bring up a bill. There is nothing in the history of 
the Senate, there is nothing in the precedents, which sustains 
that idea. I get no additional advantage by notifying that next 
Wednesday or a week from next Wednesday or two weeks 
from next Wednesday I will call up a bill. It ought not to be 
journalized. The clerks have fallen into a fashion, if a Sen- 
ator announces that he proposes to make a speech on a certain 
day next week, and he either wants to bring all his friends here 
or wants to keep them away, of journalizing the notice. The 
clerks have no right to do that. It is not a part of the proceed- 
ings of the Senate. Giving notice that on a certain day a Sen- 
ator will call up a bill expresses nothing except how the Sen- 
ator’s mind is working, and that he is going to try it at that 
time. It adds nothing to the privileges of a Senator, and does 
nothing in the way of obstructing the business of the Senate. 
I 2o not object to the Senator from North Dakota giving his 
notice. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, during the time I have 
been here this custom has been almost universal in the Senate, 
It is a custom which has worked to the advantage of the Senate 
in the dispatch of business, inasmuch as it makes it possible for 
us to know beforehand what subject is liable to be called up at 
a given time. Most Senators have conceded that right, and have 
fallen in with it. I know, as. the Senator from Maine has 
already expressed it, that it carries no particular right with it, 
except a right which has been granted as a matter of courtesy. 

I desired to have the Senate take up the bill to-day. I desire 
to have it taken up some other day, if it can not be taken up at 
this time, and I desire to have it understood that I should like 
to have it taken up at some time when it will be most conven- 
ient for other Senators who have other measures which they 
wish to have considered. That is the only object of giving 
notice, and with that object in view very much good can be 
accomplished. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is quite right. Let him give his 
notice that he will try to get up his bill, and I will try to help 
him. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Before I give the notice I should like to 
have the information which I sought to obtain, 7 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair ascertains from an ex- 
amination of the record of to-day that the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. OvERMAN] gave notice that on Tuesday next, after 
the close of the routine morning business, he would call up Sen- 
ate resolution No. 200 for the purpose of making some remarks 
thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The very fact that the Senator from 
North Carolina has given that notice induces me to refrain 
from giving notice for Tuesday in order that the Senator may 
have the time he wishes. It is but proper that he should have 
the time when he has given notice that he wishes to speak, as 
that will undoubtedly be most convenient for him. 

That being the case, I should like to give notice that I will 
call up the pension bill for consideration, not for final vote, 
after the routine morning business next Wednesday. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day, 
it be to meet on Monday next. N 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 

tion of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
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in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 
o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Mon- 
day, January 7, 1907, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 3, 1907. 
` SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Marcellus O. Markham, of Georgia, to be suryeyor of customs 
for the port of Atlanta, in the State of Georgia. (Reappoint- 
ment.) 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

George L. Smith, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Newark, in the State of New Jersey. (Reap- 
pointment.) 

Daniel W. Patrick, of North Carolina, to be collector of 
customs for the district of Pamlico, in the State of North Caro- 
lina. (Reappointment. ) 

Morton Tower, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for the 
southern district, in the State of Oregon. (Reappointment.) 

PROMOTIONS IN REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

First Lieut. Preston Henry Uberroth to be a captain in the 
Revyenne-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from December 25, 1906, in place of Walter Spooner Howland, 
retired. 

Second Lieut. Henry Ulke, jr., to be a first lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from December 25, 1906, in place of Preston Henry Uberroth, 
promoted. 

Third Lieut. Ralph Waldo Dempwolf to be a second lieuten- 
ant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank 
as such from October 1, 1906, in place of Second Lieut. Ernest 
Eugene Mead, promoted. 

Third Lieut. Roger Chew Weightman to be a second lieuten- 
ant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank 
as such from November 4, 1906, in place of Second Lieut. Henry 
Granville Fisher, promoted. 

PROMOTION IN PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Asst. Surg. John S. Boggess to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States, to rank as such from December 5, 1906. 

ASSISTANT TREASURER. 

Edwin Upton Curtis, of Massachusetts, to be assistant treas- 
urer of the United States at Boston, Mass., in place of George 
A. Marden, deceased. 

- ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

Edward T. Sanford, of Tennessee, to be Assistant Attorney- 

General in place of James C. McReynolds, resigned. 
s UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

William H. Mackey, jr., of Kansas, to be United States mar- 
shal for the district of Kansas. A reappointment, his term 
having expired on December 8, 1906. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
General officer. 
Brig. Gen. J. Franklin Bell to be major-general from January 
8, 1907, vice Lee, retired from active service. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
CAVALRY ARM. 
To be captain. 

First Lieut. Guy S. Norvell, Eighth Cavalry, from October 2, 

1906, vice Carleton, Thirteenth Cavalry, promoted. 
To be first lieutenants. 

Second Lieut. Guy Kent, First Cavalry, from August 2, 1906, 
vice Odell, Eleventh Cavalry, resigned. 

Second Lieut. Copley Enos, First Cavalry, from August 10, 
1906, vice Karnes, Sixth Cavalry, resigned. 

Second Lieut. Emory J. Pike, Second Cavalry, from August 
20, 1906, vice Whitside, Fifteenth Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Williams S. Martin, Fourth Cavalry, from Sep- 
tember 13, 1906, vice Purviance, Fourth Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Frank E. Sidman, Eighth Cavalry, from Sep- 
tember 13, 1906, vice Johnson, Second Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Frederick Mears, Fifth Cavalry, from Septem- 
ber 20, 1906, vice Cushman, Eleventh Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Alden M. Graham, First Cayalry, from October 
1, 1906, vice Tilford, First Cavalry, promoted. 

ARTILLERY CORPS. 
To be first lieutenant. 


Second Lieut. Norris Stayton, Artillery Corps, from Decem- 
ber 21, 1906, vice Mitchell, retired from active service. 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE PORTO RICO PROVISIONAL REGIMENT OF 
INFANTRY. 


Second Lieut. Teofilo Marxuach, Porto Rico Provisional Regi- 
ment of Infantry, to be first lieutenant from November 20, 1906, 
vice Woodruff, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Eugenio C. de Hostos, Porto Rico Provisional 
Regiment of Infantry, to be first lieutenant from November 20, 
1906, vice Angel, promoted. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Professor of Mathematics Lucien F. Prud’homme, United 
States Navy, retired, with the rank of commander, to be a pro- 
fessor of mathematics on the retired list of officers of the Navy, 
with the rank of captain, from the 29th day of June, 1906, in 
accordance with a provision contained in the naval appropria- 
tion act approved on that date. 

Gunner Cornelius Cronin, United States Navy, retired, to be a 
chief gunner on the retired list of the Navy, to rank with but 
after ensign, from the 29th day of June, 1906, in accordance 
with the provisions of the naval appropriation act approved on 
that date. 

PENSION AGENT. 


John R. King, of Maryland, to be pension agent at Washing- 
ton, D. C., his term having expired. (Reappointment.) 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuourspay, January 3, 1907. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couven, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Infinite Spirit, our God and our Father, whose blessings are 
new every morning and fresh every evening, we lift up our 
hearts in gratitude to Thee for the care Thou hast exercised 
over us as individuals and as a nation in the past, and we pray 
that Thou will continue the same. We thank Thee for the holi- 
day season which has come and gone with its lessons of love, 
peace, and good will. Grant that they may remain with us 
that we may be the better prepared to prosecute the work of 
the new year, and grant, oh, most merciful Father, that the 
laws enacted by these, Thy servants, may lessen the evils in the 
world and promote the good. Through Jesus Christ our Lord, 
Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, December 20, 
1906, was read and approved. 


SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 


Mr. NEEDHAM. Mr. Speaker, the Hon. William F. Engle- 
bright, who has been elected as the successor of Hon. J. N. Gil- 
lett, resigned, is present, and I ask that his credentials be read 
and that he be sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the credentials. 

The credentials were read. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, Hon. Charles G. Washburn, 
who has been elected to complete the term of the late Hon. 
Rockwood Hoar, is present and I ask that the oath be adminis- 
tered to him. : 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the credentials. 

The credentials were read. 

Mr. Englebright and Mr. Washburn appeared at the bar of the 
House and took the oath required by law. 


COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask the consent of the House that 
the Committee on Military Affairs may have leave to sit during 
the sessions of the House for the rest of this session. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] asks 
unanimous consent that the Committee on Military Affairs may 
have leave to sit during the sessions of the House for the remain- 
der of the session. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to: 

Mr. BRICK, for ten days, on account of serious illness in his 
family. 

Mr. Laastar, until January 8, 1907, on account of sickness. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida, indefinitely, on account of sickness in 
family: 

Mr. LINDSAx, until further notice, on account of sickness in 
family. 

Mr. McMorran, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

Mr. Griaes, until January 8, 1907, on account of sickness. 
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ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I moye the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a recom- 
mendation as to legislation for compensation of ordnance ofti- 
cers in charge of national armories—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting a draft 
of a bill for increasing the limit of cost of the Freedmen’s Hos- 
pital building and setting forth the need of additional appro- 
priations therefor—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting a draft 
of proposed legislation relating to allotments to certain children 
of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache reservations—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the chairman of the commission on consoli- 
dation of schools and general plan of school buildings in the 
District of Columbia, submitting a preliminary report—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting a draft 
of proposed legislation relating to a proposed patent in fee 
simple to William G. Labadie—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a memorial 
of the Agricultural Association of Panay and Negros with ref- 
erence to the tariff in its relation to the Vhilippines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
copy of a letter from the Judge-Advocate-General, a recommen- 
dation as to the payment of claims for liquors destroyed by 
the Federal authorities at the time of the earthquake in San 
Francisco—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, submitting a recommen- 
dation as to the claim of George Kingsland, of Bath Beach, 
Brooklyn, N. Y.—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusion of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Juno, Henry Atkins, jr., 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Maria, William Cole, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
J. P. McClendon, administrator of estate of Meredith King 

"against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Eagle, Jeremiah Good- 
hue, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation eases relating to the schooner Catherine, James Cocks, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Bachelors, D. Churchill, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation eases relating to the brig Lydia, Thomas McCray, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the ship Hiram, Samuel A. Whitney, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the Hope, John Prince, master—to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for sedcoast defense guns at West Point, 
se Y.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for protecting public lands, tim- 
ber, ete—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for a tender for the Sev- 
enth light-house district—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Molly, John Alden, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an esti- 
mate of allowance on the account of Capt. George H. Cameron, 
United States Army—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for repair of fortifications at Pensacola, 
Mobile, and New Orleans—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for defense at Pensacola—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of the Smithsonian 
Institution, submitting an estimate of appropriation for protec- 
tion of the Casa Grande ruin in Arizona and continuation of 
investigations—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for repairs and supply of stores at artil- 
lery posts on South Atlantic and Gulf coasts—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Flat Rock Baptist Church, Missouri, against The United States— 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. f 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Navy submitting an 
urgent estimate of appropriation for navy-yard at Norfolk, Va.— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
G. D. Able, administrator of estate of Catherine Rutherford, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Navy submitting an 
estimate of deficiency appropriation for yards, docks, and equip- 
ment—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting a draft 
of proposed legislation for permitting the issue of a patent in 
fee simple to John W. Early, Ottawa allottee—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
W. T. Forbess, administrator of estate of Archie B. Forbess, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of survey of channel 
from Aransas Pass to Corpus Christi, Texto the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed with illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, estimate of 6-foot channel in 
the Mississippi River between the Missouri River and St. Paul, 
Minn.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting report of 
the finance of the Department, balance due, accrued postage, 
amount paid for carrying the mail, ete.—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 


630 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 8, 


ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and sur- 
vey of channel in Newark Bay, New Jersey—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed with illustra- 
tions. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Gal- 
veston Harbor, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of chan- 
nel from Aransas Pass to Cuero, Tex.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed with illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and sur- 
vey of Pamlico and Tar rivers, North Carolina—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and sur- 
vey of Merrimac River, Massachusetts—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed with illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Old 
South River, New Jersey—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed with illustrations. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 23199) for the erec- 
tion of a Federal building for the post-office at Marlin, Tex.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 23200) to provide additional 
judges for the district of Alaska—to the committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. BABCOCK : A bill (H. R. 23201) to amend the act ap- 
proved March 1, 1905, entitled “An act to amend section 4 of an 
act entitled ‘An act relating to the Metropolitan police of the 
District of Columbia, approved February 28, 1901’’—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 23202) to increase the rate 
of pension of certain widows under the act of June 27, 1890, and 
its amendments—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 23203) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes ”—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 23204) 
to establish a biological and fish-culture station in the Territory 
of Hawaii—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 23205) causing a survey to 
be made of the Delaware River, ete.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. s 

By Mr. COCKS: A bill (H. R. 23206) requiring the American 
flag to be flown from post-office buildings from sunrise to sún- 
set each day that the offices are open for business—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 23207) reserving coal, 
lignite, petroleum, and natural-gas deposits from disposal of 
under existing land laws, and providing that such deposits may 
be mined under mining leases—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 28208) to prohibit the receipt, 
delivery, or transmission of interstate or foreign messages or 
other information to be used in connection with or furtherance 
of any project or transaction concerning the interstate or for- 
eign buying or selling, or otherwise dealing in futures in 
agricultural products or commodities, and to prohibit the inter- 
state or foreign buying or selling or otherwise dealing in said 
products and commodities—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COLE: A bill (H. R. 23209) to provide for a soil sur- 
vey in the Territory of Hawaii—to the Committee on Agricul- 

ure. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: A bill (II. R. 23210) providing 
for the transmission and delivery of semiweekly and triweekly 
newspapers through the mails in same manner and at the same 
rate of postage as weekly newspapers—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 23211) authorizing the leas- 
ing of Indian lands—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 23212) for the construction of 


a breakwater at Hilo Harbor, in the Territory of Hawaii—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23213) for the further improvement of 
Honolulu Harbor, in the Territory of Hawaii—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 23214) to provide for the 
erection of a hospital at Fort McKenzie, Wyo.—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 23215) to regulate the is- 
sue of certain stocks and bonds of common carriers engaged in 
interstate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 23216) to provide for 
the appointment of an additional district judge in and for the 
southern district of the State of Ohio—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 23217) to 
provide for the appointment of an additional district judge in 
and for the southern judicial district of the State of West Vir- 
ginia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23218) to authorize Kentucky and West 
Virginia Bridge Company to construct a bridge across the Tug 
Fork of the Big Sandy River at or near Williamson, in Mingo 
County, W. Va., to a point on east side of said river in Pike 
County, Ky.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. g 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23219) to authorize Majestic Collieries 
Company, of Eckman, W.. Va., to construct a bridge across the 
Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River about 24 miles west of Devon, 
W. Va., a station on Norfolk and Western Railway—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WELBORN: A bill (H. R. 23220) providing for an 
amendment to section governing compensation of registers and 
receivers of United States land oflices—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 23221) for the erection of 
a public building at the city of Athens, in the State of Ohio—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23222) providing for the erection of a 
monument te Januarius Aloysius MacGahan—to the Committee 
on the Library. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 209) con- 
cerning the dredging of the Delaware River—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 674) authorizing the appointment 
of a committee to investigate railroad wrecks—to the Committee 
on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 23223) granting a pension 
to Margaret Mars—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23224) granting a pension to Ella J. 
Crosse—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23225) granting an increase of pension to 
James D. Leech—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23226) granting an increase of pension to. 
Joseph Swihart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23227) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Weller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23228) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Hambake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23229) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Cornell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 23230) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23231) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23232) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucas B. Brewster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 23233) granting an increase of pension to 
Theophilus Jones—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 23234) granting an increase 
of pension to James W. Walsh—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23235) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Barney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensous. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 23236) for the relief of 
Edward H. Phelps and to correct his military record—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23287) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Charles L. Thompson—to the Com- 
mittee on Militsry Affairs. 


* 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Also, a bill (H. R. 23238) granting a pension to L. W. Clark— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23239) granting a pension to Charles L. 
Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23240) granting an increase of pension to 
Ezra B. Ide—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23241) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Loomis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23242) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. McFarland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 23243) for the relief of 
Charles P. Ryan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23244) granting an Increase of pension to 
Michael Andrews, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 23245) for the 
relief of Alexander Morgan—to the Committee on Military 
‘Affairs. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 23246) for the relief of James Holder, jr— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23247) granting an increase of pension to 
George I. Stults—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23248) granting a pension to Andrew J. 
Mullins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 23249) granting an increase 
of pension to Patience G. Reddy—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 23250) granting a pension to 
Georgie A. Mercer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. COCKS: A bill (H. R. 23251) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph C. Hibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 23252) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Powell—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions, š 

Also, a bil (H. R. 23253) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas W. Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 23254) granting an increase 
of pension to William W. Brightman—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23255) granting an increase of pension to 
Napoleon B. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 23256) granting a pension 
to Samuel H. Gebhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23257) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin C. Shank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23258) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23259) granting an increase of pension to 
J. M. Francis—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 23260) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Wilkinson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 23261) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Plummer—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23262) granting an increase of pension to 
William Spatch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 23263) granting an increase 
of pension to Michael Downs—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 23264) granting a pension to 
James W. Officer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23265) granting a pension to Henry Hil- 
ton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23266) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Watts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23267) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23268) granting an increase of pension to 
John N. Trimble—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23269) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel E. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Penions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23270) granting an increase of pension to 
John Bogenschutz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23271) granting an increase of pension to 
Carmin Watkins—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23272) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23273) granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Atkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23274) to correct the military record of 
McDonald Meade—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23275) to correct the military record of 
James H. Murphy—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 23276) to correct the military record of 
James M. Morrow—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23277) to correct the military record of 
John Hurst and grant him an honorable discharge—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 23278) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James M. Morris—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23279) granting an increase of pension to 
D. H. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 23280) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Bartholomew Burke—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 23281) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William T, Fisher—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 23282) granting an increase 
of pension to John W. Tumey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23283) granting an increase of pension to 
David D. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23284) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert M. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 23285) for the relief of M. N. 
Dominguez, of Brownsville, Tex.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 23286) granting a pension 
to Sophia R. Harrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23287) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Gullett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23288) for the relief of John Mason—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 23289) granting a pension 
to Rebecca Greenlee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23290) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Boles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23291) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Huston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23292) granting an increase of pension to 
C. E. Bacon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23293) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos S. Ladd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 23294) granting a pension to 
F. M. Sampson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23295) granting an increase of pension to 
Grace Aram—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23296) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Blakeslee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23297) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles T. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 23298) for the relief of Fredrick 
Hughson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 23299) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry Goodlander—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. - 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 23300) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Fletcher—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 23301) for the relief of H. E. 
Middleton & Son—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KEIFER: A bill (H. R. 23302) granting a pension to 
Samuel B. Dump—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23303) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Rush—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23304) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Levering—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23305) granting an increase of pension to 
Bessie Sharp Pettit—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23306) granting an increase of pension to 
James Mahaffey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 23307) granting an increase of 
pension to Andrew Casey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 23308) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Harrison Hall—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23309) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Durkee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 23310) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles Palmer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23311) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Burke—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23312) granting an increase of pension to 
William Lewis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 23313) granting an in- 
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crease of pension to Benjamin D. Reed—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 23314) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry King Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23315) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Maryin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23316) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Haynes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 23317) granting an increase 
5 pension to Elias Garrett to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 23318) granting a pension to 
James M. Childers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23319) granting a pension to Philip S. 
Day—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23320) granting a pension to Thomas J. 
Cornell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23321) granting a pension to Sylvester 
Tiendrix—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23322) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin D. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 23323) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert Foote—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23324) authorizing the sale of certain land 
35 25 city of Buffalo, Wyo.—to the Committee on the Public 

nds. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 23825) granting an increase of 
8 to Noah D. Lindsay—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23326) granting an increase of pension to 
Ann Sprague—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 23327) granting an increase 
5 pension to Paul Sheets—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 23328) 
granting an increase of pension.to Thomas M. Farrell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 23329) granting an increase 
of pension to E. Y. Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23330) granting an increase of pension to 
William Ure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23331) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Holmes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23332) granting an increase of pension to 
Uriah Blair—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23333) granting an increase of pension to 
Bradley Webster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 23334) granting a pension to Hellen A. 
Duyall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23335) granting a pension to Jethro Car- 
penter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23336) granting an extension of Patent No. 
426012—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A Dill (H. R. 23337) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Susan McLaughlin—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23338) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Thorn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 23339) granting an increase 
of pension to Martha Louise Burnham—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 23340) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary E. Alling—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23341) granting an increase of pension to 
Asa L. Rees—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23342) granting an increase of pension to 
James Hamrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 23343) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Harrod—to the Committee on Invalid Penions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23344) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac B. Hughey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WELBORN: A bill (H. R. 23345) for the relief of the 
city of Glasgow, Mo.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23346) for the relief of Dennis Sullivan— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23347) for the relief of John Fischer—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23348) granting a pension to Fred Wake- 
field—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23349) granting a pension to Mary Brady— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 23350) granting a pension to Mary E. Camp- 
bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23351) granting a pension to Leonidas H. 
Hightshoe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23352) granting a pension to Orpha A. 
Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23353) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Gist—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23354) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Ellison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23855) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Cossins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23356) granting an increase of pension to 
George Richard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23357) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Houston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23358) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert J. Pray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23359) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Potts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23360) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Hastie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23361) granting an increase of pension to 
James A, King—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23362) granting an increase of pension to 
Elbert Nugent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 23363) granting 
an increase of pension to Louis Sherard—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 23364) granting a pension to 
Mary Ann Whittaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23365) granting an increase of pension to 
William Seitz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23366) granting an increase of pension to 
August Maffert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEBBER: A bill (H. R. 23367) granting an increase 
of pension to Asa A. Gardner—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 23368) granting a pension to 
Patrick McGrain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23369) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen Loranger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 23370) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Thomas G. Morrison, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23371) granting an increase of pension to 
Clark Crecelius—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23372) granting an increase of pension to 
Smith McCallister—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 23373) grant- 
ing a pension to John Paul—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23374) granting a pension to Rose A. 
Doyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23375) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Wall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9714) granting an increase of pension to George 
Wood—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 22610) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet C. Storts—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 22637) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam A. Buchanan—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 23167) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Amberg—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By the SPEAKER: Petition of Pennsylvania State Camp, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration (bill S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and 

Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Washington Board of Trade, against change 
of names of avenues as established in original plans—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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Also, petifion of General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church, 
against appropriation of public funds for sectarian purposes— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of General Assembly of Presbyterian Church 
in United States, for constitutional amendment abolishing poly- 
gamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Inland Waterway Association, for action 
relative to construction of a waterway from Norfolk, Va., to 
Beaufort Inlet, N. C.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Carriage Builders’ National Association, for 
regulation of tariff rates by a permanent commission—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Twentieth Century Club, for repeal of law 
placing duty on works of art—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Edward K. Lilikalani, for action on his 
claim to crown lands of Hawaii—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. : 

Also, petition of Catholic Church Extension Society of the 
United States, relative to the relations of church and state in 
France—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Pasadena Central Labor Council and other 
labor organizations, for passage of merchant marine shipping 
bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Theophilus Jones, James W. Milligan, Lucian B. Brewster, and 
John Vandegrift—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Daily Tribune, Beaver Falls, against tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Joseph V. Cum- 
ming—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of National Association of Colored Women, for 
investigation of affairs in Kongo Free State—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of council of city of Cincinnati, Ohio, favoring 
appropriation for improvement of waterways—to the Committee 

on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Willard Council, No. 46, Daughters of Amer- 
ica, New Castle, Pa., favoring restriction of immigration (bill S. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of G. W. Poer et al., for increase 
of pay of rural mail carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of King Hardware Company, Atlanta, Ga., for 
legislation to prevent the jug trade in States or counties where 
prohibition prevails—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

Also, petition of Western States Portland Cement Company, 
favoring bill to provide 2 cents per mile fare on all railways of 
the United States—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: Petition against application 
of the antitrust laws so as to militate against cooperation of 
small dealers—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of executive committee of the Inter-Church 
Conference on Federation for investigation of affairs in Kongo 
Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of National Camp, Patriotic Order of Americans, 
favoring restriction of immigration (bill S. 4403)—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. ' 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of Charles K. Harris, of New 
York, relative to the extension of the copyright laws to devices 
adapted to reproduce musical works—to the Committee on Pat- 
ents. 

Also, petition of James Pollock, harbor master of the port of 
Philadelphia, relative to the deepening of the channel of the 
Delaware River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Andrew G. Austin Council, No. 67, of McKees 
Rocks, Pa., and Welcome Council, No. 134, of Pittsburg, Pa., 
for restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Edwin A. Abbey and 65 other artists, asking 
for the removal of duty on works of art—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Oakland Board of Trade, of Pittsburg, Pa., 
indorsing bill H. R. 19076, calling for increased compensation 
of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of James Carothers & Co., of Pittsburg, Pa., 
and of New York Produce Exchange Bank, urging that some 
action be taken at this session of Congress for the relief of the 
money markets of this country—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petition of J. W. Burke & Co., of 


Macon, Ga., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Petition of American Art- 
ists for Free Art, against tariff on art works (bill H. R. 15268)— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: Petition of W. F. Robinson Printing 
Company, against tariff on linotype machines—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of The World, Lawrence, 
Kans., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William A. Green, 
as per bills S. 7149 and H. R. 21701, awarding travel pay as an 
officer in United States Volunteers in war service in Philip- 
pines—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Waterville Morning Senti- 
nel, against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of veteran soldiers of the civil war and war 
with Spain of Togus, Me., for restoration of army canteen—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Andrew J. Mullins—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of George J. Stultz— 
to the Committee on Pensions. y 

By Mr. CAPRON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Patience G. Reddy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Mary A. Pecor—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of The D. and W. Fuse Company, of Providence, 
R. I., in favor of increasing the pay of the corps of examiners 
in the Patent Office and of increasing the facilities for the 
transaction of business in said office—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Also, resolution of Local No. 133, U. T. W., of White Rock, 
R. I., in favor of the passage of the shipping bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. : 

Also, petition and resolutions of Thomas A. Walton, teacher 
commercial department Pentecostal Collegiate Institute, of 
North Scituate, R. I.; Pawcatuck Council, No. 15, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Shannock, R. I.; Miantonomah 
Council, No. 7, of Providence, R. I.; of Arthur L. Taylor, of 
Phenix, R. I, and of John G. Ulmer, principal of the Grammar 
School, Anthony, R. I.—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Evening Times, Pawtucket, against tariff. 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Resolutions of Lancaster Council, No. 912, 
of Lancaster, Pa., and Intercourse Council, No. 650, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, in favor of the passage of the 
immigration bill (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of Milton Journal, 
Milton, Wis., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Petition of Daily Eagle and Daily 
Times, Flushing, N. Y., against tariff on linotype machines—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Elizabeth H. Brubaker and Duncan Cunningham—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions., 

Also, petition of Valley Star Council, No. 60, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion (bill S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization, 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Eli B. Fleming—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of George 
W. Maynard—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Adaline Ploer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Thomas H. Cook— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Dolly Bivens, A. J. 
James, et al.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Republic, Rockford, III. 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of Excelsior Homestead Progressive 
Association, against Asiatic coolies in Panama and for applica- 
tion of Chinese-exclusion act to Japanese—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of National Camp and Pennsyl- 
vania State Camp, Patriotic: Order of Americans, favoring re- 
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striction of immigration (bill S. 4403) —to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of New York Produce Exchange 
Bank, relative to the stringency of the money market—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Pride of the West Council, No. 157, of Alle- 
gheny, Pa., and Aspinwall Council, No. 238, of Aspinwall, Pa., 
for restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Sandusky pes Baptist Church, of 
Allegheny, Pa., for passage of a bill forbidding the sale of in- 
toxicating liquors in Government buildings ; also for the passage 
of the Littlefield-Carmack original-package bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Allso, petition of James Pollock, harbor master of the port of 
Philadelphia, relative to the deepening of the channel of Dela- 
ware River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Edwin A. Abbey and 65 other artists, for the 
placing. of works of art on the free list—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Oakland Board of Trade, of Pittsburg, Pa., 
indorsing bill H. R. 19076, for increasing pay of letter carriers— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of Scholl Printing Company, 
Chillicothe, Ohio, against tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of directors of the Ship Owners’ Association 
of the Pacific Coast, San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 2 

Also, petition of Atlantic Harbor, No. 77, American Associa- 
tion of Masters, Mates, and Pilots of Steam Vessels, Brooklyn, 
N. V., for merchant marine shipping bill—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. : 

Also, petition of Nelsonville, Ohie, Council, No. 108, Daughters 
of America, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


Also, petition of Seattle Printing Pressmen’s Union, for ship-. 


subsidy. bill (S. 529)—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HAY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Frederick 
Hughton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of California Miners’ Association, 
favoring House bill relating to revision of section 2325 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to location of 
claims of mineral lands—to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. 

Also, petition of F. J. Hipp et al., citizens of California, 
against cooly labor on Panama Canal; also that Chinese-exclu- 
sion act apply to Japanese—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Grace Aram—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Excelsior Homestead Association, against 
employment of coolies in Panama Canal Zone, and that Chinese- 
exclusion act apply to Japanese—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Evening News, San Jose, against tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of George H. Blakes- 
lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of certain officers of 
the Second Louisiana Volunteer Cayalry—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Ben Harrison Council, Junior Order United 
‘American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration (bill 
S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of California Promoters’ Commission for im- 
provement of California harbors—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of citizens of San Francisco, against stand 
taken by the President relative to matters concerning the Japa- 
nese in San Francisco—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 

Also, petition of Labor Council, of San Francisco, for exclu- 
sion of Asiatic laborers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Resolution of conductors of Delaware 
and Hudson Railroad system, against passage of sixteen-hour 
bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of railway employees of Chicago, Burlington 
and Quincy Railway, employed at Creston, Iowa, against pas- 
sage of bill limiting hours of service of railway employees—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Gate City, Keokuk, against tariff on linotype 
machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of locomotive engineers, Delaware and Hudson 


system, against bill limiting hours of labor on railways—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Citizens of Ringgold and Wayne counties, 
Iowa, for investigation of affairs in Kongo Free State—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of citizens of Nebraska, against 
tariff on art works (bill H. R. 15268)—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KAHN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John F. 
Bishop, as per House bill 21701, for travel pay of officers of 
United States Volunteers in war service in Philippines—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KEIFER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Frances F. Mower, widow of Carl K. Mower, as per House bill 
21701, for travel pay of United States officers in war service in 
Philippines—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: Petition of Morning Gleaner, 
Massillon, Ohio, against tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Operative Plasterers’ International Associa- 
tion, Philadelphia Board of Trade, and Wellsville Division, No. 
289, Order of Railway Conductors, for the subsidy shipping 
bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of citizens of Boston, against the summary dis- 
charge of the Twenty-fifth United States Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of International Association Mechanics, Lodge 
No. 200, Youngstown, Ohio, for ship-subsidy bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Legislative Committee of Pomona Grange, 
No. 62, Mount Nebo, Ohio, for legislation establishing parcels 
post and postal savings bank—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Crescent Council, No. 10, Daughters of Lib- 
erty ; General McPherson Council, No. 110; Lincoln Council, No. 
16; Valley Forge Council, No. 179; New Waterford Council, 
No. 153; Pride of the East Council, No. 8; Paul Jones Council, 
No. 203; Diamond Council, No. 5; Ensign Bagley Council, No. 
123; Thomas Jefferson Council, No. 100; Washington Council, 
No. 12, and Loyal Council, No. 22, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, and Molly Pitcher Council, No. 10, Daughters 
of America, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mid- 
dleton & Son—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Edgar F. Morris 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Reunion and Daily Standard, Watertown, 
N. Y., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LACEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Frank- 
lin D. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of Caroline Eckess, 
sister of Frank W. Eckess (House bill 21701), for travel pay of 
officer of United States Volunteers in war seryice in Philip- 
pines—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Iowa Academy of Sciences, for the metric 
system—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of Colonial Council, No. 605, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, and State Camp of 
New York, Patriotie Order Sons of America, favoring restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of B. M. Root Company, York, Pa., against in- 
erease of rate of postage on trade publications—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of S. Morgan Smith Company, York, Pa., for 
appropriation of $200,000 for hydrographic investigation of 
United States Geological Survey—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Charles P, Kibler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: Petition of Clinton Publish- 
ing Company and the Dispatch, of Frankfort and Kokomo, Ind., 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Liberty Bell Council, No. 5, favoring restric- 
tion of immigration (bill S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of Evening Journal, Pittsfield, 
Mass., and North Adams Transcript, against tariff on linotype 
machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John N. Truden 
(bin H. R. 21701), for travel pay as United States volunteer 
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olllcer in war service in Philippines—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petitior of Frank H. Lancaster, Pub- 
lishers’ League, against tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of American Artists for Free Art, against tariff 
on art works—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Charles K. Harris, favoring that part of Sen- 
ate bill 6330 protecting authors and composers of music from 
manufacturers of mechanical devices—to the Committee on Pat- 
ents, 

Also, petition of E. W. Ordway, for forest reservation in 
White Mountains—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of San Francisco Labor Council, against Presi- 
dent’s utterances in message regarding attitude of people of Cali- 
fornia toward Japanese—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the State Water Supply Commission of New 
York, for appropriation for gauging of streams by the United 
States Geological Survey—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Thomas Durkee and Harrison Hall—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Daily Sun, against tariff on linotype ma- 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAHON: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Paul Sheets and Frederick Kriner—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Petition of citizens of Iowa, for in- 
vestigation of affairs in Kongo Free State—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Petitions of Social Council, No. 
31; Keystone Council, No. 114; Sherman Council, No. 20; 
Friendship Council, No. 2; Tranquillity Council, No. 23; Sweet- 
water Council, No. 61; Riceville Council, No. 41, and Wat- 
tauga Council, No. 63, Junior Order United American Mechan- 
ics, favoring restriction of immigration (bill S. 4403)—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of California Miners’ Associa- 
tion, favoring House bill relative to revision of section 2325 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to location of 
claims of mineral Jands—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, petition of State Camp of New York .and National 
Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring restriction of 
immigration (bill S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Santa Cruz Board of Trade, for increase of 
salaries of clerks in all first and second class post-oflices—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Sentinel, Santa Cruz, against tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Petition of St. Mark Literary and Mu- 
sical Union, against the President's order discharging the 
Twenty-fifth United States Infantry, and for a reconsideration 
of the same—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Egg Rock Council, No. 23, favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: Petition of National Camp, Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, favoring restriction of immigration (bill 
S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

_Also, petition of Pennsylyania State Camp, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, favoring restriction of immigration (bill S. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Evening Telegram, Herkimer, 
N. Y., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, J 

Also, petition of Council No. 1, Daughters of Liberty, Ilion, 
N. Y., favoring restriction of immigration (bill S. 4403)—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John C. Thorn—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Susan M. Laugh- 
lan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of Business Men's Association of 
New Haven, Conn., for passage of House bill 9754, for reclassi- 
fication of clerks in first and second class post-oflices—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Ansonia Sentinel, Ansonia, Conn., against 
= on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of Business Men's Association of New Haven, 
Conn., for appropriation for completion of harbor of refuge, 
Point Judith, R. I.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Liberty Bell Council, No. 3, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of New Haven, Conn., favo-ing 


restriction of immigration (bill S. 4403)—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce, New Haven, Conn., 
for improvement of harbor at New Hayen—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of New Hayen, Conn., 
for forest reservation in Southern Appalachian and White 
Mountains—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN: Petition of Jamaica Plain News, and 
Christian Endeavor World, against tariff on linotype machines— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: Petition of Times-Democrat, of 
Muscogee, Ind. T., and Columbus Citizen, against tariff on lino- 
type machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Ex-Soldiers and Sailors’ Association of Frank- 
lin County, Ohio, for bill for increase of pensions—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of Union Sun, Lockport, 
N. Y., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WELBORN: Petition of citizens of Saline and Lafay- 
eite counties, Mo., for appropriation for work on Missouri 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Leader, against tariff on linotype ma- 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of city of Glasgow, 
Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: Petition of Montgomery Times, 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of Knights of Columbus, Hancock, 
Mich., for a bill making October 12 of each year a public holi- 
day, to be called“ Columbus Day ”—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of New York State Pharmaceutical Association, 
for reorganization of Medical Corps of United States Army— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, January 4, 1907. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

ADJOURN MENT. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House ad- 
journs to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT. z 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to announce the follow- 
ing committee appointment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Chair sopana Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT, of California, a member of the 


Committee on Mines and Mining in the are of Mr. Williamson, of 
Oregon, who has not appeared and taken his seat in this House. 


The SPEAKER. In connection with this appointment the 
Chair desires to say that Mr. Williamson was appointed as a 
member of the Committee on Mines and Mining at the begin- 
ning of the first session of this Congress. In accordance with 
the parliamentary law, as laid down in Jefferson’s Manual, a 
Member-elect may be named on a committee before he has quali- 
fied. There are quite a number of early precedents in similar 
cases where Members had been appointed to committees before 
taking their seats and afterwards were removed from the com- 
inittees by the Speaker because of nonappearance, and in order 
to make room for the appointment of other Members in their 
places. The Chair is inclined to the opinion on all of the prece- 
dents that this appointment is in harmony with the precedents, 
but prefers to say that if there be no objection the appointment 
will stand. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House for the consideration 
of bills on the Private Calendar. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolyed itself into Committee of 
the Whole House, Mr. Ropensere in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar under 
the rule. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 225 


<<. 
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OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee take 
up the bill H. R. 19003, the omnibus bill. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for order. It is not pos- 
sible to hear the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania or 
the bill to which he refers, 

Mr. MAHON. It is the omnibus bill. 

. MANN. I would like to ask how the bill gets before the 
ouse? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
to take up the bill. It is not yet before the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 19003) for the allowance of certain claims for stores 
and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of 
the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as the Bowman 
Act, and to provide for the payment of French spoliation claims rec- 
ommended by the Court of Claims, under the provisions of the acts 
approved January 20, 1885, and March 3, 1891, and for other purposes, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is, Will the committee take 
up this bill? 

Mr. MANN. It has not been possible to hear at this place in 
the Hall what the motion is or what the bill is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is that the committee take up 
the bill the title of which has just been read. 

Mr. SIMS. I would like to ask the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on War Claims if this bill contains anything but the findings 
of the Court of Claims? 

Mr. MAHON. And four miscellaneous claims. 

The title of the bill was again reported. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I ask this question, and I would 
like to have a reply: Does this bill contain any items except 
those that have been passed on by the Court of Claims? 

Mr. MAHON. I will tell you in a minute. There are four 
miscellaneous claims. ` 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania if he can tell us where a copy of this bill can be 
obtained. I sent to the document room and there were none 
there. J 

Mr. MAHON. I will give the gentleman a copy. 

Mr. SIMS. I understand the gentleman to say that there are 
four claims that have not been passed upon by the Court of 
Claims? 

Mr. MAHON. There are six miscellaneous claims. 

Mr. SIMS. That have not been passed upon by the Court of 
Claims? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. SIMS. Does this bill propose to refer these to the court 
to pass upon or to make the appropriation for them direct? 

Mr. MAHON. The facts as to what is due to these people 
have been ascertained in the Departments, and it is not neces- 
sary to send them to the court. 

Mr. SIMS. Does the report show what each of these claims 
is for—what they are? I haye been unable to see what they 
are for. 

Mr. MAHON. 
we reach them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be taken up? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. Is the 
motion subject to debate? i 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I make the point of order that the bill is 
now in order, and it is not necessary to vote upon the question 
of taking up the bill. The bill comes up on the call of the Chair- 
man and is now before the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Dill is not the first bill on the Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I make the point of order that the com- 
mittee has the right to call up any of the bills on the Calendar, 
not necessarily in the order in which they stand on the Calendar, 
but the order in which they shall be called is to be determined 
by the Chairman. : 

Mr. MAHON. I make this motion because the first bill on the 
Calendar is one to refer a matter to the Court of Claims, intro- 
duced by Mr. Haucen, of Iowa. He is not in the House. The 
next bill is one in which Mr. FULKERSON, of Missouri, is much 
interested, and Mr. FULKERSON is not here. This bill comes 
third, so I have called it up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be taken up? 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded to report the bill. 


Yes, sir. I will have the reports read when 


Mr. MAHON. I ask unanimous consent that the first reading 
of the bill be dispensed with. 
Mr. PAYNE. I hope we will have better order. It is impos- 


sible to hear what is going on. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylyania asks 


ee consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
w 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, as it is not possible to obtain a 
copy of the bill, I object. 5 

The bill was read at length. 

During the reading— 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with the further first reading of the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I object, Mr. Chairman. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill, and 
then proceeded to read the committee amendments. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, is this a part of the first reading 
of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. This completes the first reading of the 
bill. 

Mr. MANN. Has the first reading of the bill been completed? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; it has. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a point of order 
on this bill, or so much of it as relates to the French spoliation 
claims, on the ground that the Committee on War Claims has no 
jurisdiction to report a bill of this sort, it being a private bill 
and subject to a point of order at this time. 

I may say, Mr. Chairman, that the rules provide that all 
bills carrying private or domestic claims and demands, other 
than war claims against the United States, shall be referred to 
the Committee on Claims. Bills providing for claims arising 
from any war in which the United States has been engaged shall 
be referred to the Committee on War Claims. i 

It has been the universal custom and practice in the House 
that bills providing for the payment of French spoliation claims 
shall be referred to the Committee on Claims and not to the 
Committee on War Claims. Now, I insist that the Committee on 
War Claims can not enlarge its jurisdiction in violation of the 
rules of the House because a bill may be introduced carrying 
one claim properly referable to that committee, but including a 
large number of claims properly referable to the Committee on 
Claims. If that could be allowed, any committee dealing with 
private bills could obtain jurisdiction of any kind of a bill by 
putting one section in the bill properly referable to that com- 
mittee, and including in the bill a number of things properly 
referable to some other committee. I understand, of course, 
the reason that is given in this case. It has been the custom 
and the practice heretofore that when the House passed an om- 
nibus war-claims bill and it went to the Senate, that the Senate 
amended the bill, as it had a right to do, by adding to that bill 
French spoliation claims. But that is a matter that deals with 
the rules of the Senate, with which we have nothing to do, and 
we have the right, I think, to insist that where one committee 
has for years entertained jurisdiction over these claims, per- 
haps favoring or disfayoring certain of them, that that com- 
mittee shall retain the jurisdiction which the rules give to the 
committee and not have the jurisdiction taken by another com- 
mittee, no matter what the reason may be, and no matter how 
justifiable that reason may seem. If the Committee on War 
Claims think they ought to have jurisdiction of French spolia- 
tion claims, then they ought to ask for the amendment of the 
rules of the House and have these claims sent to their com- 
mittee, instead of to the committee that the rules now provide 
for. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I haye no disagreement with 
the gentleman about the technical correctness of the point: of 
order which he makes, I do not think the Committee on Claims 
of this House, since I haye been a Member, during the last 
fourteen years, have ever reported a French spoliation claim 
to the House. The Senate has one Committee on Claims, 
which handles all claims presented before that body. When we 
pass an omnibus bill, they put these French spoliation claims 
on, as they did during the last Congress. Then we go into con- 
ference, and the conference committee, consisting of members 
of the War Claims Committee of the House, must take up these 
French spoliation claims. There was a long contest in the last 
Congress over a lot of these claims, which were stricken out 
until we knew more about them. We thought they needed 
eareful investigation. Now, the committee took up those claims 
and examined them carefully. They did not have them all 
in here. We put them in the bill, so that when we get to con- 
ference the House Committee on War Claims will be familiar 
with them. Now, it was only out of due precaution that this 
was done, knowing that any French spoliation claims which 
were put on the bill in the Senate would in conference go to 
the Committee on War Claims of the House eventually. If 
the gentleman insists on his point of order, he is right, and I 
do not object to it. The Senate will put these claims in the bill, 

. Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I make the point 
of order that the point of order of the gentleman from Illinois 
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[Mr. Mann] comes too late. I do not know much about parlia- 
mentary law, but recall that a few days ago we had a similar 
question up. A bill had been improperly. referred to a commit- 
tee, which reported. A similar point of order was made, and 
the Speaker, as I recall it, ruled that the point of order came too 
late. 

Mr. MANN. Will my distinguished friend permit me to make 
a suggestion? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is talking about a public bill, with 
reference to which one rule prevails; but this is a private bill, 
in reference to which another and an entirely different rule pre- 
vails. The point of order does not come too late on a private 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the time to make the 
point of order is after the bill has been read, and the gentleman 
from Illinois Mr. Mann] made the point of order in sufficient 
time. 

Mr. MAHON. It is only a question of procedure, Mr. Chair- 
man. I have no objection to the gentleman’s point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair, there is no 
question that such portion of the bill as relates to the French 
spoliation claims belongs properly to the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Claims, and for that reason the Chair will sustain 
the point of order of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], 
and order those portions of the bill relating to French spoliation 
claims to be stricken from the bill. Can the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania indicate that portion of the bill relating to French 
spoliation claims? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; it will be found on page 25, commencing 
with line 17, and from that on to the end of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the bill by para- 
graphs for amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, Mr. Chairman, one moment. Does the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] desire to consume any 
of his time? If not, I desire to take the floor. 

Mr. MAHON. This bill is all one section and will have to be 
read first, and then we will take the bill up for amendment. 

Mr. MANN. I am talking about general debate. 

Mr. MAHON. I mean that we will have to read the bill the 
second time. It is only one section: 

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman understands that after the 
bill has been read for amendment he can cut off debate in ten 
minutes’ time. 

Mr. MATION. Well, go ahead. If the gentleman wants to 
kill it, I say kill it; I do not care. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I want to get some information about the 


Mr. MAHON. I am ready to give it to the gentleman. x 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman desires to occupy his time—— 

Mr. MAHON. I will take the floor in my own right. How 
much time does the gentleman from IIlinois want? 


Mr. MANN. Oh, I am not asking the gentleman for any time 
for myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is rec- 
ognized. 


Mr. MANN. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that we ought to 
have some explanation of the bill. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, the first part of the bill is made 
up of findings of the Court of Claims for stores and supplies 
under the Bowman Act and for property rented under the 
Tucker Act. Under these two acts of Congress, by resolution, 
these claims have been sent by Congress to the Court of Claims 
to ascertain the facts. After the Court of Claims has investi- 
gated them and has found the facts, they have been reported 
back to this House, and they were then referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. Of course we included them in the bill. 
The French spoliation claims have gone out. 

Mr. Chairman, I now reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes, 

Mr. MANN. I would like to ask the gentleman, in view of 
the fact that there can be no debate practically upon the bill 
under the five-minute rule, if he will explain to us these miscel- 
laneous claims that are in the bill? 

Mr. MAHON. I will yield to the gentleman when we reach 
them, if he wants to find out. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman understands that he will have no 
time to yield when the claims are reached, and that anybody can 
offer an amendment. 

Mr. MAHON. Let the gentleman take the floor. I reserve 
the balance of my time. Let the gentleman attack any claim in 
this bill, and I will reply to him in due season. Let him go 
ahead, and I will ask him questions in his time. ~ 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, it is a remarkable circumstance 


that the chairman of the committee, distinguished as he is, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon], bringing a bill into 
the House covering a large number of claims, involving nearly a 
million of dollars, declines to explain any one item in the bill 
in his own time. I say it is a remarkable circumstance. No- 
body in the House knows what these claims are unless it be the 
distinguished gentieman from Pennsylvania and the members of 
his committee. It was impossible to obtain a copy of the bill 
this morning from the document room for a considerable length 
of time. I asked for a copy of this bill in the document room 
days or weeks ago and obtained no copy. Yet, when the bill is 
presented to the House, our distinguished chairman of that com- 
mittee declines to explain an item in the bill in the presentation 
of the bill to the House. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the gentleman 
what item he wants me to explain. It will take me five hours to 
explain every one. 

Mr. MANN. I asked the gentleman to explain, for instance, 
the miscellaneous claims which have been allowed by no court, 
which have been passed upon by nobody, so far as I know, which 
are not referred to specifically in any way in the report of the 
committee, which have not a word of explanation in the report 
of the committee, which carry thousands of dollars. Who knows 
what those elaims ate for? Nobody in the House, unless it be 
the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylyania, and he de- 
clines to explain the claims. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I will explain it in my own way 
and in my own time. 

Mr. MANN. I suppose so. 

Mr. MAHON. This bill carries a great many claims, and I 
do not propose to explain any court findings of seyen judges. 
If the gentleman wants any information we have the findings 
of the court on every one of these court claims. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman can not consume my time, having 
declined to use his own time. 

Mr. MAHON. Go ahead, I understand the gentleman's pur- 
pose fully. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman says he will explain these claims 
after I have called attention to them. It is the duty of the 
gentleman to explain the claims when he brings the bill into the 
House and when the question is asked of him. It is not the 
duty of the chairman to present the bill and wait until some- 
body else points to a specific provision of the bill before he is 


willing to make explanation of it. Here is a claim on page 34. 


of the bill which I know, providing that there shall be paid to 
the legal representatives of Samuel Schiffer, deceased, New 
York County, N. X., $73,022.46. What is it for? A legal 
claim? No. Any reason given for the payment of the claim? 
No. Any report made by the committee showing why the claim 
should be paid? No. Any line in the report on the subject? 
No. Any explanation by the chairman of the committee bring- 
ing in the bill? No. What is the claim? It is a gratuity pro- 
posed to be paid by the Government. Has it ever been referred 
to the Committee on Claims under the Bowman Act? No. Has 
it ever been referred to the Court of Claims under the Tucker 
Act? No. Has it ever been passed upon by the House favor- 
ably? No. What right has that claim in the bill? The dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania says that this bill 
covers claims which have been passed upon by the Court of 
Claims. There are hundreds of claims pending in this House 
not yet passed upon by the Court of Claims which the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania and his committee decline to put in 
this bill. Why did they put this claim in? I do not wonder 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania did not explain the claim in 
the first instance. It will be a difficult matter to give any 
reasonable explanation for putting it in the bill. The man, Mr. 
Schiffer, has no claim against the Government. He is entitled 
to not the payment of a dollar, 
by the Court of Claims and it was thrown out of court.. His 
claim went to the Supreme Court of the United States and was 
thrown out by that court, and yet the Committee on War Claims 
brings that claim to the House in an omnibus bill and proposes, 
without a word of explanation, to pay the heirs of this man or 
his estate $73,000. 

Mr. GARRETT. What was his claim? 

Mr. MANN. His claim arose in this way. He went South 
and bought cotton during the war. Cotton had been accepted 
by the Government from various people in the South, and the 
cotton having been turned over to the Government, he bought 
their certificates. Of course they received the money. The 
Supreme Court and the Court of Claims held that under the cir- 
cumstances he was not entitled to be dealing in cotton, that he 
had no right to be there buying cotton, that he was not entitled 
to maintain any claim against the Government in reference to 
the cotton. I do not know whether he ought to have been paid 


He had his claim adjudicated _ 
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any money or not. He presented his case to the Court of Claims 
of the United States and it was rejected. His claim went to 
the Supreme Court of the United States on appeal and the re- 
jection was sustained, and yet without a line in the report, 
without a word given to the House in defense of the claim in 
an omnibus claim bill, lined up by States, so as to make it 
difficult for Members of the House to vote against it, because 
they would be voting against the interest of some constituent 
of their State, this claim is brought into the House, as rank and 
unjust a claim, in my opinion, so far as its present status is 
concerned, as could be well imagined. 

Now, there are other of the miscellaneous claims. I do not 
know what they are. I happened to see, by a mere accident 
probably, this claim under the head of Miscellaneous 
Claims ”—the first one—and I happened to remember that I 
had read some report somewhere in reference to the Schiffer 
claim and had the information. I do not recognize the other 
claims, but no explanation is offered of those. 

The gentleman from Pennsylyania [Mr. Manon] would haye 
us believe, however, he ought to give no explanation of any of 
the claims allowed by the Court of Claims under the Bowman 
Act. Mr. Chairman, it is a fortunate circumstance in our coun- 
try that the American people, as a rule, are perfectly willing 
to accept the judgment of the court as decisive upon any propo- 
sition properly submitted to that court. And hence when we see 
that the Court of Claims has allowed a claim after a hearing, the 
disposition of Congress is to pay the claim, supposing that the 
Court of Claims has carefully considered it, has disposed of it 
upon its merits, and that the Court of Claims has declared upon 
the merits of the case, and that the Government owes the 
money. 

What was the Bowman Act under which these claims are re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims? The Bowman Act was 
passed in 1883, and provided: 

That whenever a claim or matter is pending before any committee 
of the Senate or House of Representatives, or before either House of 
Congress, which involves the investigation and determination of facts, 
the committee or House may cause the same, with the vouchers, papers, 

roofs, and documents pertaining thereto, to be transmitted to the 

ourt of Claims of the United States, and the same shall there be pro- 
ceeded in under such rules as the court may adopt. When the facts 
shall have been found the court shall not enter agement thereon, but 
shall report the same to the committee or to the House by which the 
case was transmitted for its consideration. 

The Court of Claims practically passes simply upon the papers 
which are presented when the claim is filed with Congress. It 
would be a peculiarly constituted court, passing merely upon the 
papers laid before it by the plaintiff, that did not find a case in 
favor of the plaintiff. It would be a peculiar court, passing 
upon claims upon papers presented by the claimant, who did not 
find facts in favor of the plaintiff. It is true that under this 
act the Attorney-General of the United States is authorized to 
appear in defense. It is also true that under the Bowman Act 
claims which have been allowed by that court have been uni- 
versally considered of little validity so far as final judgment was 
concerned. It was the custom for years, or some time, at least, 
under this act, for different departments of the Government 
which were given the same authority as the committee to refer 
claims under the Bowman Act for adjudication, and I think it 
has been the universal, or the uniform, history of Congress never 
to permit any of those claims to be Included in an appropriation 
bill, although a mere claim audited by the department can go 
into a deficiency bill. These claims have no standing so far as 
an adjudication is concerned. It is merely the same as though 
thé committee should report the facts in the case. If the com- 
mittee has obtained facts through the Court of Claims which 
the committee might have obtained itself, of course those facts 
should have been given to Congress. The House of Represent- 
atives and the members are entitled to know what the facts are 
in reference to these claims. I notice—— 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT. Do I understand that on claims which are 
referred under the Bowman Act no additional proof is taken 
nothing except just ex parte statements that are sent over? 

Mr. MANN. No additional proof is required. 

- Mr. GARRETT. But when the Government attorney appears 
there he has the right to take evidence, has he not? 

Mr. MANN. I presume so. 

Mr. GRONNA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. ; 

Mr. GRONNA. Has this particular claim been referred to 
the Court of Claims? 

Mr. MANN. This claim I referred to, the Schiffer claim, has 
not been referred to the Court of Claims. It was originally 


brought before the Court of Claims under a law allowing the 
same to be brought there, and was thrown out, as I understand 


it. It never has been referred to the Court of Claims. Now, 
there are other of these miscellaneous claims. Here is one to a 
gentleman by the name of J. B. Orbison, of Butler County, Pa., 
$300, being the sum unlawfully collected from him by the board 
of enrollment in 1863. Also the same amount to William G. 
Keats, of Walworth County, Wis. There are a number of 
these claims pending before the Committee on War Claims, 
some of which they have reported favorably upon. Why does 
the committee take out those two claims and put them in this 
bill and leave other claims for the future tender consideration 
of special bills? : : 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MAHON. I want to answer the gentleman’s question on 
that. We bave a great many that we refuse to report, because 
there is no merit in the cases. These are the only two that the 
committee are willing to report. 

Mr. MANN. Are these the only two that the gentleman’s com- 
mittee has reported? 

Mr. MAHON. The balance we have refused to report, because 
they had no merit. - 

Mr. MANN. Of course, I take the gentleman’s statement. I 
was under the impression that the committee had already re- 
ported some other claims besides these two, I thought the com- 
mittee had reported a claim of a man in Missouri for $300 for 
money which they claimed was unlawfully collected from him. 

Mr. OTJEN. Mr. Chairman, as the honorable gentleman from 
Illinois has criticised the Schiffer claim, I ask that the report 
be read for the information of the committee during my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the report will be read 
in the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. MANN. I would ask the gentleman what report he is 
going to have read? 

Mr. OTJEN. It is on the claim of Samuel Schiffer. 

Mr. MANN. I have examined the report on this bill, and find 
nothing in it referring to the Schiffer claim. 

Mr. OTJEN. There was a separate report made on it, and I 
think if the gentleman had been diligent he could have found it. 

Mr. MANN. I do not want the House to understand, after I 
have said that there was nothing in the report of this bill on 
that subject, that the gentleman was having read the report on 
this bill. 

Mr. OTJEN. The report on this bill does not bear on the 
Schiffer claim. This was separately reported. 

Mr. MANN. I found that report. 

Mr. OTJEN. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report was read as follows: 

[To accompany H. R. 16201.] 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
16201) for the relief of the legal representatives of Samuel Schifer, 
deceased, submit the following report : 

A favorable report on this case was made by this committee in the 
Fifty-eighth Congress. The facts involved are set forth in that report, 
which is adopted and made part of this report, a copy being hereto ap- 


nded. 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


[House Report No. 116, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session.] 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred House Dill 
5990, respectfully submit the following report, and also refer to House 
Report No. 4041, Fifty-first Congress, second session, for the full text 
of certain documents herein quoted. 

Prior to the war of the rebellion the late firm of Schiffer & Co. were 
largely engaged in the cotton trade, with extensive southern connections, 
especially in and about Savannah. When the war broke out many 
southern merchants were heayily indebted to them. 

It was generally understood at this time, by both the citizens and the 
Federal authorities, that the permanent occupation of belligerent terri- 
tory restored the freedom of business intercourse between its citizens 
and those of the North. ‘This is evidenced by the policy adopted by the 
Government of appointing an agent for the purpose of collecting prop- 
erty in such territory and of recognizing and encouraging permits to 
purchase issued by such agent. Millions of dollars of such transactions 
were finally consummated under circumstances identical with those in 
this case, and it was not until the Supreme Court rendered its decision 
in the case of Lane (8 Wall, 185), December 29, 1869, that it was dis- 
covered that the nonintercourse laws, which were not penal in character, 
had been violated thereby. In many of these transactions the Govern- 
ment had a direct porao ary interest, to the extent of one-fourth of the 

rofits, and im all it profited by the consummation of its political policy. 

he President himself was a party to these illegal proceedings, and in 
these very cases issued a permit, pass, or license to Schiffer's agents, 
guaranteeing them safe conduct in locating and acquiring cotton “ to 
be purchased near Savannah, Ga.,” and brought through the Federal 
lines. The parties to this transaction were Hanson A. Risley, “an 
authorized agent of the Treasury Department,” and Abraham Lincoln 
on the one part and J. Schiffer & Co. and James-B. Stewart on the 
other. No suggestion of bad faith or moral turpitude can be made 
against one party without impunging the other. 

When Schiffer’s agents reached Savannah early in 1865 they found all 
of the cotton in that neighborhood nominally seized by the military 
forces. The Provon RSENS had directed all owners of cotton to report 
the same to him, and it was being then transported to New York as 
rapidly as vessels for pe ae ose could be secured. 

In this state of affairs Schiffer’s spenta made purchases from fifteen 
different parties of their rights to the proceeds of their cotton when 
sold, in consideration therefor canceling the indebtedness of such par- 
ties to them and paying them-the balance, when any, in cash. 
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The loyalty of these fifteen original owners is fully established in 
suits brought in the Court of Claims, 

The cotton was sold in New York by Simeon Draper, the selling agent 
of the Government, and the pro , less expenses, were deposited in 
the Treasury to the credit of the “Abandoned and captured property 
fund,” where it still remains. 

The original owners of the cotton instituted suits in the Court of 
Claims in their own names for the use of Schiffer & Co., under the pro- 
visions of the act of Congress approved March 12, 1863. One case only 
came to trial, that of Solomon Cutner. (6 Ct. Cls., 415; 17 Wall., 517.) 
The Supreme Court summarily disposed of the case by saying that in- 
tercourse between the inhabitants of the belligerant sections was still 
prohibited when the sales were consummated, March, 1865, and was 
therefore clearly illegal. It said: ; 

“The sale being illegal, suit can not be sustained for the benefit of 
the yendees. It can not be sustained for Cutner’s own benefit because 
he receiyed the full consideration of the cotton, and had no interest 
remaining.” 7: 

It is hard to understand how a transaction between these claimants 
and Schiffer, which could not legally invest the latter with title, was 
yet sufficient to divest title from the former, and it is still more diffi- 
cult to understand upon what authority a transaction of this kind 
could be held to have invested the United States with title to this 
property—legal, equitable, or, moral. Upon every consideration of 
equity and sound morality the proceeds of this cotton belonged to either 
Schiffer or the original claimants, and the latter having received full 
consideration for their property, and no longer making any claim 
thereto, Schiffer’s equitable rights became paramount. 

It should be borne in mind that the act of 1863 was in no sénse a 
penal one, and that there could be no confiscation thereunder. It was, 
on the contrary, a remedial statute, pure and simple, the sole purpose 
of which was the preservation of property rights. 

But for the accident of Schiffer's place of residence he would have 
recovered in the Court of Claims. After the President's proclamation 
of amnesty he would have recovered even if he had lived south of 
Mason and Dixon's line, had been in active rebellion against the Gov- 
ernment, and red-handed in secession Instead of a devoted Union man. 

Your committee can see no sound reason in law, equity, or good 
morals why a geographical residence, either North or South, should, at 
this time, work a forfeiture to or confiscation by the Government of 
any property, and especially of property which was acquired as this 
was, by the active connivance of the Government, and where there is no 
suggestion of any intentional wrongdoing, but, on the contrary, an ad- 
mittedly honest mistake on both sides. á 

The nonintercourse laws grew out of the necessities and perils which 
beset the Government aane the war of the rebellion. hese neces- 

ong since happily past, and it is, in the 


ury. according to the official report, is $73,022.46. 7 
Yo ssage of the bill au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay this amount to the party 


Mr. OTJEN. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me just a mo- 
ment to ask a question of the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. MAHON. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. As I understand this last report, it is alleged 
that the original owners of this cotton were people who could 
and did establish their loyalty; that the proceeds of this cotton 
when sold by Draper in New York were covered into the Treas- 
ury and are now in the Treasury. Do I understand those to be 
the facts? 

Mr. OTJEN. I understand those to be the facts. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now I want to know, if that is true, why 
they can not recover this amount from the Secretary of the 
Treasury without any act of Congress or without any action at 
law, in the Court of Claims, simply upon the establishment of 
these facts? The law as it exists to-day is ample for that purpose. 
If it is true that the loyalty of the original owners was estab- 
lished, that this cotton was seized by the Government and it 
went into the hands of this gentleman, Draper, that it was con- 
yerted into money and by him covered into the Treasury, there 
is ample legislation now for the recovery; for these are the 
essential facts that must be established to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, without any other legislation than that 
which now exists, to make payment. r 

Mr. OTJEN. This report was made by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon], who is more familiar with it than 
I am, and I yield to him to answer that question. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I reported this bill during the 
last Congress and this one. I did not know Mr. Schiffer or his 
wife or children; but I am ready to stand by my report. If 
there is anyone in the United States who is entitled to this 
money, it is the wife of Mr. Schiffer and his children. In 
answer to the question of my friend, I will say that he knows 


as well as I know that Congress may pass laws and the Treas- 
ury officials will interpret them, and very frequently the effect 
of their interpretation is to repeal the laws of Congress and to 


make laws. They actually refuse to pay these claims unless 
Congress appropriates the money for it, and the money has been 
paid into the Treasury. What are the facts in this case? They 
are simply these: That this man was doing a large business in 
New York when the war broke out. There were reasons, Mr. 
Chairman, why Schiffer should get this cotton north. The more 
cotton we got into our ports the less was left for the blockade 
runners to carry to England and bring back gold to the Confed- 
erate States. Mr. Schiffer, under a permit given by the Presi- 
dent and signed by the officers of the Treasury, was authorized 
to go down South and attempt to collect his debts and take it 
in cotton, which he did, losing a large amount. The only em- 
bargo was that he should deal with loyal men, and he dealt 
with fifteen old debtors that were found, not by the Court of 
Claims, but by the Supreme Court of the United States, to have 
been loyal. Now, then, the Treasury Department refuses to 
pay him this money, although the officials state that it has been 
in the Treasury for years, and if interest were to be paid upon 
it it would be three times the amount that it is now proposed to 
pay him. He went into the Supreme Court, where all the facts 
were found as stated. The fact was found that this money was 
in the Treasury, but the objection was raised in the court that 
he had violated the nonintercourse act. He knew nothing of it. 
It appears that President Lincoln knew nothing of it, and 
neither his Secretary of War nor the Commanding General 
knew anything of it. The violation of this act was the only 
reason which actuated the Supreme Court in refusing to render 
a judgment in his favor. Of course that decision was technically 
proper under the law, because the nonintercourse act stared 
him in the face. 

Now, suppose he had lived in Georgia. Under the very same - 
act of Congress General Sherman took $27,000,000 worth of cot- 
ton, and after deducting the expenses of sale over $16,000,000 
were paid to men in the South. The nonintercourse act did not 
apply to southern men. That was their home. There are hun- 
dreds of cases where men in the Confederate army, men com- 
manding brigades—Confederate brigadiers and Confederate col- 
onels—were paid for cotton so taken. The question of loyalty 
was not raised against those men, because this was a trust fund. 
But when this man from New York comes into court, although 
these people who had been in rebellion against the Government 
received $16,000,000 out of this fund in the Treasury, this tech- 
nical objection was raised against him that he had violated the 
nonintercourse act. In the last Congress I presented the case 
of Capt. Warren Mitchell, an old captain in the Army, who had 
a claim of $176,000. His claim passed this House and passed 
the Senate without a dissenting vote and the old man at last got 
his $176,000 that this Government had held for nearly twenty- 
eight years. 

Now, this man Schiffer comes to Congress and asks that this 
money be paid him. I defy the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann] to point out any statement of mine in reference to this 
matter which is incorrect. The violation of the nonintercourse 
act was the only ground upon which the Supreme Court refused 
to allow judgment in favor of the claimant. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Has this claim been presented to the Treas- 
ury Department? 1 

Mr. MAHON. Les. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What is the objection made by the Treasury 
Department? 

Mr. MAHON. They turned him into court; told him to go to 
the Court of Claims. The case was sent there by the Depart- 
ment. It was tried by the Court of Claims and went to the Su- 
preme Court, and all the facts are as I have stated. The Su- 
preme Court refused to render judgment in favor of Mr. Schiffe 
because the nonintercourse law stared him in the face. - 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman thinks that the Treasury 
Department, without some action of Congress, will refuse to 
make payments in cases like this? There is something in con- 
nection with this case that has not come to the knowledge of 
the gentleman, I am confident, because the Treasury Depart- 
ment has paid out millions of dollars in cases similar to this, as 
the facts are stated in this report. There are two essentials to 
entitle a man to secure his payment from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, namely, the establishment of the loyalty of the original 
owner of the cotton and that it went into the hands of Mr. 
Draper, the agent of the Government at New York, and that the 
proceeds from the sale of the cotton were by him covered into 
the Treasury. Any man who has a claim where these essential 
facts are shown can have his adjudication perfected in the 
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Treasury Department and receive his money. That is the state 
of the law, and I assert that millions of dollars have been paid 
under that statute upon circumstances such as are narrated in 
this report. ; 
Mr. MAHON. 
planation? 
Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 


Will the gentleman allow me to make an ex- 


Mr. MAHON. This property was taken under the captured 
and abandoned property act. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 

Mr. MAHON. And that act expired by its own limitation in 
1889. This man was then after his money. It had not been 
paid him yet when that act expired, and that ended it so far 
as that was concerned. Not only Mr. Schiffer, but other men 
went into court to establish their claims. Now, this man would 
have received judgment in his favor if the nonintercourse act 
had not been pleaded by the United States attorney against 
him. There is no question about that. Other cases were pend- 
ing. The question of loyalty had been raised. There are four 
millions of this.money in the Treasury yet. The question of 
loyalty was raised, as I said, and during the time that trial was 
in court—I think it was the Cline case—during the time the 
Supreme Court had under consideration the question of loyalty, 
as to whether it should enter into securing this money or not, 
the act expired by the limitation placed upon it. The Supreme 
Court in the Cline case held, first, that that money paid into the 
Treasury was a trust fund; second, that as to any man in the 
South who had money in the Treasury disloyalty was no bar 
any more; that under the proclamation of President Johnson, 
of August, 1867, if that owner of funds in the Treasury took the 
oath of allegiance, he was restored to his political, personal, and 
property rights, and that was a property right that he had in 
that fund as a trust fund. I say this act expired in 1889. The 
Treasury will not pay it because the act is not in force. Now, 
this man comes to Congress, He went into the court. He was 
not afraid of the court. He has established his case beyond all 
peradyenture, and I have no doubt the Supreme Court was sorry 
that they had to knock this old man out of court. I say that 
the merits of this case, the equity, and everything surrounding, 
entitles this old man to this money which is in the Treasury of 
the United States. They have already got part of his money that 
he can not get back. He must come to Congress for relief. It is 
for you to give it to him or to refuse him. This is the last of 
these cases, I think, in our committee. In the case of John 
Mitchell and of Vogel, the old German down in Virginia, this 
Congress has given relief, and this case is on the same footing. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman says the act expired in 1889. 

Mr. MAHON. I think I am right about that. 

Mr. MANN. It is a long time between the time this cotton 
was sold and 1889. 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Why was not the claim presented during that 
time? 

Mr. MAHON. Now, here is a resolution of Congress which I 
shall read: 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That all moneys which 
have been received by any officer or employe(e) of the Government, or 
any Department thereof, from sales of captured and abandoned property 
in the late insurrectionary districts, under or under color of the sev- 
eral acts of Congress providing for the collection and sale of such 

roperty, and which have not Riroady been actually covered into the 

reasury, shall immediately be paid into the Treasury of the United 
States, together with any interest which has been received or accrued 
ie 2. And be it further resolved, That if any officer or person hav- 
ing the custody, possession, or control of any money derived or arising 
from the sale or other disposition of any such property mentioned in 
the p ing section shall convert the same to his own use, or shall 
refuse or neglect for the space of thirty days next after the passage of 
this resolution to pay the same into the Treasury of the United States, 
or shall in any wise pay away or dispose of the same otherwise than b; 
aying the same into the 3 as aforesaid, shall be deemed an 
hela guilty of embezzling the public money of the United States, and 
shall be punished therefor by imprisonment for a term of not more than 
ten years, and shall pay a fine equal to the sum so em s 

* Sec. 3. And be it further resolved, That a sum of the proceeds of such 


sales not exceeding seventy-five thousand dollars is hereby appropriated 
for the payment of the necessary expenses incurred by or under the 
authority of the Secretary of the Treasury for incidental expenses in 
acting under the laws respecting the collection and disposition of cap- 
tured and abandoned property, and for the necessary expenses of de- 
fending, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, such suits 
as have been brought against him or his agents in the premises, and for 
prosecuting suits in the United States for the recovery of such property, 
and for providing for the defense of the United States against suits for 
or in respect to such property in the Court of Claims. 


They held a man had to go to the Court of Claims, whether 
right or wrong. This money, having been covered into the 
Treasury of the United States, can not be paid out except by an 
act of Congress. 

Now, as to these other small cases, I might say that every 
omnibus bill passed through this House has carried miscella- 


neous cases. This case would not be in this bill if the court 
had not found all the facts. The court has found all the facts 
about this bill. There is no use of sending it back to the court 
again, because the same plea would be raised against this old 
man as was raised before. Here is the case of Myron Powers, 
late a major of the Ninth Colored Infantry. He has a little 
bill, which this man is entitled to beyond all controversy—some 
four or five hundred dollars. Now, why send him to the Court 
of Claims? He would have to employ an attorney, and the 
Court of Claims would go to the War Department, and it would 
be purely a matter of record evidence. That is all. They 
would simply give the record to the Court of Claims that they 
have there now. . 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 2 n 

Mr. MANN. Why would it be necessary for an officer or an 
enlisted man in the Army to go to the Court of Claims to re- 
cover his traveling pay, which the law provides for and for 
which we appropriate? 7 

Mr. MAHON. Why, the Department admits they owe him 
this money, but they will not give it to him unless we appro- 
priate. They say they have no funds. 

Mr. MANN. But we appropriate for such purposes. The 
Department pays out every year not only thousands, but yet 
the gentleman says that the Department admits that they have 
the money and will not pay. If that is the case as against this 
man, why would not the same be true as against the 55,000 
other men in the Army? 

Mr. MAHON. Well, that is no credit to the Government. I 
will say of the United States Government, as stated by Mr. 
Garfield, when a Member of this House, that the United States 
Government for her treatment of her private citizens, if she 
got her just deserts, would be wearing a striped suit and be in 
the penitentiary for life. The gentleman knows, I do not care how 
good a claim is or how honest it is, I do not care what equity it 
has, it is put on this Private Calendar of war claims and 

Mr. PAYNE. How long has it been since Garfield said that? 

Mr. MAHON. When he was a Member of Congress. I can 
go and get it. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is long before we had such a bill as an 
omnibus elaim bill. 

Mr. MAHON. I know that was the time when it went on 
the Private Calendar—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Was it not long before the House legislated 
for any payment of French spoliation claims? 

Mr. MAHON. I do not know anything about that. 

Mr. PAYNE. This kind of a bill was unknown to Congress 
at that time. 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does not the gentleman think if Garfield was 
here to-day he would condemn this kind of legislation, espe- 
cially the omnibus claims bill that came back from another 
House at the last session? i 

Mr. MAHON. No; because Garfield of Ohio and the gentle- 
man from New York look at claims in a different light. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield now for a question? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Is it not a fact, notwithstanding the quotation 
the gentleman has made from President Garfield, that any claim 
against the Government which is audited by any Department 
at once goes in the general deficiency bill? 

Mr. MAHON. No, sir; not claims. U 

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman is wrong; more information 
is coming to him. 

Mr. MAHON. Well, I have it and a good deal of it. 

Mr. MANN. Any audited claim becomes in order on that bill, 
and they are all put on that bill, and they are put on it by the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MAHON. Certain claims audited by the War Department. 

Mr. MANN. Of course claims which are not audited do not 
go on the bill. 

Mr. MAHON. Why, there are thousands of claims in this 
country which the Treasury Department under the law could 
not take control of and would not. 

Mr. MANN. The Department can audit any claim except pos- 
sibly these war claims. 

Mr. MAHON. Well, I have studied this business for fourteen 
years, and I think I know something about it. 

Mr. MANN. These claims against the Government for which 
there is due authority of law to incur—— 

Mr. MAHON. Can the Treasury audit a Bowman Act claim 
for storage and supplies? 

Mr. MANN. Why, certainly, they could audit a claim if au- 
thorized. 3 

Mr. MAHON. Why do not they do it? 
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Mr. MANN. If there is any law for storing supplies, and 
they are paying them every day. There are supplies all over 
the United States which are not audited and paid. 

Mr. MAHON. You provide the money for payments under the 
War Department for the fiscal year ending the Ist of July, and 
every dollar of unexpended money will go back into the Treas- 
ury on that date, and any claim not paid will come back to 
Congress. - $ 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is again mistaken. 
does not go back the 1st of July. 

Mr. MAHON. When does it go back? 

Mr. MANN. Not for several years. 

Mr. MAHON. Well, it gets there. 

Mr. MANN. Well, the money does not go back into the Treas- 
ury for several years—until ample time is given to present 
claims and audit them. They pay these claims out of appropria- 
tions for previous years, and if the appropriations of previous 
years are exhausted they pay these claims in the general defi- 
ciency bill. 

Mr. MAHON. | Who passes on them? 

Mr. MANN. And as to the gentleman’s statement about that, 
there is no legal claim against the Government which can not 
be collected as easily as a claim can be collected against a pri- 
vate individual. I know an impression to the contrary pre- 
vails, but we provide methods for collecting all these claims, if 
they are legal claims. 

Mr. MAHON. No, sir. You only provide in the case of the 
War Department for certain claims. You specify where the 
money shall be paid, do you not? 

Mr. MANN. We make an appropriation. Of course the ap- 
propriation provides what the money is to be expended for, but 
one of the items is travel pay. The War Department has an- 
thority to allow travel pay; it not only has the authority to 
allow it, but is required to allow travel pay. Now, why? I 
do not say there may not be an instance where it was not legal, 
but what is the reason? 

Mr. MAHON. Let me explain. 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. MAHON. When you go to an Auditor of the War De- 
97 he may know the law and he may not, but very 
often 

Mr. MANN. That is the case with all of us. 

Mr. MAHON. He either does know it or he does not know it. 
Then he takes it to the Comptroller, and he approves that find- 
ing. Right or wrong, from that Comptroller there is no ap- 
peal, and which is an outrage on the people of this Government 
who have dealings with that Department; and thousands of 
these cases have come up where auditors have turned them 
down unjustly and illegally, and the claimants have no place 
to go except to Congress. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The gentleman says there is no appeal from the 
Comptroller. Now, whoever has an appeal against the Govern- 
ment can present it to the Court of Claims, and that is an ap- 
peal from the Comptroller. - 

Mr. MAHON. I can tell the gentleman a good many claims 
that can not be appealed. 

Mr. MANN. All legal claims against the Goyernment, all 
evidences of indebtedness, which are legal in their character, 
every claim which could be sued upon against a private indi- 
vidual, except in the case of a tort, can be presented to the 
Court of Claims and allowed by the court and paid as a matter 
of cost 

Mr. MAHON. The gentleman forgets this fact that when this 
property was taken from loyal people the great civil war was 
sweeping oyer the country, the Departments were disorganized, 
and claims were turned down. This property was taken, the 
evidence could not be reached, time had gone by, and so they 
flooded Congress with claims, and Congress created what was 
known as “the Court of Claims” under the Bowman and 
Tucker acts. They send these claims there, and does the gen- 
tleman say they would render a judgment on a few affidavits, 
which no court would do? I take it that It is the gentleman’s 
judgment that they do not render findings in that way. An 
official from the Attorney-General's office, who is a Deputy At- 
torney-General, is notified when the cases are to be tried, and 
the attorney for the claimant is on hand. The claimant must 
offer his evidence either by deposition or in some way, and then 
the Government has the right to go out and take depositions to 
show that his testimony is not true, and after a fair trial the 
Court of Claims renders a finding of fact. Now, what is a 
finding of facts? First, it is a jurisdictional fact that the claim- 
ant’s loyalty has been proved beyond all question. If that is 
not proven it is the end of the case. Second, that the stores and 
supplies were taken. If not all he alleged to be taken, the 
court finds how much—what was the value of those supplies in 
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the market at the time they were taken. That is the next find- 
ing. Fourth, that the Goyernment of the United States owes the 
man for stores and supplies furnished to the Army of the United 
States so many dollars. The court makes that report to Con- 
gress. . 

Now, neither Congress nor tlie committee could investigate all 
these claims. That is the trouble I have with this bill. Every 
time I bring it in the gentleman from Illinios [Mr. Mann] wants 
me to explain every little item. There are some 150 findings. 
I do not know anything about them. Congress said to the court, 
“ You try the cases, ascertain the facts, and report back to Con- 
gress, and then we will appropriate for them.” I would not 
like to report on these court’s findings. The gentleman would 
not ask the Committee on War Claims to review the Court of 
Claims, would he? It would be disrespectful to the court. We 
do examine all of them; every one of these findings has been 
gone over carefully by the committee, and here they are. We 
do not propose to write every report. 

Mr. MANN. The bunch of reports which the gentleman holds 
in his hands is not very large for the number of claims. It is 
not much bigger than the bill. 

Mr. MAHON. I would say to the gentleman that here are the 
findings upon every case in this bill. If the gentleman desires 
any information as to court findings we can supply that infor- 
mation. 

The Committee on War Claims are not going to review the 
court and are not going to reverse the court. They examine the 
findings, and if they are found to be in due form they place them 
in this bill for this House to consider. The committee do not 
care whether you pass the bill or do not. There is nothing per- 
sonal in the matter to the committee. Can the gentleman tell 
me what percentage of those claims have passed? Just to show 
you what a good court you have, I will state that in the last five 
years that the average is not 4 per cent. They are taken up in 
this Court of Claims 

Mr. PAYNE. May I interrupt the gentleman at that point? 
Is that 4 per cent of the claims examined? There are thousands 
of claims that have been presented or referred to the court. 

Mr. MAHON. That is what has been found by the court. 

Mr. PAYNE. We see by the reports that there are thousands 
of cases that have gone there that have not been acted upon at 
all, and the committee say that the most of these will be finally 
rejected and some that they rejected; and it looks as though 
that 4 per cent was of the amount of claims that went to the 
Court of Claims—— 

Mr. MAHON. No. : 

Mr. PAYNE. Nine-tenths of which claims haye not been 
acted upon by the court. 

Mr. MANN. Will not my friend answer two questions at the 
same time? Is not the 4 per cent based upon the number of 
claims disposed of in this way, that a large number of claims 
are dismissed on motion without examination, and that you 
include that as a claim adjudicated? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; we do. 

Mr. MANN. And that makes the 4 per cent of the claims, 
while the balance have never been prosecuted or the claims ad- 
judicated. 

Mr. MAHON. It is 4 per cent of all claims sent down for 
trial that are adjudicated. Now, it has been the policy for the 
last two or three years, when thousands of these bills have been 
introduced (in the last Congress there were 3,000 bills), we 
send them to the Court of Claims. The Attorney-General or his 
assistants go down there for their trial and whenever claims 
have reached a certain age they are dismissed. There will be 
over 1,200 cases dismissed this year because the claimants at 
this late day can not get the evidence to prove their claims. A 


great many have been dismissed. We send them there and that 


relieves the Member of Congress. When you send the claims 
to the Court of Claims, you are sending them to what may be 
known as the “ Claim graveyard.” Now, as to this claim of J. 
B. Orbison, of Butler County, the facts are that this was a ¢ol- 
ored man who wanted to enlist, and they would not muster him. 
They would not take him into the service, as there was no pro- 
vision for enlisting colored men. The draft came along and 
they drafted him. They took from him the $300, notwithstand- 
ing the fact that he claimed he was not subject to draft, which he 
was not, but still the Government took his $300, and they have 
had it from that day to this; and we put that in this bill. This 
man is still living, a very old man. The Government took from 
him $300 unlawfully and this committee wants you to pay it 
back. 

Now, as to the case of William G. Keats, of Walworth County, 
Wis. They drafted him, although he was a foreigner, a man 
who had not become a citizen of the United States, which was 
a violation of the specific statute. 
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Mr. MANN. Did he live in the United States, was he pro- 
tected by the United States, was he enjoying the benefits of the 
United States, and then too mean to go and protect it for the 
benefits which he enjoyed? 


Mr. MAHON. 
Mr. MANN. 


That is no argument. 

It is a very strong argument. 

Mr. MAHON. It only appeals to prejudice. 

Mr. MANN, It appeals to common sense, to common decency, 
and to patriotism. 

Mr. MAHON. When the Government of the United States 
takes $300 illegally from a man, I think it ought to do as the 
gentleman from Illinois would do, and the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] would do, and every Member of this 
House would do—if you have found you have taken money ille- 
gally, unconsciously, you would pay it. 

Mr. MANN. Has the return of the money to these claimants 
not been provided for by law where proof was given showing 
that they were illegal? 

Mr. MAHON. No, sir. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will not deny that. If the gen- 
tleman will read the report, I expect he will find that. 

Mr. MAHON. That act expired long ago. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I say the gentleman knows that there was 
such an act. 

Mr. MAHON. This comes down to the question of whether 
the Government can afford to take money illegally; and ‘this 
provision is that the Government restore the money without in- 
terest. Now, here is the case of the Rey. George W. C. Smith, 
late second lieutenant. I tried to pass the bill last Congress in 
reference to that; and these are the only cases that we have 
down there now. 

During the war the War Department, or some authority hav- 
ing the right to do so, fixed the minimum of a regiment at 1,000 
men. Every regiment raised during the war had to have ten 
full companies, making a thousand men. They commissioned 
the colonel, the major, the adjutant, the captains, the lieuten- 
ants, and the chaplain to raise the regiment. These men went 
through the States where they lived, recruited men and mus- 
tered them into the service. The regiments reached perhaps 
six or seven hundred in number when the draft came on, and 
local bounties being offered and men hard to get, here were a 
number of officers who had parts of regiments running from 
five to eight hundred, who were in the service five or six or 
seven months, and some of them more than a year, rendering 
service to the Government, and some of them in the field, but 
not being able to raise their full complement of a thousand. 
The War Department disbanded those regiments. They did not 
send the men home, but distributed them among other regi- 
ments to fill up old regiments and sent these officers home. 
This magnanimous War Department that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann] talks so much about, in its fairness, paid 
nothing to these officers for their services. 

Mr. WALDO. Have all these claims in this bill been passed 
upon and judgment rendered for them by the Court of Claims? 

Mr. MAHON, Yes; all but six small claims. 

Mr. WALDO. Why have they not been sent to the Court of 
Claims? 

Mr. MAHON. It would cost these men more to prosecute 
them in the Court of Claims than they are worth. 

Now, that is this bill. You may pass it or defeat it as you 
please. The committee have discharged their duty, and have 
nothing personal in it except to see that this House pays these 
claimants what the courts say they are entitled to—pays Mr. 
Schiffer what he is absolutely entitled to in all fairness, and pays 
these six old soldiers their mileage and their pay for the time 
they were in the service of the Government. 

Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman explain any item in the 
bill at all in his own time? 

Mr. MAHON. What item do you want explained? 

Mr. MANN. I should like very much to have the gentleman 
explain the item on page 23: 

To the Pennsylvania Company for insurance on lines and granting 
7065.80. executor of Henry Etting, deceased, of Philadelphia County, 

Mr. MAHON. I will have the Clerk read the finding of the 
Court of Claims in reference to that item. Would the gentle- 
man like to have me do that? 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman desires to do it in that way. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

COURT or CLAIMS, CLERK’S OFFICE, 
Washington, January 5, 1906. 
Sin: Pursuant to the order of the court, I transmit herewith a cer- 


tified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the aforesaid 
cause, which case was referred to this court by the resolution of the 


United States Senate, under the act of March 8, 1887, known as the 
“Tucker Act.” 
I am, very respectfully, yours, JOHN RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 
Hon. CHARLES W. FAIRBANKS, 


President of the Senate. 


{Court of Claims. Congressional case No. 10942-463. The Pennsyl- 
vania Company for Insurance on Lives and Granting Annuities, execu- 
tor of Henry Etting, deceased, v. The United States.] 


STATEMENT OF CASE. 


The claim in the above-entitled case for difference between sea pay 
and shore pay whilst claimant's decedent was serving as an officer in 
the Navy of the United States, to wit, a lieutenant, upon receiving and 
other ships belonging to the Navy was transmitted to the court by 
Senate resolution on the 4th day of June, 1902, referring Senate bill 
No. 5949, for proceedings and report under the provisions of the act 
of Congress approved March 3, 1887. 

The case was brought to a hearing on its merits on the 4th day of 

ber, 1905. Messrs. Pennebaker & Jones appeared for claimant, 
and the Attorney-General, by L. A. Pradt, esq., is assistant and un- 
der his direction, a peared for the defense and protection of the in- 
terests of the Unit tates. 
Fe The claimant in its petition makes substantially the following allega- 
ons: 

This claim was E ccleaner presented to the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury partment for settlement and was allowed by such 
accounting officers under the decision of this court and of the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the case of Strong v. The United Rates 
(125 U. S., 656), the sum thus allowed being $665.86. This action 
was reported to Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury in Senate 
Executive Document No. 144, Fifty-first’ Congress, first on. In 
appropriating for said allowance (and others of like character) Congress 
made the following proviso: That no part of any one of the claims 
to which this appropriation is applicable shall be paid therefrom which 
accrued more than six 8 prior to the date of the filing of the 
petition in the Court of Claims upon which the judgment was rendered, 
which, being affirmed by the Supreme Court, has been adopted by the 
accounting officers as the basis for the allowance of said claim.” ` (Act 
approved September 30, 1890.) 

Thereafter, pursuant to said proviso, the accounting officers read- 
justed said claim for such difference of pay, as the same had been 
settled under the said decision in United States v. Strong, and refused 
to allow that portion which accrued more than six years prior to July 
17, 1886, the date on which the petition in the said case of Strong b. 
The United States was filed in the Court of Claims. Upon such read- 
justment there was found to be due, and then paid to claimant nothing 
out of said appropriation, and nothing, being the amount which ac- 
cen subsequent to July 16, 1880, and to which said proviso did not 
relate. i . 

The accounting officers also found that the difference in pay between 
that received Fiat to July 16, 1880, and that to which claimant's 
decedent would have been entitled under the decision in The United 
States v. Strong had Congress not prohibited the payment of the same, 
was $665.86. 

Subsequent appropriation statutes have contained the same 5 
and the accounting officers of the 3 pursuant to sai prev 
sions, have continuously refused to allow this and other similar claims, 
and the same are still sae 

The court, upon the evidence and the report of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and after considering briefs and arguments of counsel on both 
sides, makes the following 


FINDING OF FACTS. 


The claimant is a citizen of the United States and a resident of the 
county of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania, and is the ex- 
ecutor of Henry Etting, deceased, whose claim, under decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States in The United States v. Strong 

125 U. S., 656), was adjusted by the accounting officers, reported to 

ongress, and appropriated for as alleged in the petition. 


The amount fo due the claimant by the accounting officers under 


said decision was $665.86, and the amount paid claimant was nothing. 
The amount suspended under the proviso to the act of Congress 35 
proved September 30; 1890, and which still remains unpaid is $665.86 
(six hundred and sixty-five dollars and eighty-six cents). > 

Filed December 18, 1905. 

A true copy of the finding of facts as filed by the court. 

Test this 5th day of January, 1906. 


[ SEAL. ] Jonx RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will yield- 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. I know I am a little thickheaded and always 
was. I was born that way. I listened to the reading just as 
carefully as I could. Everybody else in the House may under- 
stand it, but I do not. The gentleman will pardon me for ask- 
ing a question: Is this $665.86 the amount that was barred by 
the six-year limitation or the amount that was not barred by the 
six-year limitation? 

Mr. MAHON. I think it was the amount that was barred. 

Mr. MANN. The report, I suppose, indicates that, but I could 
not tell by listening to it. 

Mr. MAHON. The man is unquestionably entitled to his 
money. You can not plead the statute of limitations against the 
United States, and it is not fair to plead it on the other side. 

Mr. MANN. Is this similar to the bill which has been re- 
ported from the gentleman’s committee waiving the statute of 
limitations as to Army officers on longevity pay? 

Mr. MAHON. This does not come under that. 

Mr. MANN. I know; this is a naval matter, 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. But is this similar to that proposition? 

Mr. MAHON. No. This man probably did not know his 
rights. He did not know about the statute of limitations, but 
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when he went to make application for his money they pleaded 
the statute of limitations against him. 

Mr. MANN. It was not a case of pleading the statute of lim- 
itations. The law provided that he could file his claim, but that 
the claim must not extend back of six years. Now, does this 
propose practically to override that law? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; in a case like this, where we believe that 
the man acted in good faith, and that he ought to have judg- 
ment, and that he was not guilty of gross laches. 

Mr. MANN. But we have absolutely nothing in the report as 
to whether he was guilty of laches or not. 

Mr. MAHON. ‘That is all the committee gets from the court— 
the finding of facts. 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will not understand that 
in anything I say I intentionally criticise the committee. The 
Committee on War Claims has not only my profound respect, 
but most of the time, in considering these bill, my profound 
sympathy. 

Mr. MAHON. I say let the gentleman move to strike it out. 
I have no objection. 

Mr. MANN. I am trying to get at what these claims con- 
sist of. 

Mr. MAHON. Of course when a man comes here to get re- 
lief limitations and all that do not enter into it. That is what 
he comes ‘here for. ‘This man probably did not know, and it is 
not supposed that all these men living in the United States who 
were in the service knew of all the laws of Congress. He no 
doubt did allow the statute to bar him. But I do not know 
whether the gentleman can point out a case where there is a 
statute which runs as against a claim of the Government of the 
United States. - Let the gentleman be a revenue collector, and a 
claim be put in after six years, and the Government will raise 
the bar, but the Government will follow you for eighty years 
afterwards if they find out that you owe them a dollar and a 
half. 

Mr. MANN. It never has followed me yet in that respect. 

Mr. MAHON. It is pleading the bar of the statute on one 
side and not upon the other, and in cases of this kind we do not 
say that the bar does not run, but these men come to Congress 
and they go to court, and they get the facts before Congress and 
the court. We act on principles of equity—does the Govern- 
ment owe this money to the man? The court says that it does. 
Now, it is simply a question for Congress to say whether this 
man shall be paid or not. 

Mr. MANN. Is not this the case, that without Congressional 
action a man whose claim is against the Government has no 
standing anyway? 

Mr. MAHON. No; he has not. 

Mr. MANN. Thereupon a lot of claims come up out of the 
past which would not be allowed, which are not allowed by any 
government, and then Congress passed a law at the request of 
the claimant providing for the payment of those claims, but 
limiting the operation of that law to a certain period of time, 
which usually has been six years, the ordinary period of the 
statute of limitations. Then the people having been perfectly 
satisfied with that law at first, having filed their claims under 
that law and secured their claims under that law, set up as a 
precedent for paying other claims the allowance of those claims, 
without regard to any limitation at all. And does the gentle- 
man believe, and does his committee in its action believe, that 
that is a proper course to take? 

Mr. MAHON. We believe, the committee believes, and we 
think that Congress believes that when a man shows that he 
knew nothing of the law, and when he did file his claim, he can 
come to-this representative body, the body that represents the 
people, and that there should be no restriction or limitation or 
anything of that kind on this body. If the man can show that he 
has a just and equitable claim that the Government owes him, 
then we believe that the Goyernment ought to pay him. I want 
to say this to the gentleman. It is true that you could not sue 
the Government of the United States, nor could anybody without 
an ehabling act of the legislature, but there is a compact be- 
tween the citizens and the Government. The citizen promises 
to support the Government in time of stress, and there are 
times when the Government promises to take care of him. The 
trouble with this House is that the old laws have been enforced. 
Other nations have been more generous with people who suf- 
fered in war than has this nation. ` 
Mr. MANN. With people who suffered in war? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; they have been more generous than this 
nation has been. 

Mr. MANN. That will be news to the people of the other 
nations. 

Mr. MAHON. They have abandoned long ago the doctrine 
that the man who lost his property should not be paid. That 


doctrine has been abandoned by the civilized peoples of the 
world. Let us take the Franco-Prussian war as an example. 
That war had searcely ended when France, with that enormous 
indemnity which she had to pay—France almost on the verge 
of bankruptcy, without a dollar in the treasury and haying to 
go out and borrow millions of dollars with which to pay that 
indemnity—very promptly, through her parliamentary body, ap- 
pointed a commission. That commission went down along 
where those two armies contended, and in less than eight 
months paid every citizen of the Government of France, whether 
the property had been destroyed by the German army or by the 
French army. It was not a question of whether the property 
had been taken for the use of the French or for the use of the 
German army. It was not a question of whether the property 
had been destroyed or taken by the German army. The question 
was not that at all. But France, as a Government, in an open- 
hearted way, said that these people had stood by her, that these 
men had been in the ranks, and that now she, as a Government, 
would pay them for the losses that they had incurred, and that 
she did not care who destroyed that property, whether the 
French or the Germany army. And France paid $17,000,000 
inside of a year—every loss was paid. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question now? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Is France still paying war claims growing out of 
the Franco-Prussian war? 

Mr. MAHON. I am coming to that. Notwithstanding the 
fact that.we had had a civil war which lasted for four years, 
in which thousands of lives had been sacrificed—laid upon the 
altar of either side of the contending forces—notwithstanding 
the fact that untold millions had been expended, and that eleyen 
of the Southern States had been prostrated, yet the States rep- 
resented by the Northern Army—in other words, the United 
States—wwere greater and richer when the war closed than they 
were when the war commenced so far as resources were con- 
cerned. 

There are plenty of these claims before the Committee on 
War Claims filed in the Treasury and War Departments and 
Quartermaster’s Department in 1866, 1867, and 1868. My State 
alone filed over 1,800 claims for horses and supplies taken by 
the Union Army in the six counties in the border which I rep- 
resent. Two cavalry officers, colonels, commissioned by the 
War Department, went into Adams, York, and my own county 
and took 800 horses from the people of that section, horses 
worth from $200 to $300. What did they do with them? They 
took them from these men and gave vouchers for them. Three 
regiments of cavalry were equipped, mounted, and sent to the 
field and remained in the field until the end of the war. These 
claims were piled up here, one man for one horse, another 
for two or three, and so on, and they were deviled by this 
Department until they got disgusted. Not a horse was paid for, 
because the farmers of that section will not stand around Wash- 
ington waiting for three or four hundred dollars. Not a claim 
was paid. 

Mr. MANN. Did not Congress pass a law providing expressly 
for the payment of those claims or claims for horses taken by 
the Treasury Department? 

Mr. MAHON. No, sir. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is again mistaken. There is a 
law upon the statute books authorizing the Treasury Depart- 
ment to audit and pay claims for horses taken. 

Mr. MAHON. I do know I was attorney for these people, 
and when we presented our claims the gentleman said that this 
major and this captain and this lieutenant did not have author- 
ity to take the horses from the people, and refused to recognize 
their vouchers and threw the people back on the legal proof 
that the officer had been commissioned directly from the War 
Department. Not only that. They stripped those five counties, 
not a barn nor building was left, and never paid those people 
one dollar. Now, I want to say that these people are making 
no demand; they have quit long ago. The treatment they 
received at the hands of this Government is infamous and out- 
rageous, and it disgusted them, their sons, and children after- 
wards. Now, if Congress, or the powers that be, had appointed 
a commission to go among those loyal men who sacrificed their 
sons and their money, as did the men from your State, in addi- 
tion to the immense loss that should be borne by the whole 
people of the Government, as France recognized, these bills 
would have been paid long ago and there would not be any war 
claims before Congress to-day, forty-five years after that war. 
It looks badly for this Congress to talk of “stale claims.” 
They are not, because the men have been persistently knocking 
at the doors of Congress and Congress has refused to dispose of 
them, I have been fourteen years on the committee, and I 
think if I stayed fourteen years more I would like to be re- 
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lieved. If the gentleman from Illinois had served on that com- 
mittee that long, he would have gotten so well acquainted with 
the methods of the Departments at Washington City in paying 
people what they ought to pay them he would change his mind 


very greatly. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the 


bill under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman a question? If I un- 
derstand him, these claims that go to the Court of Claims after 
hearing—of course the hearing is largely ex parte on the part 
of the United States 2 

Mr. MAHON. If it is ex parte the Government consents to it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Still the claimants are the only people who can 
get at the evidence usually. Does not the gentleman think, in 
view of the fact that only 4 per cent of those claims are found 
to be valid on such investigation, that which is largely one sided 
at least, almost ex parte, that Congress is justified in looking 
into these claims, and not simply handing over a check because 
some one presents them with an affidavit, and that after all the 
Congress of the United States and the Government of the 
United States is not so mean and outrageous and robberlike in 
its character and treatment of these claimants as the gentle- 
man’s declamation would seem to indicate? 

I appeal to the gentleman's patriotism and sense of fairness 
and his knowledge of what has always been done in these cases, 
and in view of the fact of the small percentage of allowance, if 
his language, after all, does not seem to him to be almost ex- 
travagant when condemning the United States and the Congress 
of the United States? 7 

Mr. MAHON. Not at all. The cause of the low percentage 
in the last three or four years is because these people have been 
held up, and forty years have gone by and nearly all of these 
people are dead. If these claims had been referred to the Court 
of Claims immediately after the war, they would have proven 
80 or 90 per cent of them. The French spoliation claims have 
been largely reduced, and I think cases under the Bowman Act 
and the Tucker Act are about 300, because the percentage is 
getting so low that they can not prove their cases. The wit- 
nesses are dead. It is the same with an old soldier who is try- 
ing to prove his pension claim when he is required to get the 
affidavits of two or three officers and finds that they are dead, 
and the Department will not accept any other evidence. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman recommend that Congress 
pay these claims without evidence? 8 

Mr. MAHON. No; but pay them with the little evidence that 
can be produced at this late day. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman want them all paid not- 
withstanding the fact that they can not produce the evidence? 

Mr. MAHON. Pay what the court finds. It is the gentleman’s 
court and mine. I do not know anything about these findings. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] does not know 
about them. It is a waste of time to talk about it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman not think he ought to with- 
draw his extravagant criticism of Congress? 

Mr. MAHON. No, sir; I emphasize it. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman is a part of Congress. 

Mr. MAHON. I know I am. $ 

Mr. PAYNE. And he is a citizen of the United States, and he 
cught to have some patriotic pride. 

Mr. MAHON. I take no pride in a government that robs her 
people. 

Mr. PAYNE. But with the bad names he has given here, and 
in view of the facts he has presented in this report, will he tell 
us on the floor of this House 

Mr. MAHON. I repeat it. This Government is more unfair, 
more dishonest, in refusing to pay the honest debts she owes 
her people than any government on the face of the earth. I am 
a part of the Government, and as chairman of the Committee 
on War Claims I have been trying to get them out. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know so much about the other govern- 
ments and what they do. N 


Mr. MAHON. It may be well for the gentleman to read up a 
little on them. 
Mr. PAYNE. I think the Congress of the United States is 


disposed to be eminently fair and just in the payment of these 
claims, and that the people recognize the fact that they are not 
only to see that those claimants are paid, but that the interest 
of the taxpayers of the United States require that the Treasury 
shall not be robbed by unjust claims, and the duty is just as 
strong to look into these claims and see that none but honest 
claims get through as it is to see that honest claims get through. 

Mr. MAHON. I hope the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE] will carry that out when the river and harbor bill comes 
In. er, I am not anxious to appear in any other light 
than that which I have stated. 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course, if I can not appeal to the gentleman 


in that way, I am going to ask him another question. In line 
7, page 19, the claim of Charles B. Stark, assignee, etc., $3,702, 
and the appropriation of $1,851 in this case, contained in the act 
of the last omnibus bill—— 

Mr. MAHON. What page? 

Mr. PAYNE. Page 19, line 7. It appropriates double the 
amount to this gentleman, Mr. Stark, that is claimed, and that 
passed in the last omnibus bill. What new light has come to 
the committee? 


Mr. MAHON, I will read the findings of the gentleman’s 
court and mine to the gentleman, as follows: 


[Court of Claims. Congressional, No. 11078. Charles B. Stark, as- 
signee of Joseph C. Stark, deceased, v. The United States.] 
STATEMENT OF CASE. 

The Tooway claim was referred to the court on the 2d day of March, 
1903, by a resolution of the United States Senate, under an act of Con- 
gress approved March 3, 1887, known as the Tucker Act. 

The claimant appeared and filed his petition in this court April 20, 
1903, in which he makes the following allegations: 

“That he is a citizen of the United States and a resident of the State 
of Missouri; that he is the sole owner of this claim; that during the 
war of the rebellion claimant's father was tenant in common with one 
Beverly G. Hilliard of an estate of about 675 acres in Robertson County, 
Tenn. ; that on divers dates the military forces of the United States 
took from said estate property of the aggregate value of $14,377; that 
said property was u: by the are of the United States; that vouch- 
ers for said property were refused by officers commanding gaid bab a 
that said claimant was at all times loyal to the Government of the 
United States; that said claim was presented to the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral in 1873, and by him disallowed as to part of the property on the 

ound that it was not in his jurisdiction and part on the ground that 
t was seized before the claimant took the oath of allegiance; he did 
allow for three mules $400, and claimant got $200, being one-half be- 
longing to sald claimant; that the present claimant bought this claim at 
a sale duly authorized by the court.” 

The case was brought to a hearing on the 22d of November, 1904. 
Pennebaker & Jones appeared for the claimant, and the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, by George M. Anderson, his assistant and under his direction, ap- 

ared for the defense and protection of the interests of the United 

tates. 

The court, upon the evidence and after considering the briefs and 
arguments of counsel on both sides, makes the following 


FINDINGS OF FACT. 


I. It appears from the evidence that the deceased claimant, Joseph C. 
Stark, was loyal to the Government of the United States threughout the 
war for the suppression of the rebellion. 

II. It appears from the evidence that Beverly G. Hilliard, partner of 
the said Joseph C. Stark, also deceased, was not loyal to the Government 
pation United States throughout the war for the suppression of the 
re on. : 

III. Charles B. Stark, the present claimant in this cause, is the son 
of Joseph C. Stark, the original claimant, and he brings this suit in 
his own right by virtue of a bill of sale of and for said claim, made to 
him by H. C. Crunk, clerk and master of the chancery court of Robert- 
son County, in the State of Tennessee, on the 20th day of January, 
1896, pursuant to a decree gay rendered by the said court at the aag 
term of 1895, whereby the said clerk and master was ordered to sell 
the said claim for cash publicly to. the highest bidder. 

IV. Joseph C. Stark and Beverly G. Hilliard, under the name of 
Stark & Hilliard, owned, as tenants in common, and operated for 
joint account, a farm in Robertson County, Tenn., 5 miles from Spring- 
field, the county seat thereof. Said farm consisted of 625 acres of 
fertile and productive land, 400 of which were in cultivation. There 
was located on said property a distillery, with a capacity of 5 or 6 
barrels of whisky per week. Said farm was fully equi with farm- 
ing implements and utensils, and with horses, mules, and cattle. 
There were usually employed on said farm, and in and about said dis- 
tillery, eighteen to twenty hands, and most of the produce of said 
farm went into consumption thereof and in said distillery. ~ 

V. In 1858 the said Stark sold a one-half interest in said farm and 
distillery to the said Hilliard, and thereafter, until about 1874, the 
same was operated for their joint benefit. In 1862, when the Federal 
forces took possession of Springfield and the surrounding territory, the 
said Hilliard expressed a desire to the said Stark to close up their 
business relations, fearing that the Federal forces would take their 
property and that they would get no compensation therefor. 
he said Stark, however, insisted that their business relations should 
continue as before, and assured the said Hilliard that if they suffered 
any losses by reason of the Federal 55 he, the said Stark, 
would be responsible to him, the said Hilliard, for his share therein. 
Subsequently, and in the year 1868, there was a settlement between 
the said Stark and Hilliard as to their business matters, and in said 
settlement the said Stark allowed the said Hilliard credit for one-half 
of the amount of the claim against the Goyernment of the United 
States hereinafter set forth, as though the same had been paid to him, 
the said Stark, in cash. 

VI. During the years 1863 and 1864 the Federal authorities from 
Nashville and vicinity used and carried off 25 barrels, amounting to 
about 1,000 gallons, of whisky, which had been manufactured at the 
said distillery of Stark & Hilliard, and was stored in their warehouse, 
The reasonable value of this property so used and carried off was $500 
(five hundred dollars). 

VII. During the years 1863 and 1864 the Federal military authori- 
ties took, carried off, and converted to the use of the United States 
Army horses, mules, vanns, harness, oxen, and farm produce to the 
reasonable value of $3,202, making in all the sum of thirty-seven hun- 
dred and two dollars ($3,702), being the amount allowed for the 
taking of the aforesaid property, one-half owned by Stark and one-half 
wnt by Hilliard, at the time of ae After said taking claimant 
Stark paid Hilliard for his share of the loss. 


Filed December 5, 1904. 


A true 8 
Test this 10th day of December, 1904. 
[SEAL] 


BY THE COURT. 


Joun RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 


Now, those are the findings of the court. 
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Mr. PAYNE. I have listened to the gentleman, and I still 
do not understand how it is that this claim has been increased 
from $1,850 to $3,702 since the omnibus claim bill was passed in 
1905. 

Mr. MAHON. It means that this court finds that $3,702 is 


` Mr. RAYNE. When were the findings made? 

Mr. MAHON. In 1904. 

Mr. PAYNE. Was it not found that one of the parties was 
loyal and the other party disloyal? 

Mr. MAHON. It appears from the findings that they dis- 
solved their partnership and that this Mr. Hilliard took the 
other share. 

Mr. PAYNE. They dissolved their partnership after the war 
on this whisky was over? 

Mr. MAHON. And he was paid by Stark. 

Mr. PAYNE. The disloyal man can not revive a claim by 
assigning it to some one else who was loyal. ‘ 

Mr. MAHON. There was no divisibility of property. Hilliard 
was a loyal man. 

Mr. PAYNE. Congress has time and again divided such 
claims, where one party was loyal and the other was disloyal, 
and given a moiety. I remember a case which occurred up in 
New York, and I brought the facts to the attention of the gen- 
tleman, where one of the persons was loyal and the other dis- 
loyal, and the proposition was to pay the loyal man and the dis- 
loyal man, and the gentleman denounced in scathing terms an 
act by which such a thing should be allowed. Now he comes 
in here and reverses the action of Congress on the theory that 
one of the persons was loyal and the other person being disloyal 
he can not recover, and he comes and says a disloyal man may 
transfer his claim, and therefore comes, contrary to the judgment 
of the Court of Claims and the judgment of Congress two years 
ago, and gives the whole amount. That seems to be the size of 
the case. 

Mr. MAHON. The court says he is entitled to that much 
money after they had dissolved their partnership. I do not 
have all the evidence that the court had. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman says he does not know what 
the findings included. 

Mr. MAHON. The Committee on War Claims does not have 
all the information that the court has. They have the evidence, 
and the court finds for $3,702; and that is all I know about it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Where does the gentleman get these facts in 
the report? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
yania has expired. 

Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman may 
have time to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. PAYNE. I was going to ask that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman through? 

Mr. PAYNE. No; the gentleman is not through. I am try- 
ing to get unanimous consent that he may have time to con- 
clude his remarks so that I can ask a question, and the gentle- 
man from Illinois is seeking the same purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
be given time to conclude his remarks? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. à 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, I would like to know where the gentle- 
man got these facts that he has read to the House from that 
report if he does not know anything about the case? 

Mr. MAHON. What I have read is the certificate of the Court 
of Claims, which is sent down to the Speaker of the House, and 
by him to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is that the findings of the court? 

Mr. MAHON. That is the findings of the court. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then the court found one of these men was 
disloyal? 

Mr. WALDO AND OTHERS. No! no! 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, from what you said you are coming here 
with an adjudication for the money for a disloyal man as well 
as the loyal man. A clear case. Now, if you were right two 
years ago, you are wrong now. : 

Mr. MAHON. I want to say to the gentleman that when we 
reach that item he can move to cut it in two. I do not care. 
That is the way to get the bill straightened. 

Mr. MANN. There is no way to reach this item that is in- 
eluded here. 

Mr. MAHON. Why not? 

Mr. MANN. Because there is only one section to the bill. 

Mr. MAHON. You can amend the different items of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. You can move to close debate ten minutes after 
the bill is read practically, and I presume you will do it. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. I would just like to say a word about 
this matter. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a question 
before he commences? As I understand the gentleman, there 
was a precedent heretofore where they allowed half of the 
claim—that is, where there were two persons they allowed the 
loyal person his part of the claim and disallowed as to the 
other, who was disloyal. As I understand, the suggestion is 
made that this is the same identical claim. 

Mr. MANN. It is not the same claim. 

Mr. LACEY. This is a different claim? The loyal man in 
this case got his half before. 

Mr. MAHON. The court gave him that much money. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, when this bill was origl- 
nally passed the amount was cut in two. The claimant, who 
happens to live in St. Louis and is one of my constituents, a 
prominent lawyer there, is the son of the original claimant. 
He rejected what Congress had given him 

Mr. MAHON. Refused to take it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Because there was no question about 
the loyalty of the one partner. This amount which this bill 
carries merely pertains to the loyal claimant, and no part of it 
will go to the disloyal claimant. The very fact that this gen- 
tleman rejected the allowance of Congress two years ago 
refused to accept the money which Congress wanted to give 
him is, it seems to me, proof that he was in the right. When 
he came back to the Committee on Claims and presented the 
matter a second time, the committee readily admitted that they 
had been in error, and that he was entitled to the full amount 
of the original claim. Hence this provision in the bill. 

Now, if there is any further question about it, I am ready to 
answer, and I think I can dispel any doubt about it. 

Mr. PAYNE. There were two partners in this case, and one 
of them was found by the court to be disloyal. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. This claim refers only to the loyal part- 
ner. The disloyal partner gets nothing. - 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman dispute the facts stated by. 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon], that the find- 
ing of the court for the whole claim was $3,702? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. But my understanding is that the dis- 
loyal claimant never put in a claim. 

Mr. PAYNE. It was stated distinctly that the loyal partner 
had an assignment from the disloyal man of his right to the 
property. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. That is a misunderstanding. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman says they get that from the 


-finding of the Court of Claims. The gentleman had better go 


back to the Court of Claims and get them to rectify their finding. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. As far as the Court of Claims is con- 
cerned, it finds the sum of $3,702 to be due to this loyal man, 
and certified in favor of him. 

Mr. NORRIS, Is it not true, however, that one-half of that 
claim was due to the disloyal claimant, and that the loyal 
claimant had bought him out and taken an assignment of his 
claim? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. No; I do not so understand it. 

Mr. NORRIS. As I understand the reading of the report by 
the chairman of the committee, that is what the court itself 


says, that at the time the Federal forces were in the vicinity the 


disloyal man wanted to close up the business, but the loyal part- 
ner said no, that they should continue on, and that if they lost 
anything he would make it up to him, and that he afterwards 
did pay him one-half of the loss, and he added that to his half, 
and together it makes the amount called for in this bill. So 
that, as a matter of fact, this item does include the entire dam- 
age, one-half of which has already been paid by the loyal man 
to the disloyal man. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. But this $3,702 represents the total loss 
of the loyal man. 

Mr. NORRIS. That may be so, but the half of that loss was 
incurred by paying the disloyal man. If it would be right to 
allow that claim, then I could purchase the claim of any dis- 
loyal man and haye a good claim. 

Mr. MAHON. If the Government had taken this property 
from a disloyal man, then the question of disloyalty would come 
in, but this claimant had purchased his partner’s interest before 
the property was taken by the Federal forces. 

Mr. NORRIS. Oh, no; he made the settlement afterwards. 

Mr. MAHON. Not the settlement, but the payment. 

Mr. NORRIS. He paid his partner for it after the war closed. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. My understanding is that the loyal man 
is a loser to the extent of $3,702. 

Mr. NORRIS. That may be, but half of that is what he paid 
to the disloyal man. In other words, he bought half of it from 
the disloyal man. 
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Mr. BARTHOLDT. Why shouldn’t he? 

Mr. NORRIS. That means that you would have to pay prac- 
tically every disloyal claim, because if that is good law, then, 
all that would be necessary would be for some loyal man to get 
an assignment of the claims of disloyal men. 

Mr. MANN. More than $250,000,000 depend upon the answer 
to the question, Why shouldn't he?” 

Mr. MAHON. The Government took the property after it had 
become the property of the loyal man. 

Mr. NORRIS. You would have to pay practically every war 
claim. whether the claimant was loyal or not. 

Mr. MAHON. Oh, no. Men dissolved partnership all over 
the South when the war broke out. ; 

Mr. SIMS. In view of the circumstances of this case, does 
it not strike the gentleman that this raising of this question of 
loyalty at this late day in this era of good feeling is rather 
technical than substantial? 

Mr. NORRIS. That would apply to every such claim, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Grosvenor having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed without amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 21678. An act to provide for the extension of time within 
which homestead entrymen may establish their residence upon 
certain lands which were heretofore a part of the Crow Indian 
Reservation, within the counties of Yellowstone and Rosebud, in 
the State of Montana. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill 
of the following title; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested : 

S. 5869. An act for the relief of Larvan Gordon. 


OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL, 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES], because he represents the dis- 
trict, I think, in which the claim originated, and he knew the 
claimant, as well as his son, the St. Louis attorney. 

Mr. SIMS. But I wanted my friend to answer my inquiry in 
nee: with my question—I mean as to this particular 
claim. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, if I can be heard 
for just a moment I think I can elucidate something that is con- 
fusing to the minds of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Nor- 
RIS] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]. Judge 


Stark was a distinguished lawyer of the Springfield-Robinson- 


County bar. He was absolutely loyal throughout and under the 
most trying circumstances right in the very heart, you might 
say, of the Confederacy. He had grit and nerve to stand by his 
convictions. That is the way I recollect this proof. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is he the man that the court found was loyal? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, The claimant now is the son of 
Judge Stark. This son, grit of the old man’s grit, says this 
claim, all of it, is just, and he wants it all, and he refuses to 
take a part of it—the same sort of grit that his father had when 
he refused to take sides against the Government that is now 
about to deny his son, forty years afterwards, the payment of this 
claim. This son is made of the same stuff as his father was, 
and he refuses to take part of the claim that the proof shows is 
absolutely just. Now, as to the division of it, here is the report, 
which says that “the said Stark, however, insisted that their 
business relations should continue as before, and assured the 
said Hilliard that if they suffered any loss by reason of the 
Federal occupation he, the said Stark, would be responsible to 
him, the said Hilliard, for his share therein, and that subse- 
quently, and in the year 1868, there was a settlement between 
the said Stark and the said Hilliard as to their business matters, 
and in said settlement said Stark allowed the said Hilliard 
credit for one-half the amount of the claim against the Govern- 
ment of the United States herein set forth as though the same 
had been paid the said Stark.” Now, the proof in this case, as 
I recollect it, is as I have stated. I tried here for years to get 
the amount paid, and young Mr. Stark came here to see me. 
The matter was finally taken up by Senator Cockrell and by the 
gentleman from St. Louis [Mr. BARTHOLDT], and they have been 
managing the matter ever since. The young man Stark, who 
lives in St. Louis, is a leading lawyer there, was once one of the 
judges there, and he contends, and my recollection is the proof 
shows, that the part of the claim that is now insisted upon is 
as good as the balance, and that it is the father’s part, the part 
of the deceased Judge Stark, who, I say, the proof shows, and 
the court finds, was absolutely loyal to the Government at a 
time when it meant something more to be loyal than it does 
to-day. He was loyal then to the Treasury of the United States 


and loyal then to the cause of the Federal Government, and I 
think it comes with somewhat poor grace for us at this late day 
to refuse this claim of the son who comes up here with clean 
hands, and who is a respected citizen and a member of the bar 
of St. Louis, and who asks Congress that part of the funds in 
an overflowing Treasury be now turned toward the payment of 
this claim, which I believe is absolutely just. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield? 

Mr. MAHON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska. f 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that what my 
friend from Tennessee [Mr. Garnes] has said only emphasizes 
the fact that one-half of this claim ought not to be allowed. 
If his theory is true, then it ought to be paid on the ground that 
the man himself says it is just. He submitted it to a committee 
and to Congress and they allowed half of it, on the theory that 
he and his father were loyal, and that one-half of the claim 
ought to be paid. But the gentleman says the man believes that 
he ought to have it all and for that reason we ought to give him 
all. If that is true, we, and every court or every organization or 
body of any kind that passes on a claim, would have to give 
whateyer the claimant honestly believed he ought to get. The 
fact remains that one-half of this claim, as it is shown by the 
gentleman’s remarks and by the report which he read, was 
owned by a man who was disloyal. The loyal man proposed to 
him, or in the settlement he allowed him, which would be the 
same, the entire amount of his claim, after the war was over in 
1868. If that makes a valid claim here, then there is no reason 
why any disloyal man should not sell his claim to a loyal man 
and the loyal man have a right under that kind of a precedent 
to have it paid here in Congress or allowed by the Court of 
Claims. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. No; but that would be partnership. ‘ 

Mr. NORRIS. Very well. The man had a half interest in 
it. He sold lis interest to his partner. He could just as well, 
as a matter of law, have sold it to somebody else. If he had 
any claim at all it was assignable. He sold it to this man who 
was his partner. He could as well have assigned it to some- 
body who was not his partner. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Does the gentleman overlook the fact that 
the loyal man guaranteed this claim, that he was a surety? 

Mr. NORRIS. No, sir; I do not; but if this is going to be the 
procedure 

Mr. JOHNSON. He was quite sure the claim would be paid 
and he acted as surety. 

Mr. NORRIS. He agreed he would pay if the loss occurred, 
and he kept his word. That is not a basis upon which a man 
should be paid money who was not loyal to his country. If a 
man has agreed not to pay him it would be a very easy matter 
to fix up another kind of a claim, and 

Mr. JOHNSON. How many cases of this kind do you suppose 
will arise in the history of the Government? 

Mr. NORRIS. I think that if we allow this there will be 
about as many cases arising as there are claims. It will be a 
very easy matter to get up that kind of a claim. You know how 
those things are done. f 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I think I can explain the facts 
so that there will be no question about this partnership of 
Judge Stark. Here are the facts about it. They were operat- 
ing a farm and distillery, and the Federals came to Nashville. 
One of the partners was afraid that the Federals would take 
their property, not upon the ground that he was loyal or dis- 
loyal, but he wanted to wind up the business of said partner- 
ship. Stark said to go ahead, he needed his partner's services, 
and that if there was a loss occasioned by this property being 
taken that he would hold him harmless. This was in effect a 
transfer or assignment. They went ahead. The soldiers did take 
part of his property for the use of the Government without any 
reference whatever to whether anybody was loyal or not. They 
took it, and the United States got the benefit of it. Then in a 
settlement afterwards between Judge Stark and this man whom 
he had induced to remain in the business Judge Stark accounted 
for the one-half in value of what the Government had taken. 
This claim did not arise upon the idea that the retiring partner 
was disloyal at all. It was not guaranteeing him against loss 
on account of loyalty or disloyalty, but simply that if the Fed- 
eral soldiers took any part of it, he would be held harmless for 
that part. 

Mr. NORRIS. Does that make a legal claim against the 
Government now ? 

Mr. SIMS. It makes a moral obligation, and that is about 
the only kind you can get against the Government. 

Mr. MANN. Suppose you guaranteed a man who was not a 
partner? 

Mr. SIMS. If the loss had already occurred, if the soldiers 


CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


647 


had already taken the property, then that would be a different 
matter; but Judge Stark evidently did not think there would be 
any property taken at all. He did not believe that the property 
would be taken. Now, there is the highest possible moral obliga- 
tion to reimburse this loyal man who had faith that the preperty 
would not he disturbed. 

Mr. NORRIS. Is there any higher obligation to reimburse 
him than to reimburse the man himself who lost the property? 
Do you make the obligation higher and better by having it trans- 
ferred to somebody else? 

Mr. SIMS. I do in this way. I was speaking of the facts in 
this case where one partner did not have confidence the prop- 
erty would not be taken and the other man, Judge Stark, did 
have it and did not think the property would be taken. 

M` NORRIS. I do not know as to that. $ 

Mr. SIMS. Judge Stark trusted the Government, had confi- 
dence and faith in it, and the other man did not, and he is there- 
fore upon a higher moral plane, because he had confidence in 
the Government. n 

Mr. NORRIS. This is simply to pay a man for his confidence ; 
that is all there is to it 

. Mr. SIMS, This is to pay for property used by the Govern- 
ment 

Mr. NORRIS. Who did not lose anything. 

Mr. SIMS. Who did not lose anything. 

Mr. NORRIS. That so far as an assignment made of the 
claim is concerned. 

Mr. SIMS. Suppose the Government had not gotten his prop- 
erty, they would have had to buy it from somebody else. Does 
not that create a moral obligation? It creates a moral obliga- 
tion, the effect of which is avoided by proving disloyalty, upon 
the idea that the Government has the right to take property 
from a disloyal citizen. So far as it being a necessity of war 
does not waive moral obligations in the slightest. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask a question right there? This man 
Stark had confidence in the Government, and on the face of that 
he made a bet and lost his bet. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not think that when one has confidence—— 

Mr. PAYNE. He stakes his money on the confidence he had 
in the Government that they would not take his property. 

Mr. SIMS. I think that when one has confidence in his Goy- 
ernment he is not necessarily betting. If he had bought the 
claim afterwards speculatively, it would have been a very dif- 
ferent thing, but he simply asked that this partnership be con- 
tinued. Suppose he had bought the man out, would not the Goy- 
ernment have owed him? 

Mr. PAYNE. Before the war? 

Mr. SIMS. Suppose he had bought him out before the prop- 
erty was taken at all. Of course, the gentleman is bound to 
know that if Judge Stark had bought out his partner before 
the property was taken that the Government would pay for it. 

Mr. MANN. We are dealing with the facts, not suppositions, 
Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. If a wholesale merchant in New York desired 
his client or customer in New Orleans to continue in. business, 
and had guaranteed him against loss, and then the Army had 
taken.the goods of the disloyal merchant in New Orleans, does 
the gentleman think that under the practice of Congress we 
ought to reimburse the wholesale merchant at New York? 

Mr. SIMS. I do not think that the practice of Congress has 
been governed by the highest moral conceptions. We were talk- 
ing about moral obligations, and not of the practice of Congress. 

Mr. MANN. Now then, the gentleman goes into the question 
of whether Congress is to appropriate money that was taken 
away from a loyal or disloyal citizen. I take it that has been 
foreclosed. I do not know how I should vote upon the proposi- 
tion if it were a new one now, but it has been the practice of Con- 
gress always, and I do not think the gentleman or any other 
Member from the Southern States would make a proposition 
here to-day that the Government should pay for all property 
taken by the Army without regard to the loyalty of the person 
who owned it. I am sure the gentleman would not support the 
proposition. 

Mr. SIMS. But this is a different case entirely. I think the 
question of loyalty in this case is technical and not substantial. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman permit me to make a 
suggestion? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

8 BARTHOLDT. Is it not true that there is but one claim- 
ant 


Mr. SIMS. That is true. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. There are not two claimants. Nota loyal 
and disloyal claimant, but only one claimant, and that claimant 
was loyal under the most trying circumstances, at the most try- 


Ile comes with this 


ing time of our country. He was loyal. 
claim, and no one else does, and he was not a disloyal man, 
He represents his individual loss, which amounted to $3,702. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a 
question? 4 
The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. Manon] yield? 


Mr. PAYNE. I understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Manon] yields for that purpose. If this gentleman came 
in here as a claimant in his own right and also assignee of a 
disloyal person and presented it all in one claim, the gentle- 
man’s argument would still hold good. He came in here and 
presented one claim. He was loyal, and that is all Congress had 
the right to inquire into. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. He is not the assignee of a disloyal per- 
son at all. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is all he is. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. These two people had a partnership, and 
when he—— 

Mr. PAYNE. It has been gone over a good many times. He 
was assignee of this party who was disloyal, was he not? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I do not admit that to be the case. 

Mr. PAYNE. He comes as the assignee in this bill 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The loyal man paid him 

Mr. PAYNE (continuing). As assignee of this claim. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If my friend from New York will permit, 
the money which this disloyal man paid was the money of a 
loyal man, and he asks for a reimbursement for that loss. 

Mr. PAYNE. I know. If I bought a claim of a disloyal man. 
I being a loyal man, my money would be the money of a loyal 
man in the same way. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. But, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me a dis- 
tinction can be easily drawn there. If I am in the business of 
buying up claims of disloyal people and then present them to 
Congress, I would have to expect to be turned down by the com- 
mittee, but that was not that kind of a transaction. It was a 
transaction made in good faith. It was not for the purpose of 
securing reimbursement from the Government. It was a trans- 
action that occurred in the case of a partnership, when one of 
them retired and the other simply paid him the amount he was 
entitled to under the partnership arrangement. 

Mr. PAYNE. This was in 1868. I do not know how it was, 
but if I believed that the Government.would pay a claim of a 
disloyal man. Suppose in 1868 a disloyal claimant had come 
along with his claim and offered it to me. Suppose I paid him 
my money for ft, having confidence in the Government. Would 
I not be in the same situation as this man? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. You have not made the right distinction. 
Here was a man who was the partner, and in the case you sug- 
gest he is an entire stranger. F 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, my contention is that the first intention of 
this committee in 1905 was entirely correct, that they put it 
in the omnibus bill at the correct amount, and Congress did the 
same thing, and now you reverse the judgment of Congress. 
We know it is the custom under different acts of Congress, when 
the bills are passed, to appeal from the action of the Court of 
Claims and of everybody else, and finally they come to Congress 
two or three times. But here is a case where Congress evidently 
did the correct thing. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The fact that this claimant here has re- 
fused to accept what Congress did offer him in the last Con- 
gress—— 

Mr. PAYNE. That did not bear upon the question at all. 

Mr: BARTHOLDT (continuing). Is certainly evidence of the 
fact that he feels himself to be honestly and squarely entitled 
to the whole amount, and if he thought there had been any ques- 
tion or there would be any question in the least as to his being 
entitled to the whole amount he would have been ready and 
willing to accept what Congress voluntarily offered him. But 
he simply takes the bigh ground that he is entitled to the full 
amount, and consequently he refused half of it, and comes back 
here and says “ Congress owes me the whole amount, and I want 
it all or nothing.” 8 

Mr. MAHON. This property was taken in 1863 or 1864, when 
that part of Tennessee was under Federal control, and it neyer 
went back. The Confederates never again got hold of this terri- 
tory. The proclamation of President Lincoln, especially with 
regard to the State of Tennessee, was that all the property of 
the citizens, the persons, and all their property, should be pro- 
tected by the Federal officers, because it was under Federal eon- 
trol. That proclamation covered all the territory wherever the 
Federals got control of the territory. No man, whether loyal or 
disloyal, should have his property taken. It is not a question of 
loyalty. That did not enter into it. It was very evident that 
the Confederates had no control of this country. Here was a 
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man who was disloyal, the other partner was loyal. The dis- 
loyal man wanted to get out of the business for some purpose, 
and the other man, who was loyal, wanted to go on. He said 
“We will have protection of the Government; we are under the 
proclamation of President Lincoln, that no man’s property can be 
taken in this part of Tennessee and used without compensation 
or without protection.” That was the situation down here when 
this property was taken. 

a MANN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to ask the gentleman with reference 
to this item on page 23, “To the Columbia National Bank, of 
Columbia, Lancaser County, $51,150.” What are the facts in 
that case? j 

Mr. MAHON. I am familiar with the facts in that case with- 
out reading from the report. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman state them? 

Mr. MAHON. This was the largest bridge in the United 
States at that time, a bridge over a mile long, over the Susque- 
hanna. The steck was owned by this bank, and to preveut 
Johnson coming down from Cumberland with 25,000 Confeder- 
ates the Federal troops, by direction of the Secretary of War, 
burned the bridge to keep Johnson from crossing. It was done 
as an act of absolute military necessity, and, under the rulings 
of the courts, where property belonging to a party whose loyalty 
is admitted is destroyed as an absolute military necessity, the 
Gevernment must pay for it. This has been pending in the 
Departments for years, and finally we sent it to the Court cf 
Claims. There is no question of loyalty involved in it. I want 
to say this. I am familiar with the case—the United States 
district attorney in this case agreed with the attorneys of the 
bridge company that the Government would confess judgment 
for $90,000. Their claim was $100,000. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Who built that bridge and to 
whom did it belong? 

Mr. MAHON. Let me finish this statement first. They said 
that they would confess judgment for $90,000. The claimants 
were very foolish that they did not take it, but they thought 
that they could recover the whole $100,000, and so they went 
into the Court of Claims, and the Court of Claims rendered a 
judgment for $50,000. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The question I wanted to ask 
was, Was the bridge built by a joint stock company? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. The bank held the stock. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman to say that this 
bridge was ordered to be destroyed by the Secretary of War. 
Is the gentleman correct about that? 

Mr. MAHON. It was ordered destroyed by some military 
authority. 7 

Mr. MANN. Is it not a fact 

Mr. MAHON. General Meigs and General Couch ordered it 
destroyed. 

Mr. MANN. Was it not destroyed by the army in the same 
manner as thousands of millions of dollars worth of property 
in the South was destroyed, in the conflict between the two 
armies? 

Mr. MAHON. Oh, no. 

Mr. MANN. Not being property taken, but property de- 
stroyed, just as though it were in battle or by troops in retreat. 

Mr. MAHON. No; the courts draw this distinction. Take 
the battle of Gettysburg. ‘The property destroyed in that bat- 
tle was lost, and there could be no reimbursement for that. 
The courts have never held 

Mr. MANN. And never will. 

Mr. MAHON. I do not think there has ever been a dollar 
paid for property destroyed in battle; but where the military 
authorities destroy property as a military necessity, to prevent 
an army from following, and where there was no battle, but 
simply a military necessity, even the destroying of houses in 
order to obtain a better view, or something like that, the courts 
have always held in those cases that the property must be paid 
for. 7 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman claim that the courts have 
held—I do not suppose that the courts have had an opportunity 
to hold—— z 

Mr. MAHON. They have. 

Mr. MANN. But that the Government has ever held that 
where an army in retreat destroyed property to protect itself 
from an advancing enemy payment could be made for property 
so destroyed? 

Mr. MAHON. This is a different case. This army was not in 
retreat. 

Mr. MANN. But this comes within the case that the gentle- 
man mentions, of an army destroying property to protect itself. 


As nearly as I can get at it, they destroyed this property to pre- 

vent the advance of an enemy. Has it ever been held that the 

Government is liable to pay for property so destroyed? 

5 Mr. MAHON. The gentleman does not understand the situa- 
on 


Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman from Pennsylyania allow 
me right here to read the finding of the court? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. This is finding No. III: 


III. The bridge was occupied for military purposes on the 15th day of 
June, 1863, by order of Major-General Couch, of the United States Army 
commanding the military department of the Susquehanna, and under his 
orders was thereafter used and for the benefit of the public service in 
transporting military stores, supplies, and troops thereover to and from 
the several military posts under his command on 1 5 7 5 sides of the 
river, and for Such other purposes as the needs of the service required 
until the 28th day of June, 1863, when on the evening of that day the 
bridge was, by his orders, fired, and the superstructure was destroyed 
under circumstances of immediate public exigency then arising neces- 
sitating its destruction, the public danger being so imminent and impend- 
ns and the public service so extreme and imperative as not to admit of 


à Mr. MANN. But what was this? Does the court make a find- 
ing and state that there was a public necessity and imminent 


danger and not state what it was? Is that the kind of finding _ 


that the Court of Claims has made? 

Mr. MAHON. Why burn the bridge, if that condition did not 
exist? : 

Mr. MANN. I want to know what the emergency was. 

Mr. MAHON. Here was this bridge. It belonged to this 
bank. There was no battle and there was no battle imminent. 

Mr. MANN. The reason there was no battle was because the 
bridge was destroyed. 

Mr. MAHON. There was no army in retreat. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman right here allow me to read 
further from the report? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Point 2 in the petition of the claimant: 

II. That Maj. Gen. D. N. Couch, of the United States Army, on the 
15th day of June, 1863, took possession of the Columbia Bridge for 
military purposes, situated on the Susquehanna River, between the town 
of Columbia, county of Lancaster, State of Pennsylvania, and Wrights- 
ville, county of York, in said State, and used the same for such purposes 
as the needs of his department required from the 15th day of June, 


1863, until the 28th day of said month, when said property was by his 
order destroyed, to prevent the enemy from crossing the river. 


Mr. MANN. That is it—to prevent a battle. That is what I 
said to the gentleman before. There was no battle, because the 
bridge was burned. 

Mr. MAHON. The gentleman does not know what prevented 
that battle. The gentleman was not born at that time. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Mr. MANN. I can assure the gentleman that whether I was 
born at that time or not, I am born now. The gentleman is 
finding that out, I think. - 

Mr. MAHON. It says the danger was imminent. Why would 
they burn the bridge unless there was great necessity for it? 

Mr. MANN. I have no doubt there was great necessity for 
it. There was equal necessity if the Union Army had been in 
retreat and had burned the bridge to keep the enemy from 
capturing it. 

Mr. MAHON. The courts of this country have never allowed 
this Goyernment, even in a case of great necessity, to destroy 
my property for military purposes without paying me for it. 

Mr. MANN. They did it at Gettysburg. 

Mr. MAHON. That was a battle. You must allow the dis- 
tinction. 

Mr. MANN. In a battle, or as a part of a battle, or to prevent 
a battle, or to prevent capture. 

Mr. MAHON. Oh, no; I beg the gentleman’s pardon. The 
gentleman can go to his library to-night and take the writers 
on war law and he can not find one authority that does not sus- 
tain my position. Where the Government takes property and 
destroys it for military purposes or because of military neces- 
sity, the courts of this country and the courts of all countries 
have held that the Government must pay for that property if 
the man to whom it belonged was loyal. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman claim that the courts hold 
that a claimant can recover under such circumstances? s 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Then why does not the claimant in this case go 
to the courts? 

Mr. MAHON. He has been to the courts. 

Mr. MANN. And has been thrown out. 

Mr. MAHON. Where? 

Mr. MANN. Has not the claimant been to the court? Is he 
still in court or has he been thrown out? ; 

Mr. MAHON. No, sir. 
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Mr. MANN. The gentleman says that they have a right to re- 
cover in the courts. Why not appeal to the court. 

Mr. MAHON. The gentleman knows as well as I do that you 
can not sue the Government in the courts. 

Mr. MANN. I know there is a Court of Claims where every- 
body who has a claim against the Government can sue the Goy- 
ernment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But they have been there. 

Mr. MANN. And have been defeated. Are they still there? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; they have got a favorable finding. 

Mr. MAHON. This was referred to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. MANN. That is not a suit. This was sent by one House 
of Congress for a statement of facts. There is no doubt about 
the question of liability. The Court of Claims does not pass 
upon that. 

Mr. PAYNE. This was referred by a Senate resolution. 

Mr. MANN. This was referred by a Senate resolution to the 
Court of Claims to state the facts, and having stated the facts, 
it appears that there is no claim as against the Government. 

Mr. MAHON. Let the House decide the liability, and let the 
gentleman produce his authorities that the Government is not 
bound. 

Mr. MANN. That is what we are thrashing out now. I ask 
the gentleman to produce the authorities. The gentleman has 
the affirmative of the case. 

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; I yield the gentleman five minutes, 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I do not know enough of this 
particular claim to comment upon it, and I only want to utter 
one sentence here in illustration of what has been going on 
throughout all the history of the Government of the United 
States, so far as the matter of having no proper machinery to 
settle claims against the Government is concerned, and I hope 
the time will come when we can have a means of settling claims 
that do not directly grow out of existing law which may be 
settled through the Departments. 

I do not agree with the general statement going around here 
that the Government of the United States is liable to pay for 
general devastations of the property of either friend or foe in 
time of war, and there is no occasion for drawing a fine dis- 
tinction between the destruction of property or the deyastation 
of property in battle, and when the army is marching through 
the country. 

Mr. MAHON. The courts have drawn that. 

Mr. KEIFER. Oh, no; the rule is settled; the international 
rule is settled. It is settled in all the countries of the world, 
and has been long ago, that property which is incidentally de- 
stroyed by a marching army the Government is not legally lia- 
ble to pay for, even though it is the property of friends, saying 
nothing about the property of the disloyal, which is never paid 
for. What is paid for in other countries than this and what 
was laid down long ago in decisions of this country by courts 
that had jurisdiction to determine what should be paid for in 
the way of war damages by the Government, was that an army 
marching through a country would pay for supplies such as 
they could use in the commissary or quartermaster’s depart- 
ment; that is, those things that supplemented the general sup- 
ply for maintaining the army, and that such things should not 
be classed as devastation of property; but the incidental burn- 
ing of fences and the destruction of property or the destruc- 
tion of fields of growing grain, or of matured grain, and all such 
things as were incidental to marches and campaigns, such as the 
destruction of bridges, the destruction of roads, and everything 
of that kind, belonged in the general class of devastations of 
war and were not paid for to either friend or foe, loyal or 
disloyal. ‘ 

I do not know the circumstances of the case under considera- 
tion, and it is quite immaterial to my mind whether the bridge 
was burned to prevent an enemy from crossing to bring on a 
battle or whether it was burned as the judgment of some of- 
ficer, or even by private soldiers wantonly. It is not a subject 
to be paid for under the general rules of law governing in 
such cases. We fought that matter out early in the history 
of this country. I have not the decisions at hand, but I made 
reports on this question many, many years ago, concurring 
with the distinguished gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. Carlisle, 
then in this House, and with others, on this very question. We 
fought it out in Ohio. We had loyal people out in Ohio who 
had property destroyed, not only by John Morgan in his raid 
extending through the State, but we had property destroyed 
by Union troops that pursued him, and the general judgment 
was to pay for none of it. That class of claims is easily dis- 
tingulshed from another class arising on account of an army 
that is marching through a country that is friendly to it, 
where the quartermaster and commissary officers go to the mills 
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and get flour if it can be obtained there, or take grain from 
the bins of the farmer, or gather anything that is necessary to 
supply the commissary department or get forage for horses, or 
even horses for cavalry or artillery, or anything that is neces- 
sary to supply the quartermasters’ department, even to build 
up quarters for the sick or for barracks, etc. Those are neces- 
sary things that you would buy at home and pay for, and they 
are plainly distinguishable from merely destruyed property, 
and they ought to be paid for, and the rule is to pay for them 
to loyal people, but the rule does not go any further than that. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. These claims are mostly based on - 
moral rights. Let me put a case to the gentleman. Supposing 
driving along now with your army, your horses hitched to a 
cannon or some large machinery, should turn over a man's 
house or destroy it. Does the gentleman not think that a moral 
obligation would rest upon him to pay for that house? 

Mr. KEIFER. I am not dealing with the question of morals 
at all. I think that would belong to the general devastation of 
war as much as if the men came in the fields and took the.top 
rails off the fences for the purpose of cooking their provisions 
und supplies. So also I might say that if they happened to kill 
a horse that would belong to the devastation of war; but if they 
take from a private loyal person a horse to put in the artillery 
or put in a wagon that horse ought to be paid for. 

Mr. JAMES. So your position is that if they go to a milf and 
get a bushel of flour they ought to pay for it, but if they go in 
a farmer's field and burn up 200 bushels of corn they ought not 
to pay for it. 

Mr. KEIFER. That pretty nearly illustrates the rule. 

Mr. JAMES. Then it is a very bad one. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is the rule universal in this country and 
in other civilized countries of the world, and always has been 
and probably always will be. 

Mr. MAHON. The gentleman has been speaking about taking 
wood, fences, and all that sort of thing for the Government, as 
to whether the Government is responsible. The Government is 
under certain circumstances. If an officer having authority 
takes wood, a fence, or a building, and that wood or building 
were used for the soldiers to cook or warm themselves, that is 
fi supply, I do not care what it is, and the Government should 
pay for it. Now, if a soldier or half a dozen or a dozen soldiers 
go in and burn a man’s house or his grain, that is a tort on the 
part of the soldier for which the Government is not responsible 
and never has been responsible and never has paid for it. There 
is the distinction between soldiers taking things and a com- 
missioned officer taking things. I have studied this case, and 
I will give the gentleman a leading case. Now, here was a 
bridge. There was no likelihood of a battle or any fight taking 
place there, but Johnston was pressing in that direction, and 
the general commanding burned that bridge as a military neces- 
sity—it was the private property of this bank—so that Johnston 
could not cross there, but would have to retreat and return to 
Cumberland Valley, 28 miles, and go in by the way of Gettys- 
burg, up over the mountain. So he had to take another crossing. 
Now, why should these people contribute a hundred thousand 
dollars? If the soldiers had burned that bridge, it was a tort 
on their part, but it was destroyed by the commanding gen- 
eral 

Mr. KBIFER. No distinction. 

Mr. MAHON. Here is Grant's case, which is a leading case. 
I am only going to read the syllabus. 


William 8. Grant v. United States. The officer of the United States 
commanding troops in the vicinity of Tucson, Ariz., ordered his sub- 
ordinate to goatror such Government stores as he can not transport, 
together with such private property of the claimant as may be of 
value to the public enemy or to the disloyal people of Tucson. ‘The 
subordinate officer, acting under circumstances of immediate and 
pressing necessity, notified the claimant to save his papers, and in half 
an hour fires his mills and other property. 


Mr. KEIFER. What court decides that? 

Mr. MAHON. The Supreme Court—no, the Court of Claims. 
It was never taken up. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think it was never taken to the Supreme 
Court. 

Mr. MAHON. 
right. 

The taking of private property for use or for destruction, when the 
public exigency demands it, by a military officer commanding any part 
of the public forces, is an exercise of the right of eminent domain. 
Whenever the officer is justified, the Government is liable. The state 


of the facts as they appeared to the officer when he acted must govern 
the decision. - 


Mr. KEIFER. That decision was reversed twenty-five years 


ago. 
Mr. MAHON (reading) : 


There is no discrimination to be made between property taken to be 
used and property taken to be destroyed. It is no Platania that the. 
circumstances must have rendered the property valueless to the owner 


Hold on; this is the law and the court is 
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if the officer had not destroyed It. It is the imminence of danger that 
gives the State a right to destroy Lent vo but the certainty of the 
danger does not relieve the State from liability for the property which 
it takes to destroy. 


And that has been the decision of the court since the civil war, 
and every decision—— ‘ 

Mr. KEIFER. I want, Mr. Chairman, to say it is easy to 
find a decision so long ago rendered. 

Mr. MAHON. It has never been reversed. 

Mr. KEIFER. What volume are you reading from? 

Mr. MAHON. The gentleman himself individually might 
reverse it, but it takes a court to do it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is the difference between an authorized 
act of the Government and an unauthorized act of an individual. 

Mr. MAHON. That is the old law four or five hundred years 
ago, and it is the law of all nations. The Government is held 
responsible where it destroys private property through pressing 
necessity for it. But they draw this distinction, that property 
destroyed in battle and incident to a battle was not by order of 
any officer. Like at Gettysburg, it can not be paid for. But 
when an army is lying in a peaceful country and the enemy is 
approaching and the army destroys a valuable bridge, it does 
it for what purpose? To keep the enemy from crossing. Can 
anyone tell me why the Columbia Bridge people should lose that 
money? That was the méthod they used to defeat the enemy, 
the same as money would be used to buy shells and other 
munitions of war, to prevent them from coming over. It saved 
the Government probably a battle and a great loss of life. I 
believe there is no question about the legal position. 

Mr. PAYNE. In line 10, on the same page, it says: 

The Pennsylvania Company, for insurance on lines and granting 
annuities. X 

Mr. MANN. We have already bad that up. I have some- 
thing more to say about that. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the bill be read 
under the five-minute rule, and then the gentlemen may have 
opportunity to amend and strike out. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read the bill. 


Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection to it if we will be allowed 


to do that. 

The Clerk began the reading of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I believe I haye some time re- 
served. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has forty-five minutes. 

Mr. MAHON. I have the floor, but the gentleman can have 
it if he desires. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to refer to several of 
the claims which have been referred to by the very distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on War Claims. Merely at ran- 
dom, without ever having seen this bill until this morning, after 
the noon hour I asked the gentleman in reference to several 
claims in the bill, only one of which did I in any wise recognize. 
And the explanation as to each one of the claims shows that 
that particular claim has no merit whatever. The first claim 
that I asked the gentleman in regard to was the claim in favor 
of the legal representatives of Samuel Schiffer. I had received 
the report of the committee upon the bill introduced for that 
claim alone and had read it some time ago. And I had been 
impressed with the fact that there was no merit in the claim. 
I happened to notice it in this bill, there having been one Dill 
reported to the House covering the claim, but never having 
been referred to the Court of Claims; and it never having 
been passed upon by any judicial or semijudicial body, I was 
surprised to see that claim in this bill. 

Now, I have heard the criticism of the distinguished gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. Orgen] and the distinguished gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania as to the decision of the Supreme 
Court. This was an old cotton claim. There were thousands 
of those claims in the United States. There are still, as I 
understand, millions of dollars in the Treasury of the United 
States dependent upon these claims if they can be properly 
proven. Whom that money belongs to I do not know, but this 
claimant filed his claim in the Court of Claims. It was re- 
jected. He appealed to the Supreme Court of the United States. 
They rejected it, and the distinguished Committee on War 
Claims passes the decision of the Supreme Court and refers to 
that decision in this fashion: 

It is hard to understand how a transaction between the claimants 
and Schiffer, which could not legally invest the latter with title, was 
yet sufficient to divest title from the former, and it is still more difi- 
cult to understand upon what authority a transaction of this kind could 
be held to have invested the United States with title to his property— 
legal, equitable, or moral, 

The Supreme Court of the United States had decided in this 
way, and the committee says it is hard to understand. Well, I 
-suggest that the gentleman attend law school or read the deci- 
sions of the Supreme Court of the United States. I know it is 


n very common fashion on the part of the man who is defeated 
in a lawsuit to “cuss” the court, but it was news to me that 
it was the fashion of the Committee on War Claims in the 
House of Representatives to“ cuss ” the Supreme Court because 
the court had decided in favor of the United States and against 
the claimant, and yet that is the language, practically, “ cussing ” 
the court, which the committee presents to the House. It is 
the excuse which they give for overruling the Supreme Court. 
The committee says it is hard to understand why the Supreme 
Court so decided. 

It is not here for my understanding; it is not here for the 
understanding of the average Member of Congress, nor do I 
think it would be here for the Committee on War Claims’ under- 
standing if they had ever read the decision. I do not think that 
one of them has ever read the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States rejecting that claim. 

Then there was another claim that I asked the chairman-of 
the committee in regard to; and I suppose I never would have 
asked that question if the bill had been properly printed. The 
bill says: “ To the Pennsylvania Company for insurance on lines 
and granting annuities, executor of Henry Etting, deceased.” I 
had a curiosity to ascertain how it was to compensate the Penn- 
Sylvania Company for insurance on lines, It did not occur to 
me that it was “lives,” and that was the title of the company, 


because the words were not printed in capital letters, or I would 


not have inquired as to the explanation of it. 

Now, some years ago there was a dispute arose, after the 

Navy Department had been organized for nearly one hundred 
years, as to a certain abuse and how that compensation should 
be computed. There was a direction that there should be an 
adjudication of a number of claims. The report of that adjudi- 
cation was made to the Fifty-first Congress. That Congress ap- 
propriated, after full consideration of those claims, an amount 
of money to pay the claims with this provision. 
That no part of any one of the claims to which this N is 
sd aera shall be paid therefrom which accrued more than six ears 
prior to the date of the filing of the petition with the Court of Claims 
upon which the adjudication was rendered. 

That provision was put in the law, because if there had been 
no limitation of time put upon these claims, claims would have 
had to be paid from the foundation of the Government. There 
had been a ruling adopted in the Navy Department and the 
Treasury Department which they followed up from the begin- 
ning of the Navy. This ruling was reversed. Congress was 
not obligated to pay a cent for any back claims, but after full 
consideration the committee proposed to pay these claims within 
the ordinary statute of limitation, and without that provision 
there was not a single naval officer who had served in the Navy 
who would not have received this extra compensation. Now, 
Congress put in the limitation. How many of the eases there 
are I do not know. How many thousands there might be which 
would come under this rule now proposed to be wiped out, if 
anyone had claims unpaid back of the six years, if justice 
should be handed out, why, then, every naval officer from the 
foundation of the Government, by his legal representatives, 
would be entitled to the same compensation. That is the claim 
which the gentleman takes up as a basis for abusing the United 
States because it does not pay its claimants, saying that the 
United States holds back the money of these claimants. That 
is one of the claims the gentleman uses for the abuse com- 
plained of, about how the Government robbed the people. Let 
me tell the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
under the Tucker Act any man, woman, or child who has a 
legal claim against the Government of the United States which 
the Departments refuse to audit can present that claim be- 
fore the Court of Claims and before any district or circuit 
court of the United States and have it allowed and paid. The 
man who has a just legal claim against the United States has 
the best asset in the world, and therefore every naval officer 
who has one, notwithstanding the statement my friend from 
Pennsylvania has thrown out, we have made provision for the 
payment of these claims, but if we should wipe out the statute 
of limitations, we would have to pay all claims against the 
Government. Then there was one other claim I asked about, 

Mr. KEIFER. If the gentleman will allow me before he goes 
to the other claim. 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. KEIFER. With the permission of the gentleman from 
Illinois, I want to make a further statement, coupled with a 
request. The authority read by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania sustains his view of the law. I remembered this Grant 
case was the only one that seemed to have any weight at one 
time in the consideration of the class of cases under considera- 
tion. It was a decision made in 1863, not in the midst of civil 
war; it had no relation directly to the civil war, and it was 
taken up and reviewed especially by a tribunal appointed by 


Was 
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the United States, and I will put the decision in the RECORD 
if my request is granted. But this case came pretty nearly up 
to the point of holding exactly what the law on the subject 
is that has been reviewed by some great writers of our own 
and other countries. The judge states, in his opinion—and I 
read from page 50 of the report, which was one of the first 
reports made by the Court of Claims—the judge says this: 

Private property must not only be taken upon urgent necessity, but 
for public use— 

That public use, Mr. Chairman, is that kind of use that I have 
described, that can be appropriated to the maintenance of the 
Army— : 


in order to fix the liability of the Government to make compensation. 
Was the destruction of this property a taking of it for public use? 
It is almost of equal public importance that military supplies be kept 
from the use of the enemy as that they minister to the support of our 
own armies, 

Reading further: 


Writers on public law do not discriminate between property de- 
stroyed to pora it from falling into the hands of an enemy, and 
pe rty taken for the actual sustenance of our own military forces. 
n both cases it is treated as a taking for public use. 

It is the latter part of this decision that was criticised and 
overruled, and the law laid down that the common devastations 
of war, the destruction of property not taken and applied for 
public use, was to come within the general class of property 
destroyed in war, either by a friendly or unfriendly army, and 
whether property of the loyal or disloyal, was not to be paid 
for, and this I can clearly make appear if given an opportunity 
to refer to the books, 

Mr. MAHON. If that position has ever been reversed by the 
courts I should like to know it, and have the gentleman refer 
me to it. 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes; I can do so, and will do so fully. 

I request, Mr. Chairman, that I may be allowed to add some 
references to my remarks, ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KEIFER. Here follows all I deem now necessary to 
amply support my recollection as to the law relation to a govern- 
ment’s liability for damages caused in a period of war by the 
general destruction of property by the armies in the field. It 
might easily be enlarged. 

The House was kind enough to grant my request to add 
something to the oral remarks I made, as appears above, on the 
subject of war claims; and this it did because I was unable at 
the moment to give the citations of authorities in support of 
the principles I endeavored to state. I now think it unnecessary 
to add at great length anything on the subject, as the case I 
cited later of the United States v. The Pacific Railroad, from 
the one hundred and twentieth United States Supreme Court 
Reports, page 227, fully covers all the rules and principles 
upon which I based my recollection of the law, but to those 
who are curious enough to want to pursue this subject, I 
call attention to a collation of decisions in a report made to 
this House by the Committee on War Claims in the second 
session of the Forty-third Congress, Report No. 134. The 
whole subject of the right or duty of the Government to pay 
for claims of the loyal or disloyal that are mere incidents of 
battle or to the movements of armies, whether friendly or un- 
friendly, will be found between pages 274 and 297 of that re- 
port, and perhaps incidentally more will be found on the sub- 
ject in the same report. 

As some weight seemed to be given to the Grant case, found 
in the first Court of War Claims Report, page 41, I make the 
following quotation from a report made in the third session of 
the Forty-fifth Congress, No. 187, by the Committee on War 
Claims. I do this particularly to show that the Grant case 
was long ago under consideration and disregarded, as I have 
already stated. Here follows an extract from the report men- 
tioned : 


The claimant's property was destroyed by the general ravages of war, 
and for which payment is never made, under the law of nations, or 


upon any principles of public policy or duty. 
Primari the destruction was caused by the enemy. Confederate 
troops fired the buildings, but this fact would not, in the opinion of 


your committee, change the MEUN from what it would have been if 
the Union forces had, when a battle was imminent, or while it raged 
set fire to the buildings or caused their destruction. The loss would 
still have been classed with property destroyed by the misfortunes and 
casualties of war, for which no compensation is ever made to friend or 
foe, loyal or disloyal. The petitioners have pr with much earnest- 
ness upon your committee, through their counsel and otherwise, the 
theory that the seizure of houses under the circumstances stated there 
e appropriation of the same to a public use within the meaning 
of the Constitution, and its destruction while thus appropriated gave 
the owners the right to a just compensation for the same. They con- 
tend that the latter clause of the fifth amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States secures them this right. $ 


The clause relied on is as follows: 


“Nor shall 7 
proper: without due process of law, nor shal 
or public use without just compensation.” 

The crror is in assuming that a commanding officer by occupying, 
under the exigencies of a battle, by his troops, private buildings, or by 
shielding himself and his troops behind them during a conflict, within 
the meaning of the Constitution appropriates private property to a 
public use. The temporary occupancy of private property by the troops of 
the United States, even where a battle is not imminent or actually raging, 
has never been held or regarded as an appropriation of the same to a 
panne use. When private property is taken for public use merely to be 

eld temporarily no appropriation in any constitutional sense results. 
Mere Wee of private property by public officers or soldiers of the 
United States can not be construed to be an appropriation of the prop- 
ay. to a public use. 5 

t has n expressly held that where a building was burned by acci- 
dent, where it had been seized by the war power of the General Gov- 
ernment for a hospital or for otber use by the United States authori- 
ties, that there was no liability resting upon the Government to pay 
for it. (Lagow's case, 10 Court of Claims, 266; Green's case, 10 Court 
of Claims, 466; Filor’s case, 9 Wall., 45.) 

It is said there is a case where the United States were held liable for 
the appropriation of a mill burned by an officer of the United States to 

revent it from falling into the hands of the so-called “ government.” 
his case is known as the “Grant case,” and will be found reported 
in 1 Court of Claims, page 41. It is only a decision of the Court of 
Claims, and as authority it has been doubted. 

Under article 12 of the treaty of May 8, 1871, between the 
United States and Great Britain, there was provision made for 
the payment of claims of British subjects who owned property 
in the United States and in regions where the armies passed 
over it or had access to it. After this treaty there was organ- 
ized what was known as the “American-British Claims Commis- 
sion,” for the purpose of determining the character of. claims 
British subjects were entitled to have favorably considered. 
This commission was composed of distinguished American and 
English lawyers, learned in international and other law. They 
considered in the light of the law of nations the claims of the 
British subjects, and according to a report made by Hon. R. S. 
Hale to the Secretary of State, dated November 30, 1873, as to 
the claims of the British subjects before the American-British 
Claims Commission under said article 12, it appears that claims 
for property destroyed by general devastations of war were 
unanimously rejected by the commission. ‘The report (p. 49) 
says: r 

2. Claims for property alleged to have been wrongfully injured or 
destroyed by the forces of the United States. 

These claims were also numerous and involved a large variety of 
questions, They included claims for property injured or destro; by 
the bombardment of towns of the enemy, as in-the case of Charles 
Cleworth, No. 48, and in other military operations of war, such as 
the passage of armies, and the erection of fortifications, as in the case 
of Trook, administrator, No. 58, etc. 

Also for timber felled in front of forts and batteries to give elear 
range for the guns and deprive the enemy of cover, as in the case of 
Trook, administrator, No. 58, and of William B. Booth, No. 143. 

In these claims for destruction of property it may be stated gen- 
erally that, with very few exceptions, and those mostly insignificant, 
no awards were made against the United States. 

The claims for injuries by bombardment, the passage of armies, the 
cutting of timber to clear away obstructions, the erection of fortifica- 
tions, etc., in the enemy's country, were all disallowed by the unani- 
mous yoice of the commissioners. 

The same may be said of the incidental destruction of innocent 
property involved in the destruction of public stores and works of the 
enemy. 

It will be observed that this high commission recognized the 
principles I have tried to state as the law relating to war claims 
of the class under consideration. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I am glad that I yielded in 
order to allow the distinguished gentleman from Ohio to in- 
terrupt me. I am somewhat familiar with the decision which 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] read. I do 
not agree with the gentleman from Pennsylvania that it carries 
out the judgment that he expresses, in reference to the opinion. 
That case does not cover the case of the Columbia Bridge at 
all. It is an entirely different proposition, the seizing of sup- 
plies and then destroying them, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in answer to the criticism of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAHon] and other gentlemen 
whom I have heard criticise the Government of the United States 
on the floor of this House in reference to the payment of claims. 
I was referring to the fact that there is a widespread im- 
pression in Congress that a claim against the Government can 
not be paid. I notice reported from the Committee on Claims 
the other day a bill which never will be considered by this- 
House, a bill introduced by a very distinguished Member of the 
House. That claim could be audited and paid at any time, If 
it were not audited and paid it could be presented to the Court 
of Claims and adjudicated at any time by that court and paid 
as a necessary consequence. Through lack of information on 
the part of the claimant, or, possibly, on the part of the Mem- 
ber who introduced the bill, he has introduced it into the House 
as a private claim, and it has about as much show, in its 
place on the Calendar, as though it never had been introduced. 


person © * de . of life, liberty, or 


private property be taken 
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But the man who has a legal claim against the Government, 
not for a personal injury, has an opportunity to have that claim 
determined and paid. 

I ask to read a portion of the first section of the Tucker Act. 

That the Court of Claims shall have jurisdiction to hear and deter- 
mine the following matters: 

All claims founded upon the Constitution of the United States— 
and, mind you, these are not determinations under the Bowman 
Act. They are not determinations under a resolution referring 
these claims to the committee under the so-called Tucker Act.” 
These claims, when allowed by the Court of Claims, are put 
into the general deficiency bill and paid. 

-All claims founded upon the Constitution of the United States or any 
law of Congress, except for pensions, or apa any regulation of an 
Executive Department, or upon any contract, express or implied, with 
the Government of the United States, or for damages liquidated or un- 
liquidated, in cases not sounding in tort, in respect of which claim the 
party would be entitled to redress against the United States either in 
a court of law, equity, or admiralty, if the United States were suable. 

So that under the law any person who has a claim against 
the United States upon which he could bring a suit against a 
private individual, except torts, can bring a suit in the Court of 
Claims against the Government. I may say, of course, that 
there is a specific exception as to war claims. 

Now, there was another case about which I asked the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania—the Columbia Bank. And what is the 
explanation of that case? If the Columbia Bank is entitled to 
$50,600, the Government ought in all justice to pay out anywhere 
from one to ten hundred miliion dollars to the people of this 
eountry. It has been the universal custom throughout the ages 
that an army in motion did not pay for the property it destroyed. 
For the property which was consumed the army paid. For the 
property destroyed there was no pay. No military officer in 
command of troops would know where he stood if he felt all the 
time the necessity of being economical in the destruction of 
property. 

These people they may say are loyal. Very likely. They 
took the chances which other people take. If this were a fresh 
claim, if this were something which happened yesterday, sym- 
pathetic considerations might cause us to appropriate for it; but 
the men who lost the bridge, the men who lost the money, will 
never get it back. It is not the men who owned the Columbia 
National Bank who will receive the money, not the men who 
owned the property when it was taken. There is no sympa- 
thetic consideration in this case, and this claim’ ought not to be 
allowed; it ought not to be paid unless it is the settled purpose 
of Congress to appropriate money in payment of every dollar's 
worth of property which was destroyed by the Union Army be- 
longing, at least, to loyal citizens. I do not know whether Con- 
gress is yet ready to go as far as the Stark case proposes, in 
which it is claimed that we must not only appropriate for the 
loyal citizens who lost property, but also permit them to pur- 
chase by assignment claims of disloyal citizens and then allow 
the loyal citizen for the full amount. I do not know. In this 
era of good feeling it would be a delight to my heart, if it were 
possible without bankrupting the Government, to vote to many 
of the people in the South who were injured by the war, whose 
property was destroyed by the Army without any special fault 
on their part, moncy to reimburse them; but I take it that that 
question has been foreclosed and that if the proposition were 
made in the House in its broad term it would be opposed mostly 
by the Representatives from those States. 

Mr. Chairman, these illustrations at random, selected in the 
House at random, are sufficient reason, in my mind, for insisting 
upon an explanation of every item in this bill, and so far as lies 
within my power I propose to insist, under the Rules of the 
House, that there shall be an explanation of each and every 
item in this omnibus bill. I am not willing to say that because 
an omnibus claims bill can be brought into the House with cer- 
tain claims from the State of Illinois, one of which is in favor 
of a constituent of mine whom I honor and respect most 
highly—I am not willing to say that because, perchance, I would 
like to vote for his claim, that all of the rest of the Mem- 
bers of the House in similar circumstances should now vote for 
my claim if I vote for theirs. I think these claims ought to be 
considered on their merits. If the Committee on War Claims 
would say in these cases that it had considered the report of 
the Committee on Claims, very well. But how is it done? The 
Senate will refer a claim to the Committee on Claims. Take 
this naval-pay case. The Committee on Claims has never re- 
ported in fayor of the payment of the $665. There is not a line 
fin the judgment which the gentleman has had read here in favor 
of the payment of that claim. Everybody knew who knew the 
ease that that had been adjudicated upon before. There was 
mothing for the Committee on Claims to report upon. There- 
upon the Senate of the United States passed a resolution to have 


that claim referred to the Court of Claims. It comes back to 

the Senate, and there is not a line in the report indicating that 

the money should be paid. The Court of Claims does not render 

any judgment. It simply says that according to their previous 

finding there would have been six hundred and sixty-five and odd 

ure due this man if Congress had not fixed the limitation of 
me. 

Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Yes; how much time? 

Mr. MAHON. ‘Ten minutes. 

Mr. MANN. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. MAHON. Now, Mr. Chairman, the nigger is out of the 
wood pile, and we might as well face the situation. 

Mr. KEIFER rose. 

Mr. MAHON. No; I have not the time now. 

Mr. KEIFER. I want to give the gentleman an opportunity 
to reply to my suggestion about the law. 

Mr. MAHON. I am satisfied that I am right about that, and 
I do not care to hear from the gentleman, 

Mr. KEIFER. If the gentleman will allow me five minutes 
before he makes his speech. 

Mr. MAHON. I will after a while, after I get through. 

Mr. Chairman, we hear talk that every man in this country, 
if he has a legal claim, can be easily paid in Congress. Here 
are 300 people at least, and there can be no dispute about their 
claims. Every Member of this Congress knows that you can not 
pass these claims one after another on private-bill days. The 
rules of this House are very nicely fixed, which I opposed, giv- 
ing the Committee on Pensions two days in each month for the 
consideration of pension bills, and the Committee on War Claims 
one Friday, and the Committee on Claims one Friday in each 
month. My experience has been since the rule was adopted 
that generally a big appropriation bill is rushed ahead of the 
day set apart for the Committee on Claims, and so during the 
long term of the last Congress this committee had no considera- 
tion, I am not complaining. It is the rule that was made. It 
is so easy for these people to be paid! I do not want to impugn 
the motives of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. He is 
in earnest in this matter. But I have been around this House 
so long that when I see movements made with military preci- 
sion I think I have sense enough—I have judgment enough—to 
know what is going on, and I am going to be perfectly frank 
with what I baye got to say. 

Two or three little bills here to-day—the Stark bill, which 
the committee proposes to amend when they reach it by reduc- 
ing it to one-half; then one little bill from the Court of Claims, 
They have not found any fault with any other except the Colum- 
bia Bridge bill, and I will stake my reputation I am right on 
that as to the law, and if the gentlemen will come to my office 
and give me a little leisure I will give them enough law to keep 
them reading for a month. 

Mr. KEIFER. I want to save the gentleman the humiliation 
of being in conflict with the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

Mr. MAHON. Now, Mr. Chairman, this bill is not perfect. 
The Committee on War Claims—I ignore myself—is composed 
of thirteen men, mostly lawyers. All these claims have been 
given very careful consideration for the last four or five months. 


-I have given my own, I know, but like all ether appropriation 


bills, things come in that probably should not be in, and I have 
appealed to those gentlemen to wait until we reach them under 
the five-minute rule and then they could be stricken out, but 
no, they wanted to debate them now. I say the bill is not per- 
fect. If we treated the river and harbor biil, which I have 
always voted for, if the gentlemen who oppose this bill would 
be so anxious about every little item in that bill and wanted to 
know all about it in general debate, it would take us six months 
to pass it—as this bill. We would not put in an appropriation 
for Raccoon River, New Jersey, $20,000, for boats drawing 21 
or 22 inches of water, or, as was said by a gentleman in making 
a speech in regard to an appropriation, that out in his county 
a flood had changed the stream and had left his port 10 or 12 
miles away from water. If the gentlemen are in earnest in say- 
ing that these people are entitled to be paid, this is the way to 
have them paid. An omnibus bill has been recognized by Con- 

It is no more an omnibus bill than the river and harbor 
bill, no more than any other appropriation bill or public build- 
ings bill. They are all omnibus bills. Now, the claims in here 
from the Court of Claims have had the sanction from the court. 
I am very free to say I have read their decisions, most of them, 
all of them, but we are not going to criticise the court we cre- 
ated. If they make a mistake, that is their business. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois ruled the French spoliation items out on the 
point of order, which point is well taken. We put that in 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


653 


simply to guard this Congress against fraudulent claims. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, as I say, the committee worked hard on this bill. 
There is nothing personal in it. I do not know these claimants. 
I haye ahvays stood by what I believe, that when a man had 
an honest claim against the Government the Government ought 
to pay him. I reported that Schiffer claim myself. I wrote 
that report, and with all due deference to my friend from Illi- 
nois, he could not write a better one. There is a great deal of 
work on it, and I am satisfied that man should be paid, but, 
Mr. Chairman 

Mr. OTJEN. A gentleman said you criticised the Supreme 
Court. 

Mr. MAHON. I said the nonintercourse act was pleaded, 
and, of course, the court very properly refused to give judg- 
ment. That is all. These gentlemen talk about being willing 
to have all these people paid. There has been a disposition on 
the part of Congress—not of Congress, but some gentlemen on 
the floor of this Congress and on this side—to defeat this bill 
by parliamentary tactics and delay. There is no use white- 
washing, I understand that. It is the purpose to kill this bill 
to-day and keep the House from voting for it and not let it 
come up this session. If the gentleman from Illinois was chair- 
man of the Committee on War Claims and should put these bills 
on the Calendar, though a young man—I am nearly old enough 
to be his grandfather. 

Mr. MANN. Older in wisdom. 

Mr. MAHON. And attempt to pass the legitimate claims that 
come in this Congress, he would have the frosts of one hundred 
and fifty winters on his head before he got half through. The 
gentleman knows it is impossible. Now, as I said to the com- 
mittee, to the gentleman from Illinois, and the gentleman from 
New York, if there are any bills that they object to, when they 
are reached I agree to give plenty of time to amend or to strike 
out, and I am very frank to say, in regard to the Stark case, 
I was not in sympathy with appropriating the whole amount. 
I had intended when reaching that part of the bill to move to 
cut it out and pay one-half. 

But taking that bill and the other, which is the insurance 
case, which will probably open some very just criticism, there 
is no criticism which can be made justly as to the balance of 
these claims against the Court of Claims, So let us bring this 
bill up and pass it, and if the gentlemen move to strike out 
and amend I will agree to give them time in which to do it. 
If we are not to pass this bill there is no use to waste the time 
of the House, because if the gentleman is going to haye every 
item scrutinized and every item debated we could not pass it 
if we were to stay here for six months. 

Mr. KEIFER rose. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I want to keep my time. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ketrer] is entitled to some time 
himself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
has twelve minutes. 

Mr. MANN. I will reserve the balance of my time, if I may, 
until the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] yields. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I am only in this debate ac- 
cidentally. I undertook to state from memory what I believed 
was the law relating to this class of claims, perhaps not to all 
of them included in this bill, and did not rise originally to an- 
tagonize the bill or any provision of it. I undertook to state 
merely from memory the principle I understood, from having 
examined the subject more than a quarter of a century ago, ob- 
taining in all of the civilized nations of the world, and in my 
imperfect way I succeeded in stating so much of it as led gen- 
tlemen all around me to contend that I had fallen into an error. 
And the distinguished chairman of the committee found a case 
and read it that was in exact opposition to the principle that I 
stated. 

Now, I did state that the principle of that case had been over- 
ruled long ago—totally overruled in this country—by a tribunal 
that met for the purpose of considering war claims, and by vå- 
rious other courts, and I only now arise for the purpose of set- 
tling the question so far as justifying myself, and to read from 
only one case, a case of the highest authority, that of the 
United States v. Pacific Railroad, found on page 227 of 120 
United States Reports, and decided in 1886. I may state 
preliminarily that the decision rendered was the unanimous 
judgment of the Supreme Court of the United States, all the 
judges of that court concurred therein, and the opinion which 
I may read from is that of Justice Field, one of the most emi- 
nent of the justices of that court. I read the first proposition 
of the syllabi of the case, as follows: 


The United States are not 8 for the Inj 
of arate property caused by 
ci war. 


or destruction 
eir military operations ing the 


Now, so that we may get a clear statement—— 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will read that over again, 
so that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] will 
get the full import of it. 


Mr. KEIFER. I will read what will include it. Justice 
Field, in considering this case, which was a claim for large 
damages—about $136,000—took pains, for the benefit of the 
country, to review the decisions and the writers on law of this 
country and other countries. Let me read a little from his 
opinion, reading first from page 233 of the volume: 


The war, whether considered with reference to the number of troops 
In the field, the extent of military operations, and the number and 
character of the engagements, attain proportions unequaled in the 
history of the present century. More than a million of men were in 
the armies on each side. The injury and destruction of private proj 
ery caused by their operations, and by measures 55 for the! 
safety and efficiency, were almost beyond calculation. ‘or all in- 
juries and destruction which followed necessarily from these causes 
no compensation could be claimed from the Government. By the well- 
settled doctrines of public law it was not responsible for them. ‘The 
destruction cr injury of private property in battle, or in the bombard- 
ment of cities and towns, and in many other ways in the war, had to 
be borne by the sufferers alone as one of its consequences, Whatever 
would embarrass or impede the advance of the enemy, as the breaking 
up of roads or the burning of bridges, or would cri ple and defeat him, 
as destroying his means of subsistence, were lawiully ordered by the 
commanding general. Indeed, it was his imperative duty to direct 
their destruction. The necessities of the war called for and justified 
this. The safety of the State in such cases overrides all considerations 
of peiras loss. Salus populi is then, in truth, suprema lez. 

hese views are sustained in treatises of text writers, b. 

of Congress, and by the language of judicial tribunals. ( ublica v. 

Sparbawk, 1 Dall.. 857; Parham v. The Justices, 9 Geo., 341; Taylor 

= AE Chattanooga Railroad, 6 Coldwell, 646; Mayor v. Lord, 
en 


Vattel, in his Law of Nations, speaks of damages sustained by indi- 
viduals in war as of two kinds—those done by the state and those 
done by the enemy. And after mentioning those done by the state de- 
liberately and by way of precaution, as when a field, a house, or a gar 
den belonging to a private person is taken for the purpose of erecting 
on the spot a town rampart or other piece of fortification, or when his 
standing corn or his storehouses are destroyed to prevent their being of 
use to the enemy, and stating that such damages are to be made good 
to the individual, who should bear only his quota of the loss, he says: 
“But there are other damages caused by inevitable necessity, as, for 
instance, the destruction caused by the artillery in retaking a town 
from the enemy. They are mewy accidents; they are misfortunes 
which chance deals ont to the proprietors on whom they happen to fall.” 
The sovereign, indeed, ought to show an equitable regard for the suf- 
ferers if the situation of his affairs will admit of it; but no action lies 
against the state for misfortunes of this nature—for losses which she 
has occasioned, not willfully, but through necessity and by mere acci- 
dent, in the exertion of her rights. The same may be said of damages 
caused by the enemy. All the subjects are exposed to such damages, 
and woe to him on whom they fall. The members of a society 
well encounter such risk or property, since they encounter a similar 
of life itself. Were the state strictly to indemnify all those whose 
property is injured in this manner, the public finances would soon be 
exhausted, and every individual in the state would be obliged to con- 
tribute his share in due proportion, a thing utterly impracticable, 


A word more, Mr. Chairman. I read further from the same 
opinion: 


The principle that for injuries to or destruction of private prop- 
erty In necessary at © rations during the civil war the Govern- 
ment is not responsible us considered established. Compensation 
has been made in several such cases, it is true; but it has generally 
been, as stated by the President in his veto message, “a matter of 
bounty rather than of strict legal right.” f 
~ In what we have said as to the exemption of government from 
liability for private property Injured or destroyed during war by the 
operations of armies in the field, or by measures necessary for their 
safety and efficiency, we do not mean to include claims where property 


the action 


of loyal citizens is taken for the service of our armies, such as vessels, | 


steamboats, and the like, for the transport of troops and munitions of 


war, or buildings to be used as storehouses and places of deposit of 


war material, or to house soldiers or take care of the sick, or claims 
for supplies seized and appropriated. In such cases it has been the 
practice of the Government to make compensation for the property 
taken. Its obligation to do so is sup to rest upon the general 
principle of justice, that compensation should be made where private 
property is taken for public use, although the seizure and appropriation 
of private property under such circumstances by the military authori- 
ties may not be within the terms of the constitutional clause. (Mitchell 
v. Harmony, 13 How., 115, 134; United States v. Russell, 13 Wall, 


23. 

While the Government can net be charged for injuries to or destruc- 
tion of private property caused by military operations of armies in the 
field or measures taken for their safety and efficiency, the converse of 
the doctrine is equally true, that private parties can not be charged 
for works construct on their lands by the Government to further 
the operations of its armies. Military necessity will 3 the de- 
ion of property, but will not compel private parties to erect 


struct on 
their own lands works needed by the Government, or to pay, for such 
works when erected by the Government. The cost ‘of building and 


repairing roads and bridges to facilitate the movements of troops or 
the transportation of soppen and munitions of war must therefore be 
borne Dy the Government, 


The concluding sentence of this admirable opinion, in so far 
as it relates to the disposition of the claim for such damages, is: 


The court will leave the parties where the war and the military 
operations of the Government left them. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I feel like congratulating myself that I 
made a pretty good guess at what the law of this country is on 
the question of war damages. My statement a few moments ago 
was warranted by a decision of the highest judicial tribunal in 
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this country. The case of Grant was decided in October, 1863, 
and was not well considered by the then new Court of Claims, 
and it has been long ago overruled in principle and by name 


as we haye seen. But whether so or not, the principle laid down 
here by Justice Field in his opinion, which was put, with the 
concurrence of all his associates, into the first proposition of the 
syllabi of the case, disposes of that and of all other cases of 
this class, and firmly establishes the rule which should obtain 
here in disposing of this class of claims, unless you propose to 
treat them as mere bounties and deal with them as such. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I am perfectly willing that the 
gentleman should haye more time if he desires it. I will yield 
him all the time he wants, but I do not want to lose my rights. 

Mr. MAHON. I do not care to indulge in personalities or to 
talk about the movement of military forces. There was no 
conflict in hundreds of miles. I still sustain and still hold to 
my legal position. There had been marching to battle and to 
conflict, and property had been destroyed all the time, for which 
there was no compensation paid. That was all thrashed out in 
the decision before the Court of Claims, and the question was, 
Shall the Atterney-General refuse to appeal it to the Supreme 
Court of the United States? - 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is very evident that if we are going 
to examine every claim in this bill, it will take all night, and I 
move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. MANN. Before the gentleman makes that motion, will 
he not allow me to make a statement? 

Mr. MAHON. I have no objection. 

Mr. MANN. A few moments ago the gentleman from Penn- 
sylyania stated that he did not propose to impugn the motives 
of the gentleman from Illinois, referring to me, and said that 
the procedure in the House practically established that under 
ihe rules of the House the purpose was to prevent the consid- 
eration of this bill, the intimation being this was probably 
somewhat directed by the Speaker of the House. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, so far as I am concerned, I want to say 
that I never have exchanged words with the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives in reference to the omnibus claims 
bill or in reference to this matter in any way whatever. Dur- 
ing the holidays I obtained some of the claims which had been 
reported from this committee, as a sort of light reading. It 
was my misfortune, when born, to be born with an inquiring 
turn of mind. That is something that, while I may be blamed 
for it, still gentlemen will have to forgive me, because it is 
natural. [Laughter.] I endeavored to obtain the bills which 
had been reported from this committee, knowing that they were 
entitled to a day soon in the House, and, being in favor of giving 
them their day, I asked for a complete set, from the document 
room, of all the bills on the Calendar that had been reported 
from this committee and from the Committee on Claims. And 
I want to assure the gentlemen of the House, as an aside, that 
I never haye had more entertainment than in reading some of 
the reports of these two committees, which were so interesting 
that several nights, without even an indication of sleepiness, I 
continued their perusal until after 2 o’clock in the morning. 
But I failed to get the omnibus claims bill. I did not know 
there was an omnibus claims bill pending in Congress, and when 
some gentleman said to me on the floor to-day when we met, that 
we were going to consider the omnibus claims bill, I said: 
“There is no such bill on the Calendar. Was that bill re- 
ported this morning?” So that the insinuation of the gentle- 
man, that this is a prearranged plan, is wholly the product of 
his vivid imagination, which he has not confined to his state- 
ments concerning my action, but has put into some of his re- 
ports on these claims. If he had left his vivid imagination be- 
hind him in passing upon some of these claims, and had con- 
fined the report of this committee to claims which ought to be 
paid and about which there could be no question, I would not 
be found here to-day objecting. 

Now, there is another thing. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Manon] has been here fourteen years. There is 
no man in this House for whom I have more respect and more 
honor than the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I appreciate his 
trying position. I appreciate the fact that he has been the tar- 
get for more lobbyists, more people desiring to get money out of 
the Treasury, than any other man in Congress during those 
fourteen years. I do not criticise him for bringing in these re- 
ports. I understand that we are all subject to be influenced, 
not by improper motives, but by the facts that are stated to us, 
the arguments that are made before us, and very often we are 
persuaded, possibly against our will, to decide in favor of a 
thing at a particular time, which afterwards we think was 
wrong. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has been here four- 
teen years. I have not been here so long. I am just closing 
my tenth year in this House; but I have been here long enough 


to know that whenever an omnibus claims bill has passed this 
House, it usually has passed with most of the claims in it per- 
fectly proper and legitimate; but after leaving this House it 
has gone to another place and there been filled up with claims 
which no honest government ought to pay, and then under cer- 
tain peculiar circumstances, which are always allowable in leg- 
islative bodies in the closing days of Congress, the situation has 
arisen referred to the other day by the distinguished gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], where the jobs have been put 
through, where things that ought not to go in have been allowed, 
because people wanted to pay just claims and in order to pay 
just claims they were required to pay others which were unjust. 
I know that gentlemen in the House here who are waiting to 
have their little claims considered for people in their districts, 
claims that ought to be paid, are not willing to vote against 
their own claims in order to kill other claims which they never 
would favor; and when the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Manon] is willing to say to the House that when this bill 
passes the House, certain classes of claims shall be stricken out 
and that they shall not be reinserted and agreed to by him in 
conference, and that other claims which ought not to be paid 
shall not be agreed to by him in conference and then reported 
into the House of Representatives in the closing hours of the 
session, when probably there will not be forty men in the House, 
when no one dares to raise the question of no quorum because 
it would mean an extra session of Congress—when the gentle- 
man makes that agreement, I am willing to waive my rights 
under the rules of the House; but until he does, I shall insist 
upon my rights as a Representative under the rules of the 
House. : 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the 
gentleman a question. 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman has well stated 
that matters are crowded through Congress here at the last 
days of each session. We all know that that is a fact. Does 
he not think that all of the troubles which he has been alluding 
to, or a great many of them, could be avoided if all the Mem- 
bers of the House and all the members of the Senate would 
come here every day, as he does, and a few others that I could 
mention, and attend to the business of the people, instead of 
waiting until the dying hours of Congress and then rushing the 
business through? 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will par- 
don me for answering that question, I may say that I have some 
doubt whether if all the Members were as “numerous” on dif- 
ferent occasions as I am, when probably they ought to be in 
their seats—if they all came here and did the same thing that I 
am doing, I am afraid there never would be anything done. 
[Applause and laughter.] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I think it is a godsend, and I 
think it is a blessing to the country and to the Treasury of the 
United States, that the gentleman is not only in his seat as 
often as he is, but that he is on his feet as often as he is, pro- 
testing against the wrongs and pointing out the evils that creep 
into legislation here because of the chronic absence of the Mem- 
bers of this House. 

Mr. KEIFER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Mann] whether he did not include with himself the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr.-Garnes] in the statement he 
has just made. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, I am always included in ey- 
erything that is wrong by some people, and I would rather be 
thus included than otherwise, considering the sources the criti- 
cisms sometimes come from. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the gentleman 
from Illinois that I am very sorry he brought the name of the 
Speaker into this matter. The name of the Speaker was not 
in my mind at all. I saw when we started that if the gentleman 
were to exercise his rights under the rules of this House, the bill 
could never be passed at this session. Of course he has a right 
to do that, and I have no complaint to make. As to this bill 
going over to the Senate, I have had charge of some very large 
omnibus bills. We once passed a bill out of this House carrying 
eight or nine hundred thousand dollars. When it came back 
from the Senate it had $9,000,000 added, and my friend from 
New York [Mr. Payne] will bear me out in the statement that 
we stood for two months in conference and forced the Senate 
conferees to knock out about $8,000,000 of the claims that they 
had put on. Gentlemen who have served on conference commit- 
tees between the Senate and the House on omnibus bills will 
understand the situation. I know the men who are familiar 
with the passage of these conference reports and bills will do 
me the credit of saying that I always try to get for the House 
what I think will satisfy the House. I am not anxious to get 
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on the conference committee this year. 
have no reflections to make. 


It means long work. I 
I have been here long enough to 
know some things, and we had not been on this bill ten minutes 


before I knew that I would not get it through to-day. I saw 
the movements of, not the Speaker, but of lieutenants and eap- 
tains of legislation. I am not complaining. They have a right 
to do it, but when I saw the getting together and the movements 
I knew exactly the plan of battle that had been laid out and 
what I was up against, and I knew this bill could not go through 
to-day. 

Now, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES] is com- 
plaining about our not remaining here. The only complaint I 
have got to make of the gentleman from Tennessee is in refer- 
ence to an interview which I noticed in the Washington Times 
the other day, in which he said that my friend from New York 
[Mr. Payne] and himself and a few others were “ frazzled out,” 
as he used the term. A gentleman sitting alongside of me sug- 
gested that if our friend from Tennessee would go down to 
Tennessee for a month or two and get the good of mountain air 
there and get the frazzle out of him, it would be a good thing for 
everybody. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am sure, Mr. Chairman, that 
if I follow the example of the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] I would be away from here 95 per 
cent of my time. Now, if the gentleman wants to make this 
matter personal, I want to say to the country at large and to 
this House that if there is any law on the statute book for dock- 
ing absentees, whether the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Manon] or the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ketrer] or the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee or elsewhere, I am going to have that 
law enforced if I can, even though the gentleman from Penn- 
eee is going to try to keep this House from enforcing this 
aw. 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; and I did not dock myself. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, I have been reading the gen- 
tleman's speech in the House in 1894 on that question. He says 
there is no law on the books for that, and he protested against 
it because the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House undertook to dock 
him. Now, I have a record of being here and standing by the 
law, and I want the gentleman, if he can not take an example 
from me in anything else, to at least remain here in his com- 
mittee room working on these claims, so that he may bring in 
cleaner claims and better claims, and so that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann] and others will not take up all of 
the time of the House in trying. to purge the bill of its evil 
claims, which could be avoided if the gentleman would bring 
in a clean bill, one that we can pass in a few hours. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SIMS. A good deal of the time of the House has been 
used up by the gentleman from Illinois in purging the bill of the 
Stark claim. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That is all right, if it is an un- 
clean claim coming from my district let it be purged, but let the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania stay in his committee room in- 
stead of staying at home, thereby forcing the bill to be purged 
by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman think that the Stark claim is 
a bad claim? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, no; but 

Mr. MANN. I have not referred to the Stark claim to-day. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I have a question of priy- 
ilege. I would ask that the gentleman from Tennessee indicate 
more clearly to what gentleman from Ohio he refers. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I meant the gentleman’s col- 
league, Mr. Kemer, who made his usual sling at me. No man 
can run me from this House or elsewhere. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then the gentleman acquits me. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I acquit the gentleman. 

sais MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RODENBERG, chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 19003), 
the omnibus claims bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 

H. J. Res. 196. Joint resolution relating to the construction of 
a bridge at Fort Snelling, Minn. ; 

H. R. 4554. An act to remove the charge of absence without 


leave and reported desertion from the military record of J. F. 
Wisnewski ; : 

H. R. 21200. An act to authorize the county of Allegheny, in 
the State of Pennsylyania, to construct a bridge across the Alle- - 
gheny River, in Allegheny County, Pa.; 

H. R. 21408. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to regu- 
late the keeping of employment agencies in the District of Co- 
lumbia where fees are charged for procuring employment or 
situations,” approved June 19, 1906. 

H. R. 1871. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo. 
Cooper ; 

H. R. 2315. An act granting a pension to Miranda Birkhead ; 

H. R. 2715. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Martine; 

H. R. 2978. 

H. R. 3338, 
ette Franks; 

H. R. 4205. 
W. Ritchie; 

H. R. 4292. 


An act granting a pension to Amanda M. Webb; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Lafay- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda 


An act granting a pension to George W. Kelley; 
An act granting an increase of pension to James 


H. R. 4690. 
J. Slinger ; 

H. R. 4707. 
Pitman ; 

H. R. 5728. 
Harvey; 

H. R. 5846. 
Chandler ; 

H. R. 6956. 
L. Johnson ; 

H. R. 7580. 
W. Stewart; 

H. R. 7719. 
Fetterman ; 

H. R. 8273. 
Pearson ; i 

H. R. 8481. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Callaghan ; : 

H. R. 8712. An act granting an increase of pension to Josiah 
Hall; 

H. R. 9107. An act granting a pension to James W. Russell; 

H. R. 9262. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Farrar; 

H: R. 9465. An act granting a pension to Ella Q. Parrish; 

H. R. 9836. An act granting an increase of pension to Dier 
Collett ; , 
H. R. 10814. An act granting a pension to Eugene A. Myers; 

H. R. 11142. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
McQuade; 

H. R. 11483. An act granting a pension to Maria Niles; 

H. R. 12128. An act granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
A. Litzinger ; 

H. R. 12190. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
R. Dungan ; 

H. R. 12339. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
T. Murray ; ‘ 

H. R. 12482. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
B. McLean ; 

H. R. 12517. An act granting a pension to William Bays; 

H. R. 12667. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Weber; 

II. R. 13057. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
S. Salsberry ; 

H. R. 14144. An act granting a pension to Allen M. Cameron; 

H. R. 14199. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Ewing; 

H. R. 14480. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
©. Moore; 

H. R. 14537. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
B. Crawford ; 

H. R. 14680. An act granting an increase of pension to Samp- 
son Parker; 

H. R. 15619. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
W. Atkinson ; A 

H. R. 15620. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
D. Owens; ‘ 

H. R. 15713. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
McCrea ; : 

H. R. 16211. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Montgomery ; 

H. R. 16342. An act granting a pension to Matilda Foster; 

H. R. 16397. An act granting an increase of pension to Allie 
Williams; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
An act granting an inerease of pension to John H. 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
An act granting an increase of Deion to Henry 
An act granting an increase of pension to James 
An act granting an increase of pension to George 
An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 


M. Duffy; 


II. R. 16741. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


J. Girvan; 
H. R. 16747. 


C. Fletcher: 


II. R. 16856. An act granting an increase of penston to Joseph 


McBride; 


H. R. 17481. An act granting a pension to Eliza F. Wads- 


worth; 


H. R. 17651. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 


Riley ; 


H. R. 17675. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonas 


M. Sees; 


H. R. 17691. An act granting an increase of pension to George 


W. Henrie; 


H. R. 17874. An act granting an increase of pension to Rose- 
anna Hughes; 

II. R. 17918. An act granting a pension to Walter S. Harman; 

H. R. 18018. An act granting an increase of pension to David 


Evans; 


H. R. 18045. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 


Webb ; 


H. R. 18066. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander M. Fergus ; 
II. R. 18113. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 


M. Sees 


H. R. 18193. An act granting an increase of pension to Walden 


Kelly; 
In 


H. Th. 18214. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


H. R. 18343. 
Oliver; 
H. R. 18363. 
dolph Bentz; 
H. R. 18403. 
Jane Ragan; 
H. R. 18429. 
Mitchell ; 
H. R. 18493. 
H. Reeder; 
H. R. 18705. 
T. Page; 
H. R. 18860. 
J. Anderson ; 
H. R. 19080. 
erick Fienop; 
H. R. 19101. 
C. A. Scott; 
H. R. 19119. 
M. Osborn; 
H. R. 19161. 
D. Tenney ; 
H. R. 19162. 
Van Tine; 
H. R. 19174. 
A. Billings; 
H. R. 19215. 
Lingenfelder ; 
H. R. 19256. 
J. Birthright; 
H. R. 19293. 
liam Colvin; 
H. R. 19298. 
B. Crabtree ; 
H. R. 19300. 
Easley ; 
H. R. 19318. 
E. Rivers; 
H. R. 19319. 
beth Spruell ; 
H. R. 19320. 
J. Pratt; 
H. R. 19321. 
E. Turner ; 
H. R. 19322. 


L. Levy 


H. R 19824. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 


M. Long; 


H. R. 16513, An act granting an increase of pension to Bridget 


An act granting a pension to Sherman Jacobs; 
H. R. 16748. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucius 


"TL R. 18227. An act granting an increase of pension to Catha- 
rine F. Fitzgerald ; 

An act granting an increase of pension to John N. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Ru- 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
An act granting an increase of pension to David 
An act granting an increase of pension to George 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
An act granting an increase of pension to Marcus 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
An act granting an increase of pension to John 
An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
An act granting an increase of pension to Job 
An act granting an increase of pension to Phebe 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
An act granting an increase of pension to Louise 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


Isabella Rykard ; 
II. R. 19323. An act granting an increase of pension to Orlando 
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3 3 a 19325. An-act granting an increase of pension to George 
ppe 

H. R. 19326. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet R. Vandiver; 

H. R. 19357. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 
Lamar Walker; 

H. R. 19359. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Brader ; 

H. R. 19494. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias S. 
Falkenburg ; 

H: R. 19415. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Ann Reavis; 

H. R. 19416. An act granting an increase of pension to Antonio 
Macello ; 

H. R. 19463. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 
L. Patterson ; 

H. R. 19483. An act granting a pension to Lydia A. Patnaude; 

H. R. 19503. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
S. Jones ; 

H. R. 19504. An act granting an increase of pension to Marga- 
ret E. Walker ; 

II. R. 19511. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Dixson ; 

H. R. 19514. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Stimpson ; 

H. R. 19529. An act granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
Elizabeth Hutcheson ; 

s js R. 19530. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
ray; 

H. R. 19534. An act granting an increase of pension to Noah 
Ressequie ; 

H. R. 19587. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
Ann Jones ; 

H. R. 19601. An act granting an increase of pension to John E. 
Kingsbury ; 

H. R. 19611. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Kinkerly ; 

H. R. 19626. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Campbell ; 

H. R. 19743. An act granting an increase of pension to W. P. 
MeMichael ; 

H. R. 19744. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Casper Homan Hummel, alias George C. Homan; 

H. R. 19819. An act granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
hanna Kearney ; 

II. R. 19889. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Melson ; 

H. R. 19922. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Sutherland; and 

H. R. 21678. An act to provide for the extension of time within 
which homestead entrymen may establish their residence upon 
certain lands which were heretofore a part of the Crow Indian 
Reservation, within the counties of Yellowstone and Rosebud, 
in the State of Montana. 

The Speaker announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 5565. An act to close certain alleys in the District of 
Columbia ; 

S. 5246. An act to provide for the extension of Geneseo place 
and Summit place, District of Columbia ; 

S. 2098. An act authorizing the extension of Second street 
NW. from Elm street north to Bryant street, of W street from 
its present terminus west of Flagler place to Second street, and 
W street west of Second street eastwardly to Second street; 

S. 2260. An act authorizing the extension of Meridian 
place NW.; 

S. 133. An act authorizing the extension of Twenty-third 
street NW. to Kalorama road ; 

S. 68. An act for the widening of a section of Columbia road 
east of Sixteenth street; 

S. 55. An act for the widening of Bladensburg road, and for 
other purposes ; 

S. 64. An act for the extension of Seventh street and Franklin 
street NE., and for other purposes. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appro- 
priate committee, as indicated below: 

An act (S. 5869) for the relief of Larvan Gordon—to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. MARSHALL was granted leave of 

absence, on account of delayed trains. 
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Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly, under the order 
previously made (at 4 o’clock and 37 minutes p. m.), the House 
adjourned to meet again on Monday next at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Joseph C. Smith against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Laura E. Roulston, administratrix of estate of James W. 
Roulston, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William T. Hamner against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and sur- 
vey of St. Michael Canal, Alaska—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in 
response to the inquiry of the House, a statement of public 
lands withdrawn from entry since July 1, 1906—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed, with illus- 
trations, 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for an improved telephone service be- 
tween the various Departments—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. : 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for construction of a keep- 
er's dwelling at Fort Point light station, California—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, nnd ordered to be 
winted. 5 
: A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for survey of Pine Ridge and Stand- 
ing Rock Indian reservations—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for steel file cases—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting a draft 
of proposed legislation to enable his Department to survey, plat, 
and appraise certain town sites in the Indian Territory—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, a 
recommendation that a law be enacted authorizing a patent in 
fee simple to be issued to Charles C. Geboe, Quapaw allottee— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of Cold Spring Inlet, Cape May, New Jersey—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed with illustra- 
tions. 

A letter from the Commissioner of the Freedmen’s Saving and 
Trust Company, transmitting report for the year ended Decem- 
ber 1, 1906—to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, recommending legislation authorizing experimental tests 
of safety devices for preventing railroad collisions—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending 
an appropriation for electrical protection for vaults in public 
buildings—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of a letter from the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, a statement of the action of the Department in relation 
to surveys within railroad land grants—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, a 
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recommendation for legislation relating to the capitalization of 
certain Indian annuities—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General submitting a report of 
all mail entered at the Washington post-office under the penalty 
privilege, and the sum which would have been required to pay 
postage on the same—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of 
the proceedings of the American National Red Cross for the 
year 1906—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, a bill of the following title was 
reported from committee, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the Calendar therein named, as follows: 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 21942) to construct bridges across the Tug 
Fork of Big Sandy River, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5630); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 


AND 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 23376) to increase the com- 
pensation of rural carriers to $80 per month—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SMITH of California: A bill (H. R. 23377) providing 
for the sale of grazing and stone lands and milling timber, and 
for other purpeses—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BROOCKS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 23378) to provide 
for a survey of the Sabine River in Louisiana and Texas—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 23379) for clean- 
ing, clearing, and putting in navigable condition Red River 
above Fulton, Ark.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 23380) to amend 
the laws relating to the shipment and discharge of American 
heal the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
erles. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23381) for the widening of Benning road, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23382) authorizing the extension of Oak 
street NW.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 23883) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to authorize the city of St. Louis, a corporation 
organized under the laws of the State of Missouri, to construct 
a bridge across the Mississippi River,” approved June 25, 1906— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PEARRE (by request): A bill (H. R. 23384) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act 
to establish a Code of Law for the District of Columbia’ regulat- 
ing proceedings for condemnation of land for streets "—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 23385) for a survey of the 
cpt at Biloxi, Miss.—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 23386) for cleaning, clear- 
ing, and putting in navigable condition the Red River above 
Fulton, Ark.—to the Committee on Rivers atid Harbors. 

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 23387) for the improve- 
ment of the Red River from Fulton, Ark., to the mouth of said 
river, cleaning, clearing, and putting in navigable condition—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. : 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 23388) to establish a sub- 
treasury at Macon, Ga.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 23389) for cleaning, clear- 
ing, and putting in navigable condition Red River above Fulton, 
Ark.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23390) to establish a national wood-testing 
laboratory—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 23391) to 
change the time of holding the United States district courts in 
the eastern district of North Carolina and to provide for the 
appointment of a clerk of the courts at Washington, N. C.—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H, R. 23392) to establish a sub- 
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3 at Columbia, S. C.— to the Committee on Ways and 
enns. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 23393) providing that hours of 
service of certain employees engaged in operating any steam 
railroad in the District of Columbia shall be limited to not more 
than eight hours in any twenty-four consecutive hours—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 23394) to provide for an addi- 
tional district judge for the northern district of California—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. ‘ 

By Mr. VREELAND: A resolution (H. Res. 675) for the em- 
ployment of five additional folders in the folding room of the 
House—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. GREENE: A resolution (H. Res. 676) requesting in- 
formation from the Postmaster-General—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURLESON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 210) ex- 
` tending the pension act of July 27, 1892, to certain officers and 
men of the Army—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 211) authorizing the transfer of the files, books, and pam- 

3 of the Industrial Commission to the Committee on the 

brary. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 23395) granting a pension 
to Amanda Pearson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 23396) to refund cus- 
toms taxes illegally assessed and collected of John B. Keating, 
of Portland, Me.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 23397) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David Denholm—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 8 

Also, a bill (II. R. 23398) granting an increase of pension to 
Quincy Adams Stiteler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23399) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank A. Hill—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23400) granting an increase of pension to 
©. H. Kirkpatrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23401) for the relief of Louis Kahn—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23402) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry W. Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23403) for the relief of Manuel Madril, of 
New Mexico—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 23404) granting an increase of 
pension to Lewis Zaney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

` Also, a bill (H. R. 23405) granting an increase of pension to 
David Curran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23406) granting an increase of pension to 
Dennis Sullivan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ANDRUS: A bill (H. R. 23407) granting an increase of 
pension to Hurd L. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 23408) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles E. Holcomb—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23409) for the relief of the heirs at law 
of Wesley C. Welch, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 23410) to 
amend the military record of Howard A. Whitfield—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 23411) granting a pension to 
George H. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23412) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel L. Barnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 23413) granting a pension 
to the surviving members and the widows of members of the 

e Scouts—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 23414) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Riddle—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 23415) granting 
a pension to Frank West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23416) granting a pension to William Good- 
win—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23417) granting a pension to Lafayette J. 
Spangle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. y 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23418) granting a pension to William Cock- 
run—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. à 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23419) granting a pension to Wiliam J. 
Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23420) granting a pension to Benjamin F. 
Longacre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 23421) granting a pension to Thomas In- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 23422) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Richard—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 23423) granting an increase of pension to 
Eldrige Simpson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23424) granting an increase of pension to 
William Hi. Cannon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23425) granting an increase of pension to 
James Cheffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COCKS: A bill (H. R. 23426) granting an increase of 
ponies to John S. Bergen—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23427) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLE: A bill (H. R. 23428) granting a pension to 
Louie E. Read—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23429) granting an increase of pension to 
William McAdams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23430) granting an increase of pension to 
Giles J. Titus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 23431) granting a pension 
to Henry S. Corey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23432) granting a pension to James Le 
Gro—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 23433) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James T. Cantrell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 23434) granting an increase. of pension to 
James T. Gothard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 23435) granting a 
pension to Martha R. O. Oleson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23436) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonas P. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23487) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John Regan and grant him an hon- 
orable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 23488) granting an increase 
of pension to Harvey Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23489) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Goodno—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 23440) granting a pension to 
Carrie May Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 23441) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Mess—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23442) granting an increase of pension to 
James J. Lawley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. $ 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 23443) granting an increase 
of pension to Louisa R. Matthews—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23444) granting an increase of pension to 
Jennie E. Baldwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23445) granting an increase of pension to 
Phaon F. Gerhard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23446) to correct the military record of 
Aaron B. Galloway—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 23447) granting a pension to 
John H. T. Yost—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 23448) granting an increase of 
pension to William D. Galloway—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 23449) granting a pension to 
Menzo W. Johnston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23450) granting a pension to Edson Biil- 
ings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23451) granting a pension to William 
Woodhouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23452) granting a pension to Stephen L. 
Tobey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 23453) granting an increase of 
pension to Margaret T. Everly—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 23454) for the relief of Sarah 
E. Terrill—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 23455) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert Magill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23456) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Hutchinson—to the Committee on. Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23457) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan S. Martin—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 23458) granting 
an increase of pension to Edgar D. Ellis—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 23459) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary Morgan—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 23460) authorizing a survey 
of the Arroya Colorado, in Texas, from Harlingen to Point 
Isabel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GILL: A bill (H. R. 23461) for the relief of the 
Sanford & Brooks Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 28462) granting a pension to Catherine 
Myer—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23463) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas E. Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 23464) authorizing the 
President to nominate and appoint Trangett F. Keller as second 
lientenant in the United States Army—to the Committee on 
Miliary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 28465) granting a pension to Abraham W. 
Eckstein—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23466) granting a pension to Michael 
Baker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23467) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Flanagan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23468) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Becker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23469) granting an extension of letters 
patent No. 482951 to William D. Stratton and John H. Drake— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. GRONNA: A bill (H. R. 23470) for the relief of 
Henry Rustan—to the Committee on Claims. ; 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 23471) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph A. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 23472) granting an increase 
of pension to John Bolles—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23478) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry E. Sileox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

- Also, a bill (H. R. 23474) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace R. Chester—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 23475) granting an increase of 
pension to T. J. Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 23476) granting an increase of 
pension to Fredrick Ellison—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 23477) granting an increase 
of pension to Caroline Vick—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 23478) granting an increase 
of pension to Ezekiel Downey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 23479) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles L. Cureton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

By Mr. MCGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 23480) granting a pension 
to William Pouder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H, R. 23481) granting an increase of 
pension to John G. Price—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 23482) granting a pension 
to Louise H. Curtis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 23483) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James R. Wiley—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 3 8 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23484) granting an increase of pension to 
Chaney Buckingham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23485) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23486) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelius Kramer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23487) granting an increase of pension 
Mrs. John H. Ash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23488) granting an increase of pension 
Dayid Furnas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23489) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Cantril—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23490) granting an increase of pension 
John Doyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 28491) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas R. Hornaday—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23492) granting an increase of pension 
John W. Shirley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23493) granting an increase of pension 
William Kunkle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 23494) granting a pension 
Wenzel Patzelt—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 23495) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Sliger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 23496) for relief of trustees 
of Harpeth Academy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23497) for relief of the trustees of Porter 
Female Academy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 28498) for relief of heirs of Joseph W. 
Baugh, sr., deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina; A bill (H. R. 23499) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. Myers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 23500) for the relief of William A. Chis- 
holm, administrator of William S. Chaplin, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23501) for the relief of the estate of 
Stephen A. Kittles, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23502) for the relief af the estate of John 
Fripp, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23503) for the relief of the heirs of Daniel 
P. Jenkins, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23504) for the relief of the heirs of T. B. 
Fripp, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 23505) granting an increase of 
pension to Richard Welch—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23506) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Yawger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23507) granting a pension to Myron ©. 
Marshall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 23508) granting an increase 
of pension to William M. Veach—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 23509) granting a pension to 
Kate Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23510) granting a pension to Jennie C. 
Curtis—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 28511) granting a pension to Garratt 
Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23512) granting an increase of pension to 
Barbara N. Stephenson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23518) granting an increase of pension to 
Hobart Hamilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23514) granting an increase of pension to 
David Everitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 28515) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward P. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23516) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas G. Pratt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (II. R. 23517) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. MeDowell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 28518) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Dougherty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 23519) granting a pension 
to Sarah Schafhirt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 23520) 
granting an increase of pension to William Haryey—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 23521) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry Roper—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 23322) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Shacklett—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: A bill (H. R. 23523) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Theodore Groner—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 23524) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Samuel Dickins—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23525) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of Samuel Dickins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23526) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen D. Jordan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23527) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph E. Knighten—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23528) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 23529) for the relief of 
Cora Cousens—to the Committee on War Claims, | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23530) for the relief of Louisa Hender- 
man—to the Committee on War Claims. | 

Also, à bill (H. R. 23531) granting a pension to Barbara Meh- 

| 
| 


ringer—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 23532) granting an increase of 
pension to Jacob Slemp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. SMITH of IIIinois: A bill (H. R. 23533) granting an 
increase of pension to James T. Johnson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23534) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23535) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Eckols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 23536) for the relief of the 
drafted men of Henderson County, Kentucky, and other counties 
of Kentucky—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23537) granting an increase of pension to 
Kinchen L. Terry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS ef Texas: A bill (H. R. 23538) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert G. Marsee—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN: A bill (H. R. 23539) granting a pension 
to Henry Wanderly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (II. R. 23540) granting an increase 
of pension to M. S. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, t 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 23541) author- 
izing the President to nominate and appoint Birchie O. Ma- 
haffey, John A. Cleveland, and Traugett F. Keller as second 
lieutenants in the United States Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. - 

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 23542) granting an increa 
of pension to Julia B. Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23548) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac T. Grindstaff—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 23544) granting 
an increase of pension to Clayton E. Blackwell—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 23545) granting a pension 
to Columba F. Mitchell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23546) for the relief of R. R. McMullan, 
administratrix of Thomas J. McMullan, deceased-—-to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 23547) granting an increase of 
pension to John Shields—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 23548) granting a pension to 
George Peyton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23549) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaiah Carter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLERBE: A bill (H. R. 23550) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth C. Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 22286) granting a pension to Joseph Felix 
Bath— Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 16886) granting a pension to James W. Mur- 
ray—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Danville Commercial News, 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, memorial of the International Seamen's Union of Amer- 
ica, protesting against passage of the so-called “ ship-subsidy 
bill "—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Beaver Valley News, New 
Brighton, Pa., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to aecompany bill for relief of Theophilus Jones— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Pennsylvania State Camp, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, favoring restriction of immigration (bill S. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of the Ledger, Columbus, Ga., 
ngainst tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of R. M. MeCaslan, Greenville, Ga., favoring re- 
striction of immigration (bill S. 4403)—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of International Seamen’s Union of America, 
against effect of petition of so-called “ Maritime Trades’ Coun- 
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cil” relative to ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: Petition of International Sea- 
men’s Union of America, against effect of petition of the so-called 
“Marine Trades’ Council” relative to ship-subsidy bill—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Pennsylvania State Camp; Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, favoring restriction of immigration (bill S. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: Petition of Evening Citizen and Daily 
Optic, against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
James W. Walsh and James L. Barney—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of State Camp of Pennsyl- 
vania, Patriotic Order Sons of America, and National Camp, 
Patriotic Order of Americans, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion (bill S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

Also, petition of San Francisco Labor Council, against utter- 
ances of the President relative to status of citizens of said city 
with Japanese—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Arthur E. Paige for appropriation to pro- 
vide for continuous housing and care of Patent Office model 
exhibits now in Union Building—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of John Powelson and 
Joseph Newmeyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of City Library Association of Springfield, 
Mass., protesting against the amendment of the copyright law 
In regard to the free importation of books, etc., by libraries and 
other institutions of learning—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the International Seamen’s Union of America 
protesting against the passage of the ship-subsidy bill—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Wesley C. Welch—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: Petition of C. W. Grant, of Clarks- 
ville, favoring restriction of immigration (bill S. 4403)—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Petition of State Camp of 
New York, Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring restric- 
tion of immigration (bill S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Howard A. White- 
field—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERS: Petition of Day Progress, against tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Osborn W. Fish—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 22182, 
relative to judgment in James R. Boyd v. W. D. Clay et al.—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Thomas Inman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Thomas Inman—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Lead Daily Call, South Dakota, against 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William J. Sanders, 
William Cockrum, Lafayette J. Spangle, William Goodwin, and 
Frank West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of Home for the Blind, Brooklyn, 
N. Y., for free postage on books for the blind—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Eliza M. Stephenson Council, No. 62, Daugh- 
ters of Liberty, favoring restriction of immigration (bill S. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of publishers of Manufacturing 
Jeweler, of Providence, R. I., against increase of rate of postage 
on second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Rhode Island Horticultural Society, against 
free seed distribution—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Petition of Lititz Springs Council, No. 196, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration (bill S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COLE: Petition of the Courier, Findlay, Ohio, against 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. : 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Pittsburg Council, No. 34, 
Daughters of Liberty; Pennsylvania State Camp, Patriotic Or- 
der Sons of America; Battleship Maine Council, Daughters of 
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Liberty ; National Camp, and State Camp of New York, Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, favoring restriction of immigration (bill 
S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of McKeesport Evening Times and Pittsburg 
Christian Adyocate, against tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Petition of Commercial Club of 
St. Paul, for appropriation to reclaim overflowed and swamp 
lands—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Ministerial Union of Iowa City, 
for the McCumber-Tirrell bill, relative to sale of liquor on Gov- 
ernment property—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Calvin C. Shank and Samuel H. Gebhart—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of Shirt-Waist and Laundry 
Workers’ International Union, for passage of House bill 17562 
and Senate bill 5469—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Hall of Division No. 461, Order of Railway 
Conductors, Whitehall, N. Y., against legislation restricting 
hours of labor on railways—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce, Troy, N. Y., favoring 
passage of bill H. R. 9754 (the Wilson bill), for increase of sal- 
aries of clerks of first and second class post-offices—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of American Artists for Free Art, against tariff 
on art works—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Edward H. Lisk, against tariff on linotype 
machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of New York State Camp, Patriotic Order Sons 
of America, favoring restriction of immigration (bill S. 4403)— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Robert S. Waddell, against the monopoly of 
the Dupont Powder Company—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: Petition of National Camp, Patriotic 
Order of Americans, favoring restriction of immigration (bill 8. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of San Francisco Labor Council, against the 
President's utterance relative to attitude of people of San Fran- 
cisco toward the Japanese—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Pennsylvania State Camp and New York 
State Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring restric- 
tion of immigration (bill S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of stockholders and officers of Bank 
of Greenwood, Mo., for addition of an inclosed bill of lading 
amendment to the rate bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Kansas City Directory Company, against 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. ESCH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of William 
D. Galloway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of State Camp of New York, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America; National Camp, Patriotic Order of Americans, 
and Pennsylvania State Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of America, 
favoring restriction of immigration (bill S. 4403)—to the Com- 
mitttee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of International Seamen’s Union of America, 
against effect of petition of the so-called Maritime Trades Union 
relative to ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FLOOD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mar- 
garet T. Everly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
Bogenschultz, Henry Hilton, and Corinia Watkins—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 5 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James H. Murphy 
and James M. Morrows—to the Committee va Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James W. Officer, 
Samuel Watts, and James R. Atkins—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: Petition of the Demokrat and 
the Courier, Evansville, Ind., against tariff on linotype ma- 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Ohio Valley Council, No. 23, and Golden Rule 
Council, No. 5, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favor- 
ing restriction of immigration (bill S. 4403)—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Free Trader, Ottawa, IIL, 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Mary Morgan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of State Camp of New York, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, favoring restriction of immigration (bill S. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 22252) 
granting an increase of pension to William W. Tyson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Arthur E. Paige, requesting an appropriation 
to provide for the housing and care of the model exhibits of 
the Patent Office—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of A. McLean, in reference to conditions in 
the Kongo Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. ` 

Also, petition of Charles K. Harris, regarding the passage of 
a copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of Pennsylvania State Camp, National Camp, 
and New York Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of America, favor- 
ing the passage of the immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of San Francisco Labor Council, in reference to 
mhe N conditions in San Francisco to the Committee on 

abor. 

Also, petition of the International Seamen’s Union of America, 
of Boston, protesting against the passage of the ship-subsidy 
bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of New York Produce Exchange, 
against free-seed distribution—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of State Camp of New York, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, favoring restriction of immigration (bill S. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
James M. Morris and D. H. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Petition of Hardwick Council, No. 46; 
Green Mountain Council, No. 9, and Lincoln Council, No. 4, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration (bill S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of Henry Evert et al., citizens of 
California, against employment of Asiatic cooly labor on Pan- 
ama Canal and for application of Chinese exclusion law to the 
Japanese—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Unity Council, No. 39, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of San Jose, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration (bill S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Charles T. Smith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of Order of Railway Con-- 
ductors, against bill limiting hours of labor of railway employ- 
ees—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
David Conner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of New Haven Chamber of Commerce for an 
appropriation to complete Point Judith Harbor—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of Banner Council, 
Daughters of Liberty, South Norwalk, and Friendship Council, 
of Winstead, Conn., indorsing Senate bill 4403—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
E. L. Judkins, Columbus A. Bailiff, and Thomas G. Bratton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUFF: Petition of State Camp of New York, Pa- 
triotic Order Sons of America, and Loyalty Council, No. 314, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration (bill S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. ` i 

Also, petition of Business Men’s Association, Butler, Pa., for 
bil H. R. 9754 (Wilson bill)—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Butler Eagle, Butler, Pa., and The Despatch, 
Jeannette, Pa., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HULL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Anson 
W. Brandt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUNT: Petition of T. S. Beeler Lodge, No. 19, 
Brotherhood Railway Trainmen, against bill (H. R. 18671) lim- 
iting hours of labor of railway employees—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of Pennsylvania State Camp and New York 
State Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring re- 
striction of immigration (bill S. 4403)—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 
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Also, petition of American Artists for Free Art, against tariff 
on art works—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of National Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of 
America, favoring restriction of immigration (bill S. 4403)—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Inland Waterway Association, hed in Wil- 
mington, N. C., for appropriation to construct waterway from 
Norfolk, Va., to Beaufort Inlet, North Carolina—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of San Francisco Labor Council, against utter- 
ances of the President relative to status of citizens of said city 
with the Japanese—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of librarian of University of Cali- 
fornia, against part of copyright law (section 30, bill H. R. 
19853)—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of California Miners’ Association, indorsing 
House bill known as the mineral-land bill for segregation of min- 
eral lands within railway land grants—to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. ; 

Also, petition of San Francisco Labor Council, against Presi- 
dent's utterances relative to status of citizens of California with 
the Japanese—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Calkins Publishing House, San Francisco 
Chronicle, Pacific Unitarian, and the Bulletin, San Francisco, 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Fran- 
cis Weaver and Elias W. Garrett—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of Hillam Council, No. 58, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration (bill 8. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LAMB: Petition of the Times-Dispatch, Richmond, 
Va., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LEE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of William 
Buckalew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of International Seamen’s Union 
of America, against effect of petition of so-called Maritime 
Trades Council, relative to ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Mississippi River Ram Fleet and Marine 
Brigade, favoring passage of bill H. R. 7216—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of State Camp of New York, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, favoring restriction of immigration (bill S. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Edmund Coward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOUSER: Petition of Daily Mirror, Marion, Ohio, 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Star of Union 
Council, No. 77, Junior Order United American Mechanics, and 
John E. Armstrong Council, No. 24, Daughters of Liberty, favor- 
ing restriction of immigration (bill S. 4403)—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of International Seaman's Un- 
jon of America, against effect of petition of so-called Maritime 
Trades Council, relative to ship subsidy—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Pennsylvania State Camp, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, favoring restriction of immigration (bill §. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of Charles B. Matson et al., 
against passage of new copyright bill—to the Committee on Pat- 
ents. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Joseph J. Pritchett, George W. McKim, and John R. Morris— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Harpeth Academy, 
Porter Female Academy, Joseph W. Baugh, Sarah Powell, Sarah 
J. Cleves, administratrix of estate of Mary Crocket, C. S. Moss, 
administrator of W. R. Haynes, and John C. Seward, heir of 
John C. Seward, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: Paper to accompany 
bill for the relief of Claude E. Sawyer and William S. Blair— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: Petition of International 
Seamen’s Union against ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Newark Grange, No. 366, against 
free distribution of seeds—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Petition of members of St. John Catholic 


Church, of Frederick, against attitude of French Government 
toward Catholic Church—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

Also, petition of members of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Baltimore, for investigation of affairs in Kongo Free State— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of Schreibers & Sons, Philadel- 
phia, favoring the copyright bill—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of Pennsylvania State Camp and National Camp, 
Patriotic Order of Americans, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration (bill S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Hygienic Fleeced Underwear Company, for 
Lakes to Gulf deep waterway—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Paper to accompany bill 
43 relief of William Harvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Petition of International Seamen’s Union 
of America, against effect of petition of the so-called Maritime 
Trades Council relative to ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: Petition of Seamen’s Union of Amer- 
ica, against effect of petitions of so-called Maritime Trades 
Council favoring the subsidy bill—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of State Camp of New York, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, favoring restriction of immigration (bill S. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Illinois, 
against parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN: Resolution of International Seamen’s 
Union, against passage of so-called ship-subsidy bill—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Jacob W. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALLACE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Isaac T. Grindstaff—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Julia B. Reynolds— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for establishment of a national 
wood-testing laboratory—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Petition of sundry advertisers, 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of mass meeting of colored citizens of New Jer- 
sey and colored citizens of Trenton, N. J., against discharge of 
the Twenty-fifth Infantry, three companies—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry S. Scudder— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Harvey J. Simmons—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Clark 
Crecelius—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
Monpay, January 7, 1907. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Thursday last, when, on request of Mr. Kean, and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT MAIL MATTER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a statement showing the mail matter entered by the 
Treasury Department at the Washington City post-office under 
the penalty privilege during the period July 1 to December 31, 
1906; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

GIFT TO AMERICAN MINISTER TO MOROCCO. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, requesting, pursuant to law, 
that Mr. Samuel R. Gummeré, the American minister to Mo- 
rocco, be authorized to accept a sword recently presented to 
him by the Sultan of Morocco on the occasion of Mr. Gummeré's 
mission to Fez to present his letters of credence; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to 
be printed, 
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CAPITALIZATION OF INDIAN FUNDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 


from the Secretary of the Interior submitting drafts of seven. 


items for incorporation in the Indian appropriation bill for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, for the capitalization of funds 
belonging to the various tribes under treaty stipulations ; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PREVENTION OF RAILROAD COLLISIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Interstate Commerce Commission, recommending 
the enactment of certain legislation to authorize the Commission 
to conduct experimental tests of safety devices to prevent rail- 
road collisions, ete,; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PERPETUAL ANNUITIES OF INDIANS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs relative to large sums 
of money due certain tribes of Indians as perpetual annuities, 
which before the obligations of the Government are fulfilled 
with these Indians will haye to be capitalized; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

2 INCIDENTAL EXPENSES OF INDIAN SERVICE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior submitting an item for in- 
corporation in the Indian appropriation bill for the fiscal year 
1908 for general incidental expenses of the Indian Service, being 
a substitute for the fourteen separate items in the bill as it 
now stands; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES C. GEBOE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs submitting the draft 
of an item of proposed legislation for the purpose of permitting 
a patent in fee simple to be issued to Charles C. Geboe, Quapaw 
allottee, for land allotted to him in the Indian Territory; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs submitting the draft 
of proposed legislation to enable the Secretary of the Interior 
to survey, plat, and appraise towns in each of the Five Civilized 
Tribes, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LOWER BAND OF CHINOOK INDIANS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting a certified copy of the findings of facts filed by the court in 
the cause of the Lower Band of Chinook Indians of the State of 
Washington v. The United States; which, with the accompany- 
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PURCHASES OF COAL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of June 29, 1906, a statement relative to the 
quantities and character of coal purchased during the last fiscal 
year for use of the Interior Department, together with certain 
information with reference to the areas of coal land now owned 
by the United States and their localities ; which, with the accom- 
panying papers and maps, was ordered to lie on the table, and 
be printed. 

OFFICE OF ASSISTANT TREASURER AT NEW YORK. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the assistant treasurer of the United States at New York 
requesting that an increase be made in the salaries of the chiefs 
of division and other employees of that office; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

FINDINGS BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 

tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 


ting certified copies of the findings of facts filed by the court in 
the following causes: 

In the cause of The Trustees of the Forest Hill Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, of Dumfries, Va., v. The United States; 

In the cause of G. B. Wallace, administrator of Nobert N. 
Blake, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Benjamin Fenton, surviving partner of the 
firm of Fenton & Co., v. The United States; 

In the cause of Estelle Landry, administratrix of the estate of 
Joseph Landry, deceased, v. The United States ; 

In the cause of The Vestry of St. Paul’s Protestant Episcopal 
Church, of Haymarket, Prince William County, Va., v. The 
United States; 

In the cause of Irene E. Johnson, administratrix of the estate 
of Leo J. Johnson, deceased, v. The United States; and 

In the cause of The Trustees of the Walnut Grove Baptist 
Church, of Gibson County, Tenn., v. The United States. 

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNINd, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

S. 55. An act for the widening of Bladensburg road, and for 
other purposes ; 

S. 64. An act for the extension of Seventh street and Franklin 
street NE., and for other purposes ; 

S. 68. An act for the widening of a section of Columbia road 
east of Sixteenth street; 

S. 133. An act authorizing the extension of Twenty-third street 
NW. to Kalorama road; 

S. 2098. An act authorizing the extension of Second street NW. 
from Elm street north to Bryant street, of W street from its 
present terminus west of Flagler place to Second street, and W 
street west of Second street eastwardly to Second street; 

S. 2260. An act authorizing the extension of Meridian place 
NW.; 

S. 5246. An act to provide for the extension of Geneseo place 
and Summit place, District of Columbia; and 
i S. 5565. An act to close certain alleys in the District of Co- 
umbia. 

5 R. 1871. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
Der; 

H. R. 2315. An act granting a pension to Miranda Birkhead ; 

H. R. 2715. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Martine; 

H. R. 2978. An act granting a pension to Amanda M. Webb; 

H. R. 3338. An act granting an increase of pension to Lafay- 
ette Franks; 

H. R. 4205. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda 
W. Ritchie; 

H. R. 4292. An act granting a pension to George W. Kelley; 

H. R. 4554. An act to remove the charge of absence without 
leaye and reported desertion from the military record of J. F, 
Wisnewski ; 

. An act granting an increase of pension to James 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Slinger ; : : 

H. R. 4707. 
Pitman ; 

H. R. 5728. 
Harvey ; 

H. R. 5846. 
Chandler ; 

H. R. 6956. 
L. Johnson ; 

H. R. 7580. 
W. Stewart; 

H. R. 7719. 
Fetterman ; 

H. R. 8273. 
Pearson ; 

H. R. 8481. 
Callaghan ; 

H. R. 8712. 
Hall; 

H. R. 9107. 

H. R. 9262. 
J. Farrar; 

H. R. 9465. 

H. R. 9836. 
Collett; 

H. R. 10814. An act granting a pension to egies A. Myers; 


An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
An act granting an-increase of pension to James 
An act granting an increase of pension to George 
An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
An act granting an increase of 838 to Josiah 


An act granting a pension to James W. Russell; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


An act granting a pension to Ella Q. Parrish; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Dier 


II. R. 11142. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
MeQuade; 

H. R. 11483. An act granting a pension to Maria Niles; 

H. R. 12128. An act granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
A. Litzinger ; 

H. R. 12190. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
R. Dungan; 

H. R. 12339. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
T. Murray ; 

H. R. 12482. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
B. McLean ; 

H. R. 12517. An act granting a pension to William Bays; 

H. R. 12667. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Weber; 

H. R. 13057. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
S. Salsberry ; 

H. R. 14144. An act granting a pension to Allen M. Cameron; 

H. R. 14199. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Ewing; 

H. R. 14480. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
C. Moore; 

H. R. 14537. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
B. Crawford; 

H. R. 14680. An act granting an increase of pension to Samp- 
son Parker; 

H. R. 15619. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
W. Atkinson ; 
H. R. 15620. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
D. Owens: 

H. R. 15718. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam McCrea ; > 

H. R. 16211. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Montgomery ; 

H. R. 16842. An act granting a pension to Matilda Foster; 

H. R. 16897. An act granting an increase of pension to Allie 
Williams ; 

H. R. 16513, An act granting an increase of pension to Bridget 
M. Duffy ; 

H. R. 16741. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam J. Girvan; 

H. R. 16747. An act granting a pension to Sherman Jacobs; 

H. R. 16748. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucius 
C. Fletcher ; 


H. R. 16856. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph | 


McBride; 

H. R. 17481. An act granting a pension to Eliza F. Wads- 
worth ; 

H. R. 17651. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Riley; 

H. R. 17675. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonas 
M. Sees; 


II. R. 17691. An act granting an increase of pension to George | 


W. Henrie ; 

II. R. 17874. An act granting an increase of pension to Rose- 
anna Hughes; 

H. R. 17918. An act granting a pension to Walter S. Harman; 

H. R. 18018. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Evans; 

H. R. 18045. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Webb; 

H. R. 18066. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander M. Fergus; 

H. R. 18113. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
M. Sees; J 

H. R. 18193. An act granting an increase of pension to Walden 
Kelly; : 

H. R. 18214. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Ingrain ; 

H. R. 18227. An act granting an increase of pension to Cath- 
arine F. Fitzgerald ; 

H. R. 18348. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
N. Oliver; 

II. R. 18363. An act granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 

Bentz ; 

H. R. 18403. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Jane Ragan; 

H. R. 18429. An act granting an increase of pension to Dayid 
Mitchell ; 

H. R. 18493. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Reeder ; 

H. R. 18705. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
T. Page; 

H. R. 18860. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Anderson; 
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H. R. 19080. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Fienop ; 

H. R. 19101. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
C. A. Scott; 

H. R. 19119. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
M. Osborn ; 

H. R. 19161. An act granting an increase of pension to Marcus 
D. Tenney ; 

H. R. 19162. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Van Tine; 

H. R. 19174. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
A. Billings ; 

II. R. 19215. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Lingenfelder ; 

H. R. 19256. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
J. Birthright; 

H. R. 19293. An act granting an increase of pension to Wiiliam 
Colvin; 

H. R. 19298. An act granting an increase of pension to Job B. 
Crabtree ; 

H. R. 19300. An act granting an increase of pension to Phebe 
Easley ; 

H. R. 19318. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Rivers ; 

H. R. 19319. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Spruell ; 

= R. 19320. An act granting an increase of pension to Louise 
J. Pratt; 

II. R. 19321. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Turner ; 

H. R. 19322. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Isabella Rykard ; 

H. R. 19323. An act granting an increase of pension to Orlando 
L. Levy; . 

H. R. 19324. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
M. Long; 

H. R. 19325. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Oppel ; 

H. R. 19326. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet R. Vandiver; 

H. R. 19357. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 
Lamar Walker ; e 

H. R. 19359. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Brader ; 

H. R. 19404. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias S. 
Falkenburg ; 

H. R. 19415. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 


H. R. 19416. An act granting an increase of pension to Antonio 
H. R. 19463. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 


H. R. 19483. An act granting a pension to Lydia A. Patnaude; 

H. R. 19503. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
S. Jones; : 

H. R. 19504. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet E. Walker; 

H. R. 19511. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Dixson ; 

H. R. 19514. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Stimpson ; 

H. R. 19529. An act granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
Elizabeth Hutcheson ; 

H. R. 19530. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
P. Gray; 

H. R. 19534. An act granting an increase of pension to Noah 
Ressequie ; 

H. R. 19587. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
Ann Jones; 

H. R. 19601. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
E. Kingsbury ; 

II. R. 19611. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Kinkerly ; 

H. R. 19626. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Campbell ; 

II. R. 19743. An act granting an increase of pension to W. P. 
McMichael; 7 

H. R. 19744. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Casper Homan Hummel, alias George C. Homan; 

H. R. 19819. An act granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
hanna Kearney ; 

H. R. 19889. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Melson; 

H. R. 19922. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Sutherland ; 
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H. R. 21200. An act to authorize the county of Allegheny, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, to construct a bridge across the Alle- 
gheny River in Allegheny County, Pa.; 

H. R. 21408. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to regu- 
late the keeping of employment agencies in the District of Co- 
lumbia where fees are charged for procuring employment or sit- 
uations,” approved June 19, 1906; i 

H. R. 21678. An act to provide for the extension of time within 
which homestead entrymen may establish their residence upon 
certain lands which were heretofore a part of the Crow Indian 
Reservation, within the counties of Yellowstone and Rosebud, 
in the State of Montana ; and 

H. J. Res. 196. Joint resolution relating to the construction of 
& bridge at Fort Snelling, Minn. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Credit 
Men's Association of Minneapolis, Minn., remonstrating against 
the repeal of the present bankruptcy law; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of National Camp, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, and a petition of the Pennsylvania State Camp, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to restrict immigration; which were referred to 
the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the State Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Maine, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicat- 
ne liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

He also presented the petition of E. L. Sampson and 54 other 
citizens of Dover and Foxcroft, Me., praying for an investigation 
into the existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Yarmouth, 
Me., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Richmond, Me., re- 
monstrating against the enactment of legislation requiring cer- 
tain places of business in the District of Columbia to be closed 
on Sunday; which were referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Maritime Association of 
New York City, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation 
abolishing the requirement for the inspection of sail vessels 
and the licensing of mates thereof; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of 
Leadville, Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation to re- 
move the duty on works of art; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Long- 
mont, Colo., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
requiring certain places of business in the District of Columbia 
to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Denyer, Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the classification of the salaries of postal clerks; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Pomona Grange, No. 3, and a 
petition of Left Hand Grange, No. 9, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Boulder County, Colo., praying for the passage of the so-called 
“parcels-post bill” and the savings-bank bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented resolutions adopted by the Bankers’ 
Club of Chicago, Ill., favoring the principles of a bank-note issue 
as recently .enunciated by the currency commission of the 
American Bankers’ Association at Washington; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Chicago, 
Springfield, Evanston, Decatur, and Oregon, all in the State of 
Illinois, praying for an investigation of the existing conditions 
in the Kongo Free State; which were referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented memorials of the Copper River Railway 
Company, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
to aid in the construction of a railroad telegraph and telephone 
line in the district of Alaska; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

He also presented petitions of the Business Men's Association 
and the city council of Rock Island and the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Quincy, all in the State of Illinois, praying that 
an appropriation be made for the improvement of the upper 
Mississippi River; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. McCRBARY presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 


Louisville, Ky., remonstrating against an inyestigation into the 
existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Richmond, 
Ky., praying for an investigation into the existing conditions in 
the Kongo Free State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CULBERSON presented the petition of John A. Hulen, 
of Texas, praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief 
of Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of the Philippine 
volunteers ; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented the petition of David Conner, of 
Connecticut, praying for the enactment of legislation for the 
relief of Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of the Phil- 
ippine Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also presented the petition of P. and F. Corbin, of New 
Britain, Conn, praying for a continuance of the appropriation 
for the maintenance of models in the United States Patent 
Office; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Albion, Moon, La Farge, Deerfield, Vernon County, and Dane 
County, all in the State of Wisconsin, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation requiring certain places of business in 
the District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BERRY presented a memorial of sundry trainmen em- 
ployed by the Fort Smith and Western Railroad Company, of 
Fort Smith, Ark., remonstrating against the passage of House 
bill 18671, commonly known as the “ sixteen-hour bill;” which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STONE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Doug- 
las County, Mo., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation requiring certain places of business in the District of 
Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Law- 
rence, Barry, and Newton counties, in the State of Missouri, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation granting the 
right to national banks to issue legal-tender currency; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Springfield, 
Mo., praying for the ratification of certain treaties for the en- 
largement of the jurisdiction of The Hague Tribunal, and also 
for the enactment of legislation providing for an increase of the 
United States Navy; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Society of the Atheneum, 
of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
establish a bureau for women and children in the Department of 
the Interior; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of sundry newspaper publishers 
of St. Joseph, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
permit newspapers to contract with railroads for transportation . 
to be paid for in advertising at regular rates; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented memorials of C. V. McLaughlin, general 
chairman of the general protective board, Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Firemen, Union Pacific Railway, Omaha, Nebr.; H. L. 
Bronson, chief dispatcher, J. E. Johnson, first dispatcher, T. A. 
Smith, second dispatcher, and A. G. Stratton, third dispatcher, 
eastern district, Kansas division, Union Pacific Railway, at 
Kansas City, Mo.; J. L. Chandley, chief dispatcher, G. F. Payne, 
first dispatcher, G. A. Stebbins, second dispatcher, and R. 
Woodard, third dispatcher, western district, Kansas division, 
Union Pacific Railway, of Ellis, Kans.; J. E. Cave, chief con- 
ductor division 342, Order of Railway Conductors, of Kansas 
City, Mo.; W. C. Turner, general chairman Order of Railway 
Conductors, Missouri Pacific Railway system, St. Louis, Mo.: 
and H. J. Cheney, M. E. Smith, George B. Oder, J. F. Allen, J. 
E. Thomas, Walter Lord, C. E. Foster, all railway conductors, 
of Kansas City, Mo.; and L. S. Bennett, Val W. Robertson, H. M. 
Murray, W. T. Mills, I. N. Hughes, A. E. Hilburt, W. R. Stenry, 
and J. E. Hedges, all railway brakemen, of Kansas City, Mo.; 
J. G. Trimble, general attorney, Quincy, Omaha and Kansas City 
Railroad Company, and J. Fred Williams, of Sedalia, Mo., re- 
monstrating against the enactment of the so-called “ sixteen- 
hour law: ” which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Springfield, III., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
eating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Chi- 
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cago, Ill., 
one-third of the Government's shipping out of the Gulf ports, 
with New Orleans as the most practicable port; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. . 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Clearing House 


praying that the Isthmian Canal Commission operate 


Association of San Francisco, Cal, praying for the adoption of 
an amendment to the interstate-commerce law relating to bills 
of lading; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the librarian of the Univer- 
sity of California, Berkeley, Cal., remonstrating against the en- 
actment of legislation abridging existing rights of libraries to 
import books in the English language; which was referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Selma and 
Sebastopol, in the State of California, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation requiring certain places of business in 
the District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of F. W. Richardson, publisher 
of the Gazette, of Berkeley, Cal., praying for the removal of the 
existing tariff on linotype and composing machines; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. MILLARD presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Nebraska, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation re- 
quiring certain places of business in the District of Columbia 
to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of Jacob H. Culver, of Nebras- 
ka, praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief of 
Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of the Philippine Vol- 
unteers; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ANKENY presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Col- 
lege Place, Wash., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation requiring certain places of business in the District 
of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Watertown, N. Y., praying for the reclassification and 
increase of the salaries of the postal clerks of all first-class and 
second-class post-oflices; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at a mass meeting of 
citizens at Cooper Union, New York City, N. Y., relative to the 
discriminations against colored soldiers, and praying for the es- 
tablishment of an impartial tribunal to determine the asser- 
tions and proceedings made against the soldiers of the Twenty- 
fifth Infantry; which were referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. WARNER presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 6772) granting an increase of pension to Henry J. Lyda; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Browning, Mont., praying for an investigation into the 
existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PATTERSON presented a petition of Left Hand Grange, 
No. 9, Patrons of Husbandry, of Boulder County, Colo., and a 
petition of Pomona Grange, No. 3, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Boulder County, Colo., praying for the passage of the so-called 
“parcels-post bill,” and the postal savings-bank bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LATIMER presented the petition of Claude E. Sawyer, 
of South Carolina, praying for the enactment of legislation for 
the relief of Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of the 
Philippine Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief of 
Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of the Philippine Vol- 
unteers; which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LONG presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Trego 
County, Kans., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion requiring certain places of business in the District of Co- 
lumbia to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the National Bankers’ Asso- 
ciation of Kansas, remonstrating against the enactment. of any 
legislation providing for a tax on the capital or deposits of a 
bank for the purpose of guaranteeing the depositors of failed 
banks; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLATT presented memorials of sundry citizens of Erie 

County, N. Y., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion requiring certain places of business in the District of Co- 


lumbia to be closed on Sunday ; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the New York Indian Associa- 
tion and a petition of the Men's Association of the University 
Place Presbyterian Church, of New York City, N. Y., praying for 
an investigation into the existing conditions in the Kongo Free 
State; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

He also presented memorials of Local Divisions Nos. 154, 450, 
461, 171, and 56, of Binghamton, Oneonta, Whitehall, Mechanics- 
ville, and Albany, all of the Order of Railway Conductors, and 
of Loeal Divisions Nos. 58 and 172 of Oneonta, of the Brotherhood 
of Locomotive Engineers, in the State of New York, and of Local 
Diyision No. 166, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Car- 
bondale, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
“ sixteen-hour bill; “ which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Athol, 
Mass., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Greater Boston, 
Mass., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation requir- 
ing certain places of business in the District of Columbia to be 
closed on Sunday; which were referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. BURKETT presented sundry affidavits to accompany the 
bill (S. 6719) granting an increase of pension to Jane Newton; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of the Red River 
Valley Drainage Association of North Dakota, praying that an 
appropriation be made for topographic surveys of the Red River 
Valley in that State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the proprietors of the Daily 
Times, of St. Cloud, Minn., praying for the removal of the tariff 
on linotype and composing machines; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


Mr. SPOONER presented the memorial of William Carpenter ; 


and sundry other citizens of River Falls, Wis., remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation requiring certain places of 
business in the District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

Mr. HEYBURN presented sundry papers to accompany the 
bill (S. 7447) granting an increase of pension to Maria Wells; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KNOX presented petitions of the Sunday School conven- 
tion of Union County; William J. Gruhler, of Philadelphia; 
Everett Stewart, of Philadelphia; Dr. W. W. Keen, of Philadel- 
phia; C. R. A. Janvier, of Philadelphia; M. Anderson, of Alle- 
gheny; Fred A. Riehle, of Philadelphia; John C. Sayre, of Phila- 
delphia; Agens Kemp, of Swarthmore; Eva J. Smith, of War- 
ren; F. W. Hutchinson, of Philadelphia; Frank Hansell, of 
Philadelphia; Rev. Alford Kelley, of Erie; Rev. J. W. Smith, 
of Warren; Rey. F. E. Southwroth, of Meadville; Dr. George W. 
Bailey, of Philadelphia; Frank Darragh, of Philadelphia; Ruth 
E. Walter, of Philadelphia; James F. Hagen, of Philadelphia; 
Mrs. Norman C. Allen, of Warren; F. H. Scott, of Philadelphia; 
M. Brown, of Philadelphia, and William F. Owens, of Lewis- 
burg, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for an investiga- 
tion of the existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the Sheffield National Bank, of 
Sheffield; First National Bank of Greenville; Elk County 
National Bank, of Ridgway; Oil City National Bank, of Oil 
City; the Citizens’ National Bank, of Curwensyille; the First 
National Bank of Youngsville; the Warren National Bank, of 
Warren, and the First National Bank of Warren, all in the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation. per- 
mitting national banks to loan 25 per cent of their capital stock 
on real-estate security; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the Item, of Mount Carmel; 
the Sharon Eagle, of Sharon; the Lebanon Daily Times, of Leb- 
anon; the Austin Autograph, of Austin; the Enterprise, of Belle 
Vernon; Susquehanna Transcript, of Susquehanna; Susque- 
hanna Ledger, of Susquehanna, and the Knoxville Courier, of 
Knoxville, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for a modification of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission’s ruling denying newspapers 
the right to exchange advertising for railroad transportation; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Emmert Manufacturing 
Company, of Waynesboro; the Hygienic Fleeced Underwear 
Company, of Philadelphia; Supplee Hardware Company, of 
Philadelphia; John W. Bell & Co., of Mercer; Star Enameling 
and Stamping Company, of Pittsburg, and the Ames Shovel and 
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Tool Company, of Beaver Falls, all in the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying that an appropriation be made for the construction of 
a 14-foot waterway from the Lakes to the Gulf; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of McKees Rocks, Pa., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
cating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


EXTENSION OF RAILWAY TRACKS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. CARTER. I present a memorial from certain citizens of 
northeast Washington, transmitting a proposed amendment to 
the bill (S. 6147) authorizing changes in certain railway tracks 
within the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. I move 
that the memorial lie on the table and be printed as a document 
to be considered in connection with the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES AND MECHANIC ARTS. 


Mr. NELSON. Some time ago I introduced a bill (S. 6680) to 
provide for an increased annual appropriation for the colleges 
for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts, established 
and maintained under the provisions of the act of Congress ap- 
proved July 2, 1862, and the act of Congress approved August 
30, 1890, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. I have here a brief statement showing the scope 
and effect of the bill and the necessity for it, which I move be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 7105) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Baker ; 

A bill (S. 5542) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
S. Reess; and 

A bill (S. 1495) granting an increase of pension to John 
Holley. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 7056) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Carel; and 


A bill (S. 1594) granting an increase of pension to Margaret- 


B. Guthrie. , 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3681) granting a pension to Sanford H. 
Moats, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5672) granting an increase of pension to Felix G. 
Murphy ; 

A bill (S. 1797) granting an increase of pension to John E. 
Henderson; and 

A bill (S. 6947) granting an increase of pension to C. M. 
Brough. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5106) granting an increase of pension to 
John Adshead, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to wham was referred the 
bill (S. 6656) granting an increase of pension to Eli M. Skinner, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

_Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6223) granting an increase of pension to William E. 
Cumin ; 

A bill (S. 7162) granting a pension to William H. Sheckler; 
and 

A bill (S. 6510) granting an increase of pension to Sarah R. 
Williams. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 7094) granting an increase of pension to George B. 
Drake; and 

A bill (S. 5991) granting an increase of pension to George F. 


Ford. 
Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Carmack), from the Committee on 
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Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them each with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5836) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Loosley ; and 

A bill (S. 7378) granting a pension to Giles M. Caton. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Carmack), from the Committee 
on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7377) granting 
an increase of pension to Martha J. Callins, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also (for Mr. Carmack), from the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 6625) granting an increase of 
pension to Anderson Henry, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also (for Mr. BURNHAM), from the same committee, to 
whom was referred the following bills, reported them severally 
with amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6736) granting a pension to Charles H. Tracy ; 

A bill (S. 6800) granting an increase of pension to Esther 
Eldredge; 

A bill (S. 6590) granting an increase of pension to Theron 
Hammer ; 

A bill (S. 7349) granting an increase of pension to Luke M. 
Lewis; and 

A bill (S. 6372) granting an increase of pension to Marvin 
Osgood. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. BUnN HAM), from the Committee 
on Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them severally without amendment, and submitted reports 
thereon : 
soe (S. 6915) granting an increase of pension to Samuel G. 
Healy; 

A bill (S. 6916) granting an increase of pension to Nathan E. 
Stover; and 

A bill. (S. 6325) granting an increase of pension to David A. 
Edwards. 


Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. BURNHAM), from the Committee 


on Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them each with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (S. 6670) granting an increase of pension to Dana H. 
McDuffee ; 
D A bill (S. 7350) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
ge; 
A bill (S. 6733) granting a pension to Anna D. Barnes; 
A bill (S. 6835) granting an increase of pension to George 
Maybury ; ; 


A bill (S. 6187) granting an increase of pension to Fannie L.. 


Pike; 


A bill (S. 6145) granting an increase of pension to Enoch. 


Bolles; and 

A bill (S. 5912) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 
Green. 5 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 6963) granting an increase of pension to William 
B. Sayles ; 

A bill (S. 6960) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Ashton ; 

A bill (S. 4033) granting an increase of pension to William 
Kirkwood ; 

A bill (S. 6573) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Williams; ‘ 

A bill (S. 4108) granting an increase of pension to Martha M. 
Lambert ; 4 

A bill (S. 6050) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
W. Galligan ; 

A bill (S. 6823) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Holsey ; and 

A bill (S. 6828) granting an increase of pension to Walter D. 
Greene. à 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 6687) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
W. Mahaney ; 

A bill (S. 756) granting a pension to Jacob Neibels; 

A bill (S. 3295) granting an increase of pension to Anna Wil- 
liams; and 
see PA (S. 6958) granting an increase of pension to Keiziah 

alker. 

Mr. McCUMBRER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


were referred the following bills, reported them severally with . 


amendments, and submitted reports thereon : 
A bill (S. 6836) granting an increase of pension to Edward P. 
Strickland ; 
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A bill (S. 7099) granting an increase of pension to Esther 
A. Cleaveland ; 
A bill (S. 6811) granting an increase of pension to James Car- 


penter ; 

A bill (S. 2780) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
McCarter; and 

A bill (S. 6571) granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Ross. 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6722) granting an —— of pension to William 
Arnold 

A bill (S. 6710). granting an facconae of pension to Thomas P. 
Way; and 
A bill (S. 7265) granting an increase of pension to John R. 
McCoy. 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 4113) granting an increase of pension to Dell B. 


ert; 
A bill (8. 7053) granting an increase of pension to Solomon 


aper; 

A bill (S. 7294) granting an increase of pension to W. P. Pat- 
terson : 

A bill (S. 5854) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
McWilliams ; and 

A bill (S. 6708) granting an increase of pension to Columbus 

Mason. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 6459) granting an increase of 
pension to Ellen Carpenter, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 4769) granting an increase of pension to Rosa Olds Jen- 
kins, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon : 

R 5 (S. 6350) granting an increase of pension to Silas G. 
ar 

A bill (S. 6726) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Jackson ; 

A bill (8. 6351) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
West; and 
N bill (S. 6589) granting an increase of pension to Washington 

Gray. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5292) granting an increase of pension to Michael J. 
Sprinkle; and 
nee yul (S. 6587) granting an increase of pension to Marcus M. 

rrier. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 7069) granting an increase of pension to Marshall 
Johnson; 

A bill (S. 5021) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Kearney; and 

A bill (S. 6588) granting an increase of pension to Arthur 
Hathorn. 

Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 7192) granting an increase of pension to 
Noah Jarvis, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 5023) granting an increase of pension to Ruth E. 
Olney ; 

A pur & 7193) granting an increase of pension to David C. 
Benjam 

A 141 8. 6703) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Niblock; 

A bill (S. 3320) granting an increase of pension to Elias H. 
Parker; and 

A bill (S. 7246) granting an increase of pension to William H. 


Berry. 

Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (S. 4055) granting a pension to Nancy J. Mullally; and 

A bill (S. 4813) granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 
Doolittle. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 78) authorizing and empow- 
ering the President of the United States to abate and suppress 
the continued shameful and cruel practice of killing nursing 
mother fur seals on the high seas, now permitted and con- 
ducted, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them 9 without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 7157) granting an increase of pension to Austin 8. 
Dunning; 

A bill (S. 6936) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Jenkins; and 

A bill (8. 
Rosbrugh. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6985) granting an increase of pension to W. R. 
Neil; and 

A bill (S. 7384) granting an increase of pension to Omen B. 
Johnson. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 7161) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Tyler 

155 bill (S. 7060) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hager; and 

A bill (S. 6532) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Daniels. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (8. 1516) granting an increase of pension to O. O. 
Austin; 

A bill (S. 7075) granting an increase of pension to J. S. 
Lewis; and 

A bill (S. 7074) granting an increase of pension to William 
Jenkins. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 6233) granting an increase of pension 
to George E. Vanderwalker, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 7519) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of William B. Young, alias John F. 
Huntly; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Ile also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred. to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 
G. Towle; : 

A bill (S. 7521) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Stone; 

A bill (S. 7522) granting a pension to James C. Drew (with 
an accompanying paper); 

A bill (8. 7523) granting an increase of pension to John 
Cusick ; 

A bill (S. 7524) granting a pension to Mary J. Allen (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 7525) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Ham (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 7526) to authorize the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to close and abandon roadways in said Dis- 
trict outside of the city of Washington, and to transfer the 
title of the United States in said roadways to abutting owners, 
and for other purposes. 

A bill (S. 7527) governing the maintenance of stock yards, 
slaughterhouses, and packing houses in the District of Co- 
lumbia (with an accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 7528) regulating refunding of taxes in the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes (with an accompanying 
paper). 

- Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 7529) to authorize Col. 


7) granting an increase of pension to Michael 


7520) granting an increase of pension to William 
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Theodore A. Bingham, United States Army, to accept a decora- 
tion conferred upon him by the Government of the French Re- 
public; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 7530) for the relief of the 
heirs of Frederick Carlisle; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7531) granting a pension to William F. Letts; 


and 

A bill (S. 7532) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Kiichli. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 7533) granting an increase 
of pension to Orvil Dodge; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper,.referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7534) for the relief of the Kath- 
lamet Band of the Chinook Indians of the State of Oregon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 7535) for the relief of 
the estate of Raymond Pochelu, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LATIMER introduced a bill (S. 7536) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a building thereon at 
Beaufort, in the State of South Carolina; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. RAYNER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7537) for the relief of John W. Watson; 

A bill (S. 7538) for the relief of the trustees of the Sandy 
Hook School, Sandy Hook, Md. ; 

A bill (S. 7539) for the relief of the trustees of the Burkitts- 
yille School, of Burkittsville, Md. ; 

A bill (S. 7540) for the relief of the rector of St. Retake 
Roman Catholic Church, of Hancock, Md.; and 

A bill (S. 7541) for the relief of the trustees of the Frederick 
Presbyterian Church, of Frederick, Md. 

Mr. RAYNER introduced a bill (S. 7542) granting an increase 
of pension to Myers Uhifelder; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 7543) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert B. McCumber; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRAZIER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7544) for the relief of the trustees of the Harpeth 
Academy, Williamson County, Tenn. (with an accompanying 


Per); 
A bill (S. 7545) (by request) for the relief of Michael Silke; 


and 

A bill (S. 7546) for the relief of the trustees of the Porter 
Female Academy, Williamson County, Tenn. (with an accom- 
panying paper). 

Mr. FRAZIER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 7547) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Springfield, in the State 
of Tennessee; and 

A bill (S. 7548) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Winchester, in the State 
of Tennessee. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 7549) to amend sections 
1, 2, and 3 of an act entitled “An act relating to liability of 
common carriers in the District of Columbia and Territories 
and common carriers engaged in commerce between the States 
and between the States and foreign nations to their em- 
ployees,” approved June 11, 1906; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 7550) for the relief of 
Harry A. Young; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7551) granting an increase of 
pension to Daniel R. Firman; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. BULKELEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 7552) to 
establish a Bureau of Insurance in the Department of Com- 


merce and Labor, and to regulate stock companies undertaking 
insurances in the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 7553) granting an increase of pension to A. P. 
Clark (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 7554) granting an increase of pension to Amelia R. 
Randolph; and 

A bill (S. 7555) granting an increase of pension to James T. 
Piggott (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7556) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Spanton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 7557) granting an increase of pension to Joie A. 
Lathrop; and 

A bill (S. 7558) granting an increase of pension to Mary Mor- 
gan (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. DICK (by request) introduced a bill (S. 7559) for relief 
of the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Gallipolis, Ohio; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7560) granting an increase of 
pension to James V. Brough; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 7561) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles A. Woodward; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 7562) to amend section 8 
of an act entitled “An act making appropriations for the leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiseal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes,” 
approved May 28, 1896, relative to the expense allowance of 
United States attorneys and assistants while absent from their 
official residences on official business; which was read twice by - 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 7563) for the relief of the 
estate of Howell Tatum, deceased ; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7564) to limit the jurisdiction of 
the district and circuit courts of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. WHYTE introduced a bill (S. 7565) granting an increase 
of pension to Clara P. Coleman; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PILES introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7566) granting an increase of pension to John Ans- 
low; and 

A bill (S. 7567) granting a pension to William Booth. 

Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 7568) to relieve the Tanana 
Mines Railroad, under construction in Alaska, of the license tax 
of $100 per mile per annum; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. CARTER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 7569) to re- 
duce the rates of postage in certain cases on mail matter ad- 
dressed to enlisted men in the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and 
Revenue-Cutter Service; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 7570) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Hapgood; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7571) granting an increase of pension to Levi N. 
Gregory (with an accompanying paper) ;-and 

A bill (S. 7572) granting an increase of pension to Warren M. 
Fales. 

Mr. BRANDEGED introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7573) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Collins; and 

A bill (S. 7574) granting an increase of pension to Emily J. 
Larkham. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (8. 7575) to aid in the settle- 
ment and irrigation of the lands included in national reclama- 
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tion projects; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7576) for the relief of Frederick 
W. Beardslee ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. ; 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7577) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
V. Dallas; and 

A bill (S. 7578) granting a pension to Sarah E. Turner. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 7579) granting an in- 
erease of pension to John G. Richardson; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND introduced a bill (S. 7580) granting an 
honorable discharge to Wilbur I. Rowland; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Ife also introduced a bili (S. 7581) authorizing Preston Nutter 
and others to enter certain lands in the former Uintah Indian 
Reservation in Utah; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7582) granting an increase of 
pension to William Mulock; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARNER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 7583) to 
make available the waters of the James River, in the county of 
Stone and State of Missouri, south of township 25 north, in 
range 23 west, for electric power purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: F 

A bill (S. 7584) for the relief of the trustees of the Presbyte- 
rian Church of Macon, Mo.; and 

A bill (S. 7585) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Macon, Mo. 

Mr. WARNER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: a 

A bill (S. 7586) granting an increase of pension to George 
Render (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 7587) granting a pension to George Metz, sr. (with 
an accompanying paper) ; ; 

A bill (S. 7588) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Stimson (with accompanying papers) ; ` 

A bill (S. 7589) granting an increase of pension to Christine 
Lusk; and 

A bill (S. 7590) granting a pension to Kinsley D. James (with 
accompanying papers). 

Mr. McCREARY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7591) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah E. Cleveland; 

A bill (S. 7592) for the relief of the town of Nicholasville, 
Ky., and the Presbyterian Church of Nicholasville, Ky.; and 

A bill (S. 7593) for the relief of Mingo Peters (with an accom- 
panying paper). 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 7594) to correct the 
military record of John Curtis; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7595) granting a pension to Elizabeth S. Norton; 
and 

A bill (S. 7596) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
C. Carman. 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (S. 7597) for the relief of 
Charles L. Blanton; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7598) granting an increase of pension to Jesse C. 
Newell; and 

A bill (S. 7599) granting a pension to Charles W. McMullen. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 7600) granting an increase 
of pension to Sylvanus S. Boynton; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: N 


A bill (S. 7601) granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
Cooper; . 

A bill (S. 7602) granting a pension to Nancy E. Weatherman; 

A bill (S. 7603) granting an increase of pension to W. C. 
Beale; and 

A bill (S. 7604) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Morgan. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (8. 7605) granting an increase of pension to Judiah B. 
Smithson ; ; 

A bill (S. 7606) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Reeves (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 7607) granting an increase of pension to David M. 
Haskell (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 7608) granting an increase of pension to Joseph C. 
Allison ; 

A bill (S. 7609) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Strong; and 

A bill (S. 7610) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Kurz. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 7611) granting a pension to 
H. A. Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. FULTON submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $5,000 for establishing a telephone line from the Umpqua 
River life-saving station, Oregon, to a point at the mouth of the 
Siuslaw River, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment authorizing the payment to 
the Lower Band of Chinook Indians of the States of Oregon 
and Washington of $337,870.94, in full payment of lands taken 
from them by the United States, in accordance with the findings 
of the Court of Claims, etc., intended to be proposed by him to 
the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. f 


He also submitted an amendment including Alaskan Indians * 


among the pupils who may be educated at the Indian school, 
Salem, Oreg., intended to be proposed by him to the. Iudian ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment authorizing the issu- 
ance of fee-simple patents to Eddie Perryman, a full-blooded 
Creek Indian, for certain lands, etc., intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, 

He also submitted an amendment conferring upon the Court of 
Claims jurisdiction to hear, determine, and render final judgment 
in the case of the White River Utes, etc., v. The United States, 
intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment authorizing the issuance of 
fee-simple patents to Tobe Tiger and certain other Creek In- 
dians in the Indian Territory for lands heretofore allotted to 
them, intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ANKENY submitted an amendment relative to the allot- 
ment of lands in severalty out of any unallotted lands on the 
Yakima Reseryation, in the State of Washington, ete., intended 
to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which 
was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also submitted an amendment directing the Secretary of 
the Interior to pay to Alexander Mark, of King County, Wash., 
all moneys now held by the Government in trust for him, ete., 
intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; 
which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. FRAZIER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $1,083 to pay J. L. Pearcy for services as clerk to the 
conference minority of the House of Representatives from De- 
cember 16, 1903, to June 30, 1904, intended to be proposed by 
him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; 


which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 


ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KITTREDGE submitted an amendment conferring upon 
the Court of Claims jurisdiction to hear, determine, and render 
final judgment upon the claim of Esther Rousseau, ete., intended 
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to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. BURKETT submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $2,500 for completing the paving of Florida avenue from 
Eighteenth street to Connecticut avenue, intended to be proposed 
by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 


EXTENSION OF RAILWAY TRACKS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. CARTER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 6147) authorizing changes in cer- 
tain railway tracks within the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

REGULATION OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


On motion of Mr. Stone, it was 

Ordered, That 500 additional copies of S. 7219, to amend section 
1 of act entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to regulate 
commerce,’ approved February 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereof, 
and to enlarge the wers of the Interstate Commerce Commission,” 
approved June 29, 1906, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


RECLAMATION OF SWAMP AND OVERFLOWED LANDS. 
On motion of Mr. CLAPP, it was 


Ordered, That 100 additional copies of S. 7290, for the establish- 
ment of a drainage fund and the construction of works for the reclama- 
tion y swamp and overflowed lands, be printed for the use of the 
Senate. 


INVESTIGATION OF RAILROAD COLLISIONS, ETC. 


Mr. CARTER submitted the following concurrent resolution ; 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resotved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the appointment of a joint committee of the two Houses of Con- 
gress is hereby authorized. to be com of four Senators, to be ap- 
pointed by the Vice-President, and five Members of the House, to be 
sppomtea by the Speaker, which joint committee shall, as a body or 

rough subcommittees of its members, investigate and report to Con- 
gress before January 1, 1908, its findings as to the causes of collisions, 
wrecks, and accidents of all kinds, involving personal injuries or loss 
of lite, on railroads engaged in interstate commerce or operating in 
whole or in part in any Territory or the District of Columbia, and also 
to recommend to Congress, by bill or otherwise, its conclusions as to 
the best means of reducing injury and loss of life in traveling upon or 
operating such railroads. 

The joint committee shall be and is authorized to send for persons 
and papers, compel the attendance of witnesses and the production of 
documents and records, and to administer oaths throu any of its 
members, and any subcommittee thereof shall have and may exercise 
the power and authority hereby conferred on the joint committee. 

The sald joint committee or any subcommittee thereof may sit dur- 
ing the sessions or in the recess of Congress. 

he it further resolved, That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, to be paid in equal propor- 
tions out of the contingent funds of the Senate and the House of Rep- 
resentatives, on the audit and order of the chairman of said joint com- 
mittee, on account of clerk hire, witness fees, expert assistance, print- 
ing, traveling, and other necessary expenses incurred by the joint com- 
mittee or the members thereof, by, through, or on account of such inves- 
tigation and report. 

THE PANAMA RAILROAD. 

Mr. MORGAN. I send to the desk a resolution and I ask for 
its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the following official papers relating to the Panama 
Railroad, viz, a letter of B. F. Harper, auditor, dated November 24, 
1906, addressed to the 5 of the Treasury; and a letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, da December 19, 1906; and a letter from 
T. P. Shonts, dated January 5, 1907, transmitting a tabulated state- 
ment of the financial condition of said railroad, together with such 
statement, be printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and also as a Sen- 
ate document. And that the same be referred to the Committee on 
Interoceanic Canais and also, for information, to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hold in my hand the official papers to 
which the resolution refers.. They have been obtained after a 
very considerable amount of research and examination of the 
records of the Panama Railroad, the Isthmian Canal Commis- 
sion, and the Treasury Department. I ask that the resolution 
be adopted in order that the two committees referred to may 
have the benefit of this examination. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 

: Washington, November 24, 1906. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Sm: I have the honor to return herewith letter of the Hon. Jonx T. 
Mondax, United States Senate, dated November 20, 1906, in relation to 
the accounts of the Panama Railroad Company, by you referred to this 


office for repo: 
So far as 


and mon 
panne 
in no way subject to the scrutiny 


ent. 


The Panama Railroad Company renders no accounts to this office as a 
disbursing or collecting agent of the United States, and if publie funds 
have come into its hands for disbursement it is without the knowledge 
of this office. 

Various amounts have been advanced by the Isthmian Canal Commis- - 
sion to the Panama Rail Company under agreement to return the 
same. Aside from these advances, authorized by Congress, the Panama 
Railroad Company is treated in the accounts of the disbursing officers 
of the Isthmian Canal Commission submitted to this office as a con- 
tracting corporation furnishing services and materials to the United 
States. The accounts submitted for audit show the services red 
and materials furnished and the amounts paid therefor. These ac- 
counts also purport to show all materials sold to and services rendered 
for the Panama Raliroad Company by the Isthmian Canal Commission, 
and the amounts recelved for sale of such materials and for the per- 
formance of such services have been covered into the Treasury as mis- 


cellaneous receipts. 
ully, B. F. Harper, Auditor. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, December 19, 1906. 
Hon. JOHN T. MORGAN, 
United States Senate. 

Sin: Referring to your inquiries upon the subject of the accounting 
between the Panama Railroad Company and the Treasury, and as to 
the state of the accounts, and the amount of receipts and disbursements 
of the company since 1904, I have the honor to advise you as follows: 
Receipts into the United States Treasury through the Isthmian Canal 

Commission on account of the Panama Railroad. 


Fiscal year 
Fiseal year | 1907, July to 
1906. N 


inclusive. 

Sale Panama Railroad stock ...........|.....-.2..----| 1, 300. 00 |.............. 

Work done by Canal Commission $25, 694. 53 
Earnings: Telephone and telegraph 

PORVICE EAAS ON E E PAR 387. 87 

Freightrefunded by railroad company. 8.97 222 

Rentals, canal property.. 61, 160. 52 
Interest on loans made by Canal Com- 

ea eek S Pe ee As ae, es 10, 462. 48 

, 799. 65 

TTP 458, 505. 05 


As no separate account Is kept in this 
road company and the United States, the 
company are not of record in the Treasury. 

Further, the Treasury Department is not advised of the relations ex- 
isting between the Panama Railroad Company and the Isthmian Canal 
8 and therefore can furnish po additional data to that 
above given. 

A copy of the report made in the matter by the Auditor for the War 
Department on the 24th ultimo is inclosed for your information, and 
it is suggested that inquiries be made of the War Department for the 
detailed information desired. 

J. H. EDWARDS, 


Respectfully, n. Bows 
ng Secretary. 


PANAMA RAILROAD STEAMSHIP LINE, 
Washington, January 5, 1907. 

Dear Sin: Referring to my letter of the 2d instant, I beg to inclose 
to you herewith statement prepared by the general auditor, showing the 
results of rations of the Panama Railroad Company from January 
1, 1903, to October 31, 1906, by years, 

In this statement is shown not only earnings and expenses, but the 
snet earnings are carried through to profit and loss account, thereby 
showing the net results after all payments and adjustments during the 


period covered. . 
Very truly, yours, T. P. Suonrs, President. 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


rtment between the rail- 
sbursements to or of the 


Hon. JoHN T. MORGAN, 


Panama Railroad Company—Statement of earnings, ezpenscs, and in- 
come, and profit and loss account, amount expended for new con- 
struction and improvement, and amounts paid United States Gorern- 
ment January 1, 1903, to October 31, 1906. 


Gross earn- | Operating - | 
xpenses. Net earnings. 


Miscellane-| Total in- 
ous income. come. 


1, 222, 833. 73 
, 564. 55 864, 130. 63 
8,992.59 | 1,001,520. 93 


161,884.42 | 4, 014,128.77 


830, 566. 13 
96 | 1,010, 513. 52 


Charges against income, 
„ 
to 
* profit and 
loss. 


$401, 068. 30 
710, 894. 99 


899, 945. 62 | 1,533, 333. 33 


a These amounts be interest and exchange, were includ gross 
earnings in the published annual reports. 2 
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Panama Railroad Company—Statement of earnings, etc.—Continued. 


Debits and credits to profit and loss. 
Net inerease 


First mort- jordecrease in 


Year. Property | Miscella- 4 P. & L. bal 
Dividends, | adjust- | neous ad- | 888° +per : : 
cent bondsre- ance, 
ment. justment. deemed. 

. $9, 657.18 

E 605, 493. 53 

. 54, 288. 68 

. 618, 877. 70 

3 1,085, 000,00: | 258, 053: 64 | easi 560,000:00 | 1, 209, 002.73 


Amount ex- Amount paid to the United States Government. 
pended for 
new con- 
struction 
9 and im- 
provements 
not includ- 
ed in operat- 
ing ex- 


Date paid. | Dividends.) Date paid. 


Feb. 17, 1905 
Feb. 16, 1906 


E. S. Benson, General Auditor, H 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 4, 1907. 


PROPOSED CLAIMS INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. WARREN submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Claims: 


Whereas some confusion has arisen respecting the reference of 
claims to the Court of Claims by the Houses of Congress and their re- 
spective’ committees under the acts of March 3, 1883 and 1887, com- 
don | known as the “ Bowman Act“ and the “ Tucker Act,“ and as to 
whether jurisdiction should not be given to said court to render judg- 
ments in all such cases if the statute of limitations were removed; and 

Whereas there is also a difference of opinion among members of 
Congress as to whether the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission 
should be continued or abrogated and its business transferred to some 
other tribunal: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That a joint committee of three members from the Senate and five 
Members from the House be appointed by the President of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House, respectively, to inquire into the wisdom 
of a repeal or modification of the acts of March 3, 1883 and 1887, 
respectively, or the substitution therefor of some law having uniform 
application to claimants, removing the bar of the statute of limita- 
tions from claims, and fixing a definite time within which suits 
should be commenced in said court. 

Said committee is also authorized to inquire as to the wisdom of 
continuing the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission or abolishing the 
same and transferring its business to some other tribunal, with such 
appropriate legislation respecting the same as may in the judgment 
of said committee be deemed necessary. 

And said committee is hereby directed to report their conclusions, 
with such bills, if any, as they may agree upon, at the next session of 
Congress. 

INVESTIGATION OF AFFAIRS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. ‘ 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I ask unanimous 
consent that the time for the report of the committee to inves- 
tigate affairs in the Indian Territory be extended until the 16th 
of January. This request is made because of the fact that the 
Department of the Government having to do with Indian affairs 
has other matters which it wishes to present to the committee 
between this and that time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wyoming asks 
unanimous consent that the time fixed for the report of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs be extended to the 16th day of 
January. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. : 

SHOOTING AFFRAY AT ATHENS, OHIO. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted by the 
Senator from South Carolina will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish the Senate copies of all official letters, telegrams, reports, 
orders, and other documents, filed in the War Department haying re- 
lation to the shooting affray which occurred in the town of Athens, 
Ohio, on the night of Friday, August 19, 1904, and which involved 
members of the Ohio National Guard and some of the United States 
troops participating in the maneuvers of the Ohio National Guard, in 
addition to those furnished in Senate Document No. 155, second session 
Fifty-ninth Congress, page 414 et seq. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, during the recess, looking 


through Senate Document No. 155, I read what was there re- 


ported as to the shooting affray at Athens, Ohio. Understand- 
ing that it was incomplete and having some recollection of the 
matter, the affair having occurred in our State, I addressed a 
communication to the Secretary of War requesting that all addi- 
tional letters, orders, telegrams, and other documents that might 
be on file in the War Department in relation to the matter 
should be furnished to me. I received a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War a day or two later, saying that there was a lot of 
testimony that had been taken at a preliminary hearing that 
he thought I would not have any need for, though if I wanted 
it the Department would furnish it; that it would make a very 
voluminous document and cause considerable delay, but that if 
I would omit that they could furnish me everything else very 
promptly. I then wrote modifying my request, as suggested by 
the Secretary of War, under date of December 28, 1906, and the 
following reply was made: 

In response to your letter of the 26th instant, as modified by your 
letter of the 28th instant, I have the honor to transmit herewith copies 


of documents as follows: 
* . s 


* * 

(3) Copies of all correspondence, including letters, telegrams, and 
orders that have been found on file in the War Department relative to 
the affair at Athens, Ohio, August 19, 1904, except the transcript of the 
record, with evidence, in the Athens County trials. 


I call the attention of the Senator from South Carolina to the 
fact that I have from the War Department, in response to the 
request I made, all, as I understand, of the documents on file in 
that Department, except only that testimony and the record in 
those cases. I have looked through it, and I think it probably 
gives all the information on the subject that the Senator may 
desire to have. Now that it has been called for, if there is no 
objection, I will offer this matter, and the Senator can look it 
arer: I sent for it not knowing whether I would desire to use 
t or not. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was not aware that those documents were 
in the possession of any Senator; but looking through Senate 
Document No. 155 I noticed that the account of the Athens riot 
or murder or whatever it was—riot and murder both, it ap- 
peared to be—— 

Mr. FORAKER. 
as “a disturbance.” 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, anyhow, there was a militiaman shot 
and killed and another one wounded, and the provost guard was 
overpowered by the regulars and a mob of fifty or sixty, or some- 
thing like that, and I wanted the facts. I do not want to have 
so much particularity in some of these other instances and a 
seeming indifference or unwillingness to furnish us with official 
correspondence in the Athens matter. If the Senator has that 
and will have it ordered printed that will answer my purpose. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will offer the matter furnished me, and 
ask that it may be printed as a Senate document. I got it with 
the idea that I might possibly want to make some use of it in 
connection with the investigation if we see fit to make one; but 
it cam be used in the form of a Senate document just as well. I 
ask that the correspondence I send to the desk may be printed 
as a Senate document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio asks that 
the papers sent by him to the Secretary’s desk may be printed 
as a Senate document. 

Mr. TILLMAN. With thè understanding, of course, that they 
are official and come from the Secretary of War. 

Mr. FORAKER. I haye no doubt that the correspondence 
is complete. Of course it is official, for it comes from the 
Secretary of War. I have read enough from the letter of the 
Secretary of War addressed to myself to show the character 
of it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I merely want to get the evidence in such 
shape that it can not be impugned or attacked. 

Mr. FORAKER. It will not be. The Secretary of War was 
very courteous, very prompt, and very obliging about it in every 
way. He did not seem to have any disposition to withhold 
anything in connection with the matter. I have no doubt every- 
thing is there, though I do not know, as I have never examined 
the record. ‘ 

Mr. TILLMAN. I merely wanted to get at the attitude of 
the War Department in regard to the defense of these soldiers 
by the Judge-Advocate-General’s office and the appeal made to 
the Department of Justice for help; that is all. I presume 
the Senator knows whether those things are in there or not. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, Mr. President; but I will state, if the 
Senator desires me to do so, that it does appear from what I 
have sent to the desk to be printed that the War Department 
did send the Judge-Advocate-General to the town of Athens, 


It is characterized by the War Department 
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Ohio, with instructions to appear for the defense of the men 
who were indicted, and also directed the district attorney for 
the southern district of Ohio to watch the proceedings and give 
such help as he might be able to afford, all upon the theory that 
an enlisted man of the United States Army, when in trouble, 
was in a sense the ward of the Government, whom the Govern- 
ment should take care of in so far as that might be done with 
propriety when he should get into trouble in connection with 
his line of duty; but later, when the point was made that this 
affray had occurred outside of the line of duty of these men, 
the Secretary of War recognized, as the record shows, that there 
was some doubt about the propriety of the interference of the 
Government in that respect. My recollection is that the record 
shows that the Secretary of War then directed, or somebody else 
did, that the Judge-Advocate-General desist from further efforts 
and leaye the men who had been indicted to trial and to such 
defense as might be provided under the laws of Ohio. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I think the information I 
seek is certainly contained in the correspondence which the Sen- 
ator from Ohio presents. I will therefore withdraw the resolu- 
tion I offered if the Senate will order the printing of the docu- 
ment the Senator from Ohio mentioned. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to printing the 
document which has been presented by the Senator from Ohio? 
The Chair hears none, and that order is made. The Senator 
fron South Carolina withdraws the resolution submitted by 

im. 


DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further concurrent 
or other resolutions, the Chair lays before the Senate, in pur- 
suance of the unanimous-consent agreement, a resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the modified resolution submitted by Mr. 
Foraker December 20, 1906, as follows: 

Ss Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and hereby is, 

authorized to take such further testimony as may be necessary to es- 
tablish the facts connected with the discharge of. members of Companies 
B, C, and D, Twenty-fifth United States Infantry, and that it be, and 


hereby is, authorized to send for persons and papers and administer 
oaths, and report thereon, by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Calendar shows that the 
junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. Gearin] has given notice that 
on this morning he would address the Senate in regard to our 
relations with Japan. Of course I do not desire to interfere 
with that Senator by proceeding now to speak in regard to the 
amendment which I offered to the pending resolution. I shall, 
therefore, yield the floor to the Senator from Oregon that he 
may address the Senate, as he gave notice that he would. But 
I desire to say, Mr. President, that as soon as that Senator shall 
have concluded I shall, if I can secure recognition, take the 
floor in regard to the amendment which.I offered on Thursday 
last. I am extremely anxious to press the consideration of the 
resolution, and under the unanimous-consent agreement I be- 
lieve it is the understanding of the Senate that the resolution is 
to be considered until disposed of, of course not interfering with 
the unfinished business. I am very anxious, as I think all Sena- 
tors must be, to have this resolution disposed of, and, I hope, 
adopted. Therefore I repeat, Mr. President, that when the Sen- 
ator from Oregon shall have concluded I shall, if I can be 
recognized, take the floor in regard to the amendment to the 
resolution of the Senator from Ohio which I offered on Thurs- 
day last. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I was not present when the 
agreement suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lopce] was made, but I suppose he is aware, as other Senators 
are aware, that the resolution will have to go to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. What is the suggestion of the Senator from 
Rhode Island? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that after the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts shall conclude his remarks, or any other Senator who 
may desire to speak to-day, then the resolution will have to be 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, there are several Senators who 
have told me that they desire to be heard in regard to the 
amendment which I offered to the resolution of the Senator 
from Ohio. I know the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] 
and the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] both desire to 
be heard in regard to my amendment. So I do not think we 
can make any agreement to refer the resolution to-day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If any Senator desires to speak, I shall 
not, of course, press the motion, but I shall at the proper time 
move that the resolution be referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 
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Mr. LODGE. That can be done after the resolution shall 
have been adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It ean not be adopted by the Senate until 
it shall first go to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, whether this resolution should 
go to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate or not, it is now under consideration in 
the Senate. When the resolution was brought up- some days 
ago, it was understood then, or I understood, at any rate, that 
we should go ahead and debate the resolution if it was desired 
to debate it, and finally, when the debate was concluded upen 
it, it would go to the Committee on Military Affairs, but with 
the understanding that ‘there would have to be provision made 
for the expenses to be incurred by the committee before any 
proceedings should be taken. I do not care whether that is 
done before the resolution goes to the Committee on Military 
Affairs or later. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The rule of the Senate and the practice has 
been to refer resolutions which are a charge upon the contin- 
gent fund of the Senate to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. There will be no trouble about that. I do 
not care whether that is done before or after, so that at some 
time it is done. : 

Mr. President, what I rose for more particularly was to call 
attention to the fact that we have, as I understand it, a unani- 
mous-consent agreement-that at the close of the morning hour 
each and every morning, until it is disposed of, this resolution is 
to be taken up for consideration and be debated. That being the 
case, no Senator, it seems to me, ought to give notice that he 
wants to make a speech at the conclusion of any day’s business, 
because he can not do it without interfering with that consent 
agreement; and during all the years I have served in this body 
we have never violated a consent agreement after we have 
made it. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, in justice to my colleague [Mr. 
Geartn], I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Ohio 
to the fact that my colleague gave notice of his intention to 
address the Senate before this unanimous-consent agreement 
was reached. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I was about to say, and 
should have said it before this if the Senator had not inter- 
rupted me, that the circumstances connected with the giving of 
this particular notice are peculiar. The Senator from Oregon did 
give this notice before we had arrived at that agreement. But I 
want now to call the attention of Senators to the fact that we 
have this consent agreement, and that no notice can properly be 
given that will interfere with that consent agreement, and I 
shall deem it my duty to insist upon the consent agreement being 
acted upon each morning at the close of the routine morning 
business. Of course it has been said here that the giving of 
such a notice did not confer any right; but at the same time, 
whether it confers any right or not, we all respect the desires of 
u colleague in that sense and desire to comply with his wishes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Texas? . 

Mr. FORAKER. I do. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask the Senator from Ohio, if he has 
the Recorp before him, on what day the consent agreement to 
which he refers was entered into? 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand it to have been entered into 
on last Thursday upon the suggestion of the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Hate]. The language of it is simply that which 
was employed by the Senator, which was acquiesced in by the 
Senate. This was at the close of his remarks and is his last 
statement on the subject: 


Mr. HALE. Let it be understood, Mr. President, that the resolution 
comes up at the end of the routine morning business, as it did to-day, 
and is before the Senate. If that is the understanding, I shall move 
that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 


That was acquiesced in by everybody. There is no statement 
to the contrary. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Let me add another word, and then I will yield. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Ohio [Mr. For- 
AKER] has the floor. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lobo] calls my attention to what I thought was in the RECORD, 
but I have not yet been able to find, in the hurry of the moment, 
when the suggestion was made that there was no agreement. I 
did not know that anybody questioned that that agreement had 
been made. Following the various suggestions that were made, 
on page 639 of the Recorp I find this: 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine asks unanimous con- 
sent that, at the end of the routine morning business on the next leg- 
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islative day, the resolution respecting the Brownsville matter be laid 
before the Senate. Is there objection to the request? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. Hare obtained the floor. 

Mr. Carter. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield to the Sen- 
ator from Montana? 

Mr. Hate. Yes. 


I think that is all there is on that point; but clearly we have 
a unanimous-consent agreement that this resolution shall be the 
order of business to-day at the close of the routine morning busi- 


ness. 

Now, I hope that nobody will try to interpose any other bustl- 
ness to-morrow or any other day until we do dispose of this reso- 
lution, If they do, I want to give notice that I shall call the res- 
olution up. We might have a consent agreement that it is to 
come up regularly. I give notice that I will call it up and in- 
sist on its consideration at the close of the routine business 
each morning of every day until there is a yote on it. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I desire to state to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio that I. gave notice at the same time the Senator 
from Oregon gave his notice that I would address the Senate on 
Senate resolution No. 200. Although it was on the same day, 
I think it was prior to the time the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment to which the Senator refers was made. Of course I have 
no desire to interfere with the resolution of the Senator from 
Ohio. I can go on at any time, but I want to say that the 
notice which I gave was before the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment was made. 

Mr. FORAKER. Of course, then, I put the Senator from 
North Carolina in the same class with the Senator from Oregon. 
I would not have any right to complain of any Senator who 
wants to give a notice of this kind. I only want to call atten- 
tion to the fact that we already had a unanimous-consent agree- 
ment which was in conflict with the desire of the Senator who 
gave the notice, and would be in conflict if it were to continue 
from day to day, as I suppose it is, with any other notice that 
might be given; but I was hoping that no other Senator would 
give any further notice. I understand, however, the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. McCumeprr] also has given a notice, 
which appears on the Calendar, and I suppose we shall have to 
respect that; but I only want now to have it understood that I 
shall press this resolution every morning until it is finally con- 
cluded. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I simply desire to call the 
attention of the Senator from Ohio to the fact that there has 
been no unanimous-consent agreement to take up this resolution 
except for the day. If it can be considered to be a unanimous 
agreement, it is for to-day only. Before the resolution was taken 


up last Thursday notice was given that I should call up the, 


pension bill. I yielded with the understanding that the Sena- 
tor from Texas [Mr. Cutnerson] would go on with the discus- 
sion of this resolution, and that I could substitute another day. 
That other day was substituted. I called up the pension bill 
prior to the time at which it was agreed to take up this resolu- 
tion for to-day. So, as the record now stands, neither of these 
notices are in the slightest degree inconsistent with the unani- 
mous-consent agreement made at the request of the Senator 
from Ohio. 2 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I do not wish to interfere 
with any of the notices which have been given, because, under 
the circumstances, Senators having given them, I think they 
ought to be respected according to the practice of the Senate; 
but I ask unanimous consent that it may be the order of the 
Senate that at the close of the routine morning business each 
and every morning, except the mornings for which these notices 
are given, the pending resolution may be taken up for con- 
sideration, : Š 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, before unanimous consent is 
given in that regard, I should like to inquire as to the status 
this resolution will have under this unanimous-consent agree- 
ment. I understand it to be the request that the agreement 
shall continue until the resolution is finally disposed of. What 
is the point of disposition to which the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment shall apply? 

Mr. LODGE. The passage of the resolution. , 

Mr. HEYBURN. As I understand it, it is the suggestion of 
the Senator that it is the passage of the resolution. I under- 
stand that it is not contemplated that the resolution shall be dis- 
cussed and voted upon before going to a committee. The ques- 
tion, as I understand it, is not shall this resolution be referred 
to a committee—that is not the question being considered. So 
the unanimous consent might result in tying up here, by the 
consideration of this resolution day after day to the exclusion 
of everything else, other matters which Senators may deem of 
equal or of more importance. I shall therefore feel inclined to 
oppose any unanimous-consent agreement that will place this 
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resolution—which, in my judgment, is of minor importance—in 
such a position of advantage that all other legislation must stand 
still until it has been discussed, so far as Senators may desire 
to discuss it. There are other measures on the table which 
were considered of sufficient importance to be placed there in 
order that they might be brought up for discussion at an early 
day in the Senate, with a view of acting on them after such dis- 
cussion. I shall object to unanimous consent being given that 
this resolution and the amendment to the resolution shall be 
taken up each morning at the end of the routine morning busi- 
ness to the exclusion of other matters which are entitled to be 
called up. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, before we pass from this 
resolution, and asking pardon of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Geartn], I desire to offer an amendment to it. I propose to 
add after the last word of the resolution the following: 

The committee, or any subcommittee thereof, is further authorized, if 


deemed necessary, to visit Brownsville, Tex., inspect the locality of the 
recent disturbance, and examine witnesses re. 

Mr. FORAKER. In so far as I have power to do so, I accept 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Texas. 

Now, in view of some considerations that have been suggested 
to me since the request a moment ago for unaninious consent, I 
withdraw the request and shall present it later if cireumstances 
warrant. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. Curperson] will lie on the table and 
be printed. ¢ 

TREATY WITH JAPAN. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
GEARIN] on December 12, 1906, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Whereas a controversy has arisen as to the rights of Japanese resi- 
dents in the United States under the existing treaty, with Japan and it 
is desirable that all cause of misunderstanding as to the scope and 
meaning of the terms used in that treaty should be removed to the end 
3 present friendly relations between the two Governments should 
continue; and ‘ 

Whereas the Senate considers that the further unrestricted immigra- 
ba Sag cia laborers into this country is not desirable: There- 
‘ore 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that It is advisable that 
negotiations should be entered into with the Japanese Government by 
the pro executive officers of the United States with a view of secur- 
ing such modification of the existing treaty with Japan as will clearly 
define and enumerate the rights guaranteed Japanese under said 
treaty, and will provide that the further coming of Japanese cooly la- 
borers into the United States be prohibited altogether. 


Mr. GEARIN. Mr. President, the question of Japanese im- 
migration to the United States and the rights of Japanese resi- 
dents within the United States is a question of immediate im- 
portance not only to the State of California, but to my own 
State as well, and largely to the West. I have felt, Mr. Presi- 
dent, since the receipt at the opening of this Congress of the 
President's message. containing the President's views upon this 
subject, that there should some time come out of the West an 
answer to that message and.its criticism. That answer will 
come later. This morning I shall content myself merely with 
outlining what I think will be the cogent reasons supporting 
that answer when it is given. 

Although by the Constitution the power to make treaties with 
foreign governments is not vested in the Congress, yet, inas- 
much as no treaty can be entered into until the action of the 
Executive in negotiating it is ratified by the Senate, it can not 
be deemed a presumption to suggest in advance to the President 
the desirability of a treaty, if one does not exist, or the modifi- 
cation of one already existing and which the Senate has hereto- 
fore ratified. i 

The right to make such suggestion exists, I take it, at all 
times and the propriety of exercising that right with reference 
to the present treaty with Japan, in the light of recent occur- 
rences and Executive communications, must be apparent. 

While a treaty during its life is the supreme law of the land, 
with reference to the matters and provisions and stipulations ex- 
pressly declared in it, or reasonably within the sweep of the 
contractual obligations between the parties, yet it is, after all, 
but a mutual understanding reduced to writing, limited as to 
time and subject to change by the consent of the contracting 
parties, as all contracts are and necessarily must be. 

The treaty to which I now wish to attract the attention of 
the Senate was proclaimed on the 21st day of March, 1895, and 
went into operation July 17, 1899, and by its terms was to con- 
tinue in force twelve years. It was a satisfactory treaty then, 
and in its maim provisions is satisfactory now. But great 
changes have come in the last twelve years—changes in condi- 
tions, changes in policies, changes in our relations with the na- 
tions and our relations with and knowledge of the people of 
Japan—but greatest of all, changes in Japan and her marvelous 
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advancement as one of the great “ world powers“ of the earth. 
And during those years and while these changes were in prog- 
ress, changes which, among other things, made us a close neigh- 
bor to Japan where our Eastern possessions are almost within 
the shadow of the Mikado's flag, there has never been a day 
during Japan’s trouble or cur own when there did not exist 
between the two nations the warmest feelings of friendship and 
mutual esteem. Those feelings between the two nations exist 
to-day and it is the desire and hope of the people of this 
country that they shall remain so. And it is because of that hope, 
and ministering in a way to its realization, that I ask for the 
passage of this resolution and Executive. action in pursuance 
of it. ` 

We are at peace now with Japan, but we shall not continue 
so without a better understanding of the rights guaranteed by 
the present treaty and the obligations imposed by its terms. 
When this treaty was written it was considered, I presume, to 
be clear in its terms and specifications as to all the rights 
to be enjoyed by the citizens of both the contrgcting parties— 
so clear and definite that disputes as to its meaning could never 
arise. And it was thought that both nations could continue 
to live in amity under it. But it seems that this reasonable 
expectation of those who formulated the treaty is not to be 
realized. A very serious trouble has come about—a_ trouble 
that may lead to other and more serious troubles—and I 
think it is the opinion of all fair-minded’men that if there is 
any question about this treaty or what it means, or in any re- 
spect whatever, we should have a new treaty about which there 
could be no such question. And this in fairness to Japan as 
well as ourselves. 

Up to'a few months ago no difficulty had arisen—no conten- 
tion by anybody that the rights of Japanese residing in the 
United States were other or greater than as enumerated in the 
treaty itself. And the peoples of the two countries were in 
perfect accord in all things. But suddenly and without any 
premonitory symptoms to announce the coming of a change, this 
peace and quiet was turned into turmoil and strife. Public 
meetings were called, resolutions were adopted, the public press 
day after day contained inflammatory articles on the strained 
relations between this Government and the Government of Japan, 
and eyen European newspapers took hold of the situation and 
added fuel to the flame. And all this confusion and uproar 
arose about what? A very simple thing. In the month of 
October, last year, the board of education of the city and 
county of San Francisco—a State board created by and carrying 
out the provisions of a State law—made a regulation providing 
for a separation of Japanese from white pupils in the public 
schools of San Francisco. Whether such regulation was wise 
or unwise is a matter with which we are not concerned. It was 
a regulation the board undoubtedly had a right to make, and 
did make, and it was fully approved by the people of San Fran- 
cisco and, so far as publie report may be credited, by the people 
of the whole State of California. 

There were at that time (October 11, 1906) in the public 
schools only 93 Japanese pupils, and of this number 68 were 
born in Japan and 25 in the United States. These pupils had 
before that time been attending public schools in company with 
white children and no attempt had been made to separate them, 
and the board of education had adopted no rule on the subject. 
Possibly no rule would have been adopted, at least not at that 
time, were it not that the disastrous conflagration which de- 
stroyed more than one-half of the city, destroyed at the same 
time the school buildings where these Japanese had been accus- 
tomed to attend school, and they were forced into another part 
of town where school facilities were so meager that attention 
was called to their presence. Then the order was made that 
they attend a separate school, The right to make such an order 
always existed, but it was not exercised. When the right was 
challenged by the Japanese it was promptly asserted by the 
school board and the rule enforced. Complaint was made by 
the Japanese representative in San Francisco, and suddenly this 
matter—a matter exclusively under the control of the State in 
the administration and carrying out of its domestic policy— 
became a question of national importance. To what extent it 
came to be a matter of national concern may be judged from the 
following extracts from the President’s message submitted to 
Congress December 4, 1906. After eulogizing the Japanese and 
stating that generally they were well received and welcomed by 
our citizens, the message proceeds: 


But_here and there a most unworthy feeling has manifested itself 
toward the Japanese—the feeling that has been shown in shutting them 
out from the common schools in San Francisco, and in mutterings 
against them in one or two other places, because of their efficiency as 
workers. To shut them out from the public schools is a wicked ab- 
surdity, when there are no first-class colleges in the land, including the 
universities and coll of California, which do not gladly weleome 
Japavese students and on which Japanese students do not reflect credit. 


_decided by the courts. 


We have as much to learn from Japan as Japan has to learn from us; 


and no nation is fit to teach unless it is willing to learn. 

It is oniy a very small body of our citizens that act badly. Where 
the Federal Government has power it will deal somm with any 
such. Where the several States have power I earnestly ask that the 
also deal wisely and promptly with such conduct, or else this small 
body of wrongdoers may Dring shame upon the great mass of their 
5 right-thin ing fellows—that is, upon our nation as a 
whole, 

I recommend to the Congress that an act be passed ence heat pro- 
viding for the naturalization of Japanese who come here intend to 
become American citizens. One of the great embarrassments attending 
the performance of our international obligations is the fact that the 
statutes of the United States are entirely inadequate. They fail to 
give the National Government sufficiently ample power, through United 
States courts and by the use of the Army and Navy, to protect allens 
in the rights secured to them under solemn treaties which are the law 
of the land. I therefore earnestly recommend that the criminal and 
civil statutes of the United States be so amended and added to as to 
enable the President, acting for the United States Government, which is 
responsible in our international relations, to enforce the rights of aliens 
under treaties. Even as the law now is, something can be done by the 
Federal Government toward this end, and in the matter now before me 
affecting the Japanese, everything that it is in my power to do will be 
done, and all of the forces, military and civil, of the United States 
which I may lawfully employ will be so employed. 


Now, Mr. President, considering the subject-matter to which 
this portion of the message is directed, it is difficult to under- 
stand the meaning of this warning or its scope. 

It must be remembered that the only “right” which it was 
claimed had been denied to the Japanese was the assumed right 
to attend the public schools of California in company with white 
children. But this is not a “right” at all; certainly not a 
“ right” with which this treaty has any concern. 

California is under no obligations to the Federal Government 
to have public schools, or any kind of schools at all. And if she 
does have them it is her province, and not that of the General 
Government, to say how they shall be maintained and how con- 
ducted, and who may attend them and under what conditions. 
If the legislature of California should enact that there should be 
free schools for girls and not for boys, or for boys and not for 
girls; or should provide for primary schools only, or graded 
schools, or high schools, the Federal Government could not 
review the action of the State legislature, and I assume that 
nobody will claim that it could. 

That the State has such exclusive control over the establish- 
ment and management of public schools has been repeatedly 
In the case of Cory v. Carter (48 Ind., 
pp. 360, 362), the supreme court of Indiana, having before it the 
question whether a State law of Indiana providing that colored 
children should attend separate schools from white children was 
in violation of the Constitution of the United States, said: 


There being no further restriction upon the legislative power and 
discretion, it necessarily follows that in providing for this system of 
schools the legislature is left free to fix the qualifications of pupils to be 
admitted to its benefits as respects age and capacity to learn—to qualify 
them with reference to age, sex, advancement, and the branches of 
learning they are to pursue; to provide for the erection and buildin 
of schoolhouses, and to designate to what schools and in what school- 
house the different ages, sexes, and degrees of proficiency shall be as- 
signed. For these all concern the good order and success of the 
system. 

It must follow that this policy or framework for that system yitall 
concerns and blends itself with the national affairs of the State, wit 
its happiness and prosperity, its peace and good order, and depends 
upon the wisdom of the legislature, and of the agencies provided by 
the legislature, acting under its established rules, and comes within the 
power preserved by every sovereign State, and is clearly without the 
grants or inhibitions of such amendments to the Constitution of 
the United States. It being settled that the legislature must provide for 
the education of the colored children, as well as the white children, we 
are required to determine whether the legislature may classify such 
children by color and race, and provide for their education in separate 
schools, or whether they must attend the same school without reference 
to race or color, In our opinion the qualification of scholars on. the 
basis of race or color and their education in separate schools involves 
questions of domestic policy which are within the legislative discretion 
and control and do not amount to an exclusion of either class. 

In other words, the placing of white children of the State in one 
class and the negro children of the State in another class, and requiring 
these classes to be taught separately, provision being made for their 
education in the same branches according to age, capacity, or advance- 
ment, with capable teachers, and to the extent of their pro rata share 
in the school revenue, does not amount to a denial of equal privileges 
to either, or conflict with the open character of the system required by 
the Constitution. 


The same doctrine is announced it State ex rel. Garner v. 
McCann, 21 Ohio State, 210; People ex rel. King v. Gallagher, 
93 N. V., 447. 

On the general principle touching the right of the State to 
legislate upon matters concerning its internal and domestic 
policy and the effect of such legislation, I desire to call attention 
to the decision of the Supreme Court in the case of Miln v. The 
City of New York, 11 Peters, 139, in which the court says: 


But we do not place our opinion upon this ground. We choose rather 
to plant ourselves on what we consider impregnable positions. They 
are these: That a State has the same undeniable and unlimited juris- 
diction over all persons and things within its territorial limits as any 
foreign nation, when that jurisdiction is not surrendered or restrained 
by the Constitution of the United States. That by virtue of this it is 
not only the right, but the bounden and solemn duty of a State to 


676 


CONGRESSION AL ‘RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 7, 


ndvance the safety, happiness and prosperity of its people, and to pro- 
vide for its general welfare by any and every act of legislation which 
it may deem conducive to those ends, where the power over the par- 
ticular subject or the measure of its exercise is not surrender or 
restrained in the manner ~~ stated.. That all these powers which 
relate to merely municipal legislation, or what may perha more 
called internal lice, are not those surrende or re- 
that co uently in relation to these the authority of a 
State is complete, unqualified and exclusive. We are aware that it is 
at all times difficult to define any subject with proper precision and 
accuracy. this be so in general, it is emphatically so relation to 
a subject so diversified and multifarious as the one which we are 
now considering. If we were to attempt it, we should say that every 
law comes within this description which conserves the welfare of the 
— of a State, or any individual within; whether it related to their 
rights or their duties; whether it respected them as men or as citizens 
of the State; whether in their public or private relations; whether It 
related to the rights of persons or of property, of the whole people of 
a State or of any individual within it, and whose operation was within 
the territorial limits of the State and upon the persons and things 
within its jurisdiction. 


It must be conceded, then, that the right of the State to es- 
tablish and maintain public schools and control and direct 
their management is one of the rights not parted with by the 
State upon its admission to the Union and is still in the State. 
California therefore has that right, had it when her public 
school system was adopted, and had it when the order com- 
plained of was made. Having the right, by what authority can 
the President, or anyone else, say she shall not exercise it? 

The excuse, and the only excuse, for the extraordinary claim 
set up by the President is that the treaty with Japan tees 
to Japanese school children the right to attend the public schools 
of alk the States in the Union, and to attend them in company 
with white children, and this regulation complained of is in 
violation of the treaty. To this contention there are two 
answers, either of which is conclusive. In the first place there 
is no provision in the treaty which by any sort of construction 
can be made to support such a claim. The treaty consists of 
twenty articles besides the introduction. It will not be claimed 
that the question of the right of the Japanese to enter the pub- 
lic schools is conferred by any of the articles unless it is con- 
tained in Articles I and II. I will read Articles I and II re- 
ferred to: 


ARTICLE I. The citizens or subjects of each of the two high con- 
tracting parties shall have full liberty to enter, travel, or reside in 
any part of the territories of the other contracting party, and shall 

oy full and perfect protection for thelr persons and property. 

They shall have access to the courts of justice in pursuit and 
defense of their rights; they shall be at liberty equally with native 
citizens or subjects to choose and employ lawyers, advocates, and 
representatives to pursue and defend their rights before such courts 
and in all other matters connected with the administration of justice 
they shall enjoy all the rights and privileges enjoyed by native citizens 
or subjects. 

In whatever relates to rights of residence and travel; to the posses- 
sion of and effects of any kind; to the succession to personal 
estate, by will or otherwise, and the disposal of 2 of any sort 
and in any manner whatsoever which they may lawfully pegos the 
citizens or subjects of cach contracting pay, shall enjoy in the terri- 
tories of the other the same privileges, liberties, and rights, and shall 
be subject to no higher imposts or charges in these respects than 
native citizens or subjects, or citizens and subjects of the most-favored 
nation. The citizens or subjects of each of the contracting parties 
shall enjoy in the territories of the other entire libe of conscience, 
and, subject to the laws, ordinances, and regulations, shall enjoy the 
right of private or public exercise of their worship, and also the right 
= burying their respective countrymen, according to. their religious 
customs, in such suitable and convenient places as may be established 
and maintained for that purpose- 

They shall not be compelled, under any pretext whatsoever, to pay 
any charges or taxes other or higher than those that are, or may be 

ala by native citizens or subjects, or citizens or subjects of the most- 


i 


h contracting 9 tall. 
trade in any part of the territories of the other by wholesale or retai 
in all kinds of produce, manufactures, and merchandise of lawful com- 
merce, either in person or by agents, singly or in partnership with for- 
eign or native citizens or subjects; and they may re own or hire and 
occupy houses, manufactories, warehouses, shops, and premises which 
may necessary for them, and lease land for residential and com- 
mercial purposes, conforming themselves to the laws, police customs 
regulations of the country tike native citizens or subjects. 

They shali have liberty freely to come with their ships and cargoes 
to all places, ports, and rivers in the territories of the other, which are 
or may be opened to foreign commerce, and shall enjoy, respectively, 
the same treatment in matters of commerce and navigation as native 
citizens or subjects, or citizens or subjects of the most favored nation, 

thout having to pay taxes, imposts, or duties of whatever nature or 
under whatever denomination levied in the name or for the profit of the 
government, public functionaries, private individuals, corporations, or 
establishments of any kind other or ter than those paid by native 
citizens or subjects, or citizens or subjects of the most-favored nation. 

It ts, however, understood that the stipulations contained in this and 
the preceding article do not in any way affect the laws, ordinances, and 
regulations with regard to trade, the immigration of laborers, police, 
and public security which are in force or which may hereafter be 
enacted in either of the two countries. 


Now, Mr. President, to my mind these sections show that this 
treaty was compiled with care and it was intended by the con- 
tracting parties that it should enumerate specifically the rights, 
and all the rights, which were granted by each to each, and noth- 
ing should be left to inference. And nothing is said as to the 
right to attend public schools. This opinion is strengthened by 
oe fact that later on,.in Article XVI, patent rights are provided 

or. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. GEARIN. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like to ask the distinguished Senator 
from Oregon, who has given this subject much thought and con- 
sideration, whether he has considered the question of the most- 
fayored-nation clause in the treaty in its bearing upon our duty 
to admit to our schools children of Japanese, the same as we do 
those of other nations. 

Mr. GEARIN. I have considered it, and I will get to it just 
a little later and discuss it further on. 

What I mean is this. It is evident from a reading of these 
two articles that those who prepared the treaty intended to put 
in the treaty all of the rights which they were giving to these 
people or to our people in Japan; and as I say that is strength- 
ened by a reference further on to a provision in regard to patent 
rights, as follows: 

The citizens or mg . of each of the contracting parties shall enjoy 
in the territories of the other the same protection as native citizens or 


subjects in regard to patents, trade-marks, and designs, upon fulfilment 
of 5 formalities prescribed: tip law. * 


Certainly, if the provisions of Sections I and II are broad 
enough to include the rights now claimed by Japan they are 
broad enough to include this question of patents. But evidently 
it was not so considered by the framers of this treaty. There 
is a clause in Article II, which I have just read, which seems to 
have been overlooked in the discussions on this treaty to which 
my attention has been called. It is this: After enumerating the 
various rights which the citizens and subjects of each of the 
contracting parties shall have in the territory of the other, the 
clause ends thus: 

Conforming themselyes to the laws, police, and customs regulations of 
the country like native citizens or — 

What does that mean? Whatever it may be understood to 
mean, Mr. President, with reference to American citizens in 
Japan, it means with reference to Japanese residing in this 
country that they may have the privileges enumerated and 
granted them, whatever they are, but they may enjoy them 
only by conforming to all the laws, police and customs regula- 
tions of the country like native citizens or subjects. The 
framers of that treaty knew that in this country we have a dual 
system of laws—Federal statutes and State laws—and when 
the broad terms were used Laws * of the country” 
they meant to include all laws, State and Federal. If, then, 
by construction there can be read into this treaty a guarantee 
of common school privileges to the Japanese, they can enjoy 
them only by conforming to the laws of the country—the State 
law of California among others. And that law, speaking through 
the duly authorized officers of the State having authority to 
execute it, says they shall receive this education in separate 
schools. It would seem to me, therefore, in the first place, 
that no such right as is claimed by the Japanese is provided 
for in the treaty; but if it is guaranteed, either directly or by 
implication, it is subject to the limitation contained in the 
clause I have quoted and the rule adopted by the board is not 
in contravention of it. 

This Government might well stand upon that interpretation 
and decline to consider the matter further. And in so doing it 
would be justified by reason and authority. This is not a new 
proposition at all. As long ago as 1849, in the Passenger cases, 
decided by the Supreme Court of the United States, in 7 Howard, 
page 472, Chief Justice Taney, writing a dissenting opinion, it is 
true, as to the main point decided in the case, but an opinion 
which is luminous throughout with legal thought and learning 
and will ever be a light upon the great constitutional questions 
involved, says, with reference to a similar clause in the treaty 
with Great Britain, rights under which were claimed in that 
case: 


The same answer may be given to the argument on treaty stipulations. 
The treaty of 1794, Article IV, referred to relied on is no longer in 
force. But the same provision is, however, substantially contained in 
the first article of the convention with Great Britain, July 3, 1816, 
with this exception, that it puts British subjects, in this respect, on the 
same footing with other foreigners. But the permission there mutually 

ven to reside and hire houses and warehouses and to trade and trafic, 

in express terms made subject to the laws of the two countries, 
respectively. Now, the prixiicgve here given within the several States 
are all regulated by State laws, and the reference to the “laws of this 
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country ” necessary Supe to them, and subjects the foreigner to 
their decision and control. 


Later on the question came up in California, and was decided 
in the case of The People v, Naglee (1 Cal., 232). 

The legislature of California passed a law requiring for- 
eigners, in order to entitle them to the privilege of mining in 
California, to procure a license for that purpose, and prohibit- 
ing all foreigners who had not such license from working the 
mines. The constitutionality of this act, and the question 
whether it violated treaties with foreign nations, came be- 
fore the Supreme Court on an information in the nature of a 
quo warranto instituted by the Attorney-General against the 
defendant Naglee, as collector of license fees from foreign 
miners. In discussing the objection that this act was in viola- 
tion of the rights guaranteed under treaties with foreign 
powers, the court said (p. 245): 


First, as to treaties rally. Perhaps the most satisfactory 
mode of testing the validity of t law, under this point, will be to 
take the treaty with that power to whose subject as extensive privi- 
tener are granted by our country as to those of any other nation. We 

I. therefore, consider the case as if it involved our treaty relations 
with Great Britain, and under the supposition that a subject of the 

meen of Great Britain was the person from whom the sum of twenty 

ollars had been exacted. $ 

By the fourteenth article of the treaty of 1794 (known as Jay's 
Treaty), which was substantially renewed by Article I of the treaty of 
1815, the subjects of the King of Great Britain, coming from His Maj- 
esty's territories in Europe, had granted to them liberty freely and se- 
curely, and without hindrance or molestation, to come with their ships 
and cargoes, to the lands, countries, cities, ports, places, and rivers 
within our territories, and enter the same, to resort there, to remain 
and reside there, without limitation of time; and reciprocal liberty was 
granted to the people of the United States in His Majesty's European 
territories; * * * but subject always, as respects this article, to 
the laws and statutes of the two countries, respectively. By this treaty 
our inhabitants whilst in the British dominions were to abide by the 
laws of Great Britain; and the subjects and inhabitants of that coun- 
try, when in our territories, were to abide by the laws of the United 
States and by the laws of the respective States where they might be. 
The only question, then, under this treaty is whether the act of the 
legislature falls within the scope of the couse of a sovereign nation, 
and, at the same time, is not included in the category of powers granted 
by the States to the General Government; for, if it falls within the 
former, and is excluded from the latter, then it is one of the laws which 
the treaty itself makes obligatory upon British subjects. But we have 
seen that the power of taxation, and the power of Lg ras. 5 the con- 
ditions upon which aliens shall be permitted to reside in a State, are 
attributes of a sovere nation, which have not, except in certain 

ified cases, of which the present is not one, been given up to the 

‘ederal Government. Our statute, then, is one of the laws or statutes 
to which the treaty by its own terms provides that the subjects of 
Great Britain shall be subject. * The act, then, is not repug- 
nant to that treaty. But even if the provisions of the statute did 
clash with the 3 of that or of any other treaty, the conclusion 
is not deducible t the treaty must therefore stand and the State law 
give way. ‘The question in such case would not be sclely what is pro- 
vided for by the treaty, but.whether the State retained the power to 
enact the contested law or had given up that power to the General Gov- 
ernment. 

If the State retains the power, then the President and Senate can 
not take it away by a treaty. A treaty is supreme only when it is 
made in pursuance of that authority which has been conferred upon 
the treaty-making 1 and in relation to these subjects the 
eae hag over which has been exclusively intrusted to Congress. 

en it transcends these limits, like an act of Congress which tran- 

the constitutional authority of that body, it can not supersede 
a State law which enforces or exercises any power of the State not 

ted away by the Constitution. To hold any other doctrine 

fis would, if carried out into its ultimate consequences, sanction the 
supremacy of a treaty which should entirely exempt foreigners from 
taxation by the respective States, or whi should even undertake 
to cede away a part or the whole of the acknowledged * +è =» 
territory of one of the States to a foreign nation. In the License 
cases 25 Howard, 613), Mr. Justice Daniels, speaking of the provi- 
sion of the Constitution in relation to treaties, holds the following 
language: This provision of the Constitution, it is to be feared, is 


of the ene. to this instrument, and its adaptation to the pices 
ch it was created, necessarily ane scuba Every power delegated 


lieve that these ever were, either in intention or in fact, ceded to the 
General Government. Laws of the United States in order to be binding 
must be within the legitimate porn vested by the Constitution. 
Treaties in order to be valid must made within the scope of the same 
wer, for there can be no authority of the United States, save what is 
rived mediately or immediately, and regularly, and legitimately from 
the Constitution. A treaty no more than an ordinary statute can arbi- 
trarily cede away one right of a State or of any citizen of a State. 
Now, Mr. President, these two decisions state the law as I 
understand it. The principle announced is so in accord with 
reason and common sense that a mere statement of it should be 
sufficient without argument. But there is a reason in my judg- 
ment why it applies to this Japanese treaty more, indeed, than 
to any other treaty. There is a rule for construing treaties laid 
down by the Supreme Court in Ware v. Hylton (3 Dallas, 239), 
a case cited in all the books in defense of the doctrine that a 
treaty controls State legislation, and Mr. Justice Chase states 
the rule in these words: 
The intention of the framers of a treaty must be collected from a 


view of the whole instrument and from the words made use of by them 
to express their intention; or from probable and rational conjecture. 


If the words express the meaning of the parties plainly, definitely, and 
perfectly, there ought to be no other means of interpretation; but if 
the words are obscure or ambiguous or imperfect, recourse must be had 
to other means of interpretation, and in these three cases we must col- 
lect the meaning from the words or from probable or rational conjec- 
ture or from both. 


Now, applying that rule to this treaty, Mr. President, we find 
that at the time the treaty was proclaimed, and before it went 
into effect, we had been having a great deal of trouble with 
China, with almost a similar treaty. Cases had arisen, notably 
the case of Baker v. Tie City of Portland, from Oregon, and 
the Cue case in San Fruncisco, and quite a number of cases, in 
which the courts laid down the rule that under the treaty then 
existing between this country and China the State law fell in 
presence of the treaty, and that the treaty was paramount. 

Now, if we compare the Chinese treaty existing at that time 
concerning which those decisions of the courts were made with 
this Japanese treaty, entered into with practically a similar 
nation, and if we find that this Japanese treaty contains, pro- 
yisions not in the Chinese treaty, and if in the Chinese treaty 
there are provisions not in the Japanese treaty, we are entitled 
to consider those things as throwing light upon what was the 
intention of the parties when they made the treaty with Japan 
with reference to public schools and the right of the State to 
control the Japanese who might come in here. 

We find, in the first place, that in the treaty with China there 
is a provision that is entirely left out of the treaty with Japan. 
It is this provision in the treaty with China of July 28, 1868: 

Anticie VII. Citizens of the United States shall enjoy all the pan 
leges of the public educational institutions under the control of the 
Government of China; and, reciprocally, Chinese subjects shall enjoy 
all the privileges of the publie educational institutions under the control 
of the Government of the United States, which are enjoyed in the 
respective countries by the citizens or subjects of the most favored 
nation. The citizens of the United States may freely establish and 
maintain schools within the Empire of China at those places where 


foreigners are by treaty permitted to reside; and reciprocally, Chinese 
rt may enjoy the same privileges and immunities in the United 
tes. 


Now, that is altogether left out of the Japanese treaty, a treaty 
that, as I said, was made immediately after the difficulties that 
we were having with China in the construction of and carrying 
out the provisions of and living under that treaty. 

Now, why was it left out? It did not itself carry the privi- 
ieges that are now claimed for this Japanese treaty, but it car- 
ried something. It showed that in our dealings with the Chinese 
people at that time we were intending that their children com- 
ing over here should have some school privileges anyhow, and the 
attention of the people was directed to it. Those who formu- 
lated the treaty had in their minds that they were conferring by 
that treaty some sort of school privileges. When it was left out 
of the Japanese treaty it is conclusive to my mind that it was 
intended by those who formulated it that there should be no 
treaty provision made in regard to these school privileges at all, 
and that the regulation of this subject should be left to the States 
entirely. 

Furthermore, comparing the Japanese treaty with the Chinese 
treaty, we find that the clause “conforming themselves to the 
laws, police, and customs regulations of the country like native 
citizens and subjects” was not in the Chinese treaty. I have 
examined the treaty carefully and I have not found it. I do 
not think it is there. In construing the Chinese treaty, the 
courts said that no State law that was passed in regard to the 
Chinese could interfere in any way with the treaty. 

I am not questioning now the correctness of those decisions. 
I am not going into that question. I am not going to discuss 
the broad constitutional question of how far a treaty may over- 
ride a State law. I am not going into it because 1 do not think 
it is involved here, at least not in my view of this case. This 
treaty is so worded that it sustains the right of the State to leg- 
islate upon the question we are now considering. But I say that 
the Chinese treaty contained no provisions saving to the State 
the right to make any such law. Whether there would be a 
right to make it without that is a question I do not now propose 
to discuss. 3 

Now, then, those who prepared the Japanese treaty put that 
clause in there for some reason. When they put that in the 
Japanese treaty, after this country had had such disastrous 
experience with the Chinese treaty—the Burlingame treaty—it 
was put in there because they found it necessary or at least ad- 
visable to put it there. They intended that it should carry with 
it the full effect that I am claiming for it now—that those people 
coming over to this country should have the rights this Govern- 
ment gave them, subject to the laws not only of the United 
States, but of each and every individual State in which they 
might come to remain. 

Furthermore, on that same subject and with that same idea, 
and following out the rule laid down ty the Supreme Court of 
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the United States for construing treatics, I call attention to 
this portion of the Japanese treaty: 


It is, however, understood that the stipulations contained in this and 
the preceding article— 


That is what I haye read—those two articles— 


contained in this and the preceding article do not In any way affect 
the laws, ordinances, and regulations with regard to trade, the immigra- 
tion of Jaborers, police, and public security which are in force or which 
may hereafter be enacted in either of the two countries. 


There is no such provision in the treaty with China. I do not 
know that such a provision is in a treaty with any other nation 
with which we have a treaty. It was not in the Chinese treaty 
at all. It was put into the Japanese treaty immediately follow- 
ing, as I said, the troubles we had had in construing the Chinese 
treaty, and it therefore meant what it said—that those people 
coming here shall take their rights subject to existing law, and 
all the laws. It was not necessary to put that in the treaty to 
give the Congress a right to pass an act changing the terms of 
the treaty by limiting the coming of Japanese here. 

It was not necessary to put any provisions of that kind in 
there, because the Congress has that right anyhow without any 
provision in the treaty. But when they refer here to “laws, 
ordinances, and regulations’ they cover the whole ground, 
and this whole contention that is set up here of rights in the 
Japanese residents of San Francisco, which are superior to 
the State’s rights and can be asserted as against that school 
board carrying out the State law, is all sham. It has nothing to 
rest upon, and this Government might decline to go into any 
discussion with the Japanese representative upon the subject 
at all if it chose to do so. ; 

But, Mr. President, that would not be a courteous way to 
treat a friendly nation. That is why I have introduced this 
resolution. Japan is a friendly nation, and we are upon terms 
of intimate friendship with her. Her people seem to have got 
an exaggerated and to my mind a mistaken notion about this 
treaty; but inasmuch as they have that notion I propose this 
action. I assume that they honestly entertain this notion. I give 
credit to every man for the same honesty of purpose that I claim 
for myself. When they say that they understood by this treaty 
or that they now understand by the terms of it that these com- 
mon school priviliges were guaranteed them, and that is why 
they entered into the treaty, I say it is a proper thing for this 
Government, in a spirit of amity and friendliness to that nation, 
which has always been friendly with us, to take up the matter 
and discuss it, as I haye provided in this resolution, ag not 
pass any act here without such a discussion. 

It is important, moreover, that this treaty be modified in 
another respect entirely separate from, though closely connected 
with, the underlying causes which led up to and brought about 
the present misunderstanding. So long as the unrestricted im- 
migration of Japanese laborers is permitted to continue there 
will be a constant and growing feeling of dissatisfaction on the 
Pacific coast which eventually will bring about and must bring 
about a restriction of that immigration. And because I believe 
that such result must follow sooner or later, and soon at the 
latest, I think it should be accomplished now. 

Some of us on the Pacific coast more familiar perhaps with 
the situation than those who seek to censure and instruct us, 
because more closely in touch with the industrial interests 
directly affected by the unrestricted immigration of Japanese 
laborers, have felt for a long time that remedial action of some 
sort was necessary to prevent what we believe to be a threat- 
ened peril, not only to the Pacifie coast but to every industry 
and enterprise in the United States. We are not new in this 
business out there on the Pacific coast. We don’t know many 
things, but we know some things—some things we feel rather 
than learn—some things that are taught us in the schools and 
some things that are written upon our hearts and grayen upon 
our memories in the hardest of all schools—the school of bitter 
experience. It was in that school that we learned—learned so 
well that while life lasts we can never forget It—that the unre- 
stricted immigration of Asiatic laborers to this country is a 
curse, an incentive to disorder, and a menace to the welfare and 
happiness and prosperity of the laboring man of America. 

We had a treaty once with China—a treaty which permitted 
Chinese laborers to come to this country, and there was no re- 
striction on their coming, and what was the result? They came 
by the thousand. They entered every avenue of labor, doing 
woman's work as well as man’s work, although there came no 
women, or yery few, among them. They worked cheaper than 
our people because they could live cheaper, and the white laborer 
had to cut the price of his wage to meet the competition, and he 
kept on cutting, and still the Chinaman cut under him, and 
finally it came to pass that he could cut no more and live, and 
then came the end. Some of the means adopted to bring about 
that end were perhaps questionable—might perhaps not measure 


up to the standard set by the sentimental, altruistic, amateur 
political economists who prattle about the brotherhood of man— 
might not perhaps meet the approval of the present Administra- 
tion. But to those who understood the situation the revolt of 
labor against this ruinous and degrading competition was justi- 
fiable—not only justifiable but commendable—and the Chinese- 
exclusion act, which followed as a result of it, has always been 
regarded by our people as the best piece of legislation that was 
ever enacted for the Pacific coast and for the nation indirectly. 

It might seem at first blush that the coming of laborers—un- 
skilled laborers—was a question that affected only the unskilled 
labor of our people, and that skilled labor and capital invested 
was not affected. But no greater mistake could be made. That 
is the most stupid idea that ever found lodgment in the brain of 
a sane man. All productive industry is based upon labor. La- 
bor—unskilled labor—is the great creative force that sets in 
motion the wheels of productive energy throughout the world. 
We need financiers to manage our banks and financial institu- 
tions, but there would be no banks or financial institutisus were 
it not for the laborer, who goes down into the bowels of the earth 
He aig out with his pick the gold upon which their circulation is 

ased. 

We are proud of our great railroad systems, and point with 
pride to our 220,000 miles of railroads fully equipped and in 
operation, Lut there would be no railroads here or anywhere 
were it not for the man whose toil in the iron mines dug out the 
raw material, to be fashioned later on into steel rails and equip- 
ment, or the toil of that other man whose labor in the coal fields 
produced the fuel to aid in the fashioning. And so through every 
avenue where capital is invested or enterprise reaps a profit. 
And that legislation which relieves labor of unnecessary burdens, 
and betters the conditions and broadens the opportunities of the 
laboring man, is the very legislation which encourages invest- 
ment and insures a profit to invested capital. The interests of 
labor and capital are interdependent, and as the years have 
gone by, and experience has taught us wisdom, more and more 
have we learned and come to understand that there can be no 
advancement, no growth, no real prosperity in this country ex- 
cept by ennobling labor and securing to those who toil a fair 
share of the profits and advantages their toil has helped produce. 
It was always conceded that the laborer was worthy of his hire, 
and the only question that has ever occupied the attention of 
political economists on this subject is: What shall his “ hire” 
be understood to mean, and how shall it be measured. 

Modern thought, modern progress, and modern civilization 
have said that in fixing that hire“ we must consider not 
only the labor of the toiler but also the wealth his toil has 
created. So that it has come to pass that we are elevating 
the conditions of the laboring man in this country, and there 
is still greater elevation and improvement of conditions in 
store for him. His wages have been increased, his hours of 
labor have been shortened, “pace making” has been stopped to 
a great extent, and will be entirely, and a limit be put upon 
the amount of work he shall be compelled to turn out in a 
day to earn a day’s wages. And the result of all this is 
that he is happier and more contented and prosperous, and 
the employer gets better work and better results and greater 
profits and greater wealth than has ever been known in the 
history of the world. 

And now we are confronted with a condition here which 
will reverse or tend to reverse all this. The American laborer 
can not compete with the Chinese or Japanese cooly and it is 
not right to ask him to try to do so. 

I will not speak of the habits of these coolies, their morals or 
their social life or of its influence, except to say that experience 
has taught us that outside the question of wage competition 
and beyond it there are objections to their presence among 
us—objections that are unanswerable. 

And let not the skilled laborer delude himself that he will be 
exempt from the evil results which will follow the coming of 
these Japanese laborers. He will not escape here no more than 
he has in Hawaii. The Japanese learn quickly, and the same 
competition that will force unskilled labor out of employment 
will in the end perform the same office for skilled labor and 
for the small dealer and the shopkeeper and the small farmer 
just as it has done in the Hawaiian Islands. 

But it has been said, and I have seen it repeatedly stated in 
the newspapers, that Japan does not want her people to come 
here, and that they will not come in any large numbers and do. 
not want to come themselves, Very well -then—so much the 
better. Japan can not take offense, and surely will not if we 
provide a means in this treaty by which her desire can be ac- 
complished and a possibility of failure in that respect be elimi- 
nated. But while this statement has been repeatedly published, 
as I have said, and doubtless in good faith, yet I question the 
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accvzacy of the information possessed by those who tell us so. 
The people of California claim, and I think upon data which 
can not be contradicted, that Japanese coolies are coming into 
the port of San Francisco at the rate of 1,000 a month. 
That is a pretty large immigration, and it has practically only 
begun, and I have not noted any effort on the part of Japan to 
stop it. I think that no sane man doubts that it will increase, 
and increase rapidly, so that in ten years from now the Pacific 
coast will be overrun by these Japanese coolies and the white 
laborer practically run out. In forecasting this result, or any 
result, to arise from the continuance of the present treaty, two 
things must be considered—the difference in the wage scale 
of Japan and the United States, and the population, with refer- 
ence to geographical area and the proportion of the cooly popu- 
lation to the balance of the population of Japan. - 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Would it interrupt the Senator if I should 
ask him a question for information? 

Mr. GEARIN. No; certainly not. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was listening very closely, but I was 
not quite sure whether the Senator said he has information 
which shows that Japanese coolies are coming into San Fran- 
cisco at the rate of 1,000 a month. 

Mr. GEARIN. No; the Senator misunderstood me. I did not 
say that. I said the people of California, as I understand it, 
claim that that is true. I have no information myself upon the 
subject except what is contained in public reports and in the 
newspapers. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It would have been, of course, very im- 
portant, if the Senator had such information as that, and I rose 
to make the inquiry as to whether it was merely the repetition 
of a rumor or whether the Senator had any evidence on the 
subject. è 1 

Mr. GEARIN. It is merely the repetition of newspaper rumor, 
and I think it is correct. The Senators from California may 
probably know more about it than I, but I take it for granted 
that it is correct. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That it is correct? 

Mr. GEARIN. Yes; I think so. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Has the Senator any basis for that esti- 
mate except newspaper reports? 

Mr. GEARIN. No; I have not. I have no official figures on 
the subject. I do not know what the official figures will show, 
if there are any obtainable, but I say it is reported that the Jap- 
anese are coming in at the rate of a thousand a month. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That would amount to 12,000 a year, so 
that in the ten years the Senator spoke of 120,000 would come in. 

Mr. GEARIN. Yes; if only that proportion kept up, and I 
think it would increase and largely increase. 

Now, I was proceeding to consider the difference in the wage 
scale between the United States and Japan, and the difference 
in population with reference to geographical area. The total 
area of Japan proper is 147,565 square miles, or, including For- 
mosa and the Pescadores, 161,160 square miles—less than one- 
half the area of Oregon, Washington, and California, the three 
Pacific Coast States, and only 2,800 square miles more than 
California alone. 

Upon this limited territory there is a population of over 
46,000,000 of people—more than half the population of the 
United States—and of that number over 95 per cent of the 
entire population belong to the class designated in the reports to 
which I haye had access as the common people (Heimin). I 
found it impossible to determine from available statistics how 
many of these could be classed as coolies proper. And I sub- 
mit here, and ask that the same be made a part of my remarks, 
some tables prepared for me by the Department of Commerce 
and Labor: 


Memorandum of information relating to Japan. 


The total registered population of Japan proper on December 31, 1903, 
as reported in État de la Population de l'Empire du Japon, 31 Décem- 
bre, 1903, was 46,732,138. (It was 49,584,599 including Formosa and 
the Pescadores.) 

The total area of Japan proper, as rted in Résumé Statistique 
de l'Empire du Japon, 20° Année, is 24,794.36 square ri (147,656.63 
square miles). Including Formosa and the Pescadores, it is 27,061.93 


square ri (161,160,57 square miles). 
The only distinction of class that is made in the Japanese census 

report is that of Nobles (Kwazoku), Samurai, or ancient warriors 

(Shizoku), and the plain people. 3 

tion of these in Japan proper on December 31. 


The number and propor- 
1903, were as follows: 


The following table shows the wages of working people in 
Japan, by occupations, in 1903: 
Wages in Japan in 1903. 
[Source: Résumé Statistique de l'Empire du Japon 20° Année, p. 39.] 


Wages per day. a 


Occupation, 
Yen, 
0.59 0,29 
-61 +30 
- 68, „34 
-58 20 
57 2 
6⁵ 22 
74 37 
5² 2 
5¹ 25 
56 28 
5⁰ 28 
5⁴ 27 
47 2 
42 2¹ 
Shoemaker cassencnnsoken „54 27 
Saddlers, horse-collar makers, e 60 30 
Cart and wheel wrights -49 H 
Tailors, Japanese garments ..... 5 47 2 
Tailors, European garment s 57 2 
Makers of pouches, purses, ete 5 53 2 
1 33 16 
Scutchers, cotton 40 .20 
Blacksmiths .... .52 2 
Jewelers, ete a 50 25 
Metallic utensil maker 53 20 
42 2 
-48 -24 
„41 . 2⁰ 
34 . 17 
53 2 
4¹ 20 
-36 18 
61 . ⁰ 
.55 27 
-31 15 
-19 .09 
«20 -10 
A ait 
19 . 0 
30 18 
37 h r AG 
9.30 4.63 
7.10 3.54 
2.97 1.48 
e e r co sccem 1,70 85 
Agricultural workers, male . 37.98 18. 91 
Agricultural workers, female o 20.13 10.02 
Silkworm cultivators, male .. 32 10 
Silkworm cultivators, female. -19 0 
Day laborers......... 5222525500 mee 40 20 
Lacquer juice extracto rns „„“ -38 19 
( /c 34 17 
a These are the ie. wages paid in a number of localities b Per month, 
in each district in March, June, September, and December. o Per year. 


These figures represent conditions December 1, 1903. At that 
time, as shown by these tables, of the total population of 46,- 
732,138 there were 5,055 “ Nobles,” 2,168,058 of the class desig- 
nated Samurai, and 44,559,025 are designated as the common 
people—largely, I assume, the laboring class. 

The wage scale, taken at its very highest, is about 22.7 cents 
per day. I arrive at this by averaging the 46 occupations in the 
list furnished me. 

In Bulletin No. 65, of the Bureau of Labor, is given the aver- 
age wages paid to certain selected occupations in the United 
States in 1904 and 1905 in certain cities. I have selected San 
Francisco and have compared the wages paid in San Francisco 
with those paid in Japan in the following trades: Carpenters, 
plasterers, stonecutters, bricklayers, blacksmiths, coopers, and 
compositors with the following results: 


Japan, per 
a 

GAIPOM bers ooo ectwecccncccscccccusenscasenccceacs $0. 29 
r sass 30 
Stonecutters. . 34 
Bricklayers. 87 
Blacksmiths A — 
Compositors ß) TTT 2⁰ 


I have estimated here a day’s labor to mean eight hours. 

Now, in view of these conditions—that immense population 
confined to such a small territorial area, and such an over- 
whelming per cent of that population being laborers whose daily 
wage is 22.7 cents per day—can any man doubt that those labor- 
ers will come to this country where they can earn twice, three 
times, four times, five times that much the day they land. 
Japan has felt the evil effects of a congested population, and is 
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endeavoring, and for some time has been endeavoring, to find a 


place for its overflow. Korea and Manchuria are the two 
places where colonizing has been openly carried on. But the 
Japanese laborer will come here in preference because he can 
do better here. Labor is a commodity in the world's market, 
and will go like all other commodities where it can command 
the highest price, and we pay our laborers higher wages than 
are paid by any other country in the world. 

Japan can send from one to five million of her people 

into the United States and never miss them. Suppose that 
should be done—and there is no reason why it should not be 
done—what then would be the condition of the American la- 
borer? He would have to compete with those coolies or go with- 
out employment; and he would go without employment, because 
he could not compete with them. And the result would fol- 
low that there would be an army of unemployed white laborers 
with no possible way of earning a livelihood or supporting their 
families and forced out of employment by this cooly competi- 
tion. What would we do with them? What would this coun- 
try do with them or for them? What could it do? And this 
is no fancy picture—no dream impossible of realization. It 
is a description of a condition that may come to pass, and in 
all likelihood will come to pass if this treaty is not modified 
as suggested in this resolution. We should not invite this 
immigration. We should no longer leave open the gates by 
which and through which it may enter. But on the contrary 
in the interest of our people, our institutions, and our Goy- 
ernment we should stop it now and forever. It is idle to say 
that this would be an affront to Japan—a friendly nation. It 
is not an affront. It is an act in my judgment of the wisest 
statesmanship in the interests of our own. We have a right 
to protect ourselves, and we must protect ourselves or go to 
the wall in the world’s competition. 

This is our country—for ourselves and our children—and we 
must protect it. We do not object to European immigration— 
we want it and welcome it when it comes. It is the stock from 
which we came, and the blood of the American citizen of to-day 
is the blood of the nations of Europe—the blood of the races that 
spread enlightenment and civilization throughout the earth and 
made a republic a possibility. We take our arts and our 
sciences, our laws and our institutions, our civilization and our 
religion from the white races who haye preceded us in the 
world’s history. 

The history of the Christian world is the history of the white 
races, and it is our history. Though we are a new nation, and 
in one sense a new people, yet we are not new, and if to-day 
we stand as the representative in the farthest west of the best 
und fairest form of government the world has ever known, we 
can trace the growth of the evolution of the principles of that 
government through all the centuries of the past, from the time 
man first learned self-discipline and submission to authority 
down to the present day. Out of the trials of the past has come 
the intellectual greatness of the present. And all the changes 
in all the centuries have added little by little to the great poten- 
tial intellectual force ministering to the civilized mind of to- 
day, in which inherited self-control, enlightened as to its du- 
ties and strengthened as to its powers, has at last fitted it to 
govern itself and to govern others, because it has learned first 
to govern itself. The white race will control and dominate the 
earth, not only because of its victories on the battlefield, but 
because of the training, mental and spiritual, that it has under- 

gone through all the trials and sacrifices of all the peoples who 
haye preceded us along the pathway of time. And it is because 
of that training and as a result of it that the white man is fitted 
for the duties and responsibilities of American citizenship. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. GEARIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. PERKINS. With the permission of the Senator from 
Oregon, I should like to say in verification of his figures con- 
tained in the statement in reference to the number of Japanese 
immigrants to this country during the past year, that I have 
telephoned to the Commissioner of Immigration, and he reports 
14,243 immigrants as the total for the period of twelve months 
ending June 30, 1906. His report verifies the statement just 
made by the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. GEARIN. I thank the Senator from California, Mr. 
President. I stated at the time that my figures were from news- 
paper reports; that I had no data, but the figures just given 
by the Senator are official, and, as he says, confirm my state- 
ment. 

Asia has had a civilization it is true, but it has never been 
our civilization. The yellow race of Asia has never mixed 
with the white race of Europe. Neither can the yellow man 


and the white man mix in America. There is something about 
these race antagonisms that perhaps we do not understand— 
perhaps it is not necessary that we should understand. The 
fact that they exist and have never been overcome is sufficient. 
And I say this without the slightest intention of reflecting 


upon the Japanese people. I do not say that they are inferior 


to us—they are different, that is all; and the difference is so 
striking—such a radical difference—that the two peoples can 
never become one people or become amalgamated at all. 

The Asiatic and the American do not intermarry—will never 
intermarry except in rare instances. We can never absorb them 
or take them into our social life. 

Mr. President, this nation is not without experience in the 
matter of trying to absorb into its social and political life a 
non-assimilating race. There was a time in the first years of 
our national existence—yes, before that even—when we were 
colonies, it occurred to some people that the introduction of 
slave labor would be a good thing, because it was cheap labor. 
And the slave ships came loaded with their human freight 
until many, many thousands of slaves were brought over, and 
they went mostly to the South and stayed there. And they 
increased in number so that when the war broke out in 1861 
there were about four millions of them. And they were slaves 
still. And then we set them free. 

When the war was over these four millions of colored men 
were made citizens, and the South, taking up the raveled threads 
of its commercial and industrial affairs, faced a problem that 
we on the Pacific coast will have to face if this immigration 
continues. That was forty years ago, and the problem is still 
unsolved, There are about ten millions of negroes now in the 
Southern States—in many localities they far outnumber the 
whites. The two races have never mixed and never will mix. 
There is and always will be a sharp line of cleavage between 
them and the irreconcilable conflict between these two peoples 
to-day in that fair and sunny land of so much promise is the 
hideous nightmare of social and political alignment, and the 
despair of the law-abiding people who have to grapple with it. 
It was the folly—the insane criminal folly of those who thought 
cheap labor, however obtained, a blessing—that brought these 
colored people here, and where is the man now bold enough to 
say that it has been a blessing? 

There is trouble down there where the magnolias blossom—in 
that sunny South of song and story—and there will be greater 
trouble, I fear, before a solution of the problem is had. And we 
of the West sympathize with the South in the crisis through 
which she is passing; and we say to our brothers there, It is 
your trouble, and we would help you if we could, but we can’t. 
You understand the situation—deal with it as best you can in the 
interests of humanity, good government, and righteousness, and 
in fairness to all and it shall be hands off’ as far as we are con- 
cerned, and we will trust to your honor, your loyalty, and your 
patriotism to deal with it justly. But we say to you, at the same 
time, in God’s name do not aid by your advice nor assist by your 
endeavors the plans of those whose efforts, if successfully car- 
ried out, will bring down upon us a condition which will be 
worse, far worse, in the end—than the troublies which now beset 
you.” 

Following the parallel down further, we find that in 1844 we 
entered into our first treaty with China. In 1858 there was 
another one which was proclaimed after ratification by both 
parties January 26, 1860, and a tariff treaty concluded Novem- 
ber 8, 1858, and ratifications exchanged August 15, 1859. 

After this treaty of 1858 was entered into, and while we were 
living under it, certain well-meaning people conceived the idea that 
the Chinaman was a man and a brother, and as all men were cre- 
ated equal, we should bring him over here and take him into the 
family circle and make a good Christian of him, and they kept 
promulgating this doctrine, and soon they got everybody in favor 
of it. There were three active influences at work that brought 
about this result. First, the religious element. The China- 
man had a soul, and they wanted to save it. Second, the com- 
mercial element—the exporter of goods and products and mer- 
chandise. The Chinaman had money and he wanted it. And 
lastly, the profound political economist—the theorist, the vis- 
ionary—the fellow who invariably figures out a result which 
always ought to follow, but never does. That fellow wanted 
the Chinaman, too. He wanted him because he would work 
cheap, and he believed in cheap labor. What we wanted, he 
said, was cheap labor and more of it, and then we would pro- 
duce things cheaply and sell them dear, and soon we would have 
all the money, and if the millennium was not actually in sight 
it was just around the corner. Which one of these forces was 
the most potent in bringing about the result I do not know, but 
anyhow, on July 28, 1868, we concluded a new treaty with China 
which treaty was known as the Burlingame treaty, and was 
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duly ratified and proclaimed February 5, 1870, and contained 
for the first time a provision allowing unrestricted immigration 
of Chinese to this country. 

Every argument used in favor of Japanese immigration now 
was used then in favor of Chinese immigration and with just 
as much reason. I need not go over the results that followed 
the execution of that treaty. The treaty was in force but a very 
short time—just long enough to open the eyes of our people to 
the great mistake they had made—when agitation for the 
repeal of the immigration clause was started, and finally the 
further coming of Chinese coolies was forbidden. It had to be 
forbidden. The presence of Chinese laborers became such a 
source of irritation to our people, so productive of riots and 
disorder, so disastrous an experiment, and so ruinous in its 
effects upon white labor and the opportunities of white laborers 
that all political parties united in demanding that their coming 
should be stopped, and it was stopped. And now we are repeat- 
ing in our relations with Japan the same costly experience that 
proved such a disastrous failure under the Burlingame treaty. 
It is said that no age ever understands the meaning of its own 
time, and it would seem that it must be so. With the experience 
our people had just passed through, struggling with the problem 
of Chinese immigration it is difficult to understand why they 
entered in this Japan treaty containing its immigration clause 
at all. Those in authority at that time did not understand the 
situation—didn’t understand the meaning of their own time. 

It would seem, Mr President, that a mere statement of the 
results of these two experiments in the line of introducing 
cheap labor to compete with our own laborers would be argu- 
ment sufficient to prevent our trying a third experiment. We 
do not want cheap cooly labor here—Chinese or Japanese. We 
do not want to cheapen labor at all. Our system of government 
is different from that of China and Japan. In those countries 
the laborer is a mere machine to be used until he is worn out 
and of value only to the extent of his productive capacity. He 
has always been so and he will be so always. He has no part 
in directing governmental affairs, no part in making the laws 
under which he is forced to live, and no status whatever, except 
as a productive machine. He has been so for centuries, and 
he has inherited ideas of servitude and vassalage totally at 
variance with the ideas of responsibility and authority and 
dignity entertained by the American laborer. Here we haye no 
classes, no nobles, no Samurai—we are all plain pleople. Our 
laborers are a part of the Government—they are the Govern- 
ment. Each one has a vote, each one has a voice in the shaping 
of the legislation which affects him, and each one feels in his 
heart that upon his shoulders and upon his loyalty and manhood 
rest in a measure the prosperity of the country and the honor 
and the glory of the nation. 

The American laborer is not merely a productive machine. He 
is far more than that. He is an equal in our social life—a 
factor in our political life—a potential force entering into the 
fullness of our national life and broadening its possibilities. He 
is not a destroyer of wealth, he is a creator of wealth, and it is 
our duty—the duty of good government—to provide by law such 
instrumentalities as will secure for him a fair share of the 
wealth his labor has helped produce. The true principle— 
the only principle which should govern us—is not how little can 
we get him to work for by introducing cheap labor competition, 
but rather how much can we pay him to make him happy and 
at the same time insure to his employer a reasonable profit and 
no more, upon the capital invested. This is a truism I know, 
but it is a truism the statement of which meets with violent 
opposition at times from people who ought to know better. It 
is time that capital listened to it anyhow. If capital refuses 
to hear it now from the lips of its friends it will hear it later 
from the lips of those who are not its friends. We hear a great 
deal at times about the protection of American labor—about 
every four years the spellbinders go out and tell the dear people 
how the Government is protecting American labor. The con- 
sumers in this country are submitting to the highest tariff that 
was ever known in the history of the world, and submitting 
cheerfully, because they have been told that it is for the protec- 
tion of American labor. 

The American laborer himself pays a large part of the duty 
imposed by that tariff, and pays it cheerfully because he believes 
that it raises his wages and protects him from what at election 
time is designated as “the pauper labor of Europe.” And this 
is how the thing works out. We put such an import duty on 
foreign goods that it is in many instances practically prohib- 
itory and of course raises the price of the home product. Hay- 
ing done this and raised the price, the workingman has to pay 
for everything he eats and drinks or wears, whether of home 
production or European importation, we introduce cheap cooly 
labor from Asia to cut the price of his wage and take his job 


away from him. And this is called a “square deal” for the pro- 
tection of American labor. It is one of the fallacies of the age, 
and the mystery of it all is that the American laborer has be- 
lieved in it and been misled by it so long. I believe in the pro- 
tection of American labor against the pauper labor of the world, 
and I believe the best way to secure that end is to keep the 
pauper labor of the world out of American factories and farms 
and workshops—out of every field of productive industry upon 
American soil where American labor is employed or American 
homes are dependent upon the fruits of that labor. 

There is another view of the situation to which I wish to 
attract attention, and it is a matter of importance and not to 
be overlooked. While Japan is a great nation and well deserves 
all the complimentary things the President has thought proper 
to say about her in his message, yet China is a great nation also. 
If Japan has a “ glorious and ancient past,” so has China. If 
Japan has a civilization “ older than that of the nations of mod- 
ern Europe,” so, too, has China. The two nations stand equal 
before us in every respect and we are on equally friendly terms 
with each of them. How long shall we remain so if we do not 
treat them with equal consideration. We exclude Chinese la- 
borers because we found by experience that their coming here 
was no longer desirable, and we represented to the Government 
of China that it was our first duty to protect our own laboring 
people, and that the importation of Chinese cooly labor so 
affected the happiness and well-being of our laboring classes 
that we could not allow it to continue. And, China, recogniz- 
ing the force of that argument, consented to the new arrange- 
ment and was satisfied—satisfied because Chinese statesmen 
saw at once that the reasons given by us were good reasons 
and our position could not be assailed. And the friendly 
relations between the two countries continued and were not in 
the least disturbed. But within the last year serious complaint 
has been made by the Chinese people to our treatment of 
China as a nation. And can any fair-minded man say that 
the complaint has no foundation to rest upon? China says to 
us now and has a right to say: 

You excluded our laborers—you gave as a reason that you could not 
permit cooly labor to compete with American labor, because such com- 
petition threatened disaster to the American laboring classes; we recog- 
nized the justness of your position and were satistied. But now you 


admit Japanese coolies who are no better than our coolies. Why do 
you do so? 


How are we going to answer the question? We are not going 
to answer it. We can not answer it. Either we are treating 
China unfairly in excluding Chinese coolies, or we are treating 
our own people unfairly in admitting Japanese coolies. And in 
this connection I would commend the essay on Industrial 
morality,” found on the thirty-fourth page of the message, to 
its distinguished author for reperusal and careful examination. 

There is not one single objection that was ever urged against 
the Chinese laborer that does not apply with equal force against 
the Japanese laborer. Why then the discrimination? We can 
not continue to treat these two friendly nations in this manner. 
Either we will be compelled to stop the coming of Japanese 
laborers, or we will be compelled to again admit Chinese laborers. 

There is no nfiddle course. And the objections to again admit- 
ting Chinese can not be put better than it was put by the Presi- 
dent himself in his message to Congress, December 5, 1905, and 
I wish to read it and put it opposite to what he says now about 
the Japanese. These coolies are all alike. If there is any dif- 
ference between these two people, it is not in favor of the 
Japanese. This is what the President said in 1905, speaking of 
the Chinese: t 

The questions arising in connection with Chinese immigration stand 
by themselves. The conditions in China are such that the entire 
Chinese cooly class, that is, the class of Chinese laborers, skilled and 
unskilled, legitimately come under the head of undesirable immigrants 
to this country, because of their numbers, the low wages for which they 
work, and their low standard of living. Not only is it to the interest 


of this country to keep them out, but the Chinese authorities do not 
desire that they should be admitted. 


That is just what Japan is saying now, but the Chinese came 
all the same, and they kept on coming, and China did not try to 
stop them, and Japan is not trying to stop the Japanese. 

At present their [Chinese] entrance is prohibited by laws amply ade- 
quate to accomplish this 3 These laws have been, are being, 
and will be, thoroughly enforced. The violations of them are so few in 
number as to be infinitesimal and can be entirely disregarded. There is 
no serious proposal to alter the immigration law as regards the Chinese 
laborer, skilled or unskilled, and there is no excuse for any man feeling 
or affecting to feel the slightest alarm on the subject. 

Now, sir, that was the President’s view in regard to Chinese 
immigration in 1905, and it applies now exactly to Japanese 
immigration in 1907. Every reason urged to exclude the Chinese 
can be applied with equal force to the Japanese. I wish to quote 
something here. In 1870, as I say, we entered into the treaty 
with China providing for the unrestricted immigration of 
Chinese labor. This country rejoiced at that time, and all over 
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the country there was rejoicing over the treaty that we had 
entered into, and great things were expected to result from it. 
But here and there was one who saw clearer into the future and 
understood better than his fellows, and one of those who at 
that time saw into the future and saw what would happen in 
case this treaty was entered into, was the distinguished junior 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wuyre]. In an address delivered 
at the Maryland Institute October, 1870, of which he has kindly 
furnished me the manuscript copy—as it has never been pub- 
lished—there is a prophecy „uttered by him at the time when 
the whole world was rejoicing over the treaty and thinking 
what a great thing we had accomplished. The Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Wuayre] saw further into the future and with 
gps eyes the trouble that was in store for this country, and 
said: 

Do not fear that I shall violate . sag Sages neutrality in what I am 
about to observe on this occasion. is no party question. 

It is no party question now. 

This is no party question. It is higher and greater than any ques- 
tion or policy which divides the parties. It involves the fate of the 
mechanic and workingman of Aa perea It makes an assault upon the 
energy and industry of our and strikes a blow at our religious 
institutions. 

The address goes on further on the same line and I regret 
that my time does not permit reading it all. The Senator from 
Maryland foresaw, back in 1870, just when the Burlingame 
treaty took effect, the evil results that would follow from enter- 
ing into that treaty with China, and there are those now who 
see far enough abead—the people upon the Pacific coast who 
have had the actual experience, which the Senator from Mary- 
land at that time did not have—to see that ruin and desolation 
will follow in the track of this policy if it is pursued. 

There is a report, Mr. President, which bears out what I have 
been saying here, which justifies every word of it, and justifies 
the belief I entertain that if this immigration is allowed to con- 
tinue there will be such a condition upon the Pacific coast as 
will bring trouble to our country and to our people. 

Dr. Charles P. Neill, who is Commissioner of Labor, and a 
man better qualified than any other nian in the United States 
that I know of to make an examination of labor conditions 
and problems and to report concerning them, was sent out to 
make an examination of conditions in Hawaii, and he sent to 
the Department his report in 1906, which is Document No. 66. 
That report, Mr. President, is a note of warning to the American 
people. There are things in that report which might well make 
us pause and consider where we are drifting if we continue in 
the course that has been mapped out for us and that we are fol- 
lowing now. 

It appears that while those islands are nominally ours and 
under our Government, yet in 1900 74.52 per cent of the adult 
population was Chinese and Japanese, and the per cent is 
greater now. They haye taken the islands away from us. We 
provide for their government; we have the nominal ownership 
and control; but the Japanese and the Chinese practically own 
those islands and will own them more than they do now, be- 
cause they are increasing. They are growing every day, and the 
white people are being run out of there. If the Senate will 
pardon me. I will make a few citations from this report. This 
is the condition that Doctor Neill found: . 

The first effect of the incoming of the Asiatics was the taking over of 
unskilled labor of every sort, but the competition has now extended 
until it has become active in nearly every line of trade and in nearly 
all the skilled occupations. Most of the competition in the skilled 
trades comes from the Japanese, and it is insisted everywhere through- 
out the islands that this competition is growing rapidly, and that the 
number of Japanese in skilled trades is larger now n it was in 1900. 

* * * * 


* * e 
The clothing trades are almost entirely in the hands of Asiatics. A 
few white tailors are engaged in business in Honolulu, and there are 
several white tailori rms in the town of Hilo, but all of these, 
with the exception of one firm, are Sh alpha to employ Chinese or 
Japanese workmen. There are practically no white wage-earners en- 
gaged in making men’s garments or boots and shoes, although a few 
whites find employment in ndently in repairing and cobbling. The 
preparation of food and drink affords employment to a number of 
workers, who are mostly Asiatic. The Chinese take naturally to cull- 
nary vocations, often 3 from domestic service into the sys- 
tematic manufacture of food products. Most of the bakeries, confec- 
tionery shops, and hotels and restaurants employ Chinese help, or, 
we choice, Japanese. Practically all domestic servants are 
e. 


On account of the restricted field of employment, plumbing and tin- 
ning are usually carried on in conjunction as a single trade. The 
Japanese have for some time been steadily invading this field. They 
are now strong 8 in the plumbing trade, and in some places 
they have practically monopolized the work of making tinware for 
sale at plantation stores and elsewhere among the 
This latter has been a profitable field of industry for 
oe. are being driven from it ropra: 

e building trades have also m invaded a: 
The effect of Asiatic competition in 


working people. 
the whites, But 


ively by Asiatic 
workmen. field has attracted 
particular attention on account of the fact that white mechanics in the 
various building lines have been steadily giving up the field in Hawaii 
and forming a procession back to the coast. the Territory was 


annexed a decided building boom occurred at Honolulu, accompanied 

a considerable influx of mechanics from the Pacific coast. It took 
only a few seasons, however, to supply the city with about all the 
business structures it was likely to need for a number of years to come. 
The construction of cottages and small residences has continued since 
that time, but this is a field of work where the Asiatics compete most 
successfully with white workers, and in which they are gaining con- 
trol. As a result of failing employment lar; numbers of working- 
men have left the islands and returned to California, and the popula- 
tion of white mechanics has fallen off considerably. Part of this 
movement undoubtedly represents merely a reaction from the abnormal 
condition produced the excitement attending annexation. But the 
fact remains that building is still going on in the Territory to a con- 
siderable extent, and that Asiatic workmen are successfully competin 
for the work with white mechanics. The procession of unemploy 
back to the coast, therefore, represents to some extent the displacement 
of whites by Asiatics. Not only are they su 1 competitors in the 
construction of 5 and small residences, but they are making their 
competition strongly felt on a * and more important bullding work. 
A White contractor in the islands, who used white and native labor 
only, reported that he had not had a contract of any importance for 
nearly a year and a because he had been ruinous! underbid either 
by Japanese contractors or by white contractors using Asiatic labor 
exclusively. 

s * . s s La .. 


The only urban occupations not subject to Asiatic competition are 
the English printing trades and some forms of employment in machin- 
ery and metal working. Some forms of furniture are made in 
Asiatic shops in Honolulu, and Asiatics compete with whites in car- 
riage making and repairing, wheelwright work, and in millwork and 
joinery. In the passenger carrying or hack business, both in Honolulu 
and t hout the inlands, the Japanese are rapidly gaining com- 
pes control. Oriental blacksmiths and horseshoers have shops in 
Ionólulu, and the Japanese compete with boiler makers in making 
the large tanks used as receivers for the fuel oil now employed for steam 
making in the islands. Although the language difficulty as yet forms 
an insurmountable obstacle to the employment of Asiatics in English 
printing offices, there are several Japanese and Chinese 8 
and job printing establishments in the Territory, catering chiefly to 
the needs of the Oriental population, that occasionally do English 
work. The manufacture of sugar-mill machinery, skilled electrical 
work, brewing, and a fraction of the building trades, where the most 
highly skilled workmen are employed, are the main branches of indus- 
try not invaded by Asiatic working people. 

s . > 


The competition between Asiatics and white and native workingmen 
has been felt in some degree ever since the Asiatics first began to come 
into the islands, but not only is this competition now felt through all 
rg of labor, but it has also spread out into commercial lines. 

hite merchants are now complaining of the effect of oriental com- 
3 as vigorously as are the white mechanics and white laborers. 

n the end the competition will be more disastrous to the merchant 
than to the mechanic. The mechanic can gather up his tools—his 
working capital—and return to the mainland, suffering, it is true, from 
the time lost and from the fact of having practically te start anew 
where once he may have had a patronage established, and embittered 
by the feeling that in an American territory there was no room for 
him, an American citizen, on account of the economic dominance of 
aliens. But the white merchant can not so easily withdraw from trade 
without such a sacrifice of his stock as may represent ruin to his small 
fortune. Many small merchants are now feeling the effects both of 
the depression and of encroaching Asiatic competition, and are dog- 
gediy carrying on a struggle which they believe to be hopeless, but 
still unable to bring themselves to the point of sacrificing their stock 
and withdrawing from business. A number of merchants were inter- 
viewed, outside of Honolulu, who felt that they had held on too long 
already and had allowed to pass the favorable moment for retirement. 
$ * * $ - * 3 s * 


The Honolulu Merchants’ Association, in a recent correspondence 
with the Planters’ Association, thus expressed their views upon the 
immigration and competition of Asiatics: 

“This country has been inundated with an influx of Asiatic popula- 
tion that threatens to undermine its political security, so.far as the 
ascendency and control of the white race is concerned. For the pur- 
pose of obtaining cheap labor there have been introduced here twice as 
many Asiatic laborers as have been necessary for working the planta- 
tions, and this has resulted disastrously to all but immediate sugar 
interests. The surplus labor, which numbers in the neighborhood of 
50,000, is engaged professional, mechanical, and mercantile pursuits 
that in a Territory of the United States or in any country legitimately 
belongs to its citizens." 

The predominance of Asiatics In the population of Hawaii has thns 
come to be regarded not only as a peril to immediate trade interests, 
through the competition already existing, but as creating a grave men- 
ace to business security for the future. 3 

= * * * . * * 


It is not casy to give an adequate idea of the resentment and the 
bitterness felt by the white mechanic and the white merchant who see 
themselves being steadily forced to the wall, and even driven out of 
the Territory, by Asiatic competition. They feel that they are being 
defeated in the struggle, not because of superior mechanical skill or 
8 business instinct on the part of their successful competitors, 
but because of a lower standard of living, in the face of which they 
are helpless. They feel, furthermore, that the white citizen who goes 
into new American territory to cast his lot with a new community and 
to join in its upbuilding on American lines is entitled, if not to favored 
treatment, at least to protection against the kind of competition that 
the Asiatic alien represents. 

* + . „ + . . 

The most recent developments in this line. seem to indicate that the 
Asiaties are going into agriculture on a still larger scale. Since the 
report for 1902 was written, a Japanese cultivation ee! of some 
55 members has taken a five-year contract to raise all the cane upon 
one of the smaller plantations. They thus gain control of all field 
Spat Dua; including administration, subject to the eral supervi- 
sion of the plantation manager. If this system should extend—and it 
more profitable than the old in the case in question—the 
wing would be as fully in their bands as is coffee 
raising. In a Japanese paper blished in Honolulu, under date of 
January 8 of the present year (1906), it is reported that a com g 
has been organ: in Tokyo for the purpose of leasing lands belong- 


has proved 
control of cane 
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ing to one of the large plantations and cultivating cane to be sold to 
the mill. The company has a capital of $250,000, and is reported to 
have secured 1,600 acres of land from this plantation, under a twenty- 
years’ lease, and to have begun to clear it, The announcement contin- 
ues: The Japanese concern will furnish their own labor, build their 
own houses, furnish their own implements of agriculture, food, etc.” 

Thus, in mercantile lines, in the field of hand labor, and in small 
farming alike, the experience is the same. Between depression and 
Asiatic competition the whites are being driven out, and the Asiatics 
are succeeding. It is a struggle for survival, with the white element 
slowly and steadily losing ground. 

* + * * * * * 


EFFECT OF ORIENTALIZATION OF POPULATION UPON CHARACTER OF 
CITIZENSHIP, 


Although the Asiatics have up to the present slight control of the 
wealth of the Territory, and although they exercise no appreciable 
control through sufrage, the orientalization of the population of the 
islands has iready proved a serious detriment to their civic interests. 
It makes Hawali a place to be exploited by a working population who 
endeavor to maintain the lowest standard of living in order to have 
the largest amount of saving with which to return home at as early a 
date as possible. The earnings and savings of this population do not 
enter into the industry of the islands, do not go to the building up of 
homes, or in any way enter into the development of the community. 

As a further consequence of this orientalization there is practieally 
in the Territory of Hawaii nothing corresponding to that element of 
citizenship which forms the backbone of our commonwealths on the 
mainland. An agricultural community In America ordinarily repre- 
sents a very large proportion of independent, self-reliant farmers. In 
no other part of the community is the proportion of men working for 
wages so small and the proportion of independent producers so large. 
But in Hawaii, although a preponderatingly agricultural community, 
the citizens represent largely two classes—a small group of employers 
and an overwhelmingly large preponderance of wage-earners. There 
are no successive gradations from one economic class to another, as 
there is on the mainland, where the higher-paid wage-earner and the 
smaller employer approach each other in economic importance. In 
Hawaii there is a wide gap between employer and wage-earner, and 
it was neither an exaggeration nor a figurative expression when a 
Hawaiian editor spoke of the Territory as composed of feudal barons 
and predial serfs. 

In American communities, however great may be the diversity or 
opposition of economic interests between employer and wage-earner, 
they have common social and political interests that draw them together 
and amalgamate them into the common body of citizens. But in Hawaii, 
with its orlental labor population excluded from citizenship by law and 
apparently indifferent to citizenship as a matter of fact, there is no 
common tie whatever, and the gap between employer and wage-earner 
is at once an economic gan, a social gap, and a political gap. There is 
no community of thought, nor of feeling, nor of sympathy. The char- 
acter of an oriental cooly population degrades the idea of labor, as did 
slave labor in the South. he Asiatic laborers are looked upon with 
contempt by their white employers, but they in turn reciprocate thor- 
oughly the race contempt which the white class feels for them. Even 
the second generation of orlentals will develop a less desirable citizen 
class in Hawaii than would be the case on the mainland. The process 
of amalgamation and assimilation which might to some degree go on in 
a mainland community, with its American ideals and conditions fixed, 
settled, and dominant, and in which the population is overwhelmingly 
American, can not be expected in a community in which only a very 
small percentage of the population are even descendants of le who 
have known representative government and have long had traditions of 
free institutions. 

But even if the white population of Hawali were larger, more homo- 
geneous, and more thoroughly imbued with American ideals and tradi- 
tions, it could still exert but little influence on the Asiatics of the second 
generation. The two nationalities, though living side by side, are sepa- 

. rated from one another by every possible bar. They differ in race, and 
their history and traditions have nothing in common. They differ 
widely in their experience of political institutions. They differ radically 
in their spiritual ideals and their religious beliefs. They differ wholly 
in their moral and social conventions, in their philosophy of life, and 
their habit of thought. They therefore live apart, each maintaining 
separate and distinct its conventions and ideals. The second generation 
of Asiatics, therefore, however much in such a community they may 
conform to American business customs, remain alien in thought and 
sympathy. 

Mr. President, that report shows such a condition of things 
existing in Hawaii, where we have been only a short time, that 
we may be permitted to say that if this immigration is not 
stopped the same conditions will prevail upon the Pacific coast. 
It is no wonder, reading that report, and reading of the condi- 
tions that exist there, that our people look with dread and ap- 
prehension upon the prospect of the continued immigration of 
these people to our shores. We are not a lawless people on the 
Pacific coast. In the great western movement that peopled that 
country in the forties and early fifties of the last century there 
went out over the old emigrant trail, bearing its hardships and 
braving its dangers, the best stock of the South—the best stock 
of New England—and the rugged pioneers of the Middle West, 
who moved on again following the setting sun and carrying the 
principles of our Government and its flag with them. We are 
their descendants, and we possess some, at least, of their virtues 
and all of their loyalty. 

It was a hard struggle in the early days, but they fought it 
out and bravely and loyally and helpfully stood by each other 
for the common good. And then others came and settled upon 
the prairies and in the valleys and built up little villages that 
have grown to be great cities, and community life went on and 
we were very happy in the pioneer days of the farthest West. 

It was a white man’s government we established there for 
a white man’s country. And then again others came to us— 


world's history. 


came by the Isthmus, some of them, came by ox team wearily 
over the old emigrant trail, most of them—and a tide of 
immigration flowed in upon us that was unparalleled in the 


And Territories were organized there, and 
States came into the Union—California first, then Oregon, and 
out of the Oregon Territory was created Washington and Idaho 
and Montana. And the spirit that brought the early pioneer 
nerved his hand to the work, and great wealth was accumulated 
there and prosperity followed in the wake of industry, and it 
was still a white man’s country—white men working for and 
with white men, each profiting by the labor of the other, and 
all happy and contented. And then there came among us a 
yellow invasion. Chinese coolies, under the Burlingame treaty 
and subsequent treaties, came by the thousand and took the 
places of employment, out of which they drove white men and 
women; and soon they were everywhere. And the white laborer 
stood it as long as he could stand it, and then a storm gathered 
and broke over that country, and those who saw it and went 
through it do not want to ever see it again. è 

And then Congress granted the relief so long prayed for and 
so long denied, and the exclusion act was passed that brought 
prosperity again to our laboring classes, and to-day there is not 
on all the earth a more happy, prosperous, or contented man 
than the laboring man of the Pacific coast. And we ask Con- 
gress and the President now to forestall the possible recurrence 
of the conditions that followed the introduction of Chinese 
coolies. 

The Japanese coolies that are here may stay, but let there 
be no more competition of that kind forced upon our people. 
And if it be said that there are commercial advantages to us 
under this treaty, and we will injure them by insisting upon 
the exclusion of Japanese laborers, I answer that I don't care. 
I am not unmindful of the advantages that flow from commer- 
cial intercourse with the nations. I know that trade and com- 
merce are among the great factors that build up a nation and 
make it great, and that great wealth has ever followed in the 
wake of the white sails of commercial activity. But there is 
something greater than mere money—something immeasurably 
more desirable than the amassing of great wealth—it is the 
peace and good order of the community and the welfare and 
happiness of our people. x 

The President says we have much to learn from Japan. 
That may be true, and the Light of Asia“ may be an inspira- 
tion to some. But there are other lights I would rather see. I 
would rather see the light of happiness shining in the eyes of the 
mothers and daughters of our land; I would rather see the light 
that glints and shimmers over fields of ripening grain in the fer- 
tile valleys of my native State, fields owned by American home 
builders and cultivated by American labor; I would rather see 
the light that shines from furnace and forge and factory in New 
England and the South, owned ‘by American capital, operated by 
American labor, and carried on by the genius of American enter- 
prise. And when I say that, I am voicing the sentiment of the 
West; I know what my people want. I was born cut there when 
that country was so little known as to be described as a barren 
wilderness even in the halls of this Senate, and I have lived 
there and witnessed its growth and development through all the 
changing years that have brought so much of success and pros- 
perity and happiness to that empire beyond the Rockies—the 
fairest land, as we see it, over which the flag flies to-day. 
And it is because I want that prosperity and happiness to con- - 
tinue that I urge the action contemplated by this resolution. 

What is our interest is the interest of all. This nation must 
grow as a whole, or decline as a whole, and you can not bring 
prosperity to one portion of the country without the waves of 
that prosperity gathering force as they move, and dashing over 
every portion of the land and leaving some evidence, at least, of 
their presence in every American home. We are a homogeneous 
people, connected by blood and the ties of kinship, and from 
Maine to Oregon, from the Gulf to the Lakes, our people are 
one people, differing in many things, but united in loyalty to the 
flag and loyalty to the Government and institutions for which 
that flag stands as representative and symbol. And although 
we of the West are far away from the Nation’s capital as the 
longitude marks, yet we are a part of the Nation’s family and 
sheltered by the Nation’s protection. 

There are voices calling to us out there—voices of cheer and 
good will. And we hear them as our fathers heard them on the 
old emigrant trail—heard them in the noonday sun or in the 
gathering twilight or under the stars—heard them at the sun- 
rise—borne upon the breezes of the morning from the mountains 
or from the sea. And we stop at times and listen, and they 
speak to us of a brotherhood of American labor and American 
eapital—a brotherhood of American genius and American enter- 
prise—a brotherhood of American loyalty and American patriot- 
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ism. and it strengthens our hearts and cheers us on because we 
feel that we are brothers all, and that you will listen to us and 
sympathize with us and aid us—because of the brotherhood. 
{Manifestations of applause in the galleries.] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table. 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY BILL. 


During the delivery of Mr. GEARIN’s speech, 

The VICH-CRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon will sus- 
pend while the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which will be stated by the Secretary. 

The Secretayy. A bill (S. 5133) to promote the safety of 
employees and \rayelers upon railroads by limiting the hours of 
service of employees thereon. 

Mr. LA FOLLETT. Mr. President, I am not advised that 
any Senator is ready to speak upon the unfinished business to- 
day, and therefore I ask unanimous consent that it be tempo- 
rarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside. Without objection, it is so ordered. The Senator 
from Oregon will proceed. 

After the conclusion of Mr. Granix's speech, 


DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY, 


Mr. LODGE obtained the floor. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 

Mr. FORAKER. In view of the amendment that has been 
offered to my resolution and the numerous suggestions which 
haye been made I offer as a substitute 

Mr. LODGE. I did not yield the floor to have an amendment 
substituted for mine. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
declines to yield the floor. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have not offered a substitute for anything 
that the Senator from Massachusetts has offered; but I thought 
it was due to the Senator from Massachusetts that I should 
state, before he entered upon his remarks, that I was willing to 
change the resolution I had offered to the form now presented. 
However, if the Senator objects, I will offer it later. 

Mr. LODGE. I wish the Senator would offer it later, as I 
should like to discuss my own amendment and perhaps to offer 
it in a modified form. I should like to present it myself. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not want to object to the Senator offer- 
ing anything he wishes to offer, but I supposed I had a right to 
offer anything I saw fit to offer. 

Mr. LODGE. Also I yielded the floor, but I did not yield it 
for that purpose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
will proceed. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I am entirely in favor of an in- 
vestigation by the Senate committee of the occurrences at 
Brownsville, Tex., on the night of the 13th of August last, but 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForaKer] 
in its present form seems to me to go very much further than a 
mere inguiry into the transactions at. Brownsville on that night. 
It involves practically an inquiry into the right of the President 
to take the action which he took following the incident at 
Brownsville. The resolution says that the committee is “to 
take such further testimony.” Neither the Senate nor the com- 
mittee has taken any testimony at all. Therefore the testimony 
referred to must be the testimony taken by the Department and 
upon which the President based his action. The resolution then 
continues to say, “as may be necessary to establish the facts 
connected with the discharge of the” soldiers, etc. 

The discharge of the soldiers was an Executive act, in ac- 
cordance, as I believe, and as I shall try to show, with the con- 
stitutional power of the Executive. But it was certainly an 
Executive act, and I do not think, Mr. President, that it is 
within our province as a body to review or to attempt to revise 
Executive action. 


The Senator from Massachusetts 


There s only one way in which we can deal with Executive- 


action in the sense of reviewing or revising it, and that is by 
the method of impeachment, and in that case it does not lie with 
this body, which furnishes the judges under the Constitution, 
par with the House of Representatives, to corer’ into Executive 
action. 

My purpose in offering the amendment which I did was to 
exclude absolutely from the field of our inquiry the Executive 
action which has been taken. I was not at all satisfied with 
the very hasty amendment which I drafted, and I ask leave 
now—in fact, I believe I have the right—to modify that amend- 
ment, and I offer another, which is broader and more complete, 


and which excludes entirely from the action of the committee 
all reference to the Executive action. After it has been read I 
will briefly explain to the Senate why I think all questions of 
Executive power should be eliminated from this resolution. I 
will ask the Secretary to read the amendment, proposed as a 
substitute for the amendment I offered heretofore. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
proposes an amendment, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and hereby is, 
authorized to make inguiry and take testimony in re; ard to the afra 
at Brownsville, Tex., on the night of August 13, 06, and that it 


be, and hereby is, authorized to send for persons and papers and ad- 
minister oaths and report thereon, by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. -Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. As that seems to be in the nature of a 
substitute 

Mr. LODGE. It is in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask the Senator if he has any objection 
to adding the sentence I offered this morning as an amend- 
ment 

Mr. LODGE. Not the slightest. 

Mr. CULBERSON. To the effect that the committee be au- 
thorized, if they deem it necessary, to visit Brownsville. 

Mr. LODGE. I recall the Senator’s amendment, and have no 
objection at all to it. 

I offer that amendment in the nature of a substitute, and it 
will be observed by the Senate that I have cut out every allusion 
to the discharge or to the soldiers, and I have left it simply 
as an inquiry into the occurrence at Brownsville on the 13th 
of last August, which is something that, unquestionably, a com- 
mittee of either House of Congress has a perfect right to enter 
upon. 

There are two questions involved here, Mr. President. There 
is a question of fact and a question of law. The question of 
fact is as to who committed or took part in the shooting at 
Brownsville on the 13th of August—not what individuals, but 
what groups or bands of persons did the shooting. It is ad- 
mitted, and is not disputed by anyone so far as I am aware, that 
on the night of the 13th of August there was shooting in the 
streets of Brownsville, Tex. Houses were fired into. One man 
was killed. The lieutenant of police had his horse shot under 
him and was so severely wounded in the arm as to necessitate 
its amputation. Those facts, as I say, I believe are admitted by 
everyone. The question is, by whom was this shooting done? 

The President of the United States, the Secretary of War, the 
officers of the Regular Army detailed to examine and report upon 
the case decided that the shooting was done by soldiers of the 
Twenty-fifth Infantry stationed at Fort Brown. Upon the tes- 
timony which was furnished to them and which has been fur- 
nished to Congress accompanying the President's message thé 
Executive took action. 

The Constitution League, in behalf of the soldiers, alleges that 
the shooting was done by inhabitants of Brownsville, who dis- 
guised themselves in cast-off uniforms of the troops, supplied 
themselves with exploded shells and cartridges from the target 
ranges, shot up the town, and scattered the shells about so as to 
give the impression, as they were the shells used exclusively in 
the new model Springfield, that the shooting had been done by 
soldiers. That is the proposition of the Constitution League. 

Mr. President, that. shooting was done either by some of the 
soldiers or by some of the inhabitants of the town. It was done 
by some one. No vague beings drifted in from outside and did 
that shooting only to disappear next morning. Universal nega- 
tions are useless here. The shooting was done by somebody, 
and it was done either by the soldiers or by the citizens under 
the circumstances described in the document furnished by the 
Constitution League, which is printed with the message. 

If, Mr. President, it was done by troops of the United States, 
I think no reflecting man can question that the severest, the 
most exemplary punishment is deserved by the soldiers guilty 
of such an outrage. If it was not done by the troops, then they 
are entitled to the most complete vindication and redress which 
the Government and Congress can give to them. 

On the other hand, Mr. President, if this shooting was done by 
the inhabitants of Brownsville, then it was one of the most 
diabolical plots ever conceived by civilized men, in which lives 
were sacrificed and other lives endangered for the odious pur- 
pose of casting the burden of guilt upon innocent men, 

Justice to the troops demands that there should be no question 
as to their guilt or innocence, and justice to the people of that 
community demands that there should be no question as to their 
guilt or innocence, 
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Now, Mr. President, that is a question of fact. As a member 
of the committee which will be charged under this resolution 
with an examination of the testimony I do not propose to ex- 
press or form any opinion at this time as to that question of 
fact. I want to hear all the testimony that can be furnished. 
I understand that the testimony on which Major Blocksom 
acted is to be brought before the Senate in the form of deposi- 
tions and sworn affidavits. I have no doubt there is a great 
deal of other testimony to be presented, and until that testi- 
mony is presented it would be manifestly unbecoming in me 
as a member of the committee to express at this time any opin- 
jon in regard to it. 

I therefore put aside the question of fact which I have en- 
deavored to state, and I express no opinion whatever in regard 
to it. But the question of law which is involved in the resolu- 
tion as it stands, and which I desire to exclude completely 
from the consideration of the committee or of the Senate, is a 
very different one indeed. On that proposition of law I have 
made up my mind after such investigation as I have been able 
to give to the subject. 

The power of the President to make discharges without honor 
has been, if not denied, questioned here and elsewhere, and it 
is in regard to the power of the President that I desire to 
speak to the Senate to-day, and to show, so far as I can, not 
only that the power which he exercised was a constitutional 
and legal power, but that in its exercise he is not to be ques- 
tioned by a committee of either House, and that the only way 
he could be questioned would be by impeachment under the 
Constitution. For that reason I desire by the amendment 
which I have offered to exclude it absolutely from the investi- 
gations of the committee. 

Mr. President, the powers conferred upon the President of 
the United States by the Constitution are easily stated. He 
is made the Commander in Chief of the land and nayal forces, 
and it is further provided in the Constitution that those land 
and naval forces shall be regulated by Congress. It is also 
to be noted in the fifth amendment, which is a part of the ten 
amendments constituting what may be called the “bill of 
rights,” and which provides and guarantees to citizens charged 
with capital crimes presentment to a grand jury, that the land 
and naval forces are expressly excepted, showing that from 
the beginning it was recognized that the land and naval forces 
of the United States were under a law entirely different from 
the law which regulated the affairs of men in civil life. i 

When the framers of the Constitution made the President 
Commander in Chief it vested in him all the powers inherent in 
that office, which was one well understood, and the powers of 
which were thoroughly apprehended and appreciated by the 
men who framed the Constitution, and over whom Washington 
presided, who had been the Commander in Chief of the forces 
of the United States. 

What, briefly, were the powers inherent in the Commander in 
Chief? Anyone who will take the trouble to look over the intro- 
duction by General Davis to his volume on Military Law will 
find a history of our rules and Articles of War succinctly stated 
there. It is enough for me here simply to point out historically 
the leading points in the development of our military law or in 
the Articles of War which are embodied in our statutes. 

Of course, we are concerned principally with the rules and 
ordinances of war which have come down to us from Great 
Britain, for that was the source from which we took our mili- 
tary law. Ordinances and rules of war date back to the Nor- 
man conquest, and from that time on they were promulgated 
by the king, who was the commander in chief. They had no 
parliamentary sanction of any character. Whatever arrange- 
ments were made for the trial of an officer or the infliction of 
penalties on either officers or men it was within the decision 
and the power of the commander in chief—that is, of the king 
alone. The absolute power in the hands of the commander in 
chief down to the time of Elizabeth is illustrated by the familiar 
line in Othello, where he says: 

But never more be officer of mine. 


That was the conception at that time of the arbitrary and 
complete authority of the commander in chief. 

Modern articles of war are largely based on and derived from 
the ordinances of war established by Gustavus Adolphus, em- 
bodied in England in what was known as Prince Rupert's Code. 
Those were the rules followed by both sides in the civil wars 
of England; and when we meet with the first great change in 
the relation of military law to the civil power it is at the time 
of the accession of William of Orange, when the famous mutiny 
act was passed by Parliament. That mutiny act, as everyone 
knows, embodied the military law of the time in a statute, and 
provided for courts-martial in the case of mutiny and desertion, 
thus giving the protection of statute law to officers or men 
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charged with those offenses. It provided further that the act 
should last only one year, in order that the jealousy of the 
standing army, so characteristic of the English-speaking people, 
should be satisfied by a provision which required the reenact- 
ment of that law every year by the British Parliament, and 
from that day to this I believe that the mutiny act has had its 
reenactment in every Parliament. 

When we came to our Revolution we adopted the military laws 
of England. They were those that our officers had been accus- 
tomed to in the old French war, and in all military organization; 


and our modern Articles of War, which were embodied in the 


statutes soon after the adoption of the Constitution, the princi- 
pal revision being, I think, in 1806, preserved still the character- 
istics of the military law which we took over from England. 

I will read a single sentence from the opinion in Blake v. The 
United States, in 18 Otto, in which Mr. Justice Harlan, in de- 
Uvering the opinion of the Supreme Court, said: 

From the organization of the Government, under the present Constitu- 
tion, to the commencement of the recent war for the*suppression of the 
rebellion, the power of the President, in the absence of statutory regu- 
lations, to dismiss from the service an officer of the Army or Navy, was 
not hee ai in any adjudged case or by any Department of the Gov- 
ernment, y . 

I read that merely to show briefly the very great powers in- 
herent in the Commander in Chief down to so recent a time as 
that—powers which enabled him to dismiss eyen a commissioned 
officer from the service. If I may quote one word from General 
Davis's Military Law, he says: 

The Articles of War in force in the armies of the United States were 
derived originally from the corresponding British articles. As the co- 
lonial troops had served with the royal forces operating in America dur- 
ing the wars immediately preceding the outb of the war of the Rev- 
olution, and while so serying had been subject to the British Mutin: 
Act and Articles of War, they became as a consequence familiar wi 
those articles. 

Therefore, Mr. President, it is of interest to see what to-day 
is the attitude in Great Britain in regard to the power of the 
commander in chief as to summary dismissals. It is quoted in 
the papers accompanying the President’s message from Clode’s 
Military Forces of the Crown: ? 

Though an engagement is made for a term certain, the Crown is un- 
der no obligation to retain the soldier, either in pay or in arms, for that 
he safety of the realm 
may depend in some measure on the immediate discharge or dismissal of 
any man or regiment in arms, and omer , that the cause of such dis- 
missal should not at the time be disc -by the responsible ministers 
of the Crown. 

In England, in other words, the power of summary dis- 
missal—that is, of terminating the enlistment—is absolute to- 
day, and as Clode, the authority I have quoted, says, it may 
be extended to an entire regiment, and no reasons need be 
given for the action beyond that of the good of the service. 

Now, Mr. President, has that power of summary dismissal, 
unquestionably inherent in the Commander in Chief as origi- 
nally established, been taken from him by any regulation or 
law of Congress? If it has not been specifically taken from 
him then he still possesses, as he does all other powers in- 
herent in the office of Commander in Chief of which he has not 
been deprived or in which he has not been limited by law. I 
think it will be found that not only has the power of summary 
dismissal not been taken away, but that it has been expressly 
recognized. Article 4 of the Articles of War, which are a part 
of chapter 1342 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
provides that— 1 

No enlisted man, duly sworn, shall be discharged from the service 
without a discharge in writing, signed by a field officer of the regiment 
to which he belongs, or by the commanding officer, when no field officer 
is present; and no discharge shall be given to any enlisted man before 
his term of service has expired, except by order of the President, the 
Secretary of War, the commanding officer of a department, or by sen- 
tence of a general court-martial. 

-In other words, the fourth article of war recognizes ex- 
plicitly the power of the President to discharge a man before 
his term of enlistment has expired,- and excepts that power 
from the general operation of the article. When that form of 
discharge occurs, I quote the language of Davis in his Military 
Law— . 

Although the engagement of the soldier, under his contract of en- 
listment, is for a term certain, the Government is under no obligation 
to retain him in service to the end of the stipulated period, and, under 
the authority conferred by this article, may “terminate at pleasure 
an enlistment without regard to the soldier.” It is essential to the 
discipline and efficiency of the military establishment that the Gov- 
ernment should “not only have, but should be able to exercise, this 
power without question or controversy,” and at its discretion. 

Then he says further: 


A third species of discharge, recently recognized, is “ discharge with- 
out honor.” It is employed. in cases where there has been no sentence 
adjudging a dishonorable discharge, but where the discharge awarded 
is induced by conduct or circumstanées not honorable to the soldier 
where his status is not one of real honor, as where he been sen- 
tenced to a term of imprisonment in a penitentiary by a civil court. 
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In the footnote on page 357 I find the following: 


The causes for and occasions upon which this form of discharge may 
be resorted to are set forth in Circular No. 15, 5 Army, 


1893 (par. 151, Army Regulations of 1895), which contains the require- 
met that this form of discharge will be used in the following cases 
only: 

(a) When a soldier is discharged without trial on account of fraudu- 
lent cnlistment. 

) When he is . without trial on account of haying be- 
sa oy at for service, physically or in character, through his 
own fault. + 

(c) When the discharge is on account of imprisonment under sen- 
tence of a civil court. . 

(d) When at the time of the soldier's discharge, at or after the ex- 
iration of his term of enlistment, he is in confinement under the sen- 
ence of a court-martial, which does not provide for honorable discharge. 

Circular 15, Headquarters Army, May 11, 1893; paragraph 151, Army 
Regulations, 1895. 

(e) With forfeiture of retained pay, on the approved finding of a 
board that he has not served honestly and faithfully. 

(f) When discharged without honor is specially ordered by the Sec- 
retary of War for any.other reason. Paragraph 151, Army Regula- 
tions, 1895. 

The power is made, Mr. President, as sweeping as possible. 
It is merely the form of the discharge that is new; one, Davis 
says, “ recently recognized,” and which has been in force for the 
last thirteen years. The form does not affect in the least the 
general power of summary dismissal, which has always been in- 
herent and recognized in the Commander in Chief. 

Moreover, Mr. President, as is cited in the report of the Judge- 
Adyocate-General, within the past year 352 men in the Army of 
the United States haye been discharged from the Army without 
honor by order of the Secretary of War. If he had the right to 
do it for one man, he has the right to do it for ten or for twenty 
or for a hundred or for a regiment; the principle is precisely 
the same, and the power of summary dismissal has been in- 
herent in the Commander in Chief since there has been such a 
thing as military law, and remains vested in him unless taken 
away by statute. That power is simply recognized and regu- 
lated by the discharge without honor. 

Precedents are not wanting, and the fact that they occurred 
in time of war or in time of peace does not affect the principle. 
I do not propose to go into these precedents at any length. 
They are all printed here. I merely want to call attention to 
certain orders that. were issued by two great generals and to 
the language that those generals employed. One is the case of 
General (then Colonel) Lee, before the breaking out of the civil 
war, in which the offense had been that the soldiers had lynched 
a bartender, A member of the company, Captain Hesse, makes 
the statement in regard to it, and he says, on page 540 of the 
message and accompanying papers: 

The inquiry, although rigid, failed to fasten the blame on any per- 
son, and at its conclusion Colonel Lee ordered the company to be dis- 
banded and the members transferred to other companies to be discharged 
at the end of their enlistments without honor; that is, without the 
right to reenlist in the Army. 

That is, without the right to reenlist in the Army. What the 
final action was is not known, for the civil war shortly after- 
wards broke out, and the papers in the case, which were in 
Texas, disappeared. But we have another case, an order of 
General Lee, in which we have the explicit order itself, and 
which is Important on account of the last sentence: 

The Battalion, for cowardly conduct on every battle- 
field from Gettysburg to the present time, is unworthy of a place as an 
organization in the army of northern Virginia. It will be marched to 
division headquarters Wednesday afternoon, at 4 o'clock, and surrender 
its colors and be marched to the rear in disgrace. The general com- 
manding the army of northern Virginia regrets that there are some 
brave officers and men belonging to this organization who must share in 
this common disgrace, but the good of the service requires it, and they 
must bear it as brave soldiers. 

That is General Lee. 

Then there is the case of Grant’s order, which is given on page 
542, which had no connection whatever with the war or the 
military service. The men had broken into a store and stolen, 
and it had been found impossible to convict the individuals who 
were guilty, and General Grant ordered that the sum of the 
loss of $1,242.66 “be assessed against said regiment and the 
officers hereinbefore named, excepting such enlisted men as were 
at the time sick in hospital or absent with proper authority.” In 
that case the principle of punishing the entire organization for 
what was necessarily the offense of a few men was fully recog- 
nized when the culprits could not be discovered. 

I merely read these orders to show what has been the uni- 
versal military practice. 

Why, Mr. President, there is a famous case, which everyone 
must remember, in connection with the siege-of Yorktown. One 
of the French regiments which took part in the capture of the 
redoubts at Yorktown was a regiment known as the “ Royal Au- 
vergne.” They had their names, I think—their standards, I am 
sure—taken from them on account of bad conduct at some pre- 
vious time. The disgrace fell upon them all, innocent and guilty 


alike. It was done by the power inherent in the Commander in 
Chief; and in recognition of their gallantry at Yorktown they 
were restored by the same power. Military history is full of 
punishments of that kind, some involving, like General Lee's 
case, summary dismissal, others involving other general punish- 
ments. 

Mr. President, the enlisted men are under a contract. I need 
not go into that with any elaboration. It is stated in the very 
familiar case, which everybody who has looked at the subject 
has examined—In re Grimley (137 U. S.) —in which the court 
states in so many words that enlistment is a contract. It is 
a contract that is recognized and, as all the writers on military 
law recognize, a contract terminable at the pleasure of the 
Government; and in the terminating of that contract by the dis- 
charge without honor the President exercised the old power 
of summary dismissal, which has been characteristic of the 
power of the Commander in Chief from the beginning. 

Mr. President, that power of summary dismissal rests on eyen 
broader grounds than military law. It is an absolute necessity 
in the power of anyone charged with the conduct of any organi- 
zation, from the family upward. It is one of the powers by 
which social organization coheres. You can not imagine the 
possibility of conducting a household or a business if no man 
could be removed unless it was done on evidence which would 
convict him of a crime or a misdemeanor before a jury. We 
had the question in connection with our civil service. 

It was long a matter of debate after the adoption of the Con- 
stitution whether the President had the unrestricted power to 
remove, and finally, in the bitter controversy that arose with 
Andrew Johnson, Congress passed the tenure-of-office act. I 
never myself believed, as an abstract question, that it was con- 
stitutional, but whether it was constitutional or not, it was 
found to be absolutely impracticable. That statute, passed in 
the heat and bitterness of party controversy, was modified un- 
der Grant and repealed under Cleveland, To-day I do not 
think there is any question whatever that the power of removal 
must rest in the Executive, and that unless he has that power 
over the men charged with the conduct of the civil service, it 
would be utterly impossible to carry it on efficiently or de- 
cently for any length of time. 

Mr. President, what is true of the civil service of the Govern- 
ment is true with tenfold force of the military service of the 
Government. It lies at the very bottom of military discipline 
that this power of summary dismissal, always inherent in the 
Commander in Chief, should be exercised by him to-day. I 
am not now concerned in the least with the facts on which it 
was exercised in this particular case; that is of very little mo- 
ment compared to the general principle involved in the attempt 
that has been made to question the power of the President in 


the premises—his general power to issue a discharge without . 


honor. If the Commander in Chief—and this power is conferred 
by article 4 not only on the Commander in Chief, but on the 
Secretary of War and the department commander—if this power 
of summary dismissal were taken away, I do not believe that 
military discipline could be maintained with the slightest suc- 
cess In the United States. I myself believe that the question- 
ing of the President’s power, which has gone on in the 
press and elsewhere, has been already prejudicial in the highest 
degree to the discipline of the Army of the United States. What 
we may find the facts to have been at Brownsville is one thing, 
but it is a much broader and gravyer question when we attempt 
to overturn and cast doubt upon the authority of the Com- 
mander in Chief of the Army and Navy of the United States. 
If military discipline is not maintained, the Army of the United 
States, instead of being what it is meant to be—a protection to 
the citizens of the United States, ready in case of war or insur- 
rection to go to the support of order and law and liberty and 
property alike—instead of being that it will be a menace to 
every community where soldiers happen to be in garrison. 
Cases must constantly arise where it will be utterly impossible 
to find evidence which will convict a man before a jury of a 
crime or a misdemeanor, and yet where it is absolutely essential 
that the military power should be exercised to separate such a 
soldier from the service. 

Mr. President, if I may briefiy repeat the points which I have 
tried to make, I think it is clear to anyone who will examine 
the history of our military law that the power of summary 
dismissal was inherent in the Commander in Chief of the mili- 
tary forces from the beginning; that it has always remained 
undiminished in the commander in chief in England, from 
whom we took our system of military law; that when we made 
the President Commander in Chief under the Constitution we 
invested him with that power of summary dismissal; that it 
has never been taken from him, but, on the contrary, has been 
explicitly reserved to him in Article LV of the Articles of War, 
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which are part of the statutes of the United States. If he did 
not have that power, if the Commander in Chief were not 
vested with that power over the Army, then it would be the 
very pressing duty of Congress, in my opinion, to place that 
power in his hands. . 

Military forces can not be dealt with under the provisions of 
law which regulate our civil affairs. That is recognized through- 
out the world and has always been recognized in every army 
and in every country. But, Mr. President, there is no doubt in the 
world in my mind that under the Constitution, which makes him 
Commander in Chief, under the Articles of War which I have 
cited, under the unbroken practice and custom of the Depart- 
ment. the President is fully authorized legally and constitu- 
tionally to dismiss from the service without honor soldiers, 
culisted men, who, in his judgment, the good of the service re- 
quires to be dismissed. I think that is as plain as anything 
can possibly be on the face of the statute and of the Constitu- 
tion. 

But, Mr. President, if he has violated the Constitution and 
the luws in exercising this power of dismissal without honor, 
not merely in this case, but in 352 other cases during the past 
year, then it is a far more serious thing than the ascertainment 
of the facts as to the riot at Brownsville, because, if we once 
admit that, we then charge the Chief Executive with an im- 
peachable offense. 

Mr. President, for reasons which I need not rehearse, I think 
Executive action in this case is beyond our jurisdiction. I do 
not think we can undertake to review the action of the Execu- 
tive any more than the Executive can undertake to review our 
action. He acts under the Constitution and laws as we do. In 
issuing this order of dismissal he was performing a purely 
executive function. If the Senate desires to inquire into the 
occurrences at Brownsville on the night of the 13th of August 
last, that is entirely right and proper. As I have said from the 
beginning, I shall cheerfully vote for a resolution of that char- 
acter. I do not want to delay it one moment, and in offering 
my amendment I have no purpose whatever of delay—quite 
contrary. But, Mr. President, it will lead to long delay if we 
do not dispese of this question now and remove it from the 
resolution by which we direct the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs to make inquiry. I not only wish the resolution to pass 
in what I think the proper form, but I want it dealt with 
quickly. I have no desire to see it dragged out for another 
year, perhaps. I think we ought to deal with it now, and, in 
my judgment, the surest way to expedite it is to clear it of the 
legal and constitutional question which has been raised here; 
and not only been raised here, but which is inevitably involved 
in the resolution as it now stands phrased. 

It is for that reason, Mr. President, that I have offered my 
amendment, so that the question of the constitutionality and 
legality of the President’s action may be wholly excluded from 
the scope of the Senate's inquiry. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Lope] criticises the resolution I offered, in the first 
place, because it authorizes the Committee on Military Affairs 
to take “further testimony.” He reminds us that the Senate 
has not taken any testimony, and that, therefore, to direct the 
Committee on Military Affairs to take “further testimony” is 
not the proper direction for us to give, for it assumes that we 
have done something that we have not done. In the first place, 
Mr. President, I am not particular about the language that may 
be employed. I do not care whether the resolution is worded 
“to take further testimony” or simply “to take testimony ;” 
bnt, in view of what the Senator from Massachusetts has said, 
it is in order perhaps for me to state that when I framed the 
resolution in the way to which he takes exception in the respect 
referred to I had in mind that the President of the United States 
had transmitted to the Senate a lot of aflidavits and other 
statements, not under oath, to which he referred as testimony. 
The President told us in that message that the testimony he 
had thus sent to us was conclusive and overwhelming. I un- 
dertook to show, in answer to that statemerit, that it was 
neither overwhelming nor conclusive, but inadequate, insuffi- 
cient, flimsy, and unsatisfactory. I do not know whether or not 
I employed any other adjectives. I would have done so if I 
could have thought of any others, for I quite agree with the 
Senator from Massachusetts in his suggestion that there is in 
fact no testimony before the Senate. But it was that that I 
had reference to when I employed the term “take further tes- 
timony.” 

This resolution shall not fail, however, let me say again, be- 
cause of any mere technical objection to the language which 
may have been employed by me when I drafted it. I am after 
the substance. I will let all things that are not substantial be 
waived. 


Coming now to the substance, the Senator has offered a sub- 
stitute. He says the substitute, as he has offered it, is to have 
practically the same effect as would have been produced by 
the adoption of the amendment he offered last Thursday to the 
resolution which I had introduced, and he tells us that his pur- 
pose in offering the amendment he did offer to my resolution 
and now in offering his substitute is to recognize the fact that 
there are two great questions—one a question of fact, about 
which he concedes we have a right to make inquiry, and the 
other a question of law, or a question of constitutional and 
legal power on the part of the Executive to take the action 
that is under consideration. That, the Senator says, we have 
no power to take any notice of, and he wants us to separate these 
two questions, that not only the committee, but also the Senate 
shall be concluded from giving any consideration whatever to, 
or taking any action upon, the question of the constitutional 
and legal power of the Executive to take this action. 

Mr. President, because the Senator so interprets his amend- 
ment to my resolution and the substitute he now offers I am 


-opposed to both. It is not true, as I understand the law and 


the authorities—and I repeat in this connection that I may, of 
course, be mistaken about it, for it is only my opinion—that 
the President as Commander in Chief has.inherent power to do 
that which he has done, and that Congress has never under- 
taken to deprive him of that inherent power. 

What is the power of the President? It is twofold. In all 
the authorities it is spoken of as constitutional power and legal 
power. What is the constitutional power of the President? 
His constitutional power is to command. He shall be Com- 
mander in Chief of the Army and the Navy.” That is all the power 
the Constitution confers upon him. If there were nothing else 
said about the Army or the Navy, or about anybody else ex- 
ercising any power with respect to the Army and Navy, it might 
well be argued, as the Senator from Massachusetts has argued, 
that the power of the Commander in Chief is the same power 
that the commander in chief of the British army was invested 
with and exercised. 

The power of the President with respect to the Army and 
Navy is not, however, deduced from what was the practice or 
what was the power in the British army, but it is deduced from 
the Constitution of the United States. He has no power as 
Commander in Chief except only that which is by that Con- 
stitution conferred upon him. Under the Constitution he has no 
power to raise an army; he has no power to dismiss an army. 
He has power to grant discharges in certain-cases only because 
the Congress of the United States has conferred that power upon 
him, a power not only with respect to discharges, but a power 
in connection with the Army in other respects. What he de- 
rives directly from the Constitution is his constitutional power; 
what he derives from the Congress of the United States is his 
legal power. 

It is not an open question what is his power under the 
Constitution as Commander in Chief. We do not have to go to 
the British army and to British precedents to ascertain the 
limitations of that power. The Supreme Court of the United 
States has spoken on that point as long ago as in 9 Howard. 
The Supreme Court of the United States said, speaking on that 
subject, at page 615: 


As Commander in Chief he is authorized to direct the movements of 
the naval and military forces placed by law at his command, and to 
employ them in the manner he may deem most effectual to harass and 
conquer and subdue the enemy. 


I might read further to the same effect. It is enough to say 
that in that case, and ever since in every other case in which 
the Supreme Court of the United States has had occasion to 
speak on that subject, what the Supreme Court then and there 
said has been repeated without modification or change of any 
kind whatsoever. In every instance, when the power of the 
Commander in Chief of the Army of the United States has been 
referred to, it has been said by that court that his constitutional 
power is the power to command. He can direct where the 
Army and Navy of the United States shall be quartered or sta- 
tioned; how they shall be employed in time of war; how they 
shall be directed to. move against the enemy; and all that 
is over and above and beyond the power of the Congress of the 
United States to control That is his absolute, unqualified 
power, with which the Congress of the United States has no au- 
thority whatever to interfere. 

In 16 Peters, at page 291, the Supreme Court of the United 
States again spoke on this subject in the case of The United 
States v. Eliason. The last paragraph of the syllabus reads as 
follows: : 


The power of the Executive to establish rules and regulations for the 
government of the Army is undoubted. The power to establish neces- 
sarily implies the wer to modify or to repeal or to create anew. 
The Secretary of War is the regular constitutional organ of the Presi- 
dent for the administration of the military establishment of the nation, 
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and rules and orders pauo promulgated through him must be re- 
ceived as the acts of the Executive, and as such are binding upon all 
within the sphere of his legal and constitutional authority. 


Mr. President, what does that mean? It means simply this, 
as in this opinion is elaborated, that if with respect to any sub- 
ject necessary in the regulation of the Army the Congress of 
the United States shall not have spoken, ex necessitate rei, the 
Commander in Chief may prescribe a regulation, and that it 
will be effective, but no regulation can be made by the Com- 
mander in Chief except only such as may be within the sphere 
of his legal and constitutional authority and power. 

Mr. President, there is no autocracy in this country. There 
- is no arbitrary and dictatorial and unrestrained and unre- 
stricted power in even the Commander in Chief of the Army of 
the United States. All power is derived from the Constitu- 
tion. The President's power as Commander in Chief comes to 
him directly from the Constitution, and his legal power comes 
to him from the Constitution, through the Congress of the 
United States. What he does not derive directly from the 
Constitution or through enactments of the Congress of the 
United States he is as absolutely without as though he were 
any other person or individual other than the Commander in 
Chief. I shall not take time to read from the body of the 
opinion. I have read the essence of it. I have read it to 
show that, as I said a moment ago, there are two kinds of 
power with respect to the President as Commander in Chief 
with which he is invested—one the constitutional power to be 
Commander in Chief, the other legal power conferred upon him 
by Congress, and conferred upon him by Congress because the 
Constitution says that the Congress shall have power to raise 
armies and to prescribe rules and laws and regulations for the 
government of the Army. In prescribing these rules the Con- 
gress can say “The President may have power in certain con- 
tingencies to dismiss men from the Army which we have raised ;” 
but, without such a provision, if the Congress should have spoken 
upon it at all, the President would not have that power, ex- 
cept in conformity with the law of Congress. Wherever the 
Congress has spoken in the making of a regulation, that regu- 
lation is the law of the land, and it is binding on the Presi- 
dent of the United States as well as upon everybody else. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President X 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understand the Senator from Ohio to 
have referred to the regulations for the Army, which haye been 
from time to time promulgated by the President. What I desire 
to ask the Senator is this: Does he take the position tbat the 
power of the President to promulgate such regulations springs 
from the statute alone or from his constitutional authority as 
Commander in Chief? 

Mr. FORAKER. I spoke explicitly on that point. The Sena- 
tor, of course, was not following me closely enough to catch 
what I said. I said if, with respect to regulations, the Congress 
failed to act as to the regulation on any particular point the 
President might ex necessitate make a regulation as Commander 
in Chief, but if the Congress shall have acted then, the Presi- 
dent has no power to act except only in conformity with and by 
virtue of that authority of law. 

Mr. President, in 169 United States, in what is known as the 
“ Garlinger case,” at page 316, it was held by the Supreme Court 
of the United States with respect to regulations made by the 
Treasury Department, which are determined upen the same 
principles precisely—that the regulation must conform to law— 
that it can not add to any right or detract from any duty. If 
the Congress of the United States shall have spoken upon the 
subject, no other power can speak except in conformity to the 
will of Congress as the Congress has so expressed its will. 

Mr. President, has the Congress spoken on this subject? The 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loba] tells us that the rela- 
tion of the enlisted man to the United States is a contractual 
relation. That is true. Nobody, I believe, ever contended for 
anything else. And it is because it is a contractual relation that 
the enlisted man has rights beyond what he would have but for 
his contract. When I was speaking here a few days ago I 
ealled attention to the nature of his contract. It is set forth in 
the second article of war. There is nothing indefinite as to 
the obligation of the enlisted man, nor is there anything indefi- 
nite as to the rights of the enlisted man. In the second article 
of war it is provided that when he enlists he shall take this kind 
of an obligation: 


I, A B, do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will bear true faith 
and allegiance to the United States of America; that I will serye 
them honestly and faithfully against all their enemies whomsoever, and 
that I will obey the orders of the President of the United States and 
ve" 33 a the officers appointed over me, according to the rules and 

rticles o; yar. è 
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In other words, the rules and Articles of War are incorporated 
into this contractual obligation that the enlisted man assumes 
when he enters the service of the United States in the Army. 
“Rules” relate to regulations that are prescribed for the gov- 
ernment of the Army. The Articles of War are directly en- 
acted by the Congress of the United States. 

Now, what are these Articles of War first? At great length 
I pointed out here a few days ago that the Congress of the 
United States in enacting the Articles of War which are incor- 
porated in the enlisted man’s contract, had specifically pointed 
out in advance and provided for almost every kind of offense 
that an enlisted man could be foreseen to be likely to commit, 
and with respect to every such it had specifically provided that 
he should haye a right to trial by court-martial and his pun- 
ishment should be such as the court-martial might inflict. 
And then, for fear something might be omitted, might not be 
covered, they enacted an omnibus clause, now the sixty-second 
article of war, in which it is provided that every offense—I 
will not stop to read it—no matter what its character may be, 
except only murder, which was to be taken care of otherwise, 
every offense prejudicial to good order and military discipline 
should be cognizable under the sixty-second article of war, and 
the punishment should. be such as a court-martial might direct. 

Mr. President, on that occasion I went to a good deal of 
trouble to show upon authority that what these unfortunate 
men who have been discharged from the Twenty-fifth Infantry 
had been guilty of, if anything, was an offense cognizable under 
the sixty-second article of war. I had not then seen Senate 
Document 155. It had been sent to the Senate by the President 
the day before and we had sent it to the printer. It was in his 
hands. It came to the Senate while I was speaking. I had no 
opportunity to look through it, but I did look through it a day or 
two afterwards. And one of the first things I discovered was 
that the War Department and the President and the Department 
of Justice had precluded themselves from denying that these 
5 offenses were cognizable under the sixty-second article 
of war. 

It will'be remembered that thirteen men, one of them a dis- 
charged soldier, were singled out and arrested on civil process 
at Brownsville, charged with the commission of this offense, 
and incarcerated in jail and held there by the civil authorities 
until the time when the Twenty-fifth Infantry left there to go 
to El Reno. Just before they left an agreement was arrived at 


between the Government authorities and the civil authorities 


whereby the twelve soldiers were discharged. Immediately after 
the War Department and the President and the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, who had been brought into the case to give his advice and 
opinion on these important subjects, were advised of that, they 
directed the department commander of the Department of Texas, 
General McCaskey, I believe it was, to proceed forthwith to file 
charges against each and all of the twelve men under the sixty- 
second article of war. 

I at once wrote a letter to the Secretary of War and requested 
to be informed—for that record did not state anything about 
it—whether the charges had been so filed and, if so, what had 
become of them. In due time I received from him the charges 
and specifications, twelve in all. There should be that many 
here. I want to incorporate them into the record. They are all 
alike: 

nd specification preferred against Sergt. m 5 
Company B, Twenty-fifth infantry. s R 

He is the man who was sergeant of the guard on the night 
sixteen men went out, as claimed, from that fort with guns and 
arms, and climbed over the wall and shot up the town, and then 
returned without him or anybody under his command, although 
on duty and on the alert, looking for people coming from that di- 
rection, seeing one of them. Something was said by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Look] about a most astonishing and 
mysterious sort of plot that the Constitution League contended 
had been entered into. I do not know; I do not want to speak 
about the facts now, but I will say this much in passing: If 
what is contended for here to show that these men are guilty of 
this charge be true—that there was such a conspiracy, such a 
consummation of it, and that many men engaged in it, and the 
number of accessories before and after the fact necessary to 
enable it to be carried out—it is a thing that has happened with- 
out a precedent in all the history of criminal jurisprudence. 
In my opinion such a thing never happened, never could happen, 
and never will happen. But that is foreign to the point I was 
discussing. 

I want to show that these men, if they committed the crime 
charged against them, are amenable to the law. There was a 
law created by which they were to be tried, by which, according 
to the obligations which they assumed when they enlisted, they 


had a right to be tried, and a right, as the Supreme Court has 


1907. 


said, that no power on earth can take away from them. Now, 


here is what they are charged with: 


Charge.—Conduct to the prejudice of order and military dis- 
elpline in violation of the sixty-second article of war. 

pecification—In that Sergt. James R. Reid, Company B, Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, did, without authority, take from the barracks of his or 
other company stationed at Fort Brown, Tex., one (1) magazine rifle, 
caliber .30, model 1903, and did, singly or in company with other party 
or 5 fe unknown, take part in a disturbance in the streets of Browns- 
ville, Tex., in which disturbance one citizen of said town was killed 
and another wounded, by loading with ball cartridges and firing said 
rifle in sald streets of said town, and causing damage to property of 
inhabitants of said town. This on or about August 13, 1906. (Signed.) 
II. Clay M. Supplee, first lieutenant and battalion adjutant, Twenty- 
sixth Infantry, officer preferring charge. 


Then there is a list of witnesses, and then there is an indorse- 
ment to which I call attention. It is the first indorsement: 


[First indorsement. ] 
Fort Sam Houston, TEX., August 28, 1906. 


Respectfully forwarded to the military secretary, Department of 
Texas, recommending trial by general court-martial. Under paragraph 
962, Army Regulations, these charges have been investigated by the un- 
dersigned, as far as practicable with the means at hand, and I am of 
the opinion that it is doubtful if the allegations as set forth can be 
substantiated, 

C, J. T. CLARKE, 
Major, Twenty-sizth Infantry, Commanding. 


I send to the desk this paper, with eleyen others just like it 
in form—there should be that many—and I ask that they may be 
incorporated in my remarks without being read. I wish to put 
them in the Recorp at some point, and they may as well come 
in here as at any other. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the papers sent 
to the desk by the Senator from Ohio will be printed in the 
RECORD. a 

The papers referred to are as follows: 


Charge and specification preferred against Sergt. James R. Reid, Com- 
< pany B, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 

Charge.—Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military dis- 
cipline in violation of the sixty-second article of war. 

Specifcation.—In that Sergt. James R. Reid, Company B, Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, did, without authority, take from the barracks of his or 
other company stationed at Fort Brown, Tex., one (1) magazine rifle, 
caliber "30, model 1903, and did, singly or in company with other 

rty or parties unknown, take part in a disturbance in the streets of 
871 le, Tex., in which disturbance one citizen of sald town was 
killed and another wounded, by loading with ball cartridges and firing 
said rifle in said streets of said town, and causing damage to property 
of inhabitants of said town. 

This on or about August 13, 1906. 

. H. Cray M. SUPPLEE, 


First Lieutenant and Battalion Adjutant, 
Twenty-sizth Infantry, Officer Preferring Charge. 


Witnesses: Sergt. George Jackson, Company B; Private John Hol- 
lomon, Company B; Sergt. Darby W. O. Browner, Company C; Corpl. 
Charles II. Madison, Company C; Corpl. Willie H. Miller, Company C; 
Private Charles W. Askew, Company C; Private James W. Newton, Com- 
pany C; Private Oscar W. Reid, Company C; Corpl. David Powell, Com- 
pany D; Private James C. Gill, Company D; Private Joseph H. How- 
ard, Company D, Twenty-fifth . 

In een since August 25, 1906, 

Rate of pay, $23 per month. 

Previous convictions: One, September 8, 1905. 

[First indorsement.] 
Fort Sau HOUSTON, TEx., August 28, 1906. 


Respectfully forwarded to the military secretary, Department of 
Texas, recommending trial by general court-martial, Under 1 
962, Army Regulations, these char; have been investigated by the 
undersigned as far as practicable with the means at hand, and I am of 
the opinion that it is doubtful if the allegations as set forth can be 
substantiated. t 

C. J. T. CLARKE, 
Major, Twenty-sivth Infantry, Commanding. 


Charge and specification preferred against Sergt. Darby W. O. Browner, 
Company C, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 

Charge.—Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military disci- 
pline in violation of the sixty-second article of war. 

Specification—In that Sergt. 3 W. O. Browner, Company C, 
Twenty-fifth Infantry, did, without authority, take from the barracks of 
his or other 8 stationed at Fort Brown, Tex., one (1) magazine 
rifle, caliber .30, model 1903, and did singly, or in company with other 

arty or parom unknown, take part in a isturbance n the streets of 
Brownsvi le, Tex., in which disturbance one citizen of said town was 
killed and another wounded, by loading with ball cartridges and firin 

said rifle in said streets of said town, causing damage to property of 
inhabitants of said town. 

This on or about August 13, 1906. 

CLAY M. SUPPLEE, 


First Lieutenant and Battalion Adjutant, 
Twenty-sirth Infantry, Officer Pref: ng Charge. 

Witnesses: Sergt. George Jackson, Company B; Private John Hol- 

lomon, Company B; Corpl. Charles H. Madison, Company C; Corpl. 

Willie H. Miller, Company C; Private Charles W. Askew, Company C; 

Private James W. Newton, Company C; Private Oscar W. Reid, Com- 

pany C; Corpl. David Powell, Company D; Private James C. Gill, Com- 

pany D; Private Joseph H. Howard, Company D, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 
In confinement since August 25, 1906, 

Rate of pay, ——. A : 

Previous convictions : None. 

First indorsement.] 
Fort Sam HOUSTON, Tex, August 28, 1906. 


Respectfully forwarded to the military secretary, Department of 
Texas, recommending trial by general court-martial Under paragraph 


XLI— 41 


CONGRESSIONAL REC ORD—SENATE. 


962, Army Regulations, these char; 
undersigned as far as practicable with the means at hand, and I am of 
heh ero dg it is doubtful if the allegations as set forth can be 
substantiated. 


have been investigated by the 


C. J. T. CLARKE, 
Major, Twenty-sizth Infantry, Commanding. 
Charge and specification preferred against Corpl. David Powell, Com- 
pany D, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 
Charge.—Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military disel- 
pline in violation of the sixty-second article of war. A 
Specification.—In that Corpl. David Powell, Company D, Twenty-fifth 


Infantry, did, without authority, take from the barracks of his or other 
compen stationed at Fort Brown, Tex., one magazine rifle, caliber .30, 
mode 


903, and did, singly or in company with other party or parties 
unknown, take part in a disturbance in the streets of Brownsville, Tex., 
in which disturbance one citizen of said town was killed and another 
wounded, by loading with ball cartridges and firing said rifle in sald 
een of said town and causing damage to property of inhabitants of 
said town. 
This on or about August 13, 1906. . 
i H. CLAY M. SUPPLEE, 


First Lieutenant, Battalion Adjutant, 
Twenty-sizth Infantry, Officer Preferring Charge. 

WITNESSES : Ser James R. Reid, Company B; Sergt. George Jack- 
son, Company B; Private John Hollomon, Compan; ; Sergt. Darby 
W. O. Browner, Company C; Corpl. Charles H. Madison, Company C; 
Corpl. Willie H. Miller, Company C; Private Charles W. Askew, Com- 
pa C; Private James W. Newton, Company C; Private Oscar W. 

eid, Company C; Private Joseph H. Howard, Company D; Private 
James C. Gill, Company D. 

In confinement since August 25, 1906. 

Rate of pay: $20 per month. 

Previous convictions: None. 


[First indorsement.] 
Forr Sam HOUSTON, TEX., August 28, 1906. 


Respectfully forwarded to the military secretary, Department of 
Texas, recommending trial by generai court-martial. Under parsareph 
962, Army Regulations, these charges have been investigated by the 
undersigned, as far as practicable with the means at hand, and I am of 
the opinion that it is doubtful if the allegations as set forth can be 
substantiated. 

C. J. T. CLARKE, 
Major, Twenty-siæth Infantry, Commanding. 


Charge and specification preferred against Private James C. Gill, 
Company D, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 

Charge.—Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military disci- 
pline, in violation of the cys g ba article of war, F 

Specification.—In that Private James C. Gill, Company D, Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, did without authority take from the barracks of his 
or other company stationed at Fort Brown, Tex., one magazine rifle, 
caliber .30, model 1903, and did singly or in company with other party 
or parties unknown take part in a disturbance in the streets of Browns- 
ville, Tex., in which disturbance one citizen of said town was killed 
and another wounded, by loading with ball cartridges and firing said 
rifle in said streets of said town and causing damage to property of 
inhabitants of said town. 

This on or about August 13, 1906. 

H. CLAY M. SUPPLEÐ, 
First Lieutenant, Battalion Adjutant, 


Twenty-sizth Infantry, Officer Preferring Charge. 
WITNESSES : ae James R. Reid, Company B; 0 George Jack - 
son, Company B; Private John Hollomon, compen ; Sergt. Darby 
W. O. Browner, Company C; Corpl. Charles H. Madison, er. Cx 
Corpl. Willie H. Miller, Company C; Private Charles W. Askew, Com- 
pany C; Private James W. Newton, Company C; Private Oscar W. 
Reid, Company C; Corpl. David Powell, Company D; Private Joseph 


H. Howard, Company D. 
In confinement since August 25, 1906. 
Rate of pay: Thirteen dollars per month. 
Previous convictions: Two. 


[First indorsement.] 
Fort Sau Houston, TEX., August 28, 1906. 


Respectfully forwarded to the -military secretary, Department of 
Texas, recommending trial by general court-martial. Under paragraph 
962, Army Regulations, these char, have been investigated by the 
undersigned, as far as practicable with the means at hand, and I am of 
the opinion that it is doubtful if the allegations as set forth can be 
substantiated. 

C. J. T. CLAnkR, 
Major, Twenty-sirth Infantry, Commanding. 


Charge and specification preferred against Private Joseph H. Howard, 
Company D, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 

Charge.—Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military dis- 
cipline in violation of the s -second article of war. 

Specification—In that Private Joseph H. Howard, Company D, 
Twenty-fifth Infantry, did, without authority, take from the barrac' ot 
his or other company stationed at Fort Brown, Tex., one magazine rifle, 
caliber .30, model 1903, and did, singly or in company with other party 

rties unknown, take part in a disturbance in the streets of Browns- 

ville, Tex., in which disturbance one citizen of said town was killed 
and another wounded, by loading with ball cartridges and firing said 
rifle in said streets of said town, and causing damage to property of 
inhabitants of town. p 

This on or about August 13, 1906. 

H. CLAY M. SUPPLEE, 
First Lieutenant and Battalion Adjutant, 
Twenty-sizth Infantry, Officer Preferring Charge. 


WITNESSES: Sergt. James R. Reid, Company B; Sergt. George Jack- 
son, Company B; Private John Hollamon, Company B; Sergt. Darby 
W. O. Browner, Company C; Corpi, Charles H. Madison, Company C; 
Corpl. Willie H. Miller, Company C; Private Charles W. Askew, Com- 
pany C; Private James W. Newton, Company C; Private Oscar W. Reid, 

ompany C; Corpl. David Powell, Company D; Private James C. Gill, 
Company D, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 

In confinement since August 25, 1906, . 

Rate of pay: $14 per month, 

Previous convictions: None, 
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[First indorsement.] 


Fort Sau HOUSTON, TEX., August 28, 1906. 

Respectfully forwarded to the military secretary, Department of 

Texas, recommending trial by general court-martial. Under paragraph 

962, Army Regulations, these charges have been investigated by the 

undersigned as far as practicable with the means at hand, and I am 

of the opinion that it is doubtful if the allegations as set forth can 
be substantiated. 

RKE, 


C. J. T. CLA 
Major, Twenty-sizth Infantry, Commanding, 


Charge and specification preferred against Private Oscar W. Reid, Com- 
pany C, Twenty-Fifth Infantry. 


Charge.—Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military dis- 
cipline in violation of the sixty-second article of war. 

Specification.—In that Private Oscar W. Reid, Company C, Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, did without authority take from the barracks of his or 
other company stationed at Fort Brown, Tex., one magazine rifle, 
caliber .30, model 1903, and did mon or in company with other party 
or parties unknown take part in a disturbance in the streets of Browns- 
ville, Tex., in which disturbance one citizen of said town was killed 
and another wounded, by loading with ball cartridges and firing said 
rifle in said streets of said town and causing damage to o propery of 
inhabitants of said town. This on or about August 13. 1906. 

H. CLAY M. SUPPLEE, 
First Lieutenant, Battalion Adjutant, 
Twenty-sixth Infantry, Officer Preferring Charge. 

WITNESSES : James R. Reid, Company B; Sergt. George Jack- 
son, Company B; Private John Hollomon, Company B; Sergt. Darby 
W. O. Browner, Company C; Corp!. Charles H. Madison, Company C; 
Corpl. Willie H. Miller, Company C; Private Charles W. Askew, Com- 

y C; Private James W. Newton, Company C; Corpl. David Powell, 
ompany D, Private James C. Gill, Company D; Private Joseph H. 
Howard, Company D. 

In confinement since August 25, 1906. 

Rate of pay, $14 per month. 

Previous convictions, four. 

{First indorsement.] 

, Fort Sam HOUSTON, TEX., August 28, 1906. 

lty forwarded to the military secretary, Department of 
Texas, recommending tridl by general court-martial. Under paragraph 
962, Army Regulations, these charges have been investigated by the 
undersigned, as far as practicable with the means at hand, and I am 
of the opinion that it is doubtful if the allegations as set forth can be 
substantiated. 

C. J. T. CLARKE, 

Major, Twenty-sizth Infantry, Commanding. 


Charge and specification preferred against Private James W. Newton, 
Company C, Tiwenty-fifth Infantry. 

Charge.—Conduct to the prejudice of good order and mintary dis- 
cipline in violation of the s -second article of war. 

Specification.—in that Private James W. Newton, Company C. 
Twenty-fifth Infantry, did without authority take from his or other 
companies stationed at Fort Brown, Tex., one (1) m zine rifle, caliber 
30, model 1903, and did, singly or in company with other party or 
parties unknown, take part in a disturbance in the streets of Browns- 
ville, Tex., in which disturbance one citizen was killed and another 
wounded, by loading with ball cartridges and firing said rifle in said 
streets of said town, and causing damage to the 22 of the inhab- 
itants of said town. This on or shout Aup 13, 1906. 


$ Y M. SUPPLEE, 
First Lieutenant and Battalion Adjutant, 
Twenty-sizth Infantry, Officer Preferring Charge. 
WITNESSES : 


In confinement since August 25, 1906. 


Previous convictions: Four—December 2, 1905; April 28, 1906; 
June 4, 1906; June 23, 1906. 
[First indorsement.] 
Fort Sam HOUSTON, TEX., August 28, 1906. 

Respectfully forwarded to the milita secretary, Department of 
Texas, recommending trial by 3 . Under 8 
962, Army lations, these have been investigated by the un- 
dersigned as far as practicable with the means at hand, and I am of 
the opinion that it doubtful if the allegations as set forth can be 
substantiated. 

g J. T. CLARKE, 


C. 
Major, Twenty-siæth Infantry, Commanding. 


Charge and specification preferred against Private Charles W. Askew, 
Company C, Tiwenty-fifth Infantry. 


Charge.—Conduct to the prejudice of order and military disci- 
pine in violation of the sixty-second article of war. 

Specification.—In that ‘ivate Charles W. Askew, Com 8 
Twenty-fifth Infantry, did, without authority, take from the racks 
of his or other pd stationed at Fort Brown, Tex., one (1) m - 
zine rifie, caliber .80, model 1903, and did, singly or in company with 
other party or parties unknown, take part in a disturbance in the streets 
of Brownsville, Tex., in which disturbance one citizen of said town was 
killed and another wounded, by loading with ball cartridges and firing 
said rifie in said streets of said town, and causing damage to the prop- 
* the inhabitants of said town. 

on or about August 13, 1906. 


H. CLAY M. SUPPLEE, 
First Lieutenant and Battalion Adjutant, 
Twenty-sizth Infantry, Officer Preferring Charge. 
Witnesses: Corpl. Wilie H. Miller, Com y C; Sergt. Darby W. O. 
Browner, Company C; Ser Geo. Ja m, Company B; Private 
John Holloman, Company ; Corpl. Charles Madison, 9 C; 
Private James W. Newton, Company C; Private Oscar W. d, Com- 
pany C; Corpl. David Powell, Company D; Private James C. Gill, Som- 


ny D; Private Joseph H. Howard, Company D, Twenty-fifth Infan 
78 James R. ie e B. ES ty tya 
In confinement since August 25, 1906. 


Rate of pay, 8 
Previous conviction, none. 
[First indorsement.] 
Forr Sam Houston, TEX., August 28, 1906. 
Respectfully forwarded to the military secretary, Department of 
Texas, recommending trial by general court-martial. Under paragraph 
962, Army Regulations, these charges have been investigated by the 
undersigned, as far as practicable with the means at hand, and I am of 
—— opinion that it is doubtful if tke allegations as set forth can be sub- 
stan $ 


C. J. CLARKE, 
Major, Twenty-sizth Infantry, Commanding. 


Charge and specification preferred against Corpl. Willie H. Miller, Com- 
pany C, Twenty-ffth Infantry. 

Charge.—Conduct to the prejudice of order and military disci- 
pline in violation of the sixty-second article of war. 

Specification.—in that Corpl. Willie H. Miller, Company C, Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, did, without authority, take from the barracks of h 
or other company stationed at Fort Brown, Tex., one (1) magazine 
rifle, caliber .30, model 1903, and did, singly or in company with 
other party or parties unknown, take rt in a disturbance in the 
streets of Brownsville, Tex., in which disturbance one citizen of said 
town was killed and another wounded, by loading with ball eartridges 
and firing said rifle in said streets of said town, and causing damage 
to the property of inhabitants of said town. This on or about August 
á H. Cray M. SUPPLEB, 

First Lieutenant and Battalion Adjutant, 
Twenty-sizth Infantry, Officer Pref: ng Charge. 


Witnesses: Sergt. Darby W. O. Browner, Company C; Sergt. George 
Jackson, Company B: Private John Hollomon, Company B; Corpl. 
Charles H. Madison, Company C; Private Charles W. Askew, Compan 
C; Private James W. Newton, Company C; Private Oscar W. Rei 
Company C; Corpl. David Powell, Company D; Private James C. Gill, 
Company D; Private eg II. Howard, Company D, Twenty-fifth 
Infantry; Sergt. James R. Reid, Company B. 

In confinement since August 25, 1906. 

Rate of pay: i 

Prevlous convictions: Four (4). 

{First indorsement.] 
Fort Sam HOUSTON, TEx., August 28, 1906. 


Respectfully forwarded to the military secretary, Department of 
Texas, recommending trial by general court-martial. Under paragraph 
962, Army Regulations, these charges have been inves ted by the 
undersigned, as far as practicable with the means at hand, and I 
am of the opinion that it is doubtful if the allegations as set forth 
can be substantiated. 

C. J. T. CLARKE, 


Major, Tiwenty-sizth Infantry, Commanding. 


Charge and specification preferred against Corpl. Charles H. Madison, 
Company C, Twenty-fifih Infantry. ` 

Charge.—Conduct to the prejudice of gone order and military disci- 
pline in violation of the sixty-second article of war. 

Specification.—In that Corpl. Charles H. Madison, Company C, 
Twenty-fifth Infantry, did, without authority, take from the barracks 
of his or other company stationed at Fort Brown, Tex., one magazine 
rifle, caliber .30, model 1903, and did singly, or in company with other 
party or . unknown, take part in a disturbance in the streets of 

rownsville, Tex., in which disturbance one citizen of said town was 
killed and another wounded, by loading with ball cartridges and firing 
said rifle in said streets of said town, and causing damage to property 
of inhabitants of said town. This on or about Angust 13. 1906. 

H. Cuay M. SUPPLERE, 
First Lieutenant and Battalion Adjutant, 
Twenty-sizth Infantry, Officer Preferring Charge. 

Witnesses: Sergt. James R. Reid, Company B; Serat. George Jack- 
son, Company B; ivate John Hollomon, Company B; Sergt. 8 
W. O. Browner, Company C; Corpl. Willie H. Miller, Company C; - 
vate Charles W. Askew, Spe ay a Private James W. Newton, Com- 
pany C; Private Oscar W. Reid, mpany C; Corpl. David Powell. Com- 
aed D; 5 James C. Gill, Company D; Private Joseph H. Howard, 
Jompany D. $ 

In confinement since August 25, 1906. 

Rate of pay: Fourteen dollars per month. 

Previous convictions : None. 

{First indorsement.] 
Fort Sam HOUSTON, TEX., August 28, 1906. 

Respectfully forwarded to the military secretary, Department of 
Texas, recommending trial by eral court-martial. Under paragrapa 
262, Army R lations, these charges have been investigated by the un- 
dersigned, as far as practicable with the means at hand, and I am of 
a s oe that it is doubtful if the allegations as set forth can be sub- 
stantiated. 


C. J. T, CLARKE, 
Major, Twwenty-siæzth Infantry, Commanding. 
Charge and specification preferred against Private John Hollomon, 
Company B, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 

Charge.—Conduct to the prejudice — font order and military disci- 
pline in violation of the sixty-second article of war. 

Specification.—In that Private John Hollomon, Company B, Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, did without authority take from the barracks of his or 
other company stationed at Fort Brown, Tex., one magazine rifle, 
caliber .30, model 1903, and did singly or in company with other party 
or parties unknown take part in a disturbance in the streets of Browns- 
ville, Tex., in which disturbance one citizen of said town was killed 
and another wounded, by loading with ball cartridges and firing said 
rifle in said streets of said town and causing damage to property of 
inhabitants of said town. 

This on or about August 13, 1906. 

H. CLAY M. SUPPLEE, 


First Lieutenant and Battalion Adjutant, 
Twenty-sizth Infantry, Officer Preferring Charge. 
WITNESSES : . n R. Reid, Company B; Sergt. George Jack- 
son, Company B; Darby W. O. Browner, Company C; Corpl. 
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Charles H. Madison, Company C; Corpl. Willie H. Miller, Company C; 


Private James W. Newton, 
ny C; Corpl. David Powell, 
ompany D; Private James C. 


Private Charles W. Askew, Company C; 
Company C; Private Oscar W. Reid, Com 
Company D; Private Joseph H. Howard, 
Gill, Company D. 
In confinement since August 25, 1906. 
Rate of pay, $18 per month. 
Previous convictions, 1. 
[First indorsement.] 
Fort Sau HOUSTON, TEx., August 28, 1906. 
Respectfully forwarded to the military secretary, Department of 
Texas, recommending trial by general court-martial. Under paragraph 
962, Army Regulations, the charges have been investigated by the 
undersigned, as far as practicable with the means at hand, and I am 
of the opinion that it is doubtful if the allegations as set forth can 
be substantiated. 
C. J. T. CLARKE, 
Major, Twenty-sixth Infantry, Commanding. 
Charge and specification preferred against Sergt. George Jackson, Com- 
pany B, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 
Charge.—Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military dis- 
elpline, in violation of the sixty-second article of war. 
Specification.—In that Sergt. George Jackson, Company B, Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, did, without authority, take from the barracks of his or 
other company stationed at Fort Brown, Tex., one magazine rifle, cali- 
ber .80, model 1903, and did, singly or in company with other party or 
parties unknown, take part in a disturbance in the streets of Browns- 
ville, Tex., in which disturbance one citizen of said town was killed 
and another wounded, by loading with ball cartridges and firing said 
rifle in said streets of said town and causing damage to property of 
inhabitants of said town. i 
This on or about August 13, 1906. 
H. CLAY M. SUPPLEE, 
First Lieutenant, Battalion Adjutant, 
Twenty-sisth Infantry, Officer Preferring Charge. 
WITNESSES: Sergt. James R. Reid, 8 B; Private John Hollo- 
mon, Company B; Sergt. Darby W. O. Browner, Company C; Corpl. 
Charles H. Madison, Company C; Corpi. Willie H. Miller, Company C; 
Private Charles W. Askew, Company C; Private James W. Newton, 
Company C; Private Oscar W. Reid, Company C; Corpl. David Powell, 
Company D; Private Joseph H. Howard, Company D; Private James 
C. Gill, Company D. 
In confinement since August 25, 1906. 
Rate of pay: $23 per month. 
Previous convictions: None. 
[First indorsement.] ` 1 
Fort Sam Houston, TEX., August 28, 1906. 
Respectfully forwarded to the military secretary, Department of 
Texas, recommending trial by general court-martial. Under paragraph 
962. Army Regulations, these 0 have been investigated by the 
undersigned, as far as practicable with the means at hand, and I am of 
the opinion that it is doubtful’ if the allegations as set forth can be 
substantiated. 
C. J. T. CLARKE, 


Major, Twenty-sirth Infantry, Commanding. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the point I make is that if 
these men were guilty as charged, there was a law, and it has 
been recognized by the Department that there was a law, under 
which they could be brought to trial, and The Military Secretary, 
General Ainsworth, in transmitting his order that the charges 
should be thus preferred says he does it with the approval of the 
President of the United States and the Attorney-General of the 
United States. 3 

Now, what became of it? The Senate is already familiar with 
the fact that these twelve men were selected as the ones most 
likely to have committed this crime; and so they were, for they 
were the sergeant of the guard, and the men on guard, and the 
sergeants and other noncommissioned officers in charge of the 
quarters and the guns and the gun racks. They held the keys. No 
such conspiracy could have been formed and carried out with- 
out eyery one of them having knowledge of it. Their cases 
were brought before the grand jury at Brownsyille. For three 
weeks, I have been told, the grand jury was investigating, and 
it finally dismissed the men on the ground that there was no 
testimony whatever on which to convict them. Then they were 
in time dismissed from the service of the United States, but dis- 
missed without having been brought to trial under these charges 
and specifications against them, under the sixty-second article 
of war. So it is that these men have had no opportunity any- 
where, although arrested by civil process and then later charged 
with a military offense and entitled to a military trial, to ap- 
pear and say “We are not guilty, and here is the testimony by 
which we propose to establish our innocence.” 

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts says, “ Very 
well; go ahead and investigate all the facts connected with-the 
transaction at Brownsville, but do not do anything that calls in 
question the constitutional or the legal power of the President 
of the United States to dismiss these men as he has done.” Mr. 
President, if the particular state of facts may be immaterial, 
then is it immaterial whether there were any facts at all. If 


the President can discharge because there is a state of facts 
that causes him to suspicion, and suspicion when, as he says 
himself, he has no testimony, if upon that condition he can say, 
“I will dismiss and am warranted in doing it,” he can say “I 
will dismiss without regard to whether there are any facts at all, 


and if you want to know about it I will simply tell you ”—as the 
Senator from Massachusetts has, in effect, told us—“ it is none 
of your business. I am Commander in Chief of the Army. I 
know my constitutional right and power. I know what it was 
in the British army. I know what it was in the American 
Army when George Washington commanded, before the Con- 
stitution of the United States was adopted, and I have that 
power, and I will not be questioned, and I will not be called to 
account.” 

Mr. President, the President may be right. He has his ideas 
of the law. He has doubtless studied this question. Others 
have also doubtless studied it and are in accord with him—the 
Senator from Massachusetts seems to be—and therefore it may 
be I ath entirely wrong; but I am simple minded enough to 
think that it makes a great deal of difference whether there are 
any facts to call for such action as this. I think we have a 
right to make inquiry, and I think the Senate of the United 
States would be in a most ridiculous attitude before the country, 
and with respect to its own duty, if here now it should adopt a 
resolution, no matter who offers it or what may be its form, 
that could be interpreted to estop us from raising a question, 
when we come to consider this case upon the facts that will he 
developed, as to whether or not upon that state of facts the 
President acted within his constitutional or legal power, espe- 
cially if it should turn out that the soldiers did not commit any 
offense whatever. 

But, Mr. President, this becomes a pretty plain case when we 
run it down a little further. Before the war and down until 
the 20th of August, 1866, which is the date of the official ter- 
mination of the civil war, the President of the United States 
did have power, whenever in his judgment he thought it proper 
to do so for the good of the service, to dismiss any officer in 
either the Army or the Navy, and he did have prior to that time 
far greater and more autocratic powers with respect to the en- 
listed men than he has ever had since or ever will have again 
in time of peace. 

On the date I mentioned a law went into effect which had 
been passed in July, 1866—that is, it took effect on the 20th of 
August following, when it was declared that the civil war was 
at an end—providing that in time of peace no officer of the Army 


-or the Navy or the Marine Corps should be dismissed without 


being given a trial before a court-martial. That has been the 
law ever since. 

Now, when they thus legislated about officers, the Congress of 
the United States commenced also to legislate about enlisted 
men. They authorized the President of the United States to pre- 
scribe a code of regulations, subject to approval by the Congresa 
of the United States, and one President after another prescribed 
codes of regulations—Army regulations. In no one of them, 
until 1895, was such a thing as a discharge without honor rec- 
ognized. But then, for the first time, it was introduced. Before 
that time all discharges had been either honorable or dishon- 
orable. On that date, however, it was provided also that dis- 
charges without honor might be granted. 

Now, in what kind of a case? The Senator called our atten- 
tion to the fact that the President’s message discloses by one 
of its exhibits that during the past year 352 discharges from the 
Army were granted without honor, and he talks as though of 
necessity, if what I am contending for could be sustained, 
every one of them would be invalid and an undue exercise, a 
usurpatory exercise, of power. Not at all. I think the dis- 
charge without honor is proper enough in a proper case, in such 
a case as it was intended for; and what kind of a case was it 
intended for? 

As I said the other day in speaking, if I had the list before me 
I would have numerous illustrations suggested to my mind imme- 
diately. But the illustration I gave then was of a boy seeking 
to enlist and succeeding in enlisting by misrepresenting his age. 
He serves a few months. His mother comes and finds him. He 
is homesick. He has imposed upon the enlisting officers. His 
enlistment was not honest. He is not entitled to that certificate 
of an honorable discharge which should be given only to a man 
who has rendered faithful and honest service, to employ the lan- 
guage used in thestatute. Therefore they say, The boy is doing 
no good. It is a case of hardship. He wants to be discharged. 
We will discharge him;” and the Secretary of War or the 
President, as the case may be,-orders that he be discharged with- 
out honor; that his connection with the service be terminated, 
not in the way of punishment, but in the way of favor to him. 

There is another man who has deserted. The officers do not 
think much of him perhaps as a soldier anyhow. He is arrested 
and brought back. There may be some great trouble about prov- 
ing the case against him, or on account of some other difficulty 
or because of extenuating circumstances they may be willing to 
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let him go without trial and without honor because he has re- 
quested that he may quit the service in that way. So he is 
granted a discharge without honor. 

But, Mr. President, in no case whatever—and I challenge the 
War Department or anybody else who wants to speak on that 
side of the proposition to produce one single precedent—has a 
man been discharged without honor and without hearing because 
he was charged with a crime which he protested he was not 
guilty of and who protested against being so discharged. I chal- 
lenge them to cite a single instance where he has been so dis- 
charged until after he has been given a trial. In all the 352 
cases the Senator from Massachusetts will not find a precedent. 
In no instance will he find a precedent. 

Mr. President, it is an elementary proposition, it is a birth- 
right, as the Supreme Court of the United States has said, that 
every American citizen charged with crime shall have a chance 
to appear somewhere, before some court, some tribunal, and there 
meet his accusers and answer their witnesses. 

Ah, but the Senator from Massachusetts says the fifth amend- 
ment to the Constitution does not apply, with its guaranties of 
due process when life, liberty, and property are put in jeopardy, 
to an enlisted man; that it is not intended for the Army, be- 
cause the Army is expressly excepted. That is true, Mr. Presi- 
dent. Nobody ever did contend that in and of itself that con- 
stitutional provision had application for the benefit of the ex- 
cepted classes, but, Mr. President, the Congress of the United 
States, having scrupulous regard for the fact that the enlisted 
men were citizens of the United States and entitled to the pro- 
tection of the law, as a substitute for that constitutional guar- 
anty gave a statutory guaranty, which is written into every 
man’s contract of enlistment, that if charged with crime he 
should have opportunity to defend himself before a court-mar- 
tial. And, Mr. President, not only in the numerous articles of 
war to which I have referred are these provisions to be found, 
but they are to be found in the Army Regulations, and in the 
3 Regulations with special reference to discharges without 

onor. 

Let me read what is provided in section 146 of the Army Regu- 
lations. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] suggests 
that I read also srticle 145, and I will do so: 


145. A soldier; on his discharge from the service, will be given a’ 


certificate of discharge signed by a field officer of his regiment or corps, 
or by the commanding officer when no field officer is present. When 
more than one field officer of the regiment or corps is present the com- 
manding officer may designate the Leeman ad field officer to perform this 
82 and in any case the commanding officer may require discharge 
to submitted to him before delivery to the soldier.“ 

Now, there is a provision about discharges at the end of serv- 
ice. Here is another provision. It has been claimed that it 
also applies exclusively to discharges at the end of the soldier's 
term of enlistment. But, Mr. President, not so, for you will 
observe, as I read it, how broad and unqualified its language is. 
It is a provision that is framed for the express purpose of mak- 
ing it impossible for injustice to be done to the soldiers by the 
exercise of the power to discharge without honor. It reads as 
follows: 

The character given on a diseha will be signed by the com 
or detachment eet and greet care will te tan that end 
justice is done the soldier. 


No injustice shall be done the soldier. 


If the soldier's service has been honest and faithful, he will be en- 
titled to such character as will warrant his reenlistment—that is, to 
character at least “ good." Where the com y commander deems the 
service not honest and faithful, he shall, practicable, so notify the 
soldier at least thirty seve prior to. discharge, and shall at the same 
time notify the commanding officer, who will in every such case con- 
vene a board of officers, three if practicable, to determine whether the 
soldier's service has been honest and faithful. 

Now, listen to this: 

The soldier will in every case be given a hearing before the board. 

That iş not all— ý 


If the company commander is the commanding officer, he will report 
the facts to the next higher commander, who will convene the board. 
The finding of the board, when approved by the convening authority, 
shall be final. Discharge without honor on account of “service not 
honest and faithful” will be given only on the approved finding of a 
board of officers as herein prescribed. 

Now, Mr. President, there is no pretense that anybody under- 
took in this case to follow this plain mandate of the law. Is 
the President of the United States over and above the law? 
Can he ignore it? Is not a law for all in this country charged 
with its administration as well as for all who are subject to it? 

Suppose this order had been granted by the Secretary of War. 
He has precisely the same power under the statute to grant 
discharges without honor that the President has, for the power 
is conferred in the same sentence, in the same breath, as it were. 
It is as broad for one as the other. If the Secretary of War 
had ordered these men discharged no man would be heard here 


or elsewhere to claim that he had acted within the law if in 
doing so he had ignored that provision. 

Now, is this an idle provision? Mr. President and Senators, 
let me call your attention to the fact that this section 146 has 
been floating around in the Army Regulations in one form and 
another ever since discharges without honor were first recog- 
nized in the Army Regulations in 1895, from time to time 
changed down until 1901. From 1895 it was provided that the 
company commander should notify the enlisted man that he 
would discharge him without honor, and then if the enlisted man 
wanted a board of inquiry he could make application for it, and 
upon such application it would be the duty of his commanding 
officer to give it to him. In 1901 the Army Regulations were so 
changed, while President McKinley was yet in oflice, as to pro- 
vide that if an enlisted man when notified of the intention to 
discharge him without honor failed to demand a board of in- 
quiry he should be deemed to have waived that right. That 
stood for two or three years; and then the regulation-was put 
into its present form—namely, that it should be the duty of the 
company commander to give him notice, and then not the duty 
of the man to make application for a board If he. wanted it, but 
the duty of the company commander to notify the post com- 
mander, and then the duty of the post commander, without con- 
sulting the man, to convene this board and notify the man to 
appear before it to make such defense against putting that kind 
of stigma upon him as he might be able to make. 

Why that care on the part of Congress to change in that way 
this provision? Why, Mr. President, every man knows, when 
he stops to think, that the Congress of the United States was 
thinking of the helpless condition of enlisted men in most of 
such instances, The Congress of the United States was think- 
ing of their lack of knowledge of legal provisions affecting their 
rights, and that many men doubtless were losing their rights be- 
cause they had no knowledge with respect to their right to a 
board of inquiry. ‘To cure all that, to make it absolutely safe 
that no man should be put out of the Army of the United States 
with a brand of crime on him, or any other stigma on him, by a 
discharge without honor until he had a day in court, the Con- 
gress of the United States approving these regulations, which 
are promulgated by the President of the United States and the 
Secretary of War, provided that there should be in no case 
whatever any discharge without honor until the enlisted man 
had been brought before a board and the court had so decided. 

There is no pretense that anything of that kind was done 
here. If I have argued to any purpose, I have shown that it is 
the soldier’s contractual right to have this inquiry and to have 
this opportunity to defend, especially. where he is charged with 
a crime. 

These regulations, as they now stand, as I have said, were in 
force, I think, when every one of the men discharged at Browns- 
ville was enlisted on his last enlistment. Every one of -them 
then had these provisions written into his contract of enlist- 
ment. 

Ah, but we are told by the Senator from Massachusetts of 
what high importance it is that the President of the United 
States, as Commander in Chief, should be invested with this 
arbitrary power. He suggests that dire calamities may follow 
if in particular instances the President is not so authorized. If 
so, the responsibility would be not his, but the responsibility of 
Congress. 

But, Mr. President, the Supreme Court of the United States 
has spoken on that point also. In the Milligan case, reported in 
71 United States, the Supreme Court answered that kind of an 
argument. I perhaps should say to Senators that that was a 
case where Milligan was tried before a military commission 
during a time of war, and it was claimed that the State of 
Indiana, where he was tried, had not seceded, that war was 
not in effect there, that the courts were open, and that there 
was a denial of justice not to allow him to go into the duly 
authorized and constituted courts of the country. The answer 
was that the exigencies of the case were such that they were 
bound to take these extraordinary and unprecedented steps as 
against him. What did the Supreme Court say? 

No graver question was ever considered by this court, nor one which 
more nearly concerns the rights of the whole people, for it is the birth- 


right of every American citizen, when charged with crime, to be tried 
and punished according to law, 


You can say the same as to the soldier, in view of the fact, 
which I pointed out, that every conceivable crime is provided for 
by law, only that he shall be tried before a court-martial instead 
of in the civil courts. 


The power of punishment is alone through the means which the laws 
have provided for that purpose, and if they are ineffectual— 


We are told they were ineffectual here; that here was murder, 
and perjury, and a conspiracy of silence, an unknown crime 
under the statutory law of the country, but nevertheless a high- 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


693 


sounding one, full of much meaning that is reprehensible; and 
that because they were guilty of all these things they were dis- 
missed from the service. Why? Because they had no testi- 
mony to prove any of these things. The Inspector-General, 
General Garlington, himself reports that he thinks there was 
probably a conspiracy of silence, but he is unable to find any 
testimony whatever to that effect. Now, they say therefore 
this legal proceeding for trial by court-martial was ineffectual, 
and because he could not discover who the guilty ones were we 
will turn them all out, the innocent with the guilty. The 
Supreme Court says: 


And if they are ineffectual there is an immunity from punishment, 
no matter how great an offender the individual may be, or how much 
his crimes may Seve shocked the sense of justice of the country or en- 
dangered its safety. By the protection of the law human rights are 
secured ; withdraw that protection, and they are at the mercy of wicked 
rulers or the clamor of an excited people. If there was law to justify 
this military trial, it is not our province to interfere; if there was not, 
it is our duty to declare the nullity of the whole * edlng. + 
By that constitution and the laws authorized by it this question must 
be determined. The provisions of that instrument on the administra- 
tion of criminal justice are too plain and direct to leave room for mis- 
construction or doubt of their true meaning. 


Speaking further on this subject, the Supreme Court says: 


The Constitution of the United States is a law for rulers and people, 
equally in war and in peace, and covers with the shield of its protec- 
tion all classes of men at all times and under all circumstances. No 
doctrine involving more pernicious consequences was ever invented by 
the wit of man than that any of its provisions can be suspended during 
any of the great exigencies of government. 


This was a time of war, when the nation was in a death 
grapple for its life, a very different situation from that which 
was presented at Brownsville, where the occurrence was in a 
time of profound peace, when the Army had nothing else to do 
of any importance to be compared with this except only to con- 
vene a court, as the law directed, -and let these men appear and 
have their day in court, and present their defense, and have it 
ruled upon. 

Now, here is something else to which I invite the serious at- 
tention of every. Senator. The Supreme Court, dealing with this 
claim, that because of a great exigency they had the right to 
suspend the law, says they haye no such right, and then adds 
this : 


Such a doctrine leads directly to anarchy or despotism, but the theory 
of necessity on which it is based is false, for the Government, within 
the Constitution, has all the powers granted to it which are necessary 


to preserve its existence. 


Speaking further as to the power of the President with respect 
to the ordering of the commission, the court says: 


They can not justify on the mandate of the President, because he is 
controlled by law and has his appropriate sphere of duty, which is to 
execute, not to make, the laws; and there “no unwritten criminal 
code to which resort can be had as a source of criminal jurisdiction.” 


On a point I passed a few moments ago the court speaks in 
Ex parte Milligan as follows: 


Congress has the power not only to raise and support and govern 
armies, but to declare war. It has, therefore, the power to provide by 
law for carrying on war. This power necessarily extends to all legis- 
lation essential to the prosecution of war with vigor and success, ex- 
cept such as interferes with the command of the forces and the conduct 
of campaigns. That power and duty belongs to the President as Com- 
mander in Chief. Both these powers are derived from the Constitution, 
but neither is defined by that instrument. Their extent must be deter- 
mined by thelr nature and by the principles of our institutions, 

The power to make the necessary laws is In Congress; the power to 
execute in the President. Both powers imply many subordinate and 
auxiliary powers. Each includes all authority essential to its due exer- 
cise. But neither can the President, in war more than in peace; in- 
trude upon the proper authority of Congress, nor Congress upon the 
proper authority of the President. Both are servants of the people, 
whose will is expressed in the fundamental law. Congress can not di- 
rect the conduct of campaigns, nor can the President or any commander 
under him, without the sanction of Congress, institute tribunals for the 
trial and punishment of offenses, either of soldiers or civilians, unless in 
cases of a controlling necessity, which justifies what it compels, or at 
least insures acts of indemnity from the justice of the legislature. 


Now, Mr. President, we are told by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts of some precedents. He tells us of what General Lee 
did and of what General Grant did. Well, the Judge-Advocate- 
General, happily for my purpose, has also told us of those prece- 
dents, Here is what the Judge-Advocate-General says in Senate 
Document 155, in a statement submitted to us by the President 
as an exhibit to his message. The Judge-Advocate-General says, 
on page 311: 

The Secretary to the President, in a letter dated December 1, 1906, 
adyises the Secretary of War that the President would like to have him 
“look up any p ents (Lee's or others) for the action taken in dis- 
charging the battalion of the T'wenty-fifth Infantry, and if there exist 
any such, send them to the President.” 


A protracted examination of the official records has thus far resulted 
in fallure to discover a precedent in the Regular Army for the discharge 


of those members of three companies of the Twenty-fifth Infan who 
were present on the night of August 13, 1906, when an affray the 
city of Brownsville took place. 


Without reading it, I will ask to haye incorporated what he 


says about the Lee case, which he discusses to the extent of a 
page or more, concluding his discussion of it with the following: 


In view of the foregoing statement, it will be seen that the action 


taken in 1860. in the case of Compan 
ent for the action taken in 1906 in the case of mem 
wenty-fifth Infantry. 


The matter referred to is as follows: 


The case referred to as “Lee's” by the Secretary to the President 
is undoubtedly the case of Company G, Eighth Infantry, concerning 
which an interview with Mr. J. C. Hesse was recently published in 
the Washington Post. In that interview it was stated that, by order 
of Lieut. Col. Robert E, Lee, the members of Company G were trans- 
ferred to other companies of the same regiment and prohibited from 
reenlisting on the expiration of the terms of enlistment under which 
they were then serving. A search for Yet ees containing details of 
the occurrence has resulted in failure to find them, the original papers 
having been returned in 1860 to the Department of Texas, where 
they were undoubtedly lost or destroyed at the time of the surrender of 
the troops In that department to the Confederate military authorities. 

The records show, however, that on March 18, 1860, members of 
Company G, Eighth Infantry, at Fort Davis, Tex., took from the 
guardhouse a citizen who was confined there and, without op: tion 
from the guard, hanged him to a tree near by until he was dea The 
records also show that by order of the . ge meek commander twenty- 
seven men of this company were detached from the company. ana at- 
tached to other com es of the regiment, “ to restore their discipline,” 
and that twelve other men of the company were transferred to other 
companies by order of the regimental commander without the cause of 
transfer being stated. ‘The regimental orders are not on file, and it 
is impossible to state whether the reenlistment of these transferred men 
was or was not prohibited; but as the records show that some of 
the transferred men did reenlist, it is evident that if an order pro- 
hibiting their reenlistment was given it was not carried into effect. 

In view of the foregoing statement, it will be seen that the action 
taken in 1860 in the case of Company G, Eighth Infantry, is not a 
precedent for the action taken in 1906 in the case of members of the 
Twenty-fifth Infantry. 


Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator allow me? - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. There are two Lee cases. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; I am aware of that. 

Mr. LODGE. The one that the Senator refers to is the 
Regular Army case. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. There are two Lee cases that I cited, and I 
cited from both Grant and Lee. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Massachusetts cited this 
identical case, the case of the Eighth Infantry company, happen- 
ing before the war. 

Mr. LODGE. I did, and I cited also a case occurring during 
the war. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am coming to the other case. 
speak of both at the same time. 

Mr. LODGE. I see that. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am dealing now with the first citation. 
The Senator cited it as a precedent for what the President did. 
The President himself cites it as a precedent, notwithstand- 
ing what the Judge-Advocate-General says—that it is not a 


G, Bighth Infantry, is 1 
fers 0 e 


I can not 


precedent. Anybody reading it can see it is not a precedent. ' 


Why anybody should say it was a precedent, in view of such 
plain statements and in view of the fact patent on the face of 
the record that it can not by any possibility be a precedent, I 
do not know. A 

Now, the other was a case where in time of war General Lee 
dismissed a whole regiment because they had shown cowardice 
in every battle in which they had been engaged. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not know what the powers of Gen- 
eral Lee were. They were derived from the constitution of the 
Confederate States. They.might have been broader, but whether 
they were or not is immaterial, in view of the fact that it was a 
time of war, and-it is the rule running as an exception through 
all cases that where it is necessary to the protection of the 
army such radical orders and steps as these may be made and 
taken. That was one of the necessities of war. Will some- 
body find me a case where one individual has been dismissed 
in time of peace without honor, in the face of the army regu- 
lation giving him a right to trial, and yet denying it to him? 

Mr. President, that reminds me of something I ought to have 
spoken of a moment ago, The President is careful to point out 
in his message that he discharged these men not as organiza- 
tions. He did not break up the companies. He discharged each 
and every one of the members of these companies, in so far as 
he discharged them, by name—each individual by himself. 
Each individual by himself being so discharged, each individual 
by himself had a right, without any question, for that makes it 
conclusive, placing him right within the terms of it, to the ben- 
efit of the one hundred and forty-sixth regulation of the Army, 
that he should have a board of inquiry, and he should have it 
without asking for it; that it should be the duty of his supe- 
riors to know of his rights, advise him of his rights, and protect 
him in his rights. 


So, too, it is with the other precedents that have been estab- 
lished. They are all in the volunteer service and they are all 
during a time of war. Take the first here that is cited as a 
precedent : a 

The members of Company A, First Eastern Shore Maryland Infantry 
Volunteers, were mustered out of service August 16, 1862, by order of 
the general commanding the Eighth Army Corps because they refused 
to serve in Virginia. 

Now, when you run down the facts you find out they were not 
dishonorably discharged. They were honorably discharged. 
They said they had been enlisted to serve at home, in Maryland, 
and not to go away from their homes down into Virginia, to 
invade the sacred soil of their beloved sister State. : 

They wanted to stay at home and render their service, and 
they were told, “If you will not go, we will muster you out.” 
They said, Very well, muster us out;” and the record shows 
that they were honorably discharged and that they nearly all 
enlisted afterwards in other companies. 

Here is a New Jersey company. I have a letter about that 
company, but I will not stop to read it: 

The members of Company G, Tenth New Jersey Infantry Volunteers, 
were discharged without trial April 8, 1862, pursuant to orders from 
the War Department, because they refused to do duty as infantry, 
claiming that they were deceived into the belief that they were entering 
the cavalry branch when they enlisted. 


How discharged? Without honor? No; honorably discharged. 
They were enlisted as cavalrymen and brought down to Wash- 
ington. 

Ar. KEAN. And every one of them reenlisted and served 

during the war. 

Mr. FORAKER. I was not familiar with that fact. I thank 
the Senator from New Jersey for making me acquainted with 
it. They said: “ We enlisted as cavalry; we will not go into 
this infantry regiment. We did not come here to serve in that 
capacity.” They were told: “ Very well; we will muster you 
out.” And they were mustered out, and then, as the Senator from 
New Jersey has said, every one of them probably enlisted in some 
other company and served through to the end of the war. 

Now I come to the Sixtieth Ohio, and I am going to make a 
few remarks about that. Mr. President, will somebody tell me 
why the Sixtieth Ohio was cited as a precedent for what was 
done in the Brownsville case? No; nobody will tell me, but I 
know, and every Senator here knows, why it was cited. Now, I 
will show the injustice done to as braye and gallant a regiment 
as ever wore the uniform or carried arms in defense of the 
national flag. Since that matter came up here in the Senate I 
haye been flooded with letters from surviving members of that 
regiment. They have come to me not only from those residing in 
Ohio, but from all directions. I have one here, which I will first 
read, It comes from Caldwell, Kans. I read it because it is 
from a lawyer who knows how to state the facts, and who has 
stated them in a logical, intelligent way. He says: 

CALDWELL, Kans., Christmas, 1906. 


Hon. J. B. Foraker, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dran Sir: I see by the papers you are having some issue with the 
33 in regard to the discharge of the Sixtleth Ohio Volunteer 
nfantry. 

You will remember me. I was born in the same county with you— 
Highland—and I was a member of e a su! B, Sixtieth Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry. This regiment was organ by Col. William H. Trimble in 
the fall of 1861, and also allow me to say, by way of parenthesis, a 
braver man never sat astride a horse. 

Now, as to its organization, in no place in the records of this regi- 
ment can you find, fh my opinion, anything to show that it was ever 
mustered into the United States service. 

I wrote him in regard to that, telling him I understood that 
the record did show that they had been mustered in, and in 
answer he wrote me a letter from which I quote what he said 
on that point, as follows: 


I know the records show at Columbus that we were mustered in the 
United States service on the 25th say of February, 1862, by Captain 
Dodd, but none of us evet knew of it, not even our company officers, 
as all of our discharges (mine the same) read we were discharged by 
reason of expiration of term of service. Some years after that in con- 
versation with an officer of that regiment he informed me he had un- 
derstood that Captain Dodd had come there at that time and had con- 
sulted the field officers, and 3 all expressed the opinion it would 
create a furore to muster the regiment at that time, and he just simply 
signed the muster rolls privately and went away. 

I do not know what the facts are about that. It was a very 
unusual transaction, if it occurred; but the explanation for it is 
furnished in the fact that those men were enlisted, as I will now 
proceed to show by reading from this letter, during the fall of 
1861, in Highland County and adjacent counties in the State of 
Ohio, that they were sworn into the service, taken into camp, 
put under discipline, and every man of them supposed that then 
his enlistment had already commenced, and he dated the be- 
ginning of his service from the time he put on the uniform and 
became a soldier. But now I will read what he says: 


The men of the different companies were enlisted by recruiting officers, 
clothed only with authority to receive recruits and organize a company. 
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The men were enlisted and sworn in by these recruiting officers. This 
regiment was enlisted for one , ar. ‘There was some question as to 
when our time would expire, owing to the diferent dates at which en- 
listments were made. I. for instance, enlisted in October, 1861. 

The regiment went into camp shortly after that near Hillsboro, and 
remained there until about the ist of February, when It was sent to 
Gallipolis, where it remained until the following May, when we joined 
Fremont at New Creek, Va. We followed him in his Virginia campaign 
in West Virginia, and crossed the mountains with him and fought Jack- 
son at Cottontown, Strasburg, Cross Keys, Harrisonburg, and Port Re- 
public. We then moved down the valley gradually untii in July, when 
we went into camp at Winchester. 

When Lee went into Maryland in 1862 to fight the battles of South 
Mountain and Antietam, we evacuated Winchester and went to Harpers 
Ferry, where at the time of the battles mentioned the Confederates 
pounced upon us with overpowering force, with the result that our en- 
tire force was surrendered by Col. D. S. Miles, who was in command. 


He was a Regular Army officer. 


At no time in all these engagements did our regiment ever show a 
white feather, while on the other hand the One hundred and twenty- 
sixth New York, which was an important part of the force assigned to 
hold Maryland Heights, the key of our position, became panic-stricken 
and broke and ran from their place in line, with the result that after 
four days of defense we were surrendered, but at once paroled upon con- 
dition that we were not to bear arms geet the Confederate States 
of America, nor do any rrison, guard, or constabulary duty,” as 
nearly as I can remember the language, until exchanged.” 


I have examined the record, and his language is almost ab- 
solutely accurate. 


We were sent to Camp Douglas, at Chicago. General Tyler was in 
command. He had there a lot of Confederate prisoners, and one of 
the first things required of us was to take guns and stand guard over 
these prisoners. 

This we regarded as a violation of our paroles, and for that reason 
refused to obey the order. The trouble at once commenced. All the 
Harpers Ferry troops were in the same situation—the New York regi- 
ments, the Ninth Vermont, and the Thirty-second Ohio and other com- 
mands, as well as the Sixtieth Ohio. 

One thing seemed to lead to another, but so far as I can recall, no 
one of the regiments was any worse than the others. All were com- . 
pelled, on account of the conditions of their parole, to be kept without 
arms and in idleness. 3 

The Sixtieth Ohio had the additional grievance growing out of the 
fact that the terms of most of the men had expired, as they claimed. 
They naturally did not want to be kept there nnder discipline when 
oo knew, as everybody knew, they could not be again sent to the 

eld. 


They were no more reat! ye than any other regiments, and they 
were no more mutinous or insubordinate, and so far as being worthless 
is concerned, they were worthless in no other sense than that their 
times were out and that there was nothing they could do or be al- 
lowed to do. They were rene, & discharged, but they were honorably 
discharged, and I never before heard that anybody claimed that there 
was anything discreditable in their record. s soon as they were ex- 
ao many of them reenlisted and ‘all were good soldiers to the 
end. 

I send you this as the testimony of one who was a member of the 
regiment and who 1 in all that experience. I send it not 
alone on account of the survivors, but. also and more particularly on 
account of the dead comrades of that splendid regiment. 

Inasmuch as I have not met you for many years, I refer you to 
Senator Lone and the Hon. VICTOR Murpock— 


The Member of Congress from his district— 


who are both personal friends. 
Very truly, yours, etc. C. C. RIDINGS. 


I remember him very well—a man of most excellent family. 
I did not know he was still living, but this attack on the honor 
of his regiment brought him to my attention in that way. 

I have another letter here which I want to read. First, how- 
ever, I haye here a discharge that one of the members of that 
eu sent me. I want that to go into the Recorp as I 
read it: 


To all whom it may concern: 


Know ye that Zebulin Ford, a Recreate of Captain George B. Gardner's 
conipany, Sixtieth Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry, who was en- 
rolled on the 16th day of November, 1861, to serve one year, is hereby 
discharged from the service of the United States this 10th day of 
November, 1862, at Chicago, IIL, by reason of regiment being honorably 
mustered out of service. 

No Mg schon to his reenlistment is known to exist. 

Said bulin Ford was born in Pickaway County, in the State of 
Ohio, is 21 years of age, 5 feet 8 inches high, fair complexion, blue eyes, 
brown hair, and by occupation when enrolled a farmer. 

Given at Chicago, Ill., this 10th day of November, 1862. 

Gro. B. GARDNER, 
Captain Company O, 
Sirtieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

I have here one more letter. It is a letter sent me by a sur- 
vivor of the Thirty-second Ohio. In the battle at Harpers 
Ferry there were not only the Sixtieth Ohio, but also the Thirty- 
second Ohio and the Eighty-seventh Ohio—three Ohio regiments. 
While there were three Ohio regiments, there were also six 
New York regiments, all surrendered together. One of them, 
as I read a moment ago, was unfortunate enough to become 
panic stricken and to run. I do not mention that to the dis- 
credit of the regiment, but only because I am compelled to re- 
sort to history and take it as I find it. The regiment, I am 
happy to say, made afterwards a splendid record. It became 
one of the best regiments in the Union Army. There was noth- 
ing remarkable in the fact that, being suddenly attacked, as 
they were, by Stonewall Jackson’s veterans in that the first 
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battle in which they were engaged, they should have had the 
misfortune to make such a record as they did. I have here a 
history of the civil war, in which it is stated that they did mis- 
behave, to the great chagrin and mortification of all the other 
New York regiments. But the unfortunate thing about it was 
that they happened, with their comrade regiments, to be holding 
the key to Harpers Ferry—Maryland Heights—and when they 
broke and fled the enemy swept through the space thus made 
and in a moment were in possession of the command of that 
position, and surrender necessarily followed. It was not the 
fault of the Sixtieth Ohio, not the fault of any Ohio regiment; 
perhaps not in a way to be criticised for it the fault of this regi- 
ment. It might have been the fault of the officers. 

Now, I have the following letter from a survivor of the 
Thirty-second Ohio. I have here also the history from which 
he quotes, but I will read his letter. He says: 

Van WERT, OHIO, December 26, 1906, 
Hon. J. B. Foraker, 
Senator, Washington, D. C. 

Dran SIR: I see from correspondence introduced as evidence that the 
Sixtieth Regiment Ohio Infantry was discharged because it had become 
disorgani and mutinous while at Camp Douglas as paroled prisoners. 
This was a one-year regiment, whose term of service had expired, and 
when we take that into account, the bad treatment received at the hands 
of the Government in sending them out of their own State to a camp 
in another State, where they were treated more like malefactors than 
paroled prisoners, they were not so much to be blamed or censured as 
were the regiments who had two. years or more yet to serve. The 
Thirty-second Regiment Ohio Infantry—of which I was a member—was 
eg that batch of Harpers Ferry 8 taken to Camp Douglas. 
I will now quote from the imental history, which gives some of its 
experiences and Happenings while there: 

“There was much disappointment expressed by the regiment in being 
hurried through the State to a camp in another State. The fact is, 
those who directed this arrangement made a mistake. The nen E 
second should haye been sent to a camp in its own State, promptly 

aid the money due them, and paroled until exchanged. This would 
Eare given satisfaction and would haye been appreciated by the entire 
regiment. Instead, they were placed in Camp Douglas and strictly 
ed, all privileges curtailed, and although they had been informed 
ey would be promptly paid on reaching Camp uglas, yet all pay 
was withheld and in every respect the service at Camp Douglas was 
much more disagreeable than at the front. They were ordered to do 
camp guard duty. The officers made the details and under command 
of their respective orderlies they reported at guard mount; but when 
other officers attempted to force arms into their hands they refused, 
and giving the ns a toss stood them butts up, the bayonet buried in 
the ground. ‘The authorities ordered them to confine themselyes to 
their quarters, but they came and went at will. The regulars were 
— out, the regiment formed line, armed with brickba 

The Thirty-second Ohio armed with brickbats! This is not 
the Sixtieth Ohio. I want simply to show what other regiments 
did— 

“The regulars were ordered to load with ball, and they did so, the of- 
ficer commanding the regulars ordering the Thirty-second to their quar- 
ters, but they did not move. The condition was critical and a colli- 
sion seemed imminent. At this moment a shout was heard, and look- 
ing to the westward the head of a column of troops was seen coming 
down on the flank of the regulars on double quick. It was the Thirty- 
ninth New York. That regiment had heard of the situation in the camp 
of the Thirty-second and determined to take a hand with their old com- 
rades in suppressing the regulars— 

The Thirty-ninth New York was captured at Harpers Ferry 
along with the Thirty-second Ohio and the Sixtieth Ohio— 

“The latter, seeing that intimidation and force were alike imprac- 
ticable, retreated in good order, followed by the jeers and groans of the 
Thirty-second Ohio and the Thirty-ninth New York.” 

Then he goes on and describes how later they were exchanged. 
The regiment was then called back to the front and reorganized ; 
and from that time on to the end no regiment in the service made 
a better record than the Thirty-second Ohio. The Thirty-ninth 
New York made a like good record, and so did every other regi- 
ment that was captured on that unfortunate occasion. 

But, Mr. President, the point to which I want to call attention 
is that the complaint of General Tyler shows on its face, accord- 
ing to the letter caused to be published by the War Department, 
that the complaint of these men was that it would be a violation 
of their paroles to require them to do this duty, and that their 
time was out, more than one year having expired since they 
were enlisted. In that same letter General Tyler says General 
Halleck was of the opinion that the men were right about their 
contention, and he was of the opinion that their time was out, 
at least nine-tenths of them. 

How were they discharged? I have read one of the dis- 
charges. I might read many more. I might cite much other 
evidence. They were discharged, Mr. President, honorably. 
The regiment was mustered out because it had reached the end 
of its service, and no man in that regiment ever heard that there 
was such a complaint against their record until it was sent here 
to this body in an official communication signed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

I felt that it was my duty—and I therefore make no apology 
for taking the time of the Senate on that account—to set forth 
as an act of justice to these men, most of whom at least I well 
knew, the record that they actually made. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President * 

The VICE-PRESIDENT.- Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I was forced to be absent 
when the Senator from Ohio made his speech on this subject be- 
fore the holidays. Perhaps he has already indicated, but I did 
not understand him a moment ago, as to how it is that every 
Senator here knows why this regiment was picked out to be 
pilloried, as it has been, before the country as a lot of cowards 
or something else who deserved dishonorable discharges. I 
would be glad if the Senator would inform us what was the 
matter, what was the motive, what was the animus of it? 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I am not obliged to tell the 
Senator everything I know, especially when I know that the 
Senator knows. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator from South Carolina knew he 
certainly would not ask the question. It is not a mere play of 
words. The Senator owes it to the country, which is possibly 
not as well informed as Senators are, to let it know why this 
regiment has been disgraced, as it were, when it did not deserve 
it. 


Mr. FORAKER. It is such a delightful experience to keep 
something back that I think I will disappoint the Senator to- 
night. [Laughter.] 

I might speak at much greater length 

Mr. TILLMAN. I again appeal to the Senator if he will not 
tell us what his opinion on the subject is. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is very late now, and I do not want to de- 
tain the Senate any longer. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator answer this question: I 
have been informed since I rose that the Senator himself was a 
member of this regiment at some time, 

Mr. FORAKER. No; the Senator is mistaken about that. 
No wonder somebody got that impression, because some of the 
newspapers published that statement. I said when calling at- 
tention to this regiment on a previous occasion that I knew the 
regiment well; that I had tried to enlist in it in 1861, but they 
would not accept me. I was only 15 years of age at that time, 
so I had to stay at home another year. In 1862 I enlisted in 
the Eighty-ninth Ohio, the only regiment in which I ever served. 
I served in that from 1862 until the end of the war. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then the Senator never did belong to the 
Sixtieth Ohio? : 

Mr. FORAKER. I never belonged to the Sixtieth Ohio, but 
if I had belonged to it I would be as proud of it as these men 
are, and I would as indignantly resent any attempt to smirch 
their splendid records. - 

Mr. TILLMAN. After that I have nothing more to say, ex 
cept that possibly somebody in the War Department may have 
thought the Senator did get in the regiment, and that was the 
reason why they brought it out. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not know that anybody in the War 
Department thought of that, but it is possible that somebody in 
the War Department, or some other place, remembered that the 
Senator from Ohio lived in Ohio at that time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, it is getting late, and Senators are asking me 
to forbear any further discussion this evening. I think, with- 
out concluding, I will stop at this point, with notice to the Sen- 
ate that I may resume my remarks briefly to-morrow morning. 
I am almost through, if not entirely; but I want to look over 
what material I have, and perhaps I may put something more 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask to have printed in the Rxconp the 
papers which I send to the desk. They are the regular official 
blanks of enlistment and of discharge of enlisted men under the 
various conditions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 
dered. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 


[Form No, 22, M. S. O., 1904.] 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 


STATE OF City or town of * 
1. „born in „in the State of aged 
years and months, and by occupation a do 
hereby acknowledge to have voluntarily ——— enlisted this day 


o „ 190—, as a soldier in the Army of the United States of 
America, for the period of three years unless sooner discharged by 
proper authority: And do also agree to accept from the United States 
such bounty, pay, rations, and clothing as are or may be established 
by law. And I do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will bear true 
faith and allegiance to the United States of America, and that I will 
serve them honestly and faithfully against all their enemies whomso- 
ever; and that I will obey the orders of the President of the United 
States, and the orders of the officers appointed over me, according to 
the Rules and Articles of War. 
(See note.) 


— — 
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day of 5 


, Recruiting Officer. 

I certify that I have carefully examined the above-named man agree- 
ably to the General ai apie so of the Army, and that, in my opinion, 
he is free from all bodily defects and mental infirmity which would, in 
any way, disqualify him from performing the duties of a soldier. 


, Examining Officer. 


I certify that I have minutely in ted the above-named man, 
previous to his enlistment, and that he was en- 
tirely sober when enlisted; that to the best of my judgment and 
belief, he fulfills all legal requirements, and that I. have accepted and 
enlisted him into the service of the United States under this contract of 
enlistment as duly qualified to perform the duties of an able-bodied 
soldier, and, in doing so, have strictly observed the regulations which 
govern the recruiting service. This soldier has eyes, 
hair, complexion, is feet inches high. 


[SEAL.] 
, Recruiting Officer. 

* Nore.—The correct name of the recruit will be ascertained, and 
great care will be exercised in order that it may be correctly written 
and signed. The Christian name must not be abbreviated, but if it 
consists of more than one name, only the first will be written and 
9 in full. 

Nork.—Indelible or permanent marks found upon the person of a 
recruit will be here noted. |On side of paper.] 

DECLARATION OF RECRUIT. 

I, —— , desiring to enlist in the Army of the United States 
for the term of three year’s, do declare that I have neither wife nor 
child; that I am of the legal age to enlist, and believe myself to be 
Lg bag qualified to perform the daties of an able-bodied soldier, and 

o further declare that I am of good habits and character in all 
respects, and have never been discharged from the United States service 
«Army or Navy) or any other service on account of disability. or 
through sentence of either civil or military court, nor discharged from 
any service, civil or military, except with good character, and for the 
reasons given by me to the recruiting officer prior to this enlistment.* 

Given at this day of , 190—. 


Witness : 

Residence of soldier: — $ 

Name and address of person to be notified In case of emergency, giv- 
ing degree of relationship; if friend, so state: —. 

* Here add in case of an applicant for first enlistment: And that I 
am (or have made legal declaration of my intention to become) a citi- 
zen of the United States, 

CONSENT IN CASE OF MINOR. 
(See A. R. 859.) 

I, ————- ———., do certify that I am in the of ; 
the said s ———— years of age, and I do hereby freely 
give my consent to his enlisting as a soldier in the Army of the United 
States for the perlod of three years. 


that 


Given at this ———— day of , 190—. 
Witness: f 
, enlisted at — on the - day of 
190—, by 5 
1 enlistment; last served in Discharged — | 
y DIRECTIONS. 


One enlistment paper only will be made in the case of a soldier enlisted 
or reenlisted for the line of the Army. It will be forwarded to The Mili- 
tary Secretary of the Army, with the recruiting officer's trimonthly re- 
port. ‘The recruiting officer will indorse on the enlistment paper of every 
weneral service recruit (in red ink, at top of second fold) the arm of 
service for which the soldier was enlisted; i. e., elther foot service. 
white; mounted service, white; foot service, colored. or mounted serv- 
ice. colored—adding the more definite designation. “infantry,” ~“ coast 
APARER “engineers,” “cavairy” or “field artillery,” as the case 
may be. . 

Enlistment papers of soldiers of a staf! department will be executed 
and disjpsed of in accordance with the regulations governing enlist- 
ments for the particular staff department concerned. 

In cases of reenlistment, i. e., within three months from date of last 
discharge from the Army, the declaration of recruit will not be filled 
in, but it will be stated on the margin whether the soldier is single or 
married and the number of children, if any. The name and address of 
person to be notified in case of 5 will also be given. The pre- 
fix “re” will be added to the word ' enlisted ” where it occurs. 

Assigned to — of UTA 


[Form No, 203, M. S. O., July 21, 1905.] 
ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES. 

To all whom it may concern: 
Know ve that 
Regiment of on the — 
of : one thousand nine hundred and to serve 


years, is hereby honorably discharged from the Army of the United 
States by reason of 


of the 


ye 
„who was enlisted at 


day 


Said was born in „in the State of A ‘and 
when enlisted was years of age, by occupation a bad 
eyes, hair, complexion, and was fect 
inches in height. 
Giyen under my hand at „ this day of > 
one thousand nine hundred and * 
Commandin J. 
CHARACTER. 
No objection to his reenlistment is known to exist. 
MILITARY RECORD z 
Continuons service at date of discharge: years 
months ays. Previous service: Noncom- 
missioned _ officer: z MAERED . Horsemanship : 
+ Battles, engagements, skirmishes, expeditions: . 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Subscribed and duby sworn to before me this 
A. D. 190—. 


Wounds received in service: 5 
charged: * 


Physical 
z R 


condition when dis- 
Married or single: B emarks : 


Commanding, 
[Form No. 19, M. S. O., 1904.] 
ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES. 
To all whom it may concern: 


Know ye that ———,a of of the Regi- 
ment of „who was enlisted the day of — , one thousand 
nine hundred and to serve years, Is hereby discharged with- 
out honor from the Army of the United States in consequence of 

Said was born in „in the State of , and 
when enlisted was years of age, by occupation a , bad 
——— eyes, ——— hair, complexion, and was feet 

inches in height. 

Given under my hand at „ this day of -9 
one thousand nine hundred and . 

Commanding : * 
[Form No. 20, M. S. O., 1904. 
ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES. 
To all whom it may concern: 

Know ye that — — a of of the Regi- 

ment of „who was enlisted the day of , one thousand 


nine hundred and to serve years, is hereby dishonorably 
discharged from the Army of the United States in consequence of the 
* of a general court-martial. ———— 


was born in -, in the State of , and 
when enlisted was years of age, by occupation a , bad 
eyes, hair, complexion, and was feet 
- inches in height. 
Given under my hand at , this day of — 
one thousand nine hundred and * 
Commanding * 


J. G. WHITE & co. (INCORPORATED). 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be 
printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for 
Vorto Rico, and for other purposes,“ I transmit herewith an ordinance 
enacted by the executive council of Porto Rico on August 1, 1906, 
granting to J. G. White & Co. (Incorporated) the right to bulld and op- 
erate a line of railway between the towns of Rio Viedras and Cagvas, 
in the island of Porto Rico. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Tun WHITE House, January 7, 1907. É 


ANNUAL REPORT OF PANAMA RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interoceanic Canals, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress the fifty- 
seventh annual report of the board of directors of the Panama Rail- 
road Company for the year ending June 30, 1906. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 

Tue Warre House, January 7, 1907. 


ELECTRIC STREET RAILWAY IN PONCE, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Senate and House of Rehresentatires: 


Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith an ordinance 
enacted by the executive council of Porto Rico on August 13, 1906, 
amending a franchise granting to W. S. H. Lothrop, his heirs, succes- 
sors, and assigns, the right to construct and operate an electric street 
railway in certain streets in the city of Ponce and between the city of 
Ponce and the playa thereof. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tus WHITE HOUSE, January 7, 1907. 7 


TWO HUNDREDTH ANNIVERSARY OF BIRTH OF BENJAMIN FRANKLIN. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report by the Secreta 
the oe to the French Government of the impression on zold 
of the medal Which, in pursuance of the act approv April 27, 1904, 
was struck to commemorate the two-hundredth anniversary of the birth 
of Benjamin Franklin. 


Tue WHITE HOUSE, January 7, 1907. 


‘of State concerning 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
and 35 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, January 8, 1907, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 7%, 1907. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Thomas C. Elliott, of Illinois, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Cairo, in the State of Illinois. (Reappointment.) 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Herbert D. Philbrick, of Maine, to be collector of customs for 
the district of York, in the State of Maine, in place of George E. 
Marshall, deceased. 

William H. Daniels, of New York, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Oswegatchie, in the State of New York. (Re- 
appointment. ) 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY—INFANTRY ARM. 


Lieut. Col. Charles L. Hodges, Twenty-third Infantry, to be 
colonel from January 1, 1907, vice Borden, Twenty-fourth In- 
fantry, retired from active service. 

Maj. Edwin F. Glenn, Fifth Infantry, to be lieutenant-colonel 
from January 1, 1907, vice Hodges, ‘Twenty-third Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Capt. Zebulon B. Vanee, Eleventh Infantry, to be major from 
January 1, 1907, vice Glenn, Fifth Infantry, promoted. 


To be captains, 


First Lieut. Josiah C. Minus, Tenth Infantry, from October 6, 
1906, vice Johnston, Sixteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Charles M. Bundel, Twenty-fifth Infantry, from 
October 20, 1906, vice George, Sixteenth Infantry, retired from 
active service. 

First Lieut. Laurence Halstead, Thirteenth Infantry, from 
October, 20, 1906, vice Atkinson, Sixth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Frederick W. Van Duyne, Fourth Infantry, from 
October 31, 1906, vice Beall, Third Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Charles D. Herron, Eighteenth Infantry, from 
November 2, 1906, vice Lyon, Seventeenth Infantry, detailed as 
paymaster. 

First Lieut. James Manson, Fourteenth Infantry, from Decem- 
ber 2, 1906, vice Nichols, Third Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Fred R. Brown, Ninth Infantry, from December 4, 
1906, vice Wilkinson, Fourth Infantry, resigned. 

First Lieut. William T. Merry, Twenty-third Infantry, from 
December 15, 1906, vice Nuttman, Ninth Infantry, detailed as 
commissary. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Commander Rogers H. Galt to be a captain in the Navy from 
the 11th day of December, 1906, vice Capt. Franklin J. Drake, 
retired. 

Lieut. Luke McNamee to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 12th day of June, 1906, vice Lieut. Commander 
George E. Burd, promoted. 

Lieut. Charles J. Lang to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 25th day of December, 1906, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander John H. Gibbons, promoted. 

Lieut. Martin E. Trench to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 1st day of January, 1907, to fill a vacancy created 
in that grade by the act of Congress approved March 3, 1903. 

The following-named citizens to be assistant surgeons in the 
Navy from the 20th day of December, 1906, to fill vacancies ex- 
isting in that grade on that date: 

Renier J. Straeten, a citizen of South Dakota, and 

James T. Duhigg, a citizen of Iowa. 

Sailmaker Charles ©. Tallman, United States Navy, retired, 
to be a chief sailmaker on the retired list of the Navy, to rank 
with, but after, ensign from the 29th day of June, 1906, in ac- 
cordance with a provision contained in the nayal appropriation 
act approved on that date. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Dayid J. Girard, of Eureka, Cal., to be register of the land 

office at Eureka, Cal., vice Charles B. Frost, resigned. 
POSTMASTERS. 
; CALIFORNIA. 

Philo Handy to be postmaster at Ukiah, in the county of Men- 
docino and State of California, in place of Philo Handy. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired December 10, 1906. 


ILLINOIS. 

Clarence F. Buck to be postmaster at Monmouth, in the county 
of Warren and State of Illinois, in place of Clarence F. Buck. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 9, 1907. 

Abraham L. Coyle to be postmaster at Gridley, in the county 
of McLean and State of Illinois, in place of Abraham L. Coyle. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 1907. 

Thomas M. Crossman to be postmaster at Edwardsville, in 
the county of Madison and State of Illinois, in place of Thomas 
1805 Crossman. Incumbent's commission expired December 20, 
1906. 

IOWA. 

Asahel B. Chrysler to be postmaster at Lake Park, in the 
county of Dickinson and State of Iowa, in place of Asahel B. 
Chrysler. Incumbent’s commission expires January 7, 1907. 

Simon J. Mak to be postmaster at Inwood, in the county of 
Lyon and State of Iowa, in place of Simon J. Mak. Incumbent's 
commission expires January 7, 1907. 

John Meyer to be postmaster at Alton, in the county of Sioux 
and State of Iowa, in place of John Meyer. Incumbent's com- 
mission expires January 14, 1907. 

MARYLAND. 

James C. Peddicord to be postmaster at Oakland, in the - 
county of Garrett and State of Maryland, in place of John M. 
Jarboe. Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1906. 

MINNESOTA, 

William J. Cowling to be postmaster at Bly, in the county of 
St. Louis and State of Minnesota, in place of William J. Cowling. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 1907. 

William Gallagher to be postmaster at Carlton, in the county 
of Carlton and State of Minnesota, in place of William Gal- 
lagher. Incumbent's commission expires January 23, 1907. 

NEW YORK. 

Sidney B. Cloyes to be postmaster at Earlville, in the county 
of Madison and State of New York, in place of Sidney B. Cloyes. 
Incumbent's commission expires January 7, 1907. 

Millard D. McNeil to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county 
of Chenango and State of New York, in place of Millard D. Mc- 
Neil. Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1906. 

Winfield S. Vandewater to be postmaster at Cedarhurst, in the 
county of Nassau and State of New York, in place of Winfield F. 
Vandewater. Incumbent’s commission expired December 9, 19032. 

Lucius A. Waldo to be postmaster at Canisteo, in the county 
of Steuben and State of New York, in place of Lucius A. Waldo. 
Incumbent's commission expires January T, 1907, 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Benjamin F. Hevener to be postmaster at Ardmore, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
George H. Reitenbaugh, removed. 

SOUTH CAROLINA, 

Dudley P. McLaurin to be postmaster at Clio, in the county of 
Marlboro and State of South Carolina. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1907. 

3 VERMONT. 

James E. Pollard to be postmaster at Chester, in the county 
of Windsor and State of Vermont, in place of James E. Pollard. 
Incumbent's commission expires January 14, 1907. 

WASHINGTON. 

John M. Benedict to be postmaster at Centralia, in the county 
of Lewis and State of Washington, in place of John M. Benedict, 
Incumbent’s commission expired June 27, 1906. 

WEST VIRGINIA, jk 

Frank S. Smith to be postmaster at Parkersburg, in the 
county of Wood and State of West Virginia, in place of Gordon 
B. Gibbens. Incumbent’s commission expired March 8, 1906. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominavions confirmed by the Senate January 7, 1907, 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Russell H. Dunn, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Sabine, in the State of Texas. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Third Lieut. James Albert Alger to be a second lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from July 8, 1906. 

Third Lieut. Frank Lynn Austin to be a second lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from July 10, 1906. 

Third Lieut. Le Roy Reinburg to be a second lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from November 12, 1906. 

Third Lieut. Howard Eugene Rideout to be a second Keuten- 
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ant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank 
as such from September 15, 1906. 


POSTMASTERS. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 
Fred A. Tower to be postmaster at Concord, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 
Frederick E. Pierce to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Massachusetts. 
Carl Wurtzbach to be postmaster at Lee, in the county of 
Berkshire and State of Massachusetts. 
James O. Hodges to be postmaster at Mansfield, in the county 
of Bristol and State of Massachusetts. 
John Huxtable to be postmaster at Wareham, in the county of 
Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. 
NEBRASKA. 
Valentine Zink to be postmaster at Sterling, in the county of 
Johnson and State of Nebraska. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Clarence N. Garvin to be postmaster at West Derry, in the 
county of Rockingham and State of New Hampshire. 
Thomas B. Moore to be postmaster at Lincoln, in the county of 
Grafton and State of New Hampshire. 
NEW YORK. 
David A. Doyle to be postmaster at Katonah, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New York. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
J. Wersler Thomson, to be postmaster at Phoenixville, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 
Isaac T. Klingensmith to be postmaster at Leechburg, in the 
county of Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania. 
William J. Boggs to be postmaster at Ford City, in the county 
of Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
Frank S. Smith to be postmaster at Parkersburg, in the State 
of West Virginia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 7, 1907. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, January 4, 1907, 
was read and approved. 


COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the following commit- 
tee appointment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Representative WASHBURN of Massachusetts, a member of the Com- 
mittee on Revision of the Laws. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Military Affairs I submit a bill and report making appropriations 
for the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, and ask 
that it be printed and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, reports the bill the title of which the 
Clerk will report. 

aie, Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 23551) making appropriation for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, if points of order have not 
been reserved, I desire now to reserve all points of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi reserves 
all points of order. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that I will 
call up this bill to-morrow for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The bill and report are referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REVISION OF LAWS. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the sus- 
pension of the rules for the present consideration of the fol- 
lowing resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ordered, That the bill = R. 17984) to revise the laws when re- 
ported shall have the privilege eae, belonging to bills reported from com- 
mittees open pa leave to report at any time. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question to understand his bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I think we may as well have a 
second, and I demand a second and ask unanimous consent 
that a second may be considered as ordered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. This question is preparatory as to whether 
I would demand a second. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I think we had better proceed in 
regular order, and then the gentleman can ask his question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I ask the gentleman to explain what the bill is. 

Mr. PAYNE. Let us get unanimous consent for a second; it 
is a motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that a second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
WILiIAMs] demand a second? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that a second may be considered as ordered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Reserving the right to object 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can proceed by unanimous 
consent, reserving his right. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understood the Chair to say the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moon] had asked unanimous con- 
sent. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely. Now, the only question before 
the House is, Shall a second be ordered? This is a motion to 
suspend the rules. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. This is a bill for the revision of 
the laws. House bill 17984—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have no objection to the second being con- 
sidered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Moon] is entitled to twenty minutes and the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WIIIAus!] to twenty minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker. I would like to have the 
twenty minates extended to me given to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY]. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, just a brief word 
of explanation as to the reason for this resolution. The House 
will remember that at the last session of Congress this com- 
mittee reported to this House this bill for the revision of the 
laws, including or embracing the criminal title only. Time was 
not found for the consideration of the bill at that session and a 
joint committee on the 19th day of June was appointed of five 
Senators and five Members of the House, which committee has 
been sitting during the recess of Congress. They came down 
here during the middle of November and have been sitting 
almost continuously ever since. There was considerable new 
work necessary to be done. It was found necessary to carry 
into the bill then reported all of the legislation of the last ses- 
sion of Congress, and some differences of opinion between the 
Senate committee and the House committee developed as to the 
form of legislation and as to the recommendations that were to 
be urged upon the House, and the present bill is the result of the 
action of that joint committee. Our object in asking this bill 
to be put upon the Calendar so that it may be called up for con- 
sideration, as provided in this resolution, is the recognized 
urgent necessity felt by the country for this codification and 
revision and which on account of its magnitude and of its im- 
portance and the length of time necessary for its consideration 
in committee has not been able to obtain such a position on the 
Calendar to obtain for it consideration at the present session 
without a resolution of this kind. 

I do not desire to say anything more about the subject unless 
some gentleman desires information upon it. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Let me ask the gentleman what the 
purpose of the resolution is? There was so much confusion that 
I did not hear it. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. In order that this bill may have 
the privileges of bills that are entitled to be reported at any 
time. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. And that is the only 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. That is the only purport. 

Mr. GROSVENOR rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Moon] yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like the gentleman from Penn- | 
sylvania to state whether or not the Committee on Revision haye 
had time enough to examine the report of this bill or bills, so it | 
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can answer this question: Whether there have entered in the 
revision, as it came from the Commission, important and mate- 
rial modifications and changes in the statutes of the United 
States? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I would say to the gentleman 
that the bill, as it came from the Commission, did embody very 
serious and yery extended modifications of the existing laws of 
the United States, but that this committee have rejected nearly 
all of those recommendations, and that practically the bill as 
reported, with very few exceptions, does not alter or modify in 
any respect the existing laws of the United States. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. So that the bill as reported now is a re- 
vision and not new legislation in the ordinary sense? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. In the ordinary sense that is 
true. The gentleman will understand that when we are bringing 
together fragments of legislation, or eliminating obsolete laws, 
it has been necessary sometimes to alter the language of the 
bill, and in a few instances some new legislation has been rec- 
ommended. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The committee can point that out? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. It is clearly pointed out in the 
bill, such new matter being printed in italics or brackets, 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman refers to “the bill.” 
resolution refer to the bill. 2 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylyania. It refers to this particular bill; 
yes. 

Mr. MANN. I thought it referred to a bill to be reported. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. The bill has not yet been re- 
ported. ; 

Mr. MANN. How does the House know you are going to re- 
port that bill, or some other bill? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. We have practically reported 
this bill. It was reported at the last session of Congress and 
was unable to receive consideration, and has subsequently beeu 
before the joint committee of the Senate and the House. All the 
alterations or amendments made by that committee are indi- 
cated in this bill. 

Mr. MANN. The Commission on Reyision of the Laws have 
reported final action. They have reported an entire code, which 
was referred to the committee. Now, how does the House know 
which portion of this you are going to report? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I endeavored to explain that 
question of the gentleman by previously saying that this bill 
now before this House and referred to in this resolution is that 
part of the report of the Commission known as the penal code 
only. 

Mr. MANN. So the gentleman only expects, if this resolution 
gees through, that it shall affect the bill relating to the penal 
code? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Only. 

Mr. MANN. What did the resolution say on that? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. It refers to House bill 17984, 
which is a bill relating to the criminal code. s 

Mr. MANN. As I understand the resolution, it provides for 
a bill to be reported. This bill the gentleman names has long 
since been reported, and the resolution does not refer to that 
fact. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I haye endeavored to explain to 
the House that this is the bill which is referred to. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, while I have no objection to the 
resolution, I think it fair to the Members of the House that 
they understand what it means. I do not wish the Members of 
the House hereafter to criticise the Speaker of the House or 
the Rules Committee or the rules themselves because of the 
operation of this resolution, which they probably will adopt. 
The effect of the passage of this resolution will be that there 
will be no other business transacted in this House between now 
and the 4th of March except current appropriation bills, because 
when this resolution goes into effect and that bill comes before 
the House it will take from now until the 4th of March before 
it is enacted into law. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will ask the gentleman if it is not the fact 
that on any attempt of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
call up this bill, if he or any other Member of the House can 
not raise the question of consideration, and the question whether 
the House will transact other business will depend upon the 
majority of the House every time? 

Mr. MANN. The distinguished gentleman, as always, is cor- 
rect. It is within the power of the House under the rules at 
all times, and always has been, to absolutely control the course 
of legislation in the House. That is the rule periodically; and 
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if this resolution is adopted it means that no other business will 
be brought before the House, except the appropriation bills, or 
bills coming from the committee of the distinguished gentleman 
from New York, or by unanimous consent. While I do not dis- 
approve the resolution, I do not wish to hear Members on the 
floor of the House criticise the results of their own action be- 
tween now and the 4th of March. Let it be understood what 
the effect is before the resolution is adopted. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield a 
couple of minutes to me? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that if this reso- 
lution passes it simply gives this bill the same privilege as an 
appropriation bill—that it may be called up at any time, like 
any bill reported from a committee having the privilege to re- 
port at any time. It will not come up before the House unless 
it is called up by some Member; and whenever any Member of 
the House seeks to call it up it is competent for any other Mem- 
ber of the House to rise in his place and state that he objects 
to the consideration of the bill, raising the question of consid- 
eration, and then the rules provide that, without debate, the 
House shall decide by a majority vote whether they will consider 
the bill or not. So that it does not tie the House up, but leaves 
it with the majority of the House to say whenever this bill is 
called up whether they will consider it. And if there is any 
other bill on the Calendar that a majority of the House desires 
to consider it can vote against the consideration of this bill, 
and so go on and consider the business they want to transact. 
It simply gives the House an opportunity to get at this bill, if 
there is time, coming from this Commission and this Committee 
on Reyision of the Laws, a policy which was entered upon by 
Congress some years ago, and a policy which ought to be carried 
out to the final rejection of the bill or the final passage of the 
bill. I hope the resolution will pass. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from New York a question. Does the gentleman think now as 
serious a matter as the revision of our laws should be disposed 
of in a hop, skip, and jump sort of way that this resolution 
would mean. I am for a revision of the laws. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I will say that I tried to get this matter 
up for consideration before the holiday recess, but the com- 
mittee was not ready. I thought I foresaw what would happen 
in the future. When we met here last Thursday gentlemen 
were not ready with their bills and not ready to bring them 
before the House. That did occur. I went individually to a 
number of gentlemen having bills on the Calendar, which I 
understood they were anxious to bring before the House, 
and none of them were ready. We lost three days of last week. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; we worked on Friday. 

Mr. PAYNE. We had a session Friday, but we worked on 
a bill which the gentleman. from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] 
says was lost time. We might have devoted three days of last 
week to this bill if it had been ready. It is ready now. The 
committee are asking for consideration of the bill. I think 
we ought to give them the opportunity, so that whenever there 
is time at the disposal of the House in which this bill can 
be considered it may be done. This committee haye devoted a 
great deal of time and given a great deal of care to the con- 
sideration of this bill, and I expect when they bring it before 
the House they will be able greatly to lighten the labors of 
each Member of the House, and that we can get at an in- 
telligent consideration of it without every one of the 386 Mem- 
bers studying all the provisions of the bill. I am told by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moon] that where they have 
made any change in the existing law it is indicated in italics, 
so that a Member can take the bill and go through these 
amendments and decide how he wants to vote. I do not 
think it will require so much time as the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Garnes] thinks it will, but whether it does or 
not it seems to be the bill that is ready. The chairman of 
the committee is here pressing it for consideration, and, so 
far as my vote is concerned, I am willing to give him an op- 
portunity. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is it vital to the welfare of the 
people that we shall revise the laws at this session of Congress? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, I think there are a great many things that 
we might do or that we might not do without affecting anything 
vital to the existence of the Republic. We have done a great 
many things that were not vital to the existence of the Re- 
public. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does not the gentleman from New York 
think the time consumed in the consideration of this bill will 
prevent a Republican House from devoting its attention to worse 
measures? 


I yield a couple of minutes to 
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Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no; a Republican House will enact all the 
legislation that is n 

Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘There are so many worse things that they 
might be engaged in. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, during the last session of Con- 
gress the House Committee on Revision of the Laws reported a 
bill known as H. R. 17984, which purported to be a bill to 
` provide a code of penal laws for the United States. Subse- 
quently, in the closing days of that session, a resolution was 
passed appointing a joint committee of the House and the Senate 
to consider the work of the Commission on Revision of the Laws. 
That joint committee of the House and Seunte met fifteen days 
prior to the meeting of this session of Congress, and has been 
in session almost continually ever since. They took the work of 
the House committee, as shown by the bill reported to the 
House, and modified it in many respects, cutting out of it nearly 
all of the law that was new and that was not simply a codifica- 
tion of existing law. It is now necessary for that report of the 
joint committee to be brought into the House, and I therefore 
ask unanimous consent that the motion made by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moon] be amended so as to read as 
follows: 


Ordered, That the bill (H. R. 17 — to provide a code of penal laws 
for the United States is hereby committed to the Joint Committee on Re- 
vision of the Laws, and that the said joint committee haye leave to report 
the said bill at any time, and that the bill shall have the privileges per- 
taining to bills so reported. 


Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I accept that 
amendment to the form of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. Is it possible for a joint committee to make a 
report of a bill to the House or would that be made by the 
House members of the committee? 

The SPEAKER. A joint committee, as the Chair understands 
it, can report to either House. That is, the section of the com- 
mittee composed of Members of the House may report to this 
House, and the section of the committee on the part of the Sen- 
12 may report to the Senate. The Clerk will report the reso- 
ution. 

wr Clerk read as follows: 


Ordered, That the bill (H. R. 17984) Pg pes a code of penal laws 
for the United States is hereby committed to the Joint Committee on 
Revision of the Laws, and that the said joint committee have leave to 
report the said bill at any time, and that the bill have the privileges 
pertaining to bills so reported. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the substitution of this 
resolution for the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Moon}? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I should like to know the difference be- 
tween the resolutions. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The difference is simply this: We reported 
a bili purporting to provide a criminal code of laws. That was 
reported by the House committee. Subsequently it was be- 
lieved that it would facilitate the work if there was a joint 
committee working on the matter, so that when it was passed 
by one House the work would not have to all be gone over again 
in the committee of the other House. There was appointed a 
joint committee of the House and Senate which took up this 
bill; they have made sundry amendments to it, stricken out a 
good deal of new law that had been put into the bill as re- 
ported by the House committee. The effect of this resolution 
will be to permit the joint committee to report back this House 
bill as amended by that committee, and when so reported that 
it shall have equal standing with bills from committees having 
the right to report at any time. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. And you ask unanimous consent to sub- 
stitute this for the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Moon]? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes, because the other resolution was made 
under a mistake of fact that that bill had not been reported to 
the House. It had been reported to the House at the last ses- 
sion, and in order for the joint committee to report it is neces- 
sary to recommit that bill and permit the joint committee to 
report it. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. And then the question comes upon sus- 
pending the rules. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The motion made by myself is to substitute 
this resolution for the one made by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, and I presume, then, that unanimous consent having 
been declined as to his request, the matter would have the same 
status as the motion made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Moon]. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. The purpose is to suspend the rules and 
pass this resolution. 


Mr. SHERLEY. That is the purpose now. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, who controls the time? 


Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I control the time on our side 
and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY] on the other. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to get two or three 
minutes myself to ask a question. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I will yield time to the gentle- 
man. 

The SPEAKER. The request now is for unanimous consent 
to substitute the resolution presented by the gentleman from 
Kentucky for the resolution that was offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. And if unanimous consent is given, then 
will the resolution be pending subject to unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. It will be pending under a motion to sus- 
pend the rules. Is there objection to substituting the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky for the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say only a word or 
two in regard to this matter. There seems to have been a little 
misapprehension as to the purpose of this resolution. It is sim- 
ply to enable the Committee on the Reyision of the Laws to 
bring forward this work for the consideration of the House when 
the House shall have the time to consider it. It does not mean 
that this bill is to interfere necessarily with any other matter 
which the House wishes to take up, and at any time the House 
may determine whether it will consider the bill or not. The 
committee has been at work upon this matter for a good many 
months. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. FINLEY. What times does the gentleman think would 
be reasonably necessary to give proper consideration to this bill? 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman asks a question that can not 
be answered with any degree of accuracy. It depends upon 
how far the House will be willing to accept the statement of 
the committee and how far they will want to go individually 
into a consideration of the matter. 

Mr. FINLEY. The gentleman from Kentucky will realize 
that this is the short session, and, practically speaking, we have 
got less than about fifty working days. If a great deal of time 
is taken up in the consideration of this bill, it will be at the ex- 
pense of other legislation. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I would answer the gen tiene by saying 
that if it developed that a great deal of time was necessary for 
the consideration of the bill, I presume provision would be made 
for night sessions to consider it; but I think the matter is of 
sufficient importance to be considered by the House whether 
there is other business pending or not. 

Mr. FINLEY. Does not the gentleman think that a bill of 
this character could be much better considered at a long session 
of Congress? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I will answer the gentleman by saying that 
if we put this report through at this session we will have all 
the work that we need to attend to during the long session in 
putting through the other branches of the substantive law. ‘This 
Commission has been in existence fer many years, and the 
House and Senate fixed a period for its termination. Their re- 
port has been before the committee for some time, and we have 
worked weeks on it, and, as I said, I think the matter is of suf- 
ficient importance to be disposed of at this session. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The gentleman contemplates that other leg- 
islation carrying out the provisions of the penal code will be 
necessary? 

Mr. SHERLEY. No; this bill as passed will cover the penal 
sections of the law, but it will not touch that title relating to the 
judiciary or any of the other titles relating to the various 
departments of the Government. I will say to the gentle- 
man that the entire revision will cover about 9,000 sections. 
The present bill covers only some 300-odd sections, as I now re- 
call it, so the gentleman can get some idea of proportion in that 


way. 

Mr. JOHNSON. And the gentleman can not give an estimate 
of the time that will be necessary for proper consideration. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman knows as much about that as 
I do. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How long has this committee 
been working on this code? 

Mr. SHERLEY. The committee has been working since the 
15th of November. 

“Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I mean the codifiers whom we 
employed here several years ago. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Oh, they have been working on all of the 
laws some six or eight years, perhaps nine. 
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Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, then, is it contemplated that 
we shall inside of fifty working days, together with all the other 
work that we have to do, go over this work and see whether it 
is right or not, which these able lawyers—codifiers—havye been 
doing for nine years? 

Mr. SHERLEY. No, sir. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Where do you draw the line? 
How do you divide? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I divide on the difference of the work they 
had before them and the work that is proposed to be brought 
before Congress. The gentleman knows there is very much more 
detail work necessary in committee than on the floor of the 
House. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But we haye to see whether it is 
done right or not, and whether the codifiers have done right or 
not. How long will it take us to do that, in the judgment of 
the gentleman? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I presume the House ought to. be able to 
pass this bill properly in the course of a week or ten days’ con- 
sideration. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Working how many hours a day? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Oh, I have not gone into the detail of it. 
It perhaps may depend on how much objection is made without 
basis to the report of the committee. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I desire to say to the gentleman 
that I do not object to the revision or a revision, but I do object 
to doing a thing which is not imperative, but which bars things 
that are imperative that we should do. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have 
the attention of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] for 
a minute or two. Every bill has to be read in its entirety once, 
does it not? 

Mr. PAYNE. It does unless the House, as it frequently does, 
by unanimous consent, dispenses with it. Any Member can 
compel the entire reading of it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. This proposition of the gentleman 
that this bill be unfinished business, to be taken up when the 
House feels like it and knocked out on a question of considera- 
tion, opens up the scheme to have one roll call here every day 
from now to the end of this short session, does it not? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If anybody wants a roll call on that 
question of consideration he can get it, can he not? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I think he might meet with some diffi- 
culties. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How long, on an average, does it 
take to call the roll? 

Mr. PAYNE. I desire to say to the gentleman that on any 
proposition here the House can have a roll call if one-fifth of the 
Members present are in favor of it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; that is true; but how long 
does it take to call the roll? 

Mr. PAYNE. About half an hour. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How many hours make a working 
day of Congress? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, from one to five hours—call it five hours 
a day. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You are providing, then, for roll 
ealls to cover five days out of the fifty days that Congress can 
work, and I want to ask the gentleman another question. Sup- 
pose we enter on this scheme of considering this bill and get 
half through with it in this Congress, or two-thirds through with 
it, then that work is absolutely lost, and it will be unless we 
get entirely through with it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Hardly, because a large number of the Mem- 
bers have been reelected, and the educational process will be go- 
ing on, and when we meet here next Congress most of the Mem- 
bers will know all about the bill. It is a matter of education. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. This Congress, with all of its works, 
dies on the 4th of March. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, the bill has to be reintroduced in the next 
Congress, but then we will have the educational progress, the 
benefit of the education of the Members. The gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. CLARK] and myself know something about the bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, at the beginning of 
the next Congress here is what will happen: The House will 
be organized on the first Monday in December. The President 
will send in his message. The Speaker will not announce his 
committees until the day before Congress adjourns for the holi- 
days. There are abont three weeks of time when nothing is 
ever done here except to make jimerack speeches. 

If this bill is brought in on the first day of next session then 
you will have three entire weeks that can be deyoted to it, day 


and night if you want to, and thereby conserve time when it may 
be important to economize time. 


Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will yield to a suggestion. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERLEY. There are two reasons why the gentleman’s 
proposition will not hold. One is that this committee ceases 
with the life of this Congress, and this work has been done by 
it, and there will have to be a new committee. The second 
proposition is, if there is a new committee it is hoped they will 
be able to work during the recess and use the time the gentle- 
man speaks of between the meeting of Congress and the first 
of the year to report the other sections relating to the substan- 
tive law. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I take it the Speaker will reappoint 
the present Members, unless he wants to promote some of them. 
The House can do anything, so it is said, although I never saw 
it doing anything it wanted to without the consent of the 
Speaker; but if it can do anything, as the gentleman from New 
York insists, then by- unanimous consent, on the first or second 
day of next session, we can take the report of this committee— 
there is not any law requiring a report from any committee 
here—and begin the discussion of it at the beginning of the next 
session and get through with it in an orderly way. I am as 
much in favor of revising the laws as anybody, but I want to 
see a thing so important done in decency and in order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The time of the gentleman lias expired. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, just a word in 
answer to these queries. I will state to the gentleman that the 
work of the Revision Committee of 1874 was very much more 
extensive than that which is proposed in this bill, and that it 
was accomplished almost entirely without any interruption of 
the regular business of the House. It was found that the com- 
inittee had reported little or no new law; that it was almost 
entirely the codification of existing law, and the bill was con- 
sidered almost, if not entirely, at night sessions. Not a single 
hour that would have been devoted to appropriation bills was 
occupied, not a single hour of any other necessary legislation 
was interfered with by the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman state whether 
this was done in the long or short session? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. That I am unable to say, but at 
that time that committee attempted to accomplish a revision of 
the entire laws of the United States, involving several thousand 
sections, while the present bill covers less than four hundred. 
Now a word with regard to the reason why this bill is presented 
in this form—why it is confined to the penal code alone. It 
was because in the sense of this committee any attempt to put 
before this Congress, in one bill, 9,000 sections of law would 
make it utterly impossible for it, without interruption of exist- 
ing business, to consider it as such legislation ought to be con- 
sidered. Another important consideration was that the criminal 
law of the United States as well as the criminal law of every 
State is a separate and distinct part of the general law—that 
it is a part of the law which is capable of entire separation from 
the general body of the-law. When the Commission whose term 
has just expired was first appointed in 1897, it was the purpose 
of Congress then only to revise and codify the criminal law and 
the original scope of the resolution under which that Commis- 
sion reported was a resolution authorizing them to revise and 
codify the criminal law alone, and this portion of the work of 
the Commission was first completed and first referred to this 
committee. The criminal laws of this country are in a deplorable 
condition. They exist, scattered throughout numbers of our 
Statutes at Large, a part of general appropriation and other bills, 
without any index or any indication of their existence, and are 
accessible only to the members of the legal profession. We 
have here endeavored to present in an easily comprehended form, 
under appropriate titles and in logical sequence, all of the crimi- 
nal laws of the country. The total number of sections inyolved 
in this bill is, I think, not more than 345. Of these 345 
Sections perhaps not 25 of them involve any consideration at all 
of any new law. They consist simply in bringing together stat- 
utes and parts of statutes and eliminating obsolete laws and 
laws that have been declared to be unconstitutional, and in 
bringing together in concrete form the existing laws of the coun- 
try, and in my judgment very little of the time of this House 
will be occupied in considering most of the sections. I want to 
say that a careful study of the progress of the committee of 1874 
shows this: ‘That when the House recognized that the laws recom- 
mended were simply revised, that there was no new law recom- 
mended, and that the bill presented was limited to codification, 
the bill was not even read in its entirety. Many of the sections 
of the law were really passed by titles, upon the statement of 
tlie committee that there was no new law and changes in sec- 
tion under consideration. Therefore, in my judgment, if tbis 
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House were to take up this bill in the daytime it would occupy 
not more than two or three days at the utmost, and if it were to 
adopt the method pursued by the committee of 1874, and give 
us night sessions for its consideration, we would not occupy one 
hour of the time of Congress necessary for other business. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. Does this revision which it is proposed to bring 
in here change the laws in any essential, or is it simply a codi- 
fication? - 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. It is almost entirely a codifica- 
tion. In a few respects, which will be found to appear in italics 
or inclosed by brackets, there is some new law recommended 
or some omissions in existing law. The sections of new law 
proposed, however, the committee did not think it right for them 
to recommend without a report of the proper committee of the 
House thereon, and it was introduced in a certain specific bill 
at the last term of Congress and was referred to the Judiciary 
Committee of this House and came back with a favorable report 
and was referred to this committee. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does this bill undertake to change 
the nature of the penalty for various crimes? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Yes; I was about to say that. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does it change misdemeanors to 
felonies and felonies to misdemeanors? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I will say in answer to that 
that it adopts a general provision which has been adopted by 
thirty-five States of the Union. In every State, I think, upon 
which any recent penal legislation has been had this provision 
makes a general classification between misdemeanors and felo- 
nies—that is, instead of classifying or denouncing a particular 
offense as a misdemeanor and another as a felony, they adopt 
a general classification which divides them according to their 
magnitude as measured by their punishment. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Where the committee’s report 
changes the penalties for offenses it makes a misdemeanor out 
of an act that has been a felony, or vice versa. Does not the gen- 
tleman think that the Members of the House might want to 
express an opinion more or less elaborately on those important 
changes? - 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I think so. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And that it might precipitate con- 
siderable debate on that proposed change? = 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I think that, but I think it all 
could be done at this session if we all felt as deeply impressed 
with its great importance as this committee, after its long and 
arduous labors, feels, and with the great importance of getting 
this legislation consummated. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Moon] has expired. The gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. SHerrey] has ten minutes remaining. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I shall not use my time. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I would like two or three 
minutes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
De Armonp] three minutes. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I believe the subject-matter 
of this legislation is too important, its changes too many and 
too radical, to make it advisable to consider it in this session 
of Congress. One of two things would happen—either the Con- 
‘gress would take for granted what, first, the commission and 
then the committee has done, or all of the time practically of 
the Congress would be taken in the consideration of this report. 
Now, a portion of this code has been before the Judiciary Com- 
mittee two or three or four or five times, withdrawn and pre- 
sented again, amended, brought forward at another time, and it 
bas gone through the processes of amendment and change and 
modification and rearrangement and rewriting and reclassifica- 
tion time and time almost without number. Nobody can know 
what is in it, nobody can know what it will do, nobody can know 
what the changes are, except upon the most careful considera- 
tion, and such consideration can not be given to it at this ses- 
sion. 

The question was taken on the motion to suspend the rules 
and pass the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is in doubt. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 143, noes 35. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, is that a quorum? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Then I make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point of order that 
a quorum is not present. The Chair will count. [After count- 
ing.] Two hundred and four Members are present; a quorum is 
present. . 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I ask for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. PRINCE. A point of order, 
call for the yeas and nays? 

The SPEAKER. No; it seems to the Chair that the demand is 
in time. 

Mr. PRINCE. I think the vote had been announced. 

The SPEAKER. The vote had been announced, but the point 
was made that a quorum was not present. The Chair ascer- 
tained the presence of a quorum. The Chair thinks the demand 
was in time. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Twenty-three gentlemén have arisen; not a 
sufficient number; the yeas and nays are refused; and two- 
thirds having voted in the affirmative, the rules are suspended 
and the resolution is agreed to. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATFS. 


Sundry messages, in writing, from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. Larra, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House 
of Representatives that the President had approved and signed 
joint resolution and bill of the following titles: 

On December 18, 1906: 

H. J. Res. 203. Joint resolution to pay the officers and em- 
ployees of the Senate and House of Representatives their re- 
spective salaries for the month of December, 1906, on the 20th 
day of said month. 

On December 19, 1906: 5 

H. R. 22584. An act making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1907, and for other purposes. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below : 

S. 6885. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6723. An act granting an increase of pension to Agusta P. 
Morgan—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 6833. An act granting an increase of pension to Bettie May 
Vose—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 6558. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 
Pearce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6514. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred A. 
Stocker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

8. 6505. An act granting an increase of pension to Theodore M. 
Benton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5693. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
L. Houlihan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5041. An act granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Tucker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 4909. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis 
Sidel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1240. An act granting an increase of pension to Dana W. 
Hartshorn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4389. An act granting an increase of pension to Florence 
B. Plato—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

BENJAMIN FRANKLIN ANNIVERSARY MEDAL. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and, with accom- 
panying papers, ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report by the Secretary of State concerning 
the presentation to the French Government of the impression on gold 
of the medal which, in pursuance of the act approved April 27, 1904, 
was struck to commemorate the two hundredth anniversary of the birth 
of Benjamin Franklin. 


Is it not a little too late to 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tun Waits Horse, January 7, 1907. 


RAILROAD BETWEEN RIO PIEDRAS AND CAGUAS, P. R. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, 
referred to the Committee on Insular Affairs, and, with accom- 
panying papers, ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for 
Porto Rico, and for other n I transmit herewith an ordinance 
enacted by the executive council of Porto Rico on August 1, 1906, grant- 
ing to J. G. White & Co. (Incorporated) the right to build and operate a 
line of railway between the towns of Rio Piedras and Caguas, in the 
island of Porto Rico. 


THE WHITE House, January 7, 1907. 
ANNUAL REPORT OF DIRECTORS OF PANAMA RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


1907. 


referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
` and, with accompanying papers, ordered to be printed. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, the fifty- 
seventh annual report of the board of directors of the Panama Rail- 
road Company for the year ending June 30, 1906. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


Tun WHITE House, January 7, 1907. : 
ANNUAL REPORT OF ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, 
referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
and, with accompanying papers, ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith the annual report of the Isthmian Canal Com- 
mission for the year ending December 1, 1906 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tun WHITE- HOUSE, December 20, 1906. 


` ELECTRIC STREET RAILWAY IN PONCE, P. R. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, 
referred to the Committee on Insular Affairs, and, with accom- 
panying papers, ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 8 

Referring to section 32 of the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide reyenues and a civil government for 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith an ordinance 
enacted by the executive council of Porto Rico on August 13, 1906, 
amending a franchise granting to W. S. H. Lothrop, his heirs, suc- 
cessors, and ores Se the right to construct and operate an electric street 
railway in certain streets in the city of Ponce and between the city of 
Ponce and the playa thereof. 


Tue WHITE House, January 7, 1907. 
MAIL FRAUD ORDERS. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I call up for considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 16548) providing for a judicial review of 
orders excluding persons from the use of United States mail 
facilities. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman calls up for consideration 
the following House bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 16548) to provide for a judicial review of orders excluding 
persons from the use of United States mail facilities. 


Be it enacted, etc., That (a) the Postmaster-General shall cause to be 
kept a record of such orders as may be made in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment whereby any citizen of the United States (or any firm or corpora- 
tion organ under the laws thereof or under the laws of any of the 
States, Territories, or possessions thereof) shall or may be deprived of 
or excluded from the right or privilege of receiving letters, money 
orders, or other mail matter through or by means of the United States 
mail, and said record shall be designated Fraud-order record,’ and 
shall be so kept as to show the name of each person, firm, or corpora- 
tion against whom such an order shall be made, as well as the date 
and the nature and extent of such order, and the same shall be a public 
record of the United States. 

(b) And any person, upon written application therefor, shall be en- 
titled to a copy thereof, duly certified as correct by direction of the 
Postmaster-General, upon payment of a fee of $1 for copying the same. 

«w; And a copy of any such order shall be served by delivery of a 
certified copy thereof by the United States marshal (within and for the 
district wherein he shall have been 3 to the person, firm, or 
eorporation against whom the same shall be directed in the district 
wherein said person, firm, or corporation shall have a place of residence 
— of Pees or its chief office, as soon as such service can reasonably 

made. 

ta) In all cases where any person whose right to the use of any mail 
facilities shall be affected bs said order has, at the date thereof, a 
residence or place of business within any part of the United States or 
its territories or possessions, said order shall not become operative or 

ut into execution cexeept to the extent of holding undelivered all mail 

rected to said party at the delivery office S until fifteen days 
after the service thereof, or fifteen days after its date 
can not be made as aforesaid. 

(e) Any such citizen, firm, or corporation aforesaid whose said right 
or 1 sas to the use of the United States mail service is limited or 
denied by any such order made in the Post-Office De: 8 = the 
n ates, or 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


if service thereof 


of such writ shall be made according to its terms; and thereupon within 
the time mentioned in said writ and within thirty days of the date 
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thereof the Postmaster-General shall cause to be returned into said cir- 
cuit court the said record and such of the papers and eyidence in said 
matter as he sball deem compatible with the public interest as afore- 
said, and thereupon said matter of the justice and correctness, both as 
to the law and the facts of said order of the Postmaster-General to 
which said application relates, shall be reviewed summarily and as 
promptly as may be practicable for the fair trial thereof anew, by said 
circuit court, as a civil action at iaw, with all the rights to either party 
incident thereto; said cause shall be entitled “The United States v. 
(names of the parties mentioned in said order of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral) ;"’ and such records and evidence as may have, been returned into 
said court under said writ of certiorari shall received in evidence in- 
said court on behalf of either party at the hearing of said matter, so far 
as the same may be competent and relevant to the issues therein, as 
well as any other evidence which the United States or the defendant 
may submit at the trial of said cause and which may be competent and 
relevant according to the usages and practice of said court in the trial 
of actions at law; and the ee for the further hearing of the 
said matter of said order and the review of . thereon shall 
be in conformity with the practice and proceedings provided by law for 
the review of records, verdicts, and ju ents in said court actions 
at law and in cosformity with the ordinary rules and practice of the 
said circuit court of the United States (so far as the same may be ap- 
plicable and in harmony with the terms of this law); and in such par- 
ticulars of practice and procedure as may not be expressly defin or 
indicated by this act the said circuit court wherein said cause may be 
pending shall prescribe and regulate, by general rules, the mode and 
method of procedure for the hearing and trial of such causes, snd any 
appellate court into which said cause may be removable as aforesaid 
may, by like general.rules, prescribe the mode and method of procedure 
therein for review in due course. 

(f) But no order for a writ of certiorari as herein provided shall be 
made by said court, or judge thereof, unless the applicant, or some one 
for him, shall file in said court a bond to the United States in the 
sum of at least $500 (and In the discretion of said court or judge a 
larger sum, not to exceed $10,000), with good and sufficient surety 
(to be approved by said court or judge), conditioned to pay all costs 
to accrue in said cause and any and all damages occasioned mean- 
while to any person (who may defranded, injured, or damaged by 
reason of the matters and things charged in said order, or to whi 
the said order of the Postmaster-General refers), in the event the 
said order of the Postmaster-General shall be confirmed or adjudged 
yalid by the final judgment in said cause; and any person aggrieved 
by any breach of any of the conditions of said bond maintain 
an action at law a st the obligors in said bond for the amount of 
any such damages, in any court of the United States having competent 
jurisdiction of such demand, in like manner as in other suits upon 
poa bonds given in judicial 8 in courts of the United 
States; and if upon the filing of an application for review, as afore- 
said, in the circuit court of United States a bond be filed by said 
applicant therein in the sum of at least $500, with surety approved 
by any judge of a court of the United States (or by any clerk of 
such court in vacation), conditioned as hereinbefore provided, the 
said order affecting the use of the United States mails by said appli- 
cant shall be stayed until the further order of said court (except as 
to the detention of mail in the delivery office, as aforesaid); and 
said court may furthermore, in its discretion, make such orders as 
may be just for the care, custody, and disposition of all mail affected 
by ‘said order of the Postmaster-General pending said cause and until 
the final determination thereof. ii 

(g) And in case two or more applications should be made to review 
the same order of the Postmaster-General directed at two or more 
persons, the first Spe filed by either of said ms shall 
alone be entitled to first granted, heard, and determined, upon the 
pomt facts appearing, and any other application for such writ shall 

postponed and continued until the termination of any and all 
prior pee RENA praying a review of the same order. 

(h) And the issue to be tried and submitted, as aforesaid, upon such 
writ of certiorari shall be whether or not the defendant or defendants 
in the application for said writ are guilty of the charge upon which 
the said order of the Postmaster-General under review is based, or 
whether or not the facts exist to warrant the said order of the Post- 
master-General; and the court wherein said matter is pending shall 
distinctly express in writing the Issue to be determined, according to 
the facts of the particular case, before the trial thereof is begun. 

Sec. 2. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are 
hereby repealed. 


. Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, the bill now before the 
House is a bill to authorize a judicial review of questions of 
law and fact involved in fraud-order cases under the practice 
now in vogue in the Post-Office Department of the Government. 
The present law provides that whenever there is evidence sat- 
isfying the mind of the Postmaster-General that any person, 
corporation, or association is using the mails to promote lot- 
teries or for other criminal purposes or for the purpose of ob- 
taining money or property by means of false and fraudulent 
representations and promises, he may deny such person, cor- 
poration, or association the use of the mails absolutely. The 
statute is peculiar in its language. It does not provide that 
when any person may be guilty of certain misconduct he shall 
be denied the use of the mails, but whenever evidence satis- 
fying the mind of the Postmaster-General of his guilt has been 
submitted, that office has power to issue a fraud order with- 
holding from that person the privilege of the mails. The ques- 
tion is not the guilt or innocence of the suspected person, but 
the belief of the Postmaster-General upon that subject. The 
statute vests an unqualified discretion in the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral and does not provide for any investigation in which the 
adverse party may have a part. It does not require that the 
person who may be affected by the proposed fraud order shall 
be notified or be given an opportunity to appear before the 
Postmaster-General or anywhere else and show cause why the 
fraud order should not be issued; but it vests absolutely and 
unqualifiedly in the discretion of the Postmaster-General, when- 
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ever evidence is submitted to him satisfying his mind that 
any person is abusing the privilege of the mails, the power to 
issue a fraud order and absolutely deny that person the right of 
the mails. That discretion is not, properly speaking, an admin- 
istrative discretion. Everyone familiar with government and 
with administrative duties must know that in the course of 
administration discretion, and often a final discretion, must be 
vested in a Department or a bureau officer. 

Such, for instance, is the case in connection with the adminis- 
tration of the land laws. Where a homesteader applies for a 
patent under the land law, some one must decide, and decide 
finally, whether he has complied with the law and is entitled to 
a patent for the land he claims. That duty is in the direct 
course of the, administration of the law, and it is finally and 
properly vested in administrative officers. In the administra- 
tion of the pension laws it is necessary to determine whether 
the applicant for a pension has made the proof that the law 
requires, whether his status is such that the law will authorize 
the granting to him of a pension. The duty of settling these 
questions is an essential part of the administration of the law 
and logically belongs to the administrative officers. The immi- 
gration law likewise devolyes upon the immigration officers the 
duty of deciding whether an applicant who applies at one of 
our ports for admission to the United States has complied with 
the law upon the subject, and the courts have universally held 
that when Congress has authorized Department officers to decide 
such questions, although they partake of the nature of a judi- 
cial power, the decision of the officer upon all questions of fact 
is final. Those questions are classed among administrative 
powers as a matter of necessity, for if they had to be deter- 
mined in the courts the delay would greatly embarrass the 
proper administration of the great activities of the Government. 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not want to interrupt the gentleman, 
but I understood him to say that this discretion was made final 
with these officers. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is. 

Mr. KEIFER. Absolutely not in the case of the Secretary of 
the Interior in issuing a patent to a homesteader, for there is a 
decided case where the Supreme Court compelled a Secretary 
of the Interior to issue and deliver a patent that he had once 
concluded the man was not entitled to. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. When I said that the discretion vested 
in administrative officers in these cases was final, I meant in re- 
lation, of course, to questions of fact. The Supreme Court of 
the United States has repeatedly held that where an administra- 
tive discretion is vested in a department or a bureau officer, un- 
less there is express provision for appeal to the courts, the 
courts have no power to review questions of fact; but the courts 
have always had and always insisted upon the power to intjuire 
into jurisdictional propositions, questions of law involved in the 
action of the department or bureau officer. 

Now, the power to issue fraud orders given to the Postmaster- 
General under the statutes is not an administrative power in 
the strict sense. It is not involved, necessarily, in the adminis- 
tration of the postal service of the country. It is collateral, it 
is incidental, it partakes of the nature of a police power for the 
regulation of the morals of the people of the.country. It is not 
directly involved in the administration of the postal laws. The 
object of the fraud-order law is to prevent evil-minded people 
from imposing upon credulous members of society and obtaining 
from them money and property by means of false promises and 
pretenses, a function that in every other feature of our system 
of government belongs to the judicial department. It is essen- 
tially a judicial function to investigate frauds and crimes and 
to administer punishment with a view of promoting morals and 
protecting the gullible people against the arts and machinations 
of evil doers. But the courts have given the fraud-order power 
the same character as a purely administrative discretion. In 
numerous decisions it has been held that when the Postmaster- 
General issues a fraud order it is final and-conclusive in so far as 
all questions of fact are involved. ‘The courts do hold, and of 
course properly hold, that a question of jurisdiction may be in- 
quired into. That is a principle familiar to every lawyer in the 
House. That question is always open to inquiry and investigation 
by the courts. The only question that can be inquired into by 
the courts in fraud-order cases is whether the transaction upon 
which the fraud order is based comes within the purview of the 
statutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Certainly. 

Mr. DALZELL. I ask for information. Has this bill been 
submitted to the Post-Office Department? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not know; I presume it has. The 
Post-Office Department is familiar with its provisions. 

Mr. CLAYTON. May I answer the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


vania? The Post-Office Department is fully advised of this bill 
and its provisions. The Assistant Attorney-General for the 
Post-Office Department appeared before the Committee on the 
Judiciary in its hearings and made an argument against the 
bill. 

Mr. DALZELL. Have we any expression of opinion from 
the Post-Office Department upon the provisions of the bill? 

Mr. CLAYTON. None other than that the official Attorney- 
General of the Post-Office Department opposed the bill. 

Mr. DALZELL. I am in entire sympathy with the object of 
the bill, but I would like to ask the gentleman what was the 
objection urged by the Post-Oftice Department to this particular 
bill? Was it to the bill itself or to the object of the bill? 

Mr. CLAYTON. In substance, I may say, it was that it would 
greatly impair the power of the Postmaster-General and very 
much militate against the usefulness of the power now exer- 
cised by the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. DALZELL. The Department is not in harmony with the 
purpose intended to be accomplished by the bill? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I can not say that, except that this particu- 
lar Assistant Attorney-General connected with this branch of 
the service was opposed to it. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, in the recent report of 
the Postmaster-General substantially the same argument made 
by the Assistant Attorney-General before the Committee on the 
Judiciary against the bill is incorporated and submitted to the 
country as the report of the Postmaster-General. I intend to 
discuss some of the criticisms made by the Post-Office Depart- 
ment during the course of my remarks. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the gentleman from Indiana will allow 
me, I would like to answer the gentleman from Pennsylvania by 
saying that the Department now exercises a very arbitrary 
power. Gentlemen will agree with me that no one has ever 
been found who was willing to yield an arbitrary power which 
once he has exercised, Of course, they say that the exercise of 
this power is in furtherance of the interests of the Government. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The law as it stands provides for no 
notice to the person to be affected by the order. It affords him 
no opportunity to appear and show cause, if he is able to do so, 
why the order should not be issued against him. It is the cus- 
tom of the Department, however, purely as a matter of grace, 
to notify, as a rule, not always, but as a rule, the person sus- 
pected to appear and show cause why he should not be denied 
the privileges of the mail. The notice usually contains a suc- 
cinct statement of the reasons why the Postmaster-General is 
about to issue the fraud order. The “suspect” may then ap- 
pear either in person or by counsel and submit his defense. 
There is no evidence introduced on the part of the Government. 
Information comes to the Postmaster-General through the chan- 
nels of the inspection service, through post-oflice inspectors, of 
whom there are three or four hundred traveling about the coun- 
try at all times investigating general conditions and particu- 
larly the character of business of men who make extended use 
of the mails. 

When a complaint is made to the Post-Office Department that 
some individual or institution is abusing the privileges of the 
mail, the matter is referred to an inspector for investigation. 
The inspector conducts a secret investigation; he interviews 
people supposed to have knowledge and gets information from 
whatever source he can, incorporating that information into a 
report, which he forwards to the Postmaster-General. The re- 
port is referred to the Assistant Attorney-General for the Post- 
Office Department, who investigates the questions of law and 
the facts contained in the confidential report of the inspectors 
and makes up his mind whether a fraud order ought to be 
issued or not. Having decided the case against the accused, 
he notifies him to appear and disproye, if possible, the charges 
lodged against him in the Department. He is not permitted 
to see the report of the post-office inspector, he is not permitted 
to know who gave information against him or the character of 
the information, but he is accorded the high privilege of dis- 
proving, as far as he is able in the dark, certain general charges 
without any specifications as to what they may be. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will. 

Mr. MANN. I presume the gentleman's statement is made 
after an investigation. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is. 

Mr. MANN. It is not exactly my own idea of what takes 
place, and I would like to ask the gentleman what is the char- 
acter of evidence presented to the Post-Office Department. Is 
it what the gentleman in his bill calls “legal and competent 
evidence?” 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. No; oh, no. That is the crux of the 
whole question, 
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Mr. MANN. So that I understand, if the gentleman's bill 
becomes a law, all of the evidence which is collected by the 
inspectors in the way of letters and other matters from people 
who have been swindled would be of no ayail before the court. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. That depends. The court would in- 
vestigate the questions of law and fact according to established 
procedure and I presume the court would admit only compe- 
tent evidence. The court would admit only evidence that had 
behind it the sanction of an oath. The court would hear wit- 
nesses and give an opportunity for cross-examination. The 
court would not permit hearsay evidence. The court would con- 
duct the examination in the open, so that witnesses who saw fit 
to come and give testimony would carry the responsibility that 
witnesses in controversies between citizens usually carry in 
courts of justice. 

Mr. MANN. 
along that line? : 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will. 

Mr. MANN, Suppose the concern that wants to live by its 
wits and not by its wisdom establishes itself in Portland, Me., 
and proceeds to advertise very extensively in California and to 
swindle the people of California. Under the existing law the 
Post-Office Department, tbrough the aid of the mails and the 
receipt of letters from people who have been swindled, considers 
that sufficient evidence to debar the Portland, Me., concern from 
the use of the mails. Under the gentleman’s bill would it be 
necessary in order to sustain the contention of the Government 
to bring all these witnesses, or more or less witnesses, from Cali- 
fornia to Portland, Me., or to Washington, while the concern 
itself would have no such expense and would have no trouble? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, No, indeed. 

Mr. MANN. How does the gentleman reconcile the statement? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I have in my mind an order in which 
I hope to discuss the question, and I will get to the provisions 
of the bill later on. ; 

Mr. MANN. I do not wish to interrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will say just now that this bill au- 
thorizes the Postmaster-General to continue in the future just as 
he has proceeded in the past. It provides that fraud orders 
shall not be final, however, until fifteen days after he has 
decided to issue them, and in that time any person who feels 
that he ought to have the questions of fact investigated in 
court, by giving a sufficient bond may go into court and 
have a trial of the case upon the law and the facts, a summary 
trial according to established procedure, and have the court 
determine whether he is guilty of such misconduct as to 
authorize the issuing of a fraud order against him, And in the 
meantime the gentleman will bear in mind, pending this, dur- 
ing these fifteen days, the Postmaster-General may order the 
mail impounded in the delivery office, and if fifteen days is not 
time enough to dispose of the case the appellant, the person 
who files the bill for review of the fraud order, may obtain a 
further postponement of the issue of the fraud order by filing 
a bond subject to the approval of the court, and the mail that 
accumulates is subject at all times to the disposition of the 
court. The law provides ample protection to the public. 

Mr. MANN. It provides a bond of only $10,000. That would 
not go very far if people were swindled. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Certainly not. It provides a bond of 
$10,000, and in addition every safeguard that exists now. It 
provides a bond of $10,000 and provides for the impounding of 
the mail during the investigation, and that is all a fraud order 
would do. It brings additional safeguards for the protection of 
the public over and above those that exist under the law to-day. 

Mr. MANN. I would not agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I regard this whole fraud-order busi- 
ness aS an unusual proceeding. The law would never have 
found its way on the statute books were it not for the pe- 
culiar adaptability of the mails to the purposes of the crimi- 
nal and the perpetrator of frauds. As the gentleman said, 
a citizen in Portland, Me., may reach citizens in California 
and obtain money from them by fraudulent schemes, possibly 
in small sums. It would be exceedingly difficult and a great 
hardship for them to go into the courts and sue for damages or 
be required to go to Portland or some other distant place to tes- 
tify. That is the reason why the frand-order law was enacted in 
the first place, and if its execution had been confined to insti- 
tutions and practices that were essentially fraudulent, or were 
inherently bad and criminal, such as “ green-goods” concerns, 
lotteries, fly-by-night institutions, get-rich-quick establishments, 
as was originally contemplated by Congress, there perhaps 
would be no complaint; but this law, this vast power vested 
in the Postmaster-General, has extended and ramified until 
it now reaches almost every class of business in the United 
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States. It covers old, substantial, responsible establishments 
conducted by men of reputation and character. Their adver- 
tising matter is scrutinized and, if the virtues of wares sold 
the public are exaggerated, a fraud order is issued or the con- 
cern is compelled to submit to the humiliation of having the 
Assistant Attorney-General edit its advertising matter and make 
it conform to his standard of advertising ethics. 

The Postmaster-General’s report shows that during the two 
years ending the 30th of June last 630 fraud orders were issued, 
71 more than were issued during any four years of the history 
of the Department. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I would like to ask if the gentleman thinks 
that a postmaster, not the Postmaster-General, but a postmaster, 
should have authority on his own discretion to exclude. from 
the mails a newspaper because it contains an advertisement 
which he thought, or claimed to think, was improper. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not think he ought to have that 
power, and I would be greatly surprised to learn that he did 
have it. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I have learned this morning, through a case 
which came to my knowledge, that a postmaster excluded the 
whole issue of a county newspaper from the post-office because 
it contained the advertisement of a milling company offering to 
give a picture with every five sacks of flour, I would like to 
ask if that is an improper use of his powers or whether, if so, 
your bill would provide any remedy for such an act as that. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. No; not such a case as that. My bill 
simply deals with fraud orders, and I do not understand that 
postmasters over the country have power to issue such orders. 
There is no statute conferring such power upon them, and the 
instance mentioned by the gentleman is certainly a flagrant 
abuse of authority. 

Mr. MANN. It is easy to make that remark, but the gentle- 
man is making a remark about something he does not know. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, Well, I would be surprised to know of 
such a law. 

Mr. MANN. That is a better statement. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I say there is no—— 

Mr. MANN. ‘There is a law on the subject passed by Con- 
gress. ; 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Authorizing local postmasters to ex- 
elude mail? 

Mr. STAFFORD. If the gentleman will permit an interrup- 
tion, there is a law authorizing the Postmaster-General to de- 
termine what papers are entitled to the second-class privilege, 
and under departmental regulations the Postmaster-General 
refers the finding to determine whether a paper ought to be nd- 
mitted at the second-class rates to the postmaster at the office 
of publication, and his report thereon is reviewed, with all the 
papers, by the Department officials. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is a different proposition. The 
law confers that power upon the Postmaster-General, not upon 
the local postmaster. 

Mr. OLMSTED. In this case the paper was excluded by the 
local postmaster. 

Mr. MANN. But evidently the law conferring the power upon 
the Postmaster-General does not mean the Postmaster-General 
personaly examines things. The gentleman is well aware of 
that. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. When such a question arises the local 
postmaster must submit it to the Postmaster-General or some 
one else who acts for him. 

Mr. MANN. He does; but in the meantime he excludes the 
matter which he considers improper from the mails and reports. 
That was what was done in this case. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. When I said the law vested in the local 
postmaster no discretion to exclude mails, I think I was correct 
in the statement. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. If the gentleman will permit 
an interruption; I think the question propounded by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to the gentleman from Indiana is calling 
attention to something entirely irrelevant to the so-called“ fraud- 
order law.” In addition to the fraud-order law, there are laws 
regulating the admission to thé mails of matter of the second 
class, and under its terms are rules and regulations prescribed 
lawfully by the Postmaster-General for the admission to the 
mails of matter of the second class. I think that this instance 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania has cited is one which 
falls within that law and not within the so-called “ fraud-order 
law.” Very naturally, if a periodical; once having been granted 
the privilege of the second class, is so changed in its character 
as to preclude that admission, the postmaster would stop it until 
he has examined it. 

Mr. OLMSTED, The character of the paper has not changed 


706 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 7, 


at all. It is a regular, reputable county newspaper which hap- 
pened to contain a little innocent advertisement of a milling 
company in this particular issue. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. That is correct, because that 
particular issue was prohibited by the law. 


Mr. OLMSTED. I do not think so in that case. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. That might be true; but you 
will find in the case you yourself cited that undoubtedly there 
was such specific violation or presumed violation on the part of 
the publisher of that particular periodical. 

Mr. OLMSTED. That is what I wanted to inquire, whether 
the postmaster himself had the discretion to pass upon a par- 
ticular article in a newspaper. 

Mr..OVERSTREET of Indiana. He is guided by the terms of 

the regulations under the law admitting matter to the second 
class. 
Mr. OLMSTED. Suppose he makes a mistake in applying 
that regulation. Here is a newspaper publishing a perfectly 
innocent advertisement, and the whole issue of that paper is 
excluded from its subscribers; is there any remedy? 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. Undoubtedly; and I have 
had it occur at my home post-office, where the publisher is given 
the privilege to stamp out that prohibited advertisement, when 
the issue would go right into the mail. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I will have 
to 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. I see that the interruption is 
irrelevant, but I did not want the colloquy to go unexplained. 
It does not pertain to the law to which the gentleman from In- 
diana is now addressing himself. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I had not had opportunity of reading it, and 
I did not know whether it applied to such a case. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That case does not come within the 
fraud-order statutes, and my bill has reference solely to those 
statutes. Now, the question of the constitutionality of the 
statutes has been raised in a number of instances, and the 
courts haye held them to be constitutional. Citizens have com- 
plained that rights and privileges of the mails were denied them 
without due process of law, but the Supreme Court of the 
United States in several cases has decided that the privilege of 
the mails is not a property right; that it is not a right of citi- 
zenship; that it is not a vested right within the meaning of 
the Constitution, but that it is a mere privilege conferred by the 
Federal Government, and Congress has authority to vest the 
control in the Postmaster-General that is carried by the statutes 
that are now in force. A 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. Will my colleague submit to 
an interruption? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Certainly. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. In view of the statement 
which the gentleman has just made, does he intend by the 
phraseology of this bill, where he uses the word “ right” in con- 
nection with “privilege of the mail,” to change that authority 
of law and create a right to the use of the mail instead of a 
privilege, as the Supreme Court has held? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not have in mind exactly what I 
meant by the use of that particular word. It is doubtful if in 
a constitutional sense Congress can create vested rights. The 
fundamental rights of citizenship I think are perhaps beyond 
the power of Congress to enlarge or diminish. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. But I observe in different 
places in this bill, a copy of which I do not now have, that the 
gentleman has coupled with the expression “ privilege of the 
mail“ the word “ right.” 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Les. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. 
point it out to the gentleman. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The word “rights,” I suppose, means 
the rights of citizens in a popular sense. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. Then, as I understand the 
gentleman, it is not his purpose to enlarge that privilege to a 
right? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, I, would not say that. In a way, 
yes; in a way, no. I think it ought to be. I think every citi- 
zen ought to have the right to use the mails as long as he com- 
plies with the law. It is the common right of all citizens of a 
common country, and I think it exists to-day, and that the Con- 
stitution ought to recognize it as a fundamental right of citi- 
zenship. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. Will the gentleman permit 
me one word further? The gentleman will appreciate whether 
the use of the mail is a vested right and property right, or 
whether it is merely a privilege under the control of the existing 
laws, that it would make quite a difference in the interpretation 
of the so-called “ fraud-order law.” 


If I had a copy I could 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, it might. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. Pardon me; I mean by that 
that the gentleman should have explained to the House, and 
should yet.explain before concluding his statement, that the 
fraud-order law was inspired because the use of the mails is a 
privilege and not a right, and therefore the post-office, through 
its proper officials, are bound to that guardianship or supervision 
of the character of the mail itself, which is a privilege, rather 
than to leave it as between citizen and citizen. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Oh, no; I do not agree with the gen- 
tleman in that respect. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. The history of this law un- 
doubtedly will bear out the suggestion which I have made, that 
the supervision or guardianship of the purity of the mail, its 
control over the fraudulent and vicious efforts on the part of 
vicious minds to defraud citizens, was what inspired the fraud- 
order law. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I understand that. Now, I have just 
explained that the law was held constitutional upon the theory 
that the right to the mails, speaking in a technical sense, is a 
privilege only on the part of the Government. The Post-Office 
Department has no guardianship over the mails except such as 
Congress confers. The whole subject is under the control of 
Congress, and the Post-Office Department is a department of the 
people, who contribute the money to administer it, and upon 
principles of equality of citizenship each citizen of the country, 
unless he has been declared to be a common outlaw, should have 
the same enjoyment of its benefits as every other citizen. If he 
has the right, we should call it the right. That is all that is 
meant by the phraseology in the bill under consideration. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. I think the bill ought to have 
a complete explanation in that respect, if the gentleman will 
permit me. If it is a right, and ean be under the terms used in 
your bill, you make it a right instead of a privilege. Maybe 
in that you incur the danger that when you have established this 
right by terms of law and created this method of procedure, 
there may arise a question under that right in an action for 
damages against the Government on the part of some person 
who has been denied this right. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. In the first place, the Government is 
responsible for no damages that may be done by the delin- 
quency of an administrative officer. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. It may arise from the ad- 
ministrative officer being subject to an action of damage, 
perhaps. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is a matter of history that the lib- 
erty of the English-speaking people was never completely es- 
tablished until administrative officers were made responsible to 
citizens for an abuse of power in civil and sometimes in criminal 
affairs. The king can do no wrong, but his minions can. The 
purpose of the bill is plain. Its purpose, taken as a whole, is 
to confer upon citizens the right to go into court and have an 
investigation of the questions of law and of fact involved in the 
issuing of a fraud order. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. Then would it not be better 
to leave out the word “right” and let it be “ privilege,” which 
the Supreme Court has decided it was? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I have no pride in the phraseology; I 
am no stickler for words; I am not a literary purist or any- 
thing of that sort. I simply want to accomplish by proper legis- 
lation a vital purpose, and I am no stickler for any particular 
phraseology. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And the Supreme Court has recognized 
it does have the right to exercise the universal privilege. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. As I said to the gentleman a while 
ago, rights of citizenship and equality of citizenship include 
the right of the mails in the popular mind regardless of refine- 
ments made by the courts, but this bill is burdened with no 
complications respecting distinctions between “rights” and 
“ privileges.” 

Mr. CLAYTON. If the gentleman will permit me to inter- 
rupt him, I will say this bill does not enlarge that right or 
privilege in any respect. It merely seeks to preserve or better 
secure that right or privilege to the citizen. It gives the citizen 
a remedy, whereas he has no remedy now because the courts 
have held—Judge McPherson has held—that the findings of the 
Postmaster-General as to the facts in a given case were con- 
clusive; that the courts can not inquire into the facts as to 
whether the alleged sender of mail was guilty of any fraudulent 
transaction or not. The court is precluded from an inquiry 
into the facts. The facts can not be inquired into by anyone 
except the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is exclusively within his jurisdic- 
tion. 

Now, I want to say a few words in regard to the evidence 
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upon which a Postmaster-General acts in the issuing of fraud 
orders. I stated a moment ago that his action was based in 
the main upon confidential reports which were the result of 
secret investigations by post-office inspectors. They constitute 
the bulk of the evidence. The Assistant Attorney-General of 
the Post-Office Department is himself first convinced and then 
he notifies the person affected by the proposed action of the 
Department to appear and show cause, without allowing him to 
see the report or know what it contains. He is at once the 
prosecuting attorney, judge, and executioner, and the privilege 
of appearing before an officer who has already made up his 
mind to refute the evidence that he can know nothing about is 
one without any practical value. 

The Supreme Court has held that the fraud-order power may 
be conferred upon the Postmaster-General because the right to 
the mail is a privilege and not a vested right, and that the 
proceeding is not criminal in its character. While this may be 
the correct constitutional theory, yet the party against whom 
a fraud order is issued is branded as a criminal and stigmatized 
as a perpetrator of fraud. It makes him an outlaw as far 
as one of the most important branches of the Government is 
concerned. The issuance of such an order covers all his mail 
and deprives him of the right to communicate with his friends, 
his wife, or his mother, or to receive any communication from 
them by means of the mails. 

All of this is done upon confidential reports, the result of 
secret investigations based upon ex parte statements of persons 
whose motives can not be known, who may be responsible or 
who may be irresponsible, who may not be competent witnesses, 
and who are not sworn and do not carry the responsibilities of 
ordinary witnesses. Their names and identity are not dis- 
closed, and their evidence does not contain one single safeguard 
against fraud or one single test of credibility. Such evidence 
would not be received in the humblest magistrate’s court of 
the country in a case involving the investigation of the most 
inconsequential right of person or property. 

The confidential nature of such reports and the statements 
they contain, including the names of persons giving informa- 
tion, is such that they are never made public or disclosed to 
the parties vitally affected by them. About a year ago this 
House adopted a resolution requesting the Postmaster-General 
to furnish it with the facts upon which a certain fraud order 
was issued and copies of the inspector's reports in the case, 
and that officer politely and respectfully retvrred the resolu- 
tion to the House with the statement that it would not be 
compatible with the public interest to comply with the request. 

The investigation and decision of fraud-order cases under the 
practice in the Department is necessarily made by the Assistant 
Attorney-General. During the two years ending June 30 last 
660 fraud orders were issued and a number of cases investigated 
where the accused agreed to modify his advertising matter so 
that it would conform to the ideas of propriety of the Assistant 
Attorney-General, thereby obviating the issuing of an order 
excluding him from the mails. Over one case a day had to be 
examined and decided, and it would be out of the question for 
the Postmaster-General to give his personal attention to the 
examination and decision of these cases and attend to the other 
arduous and multifarious duties of his office. The Assistant 
Attorney-General devotes the bulk of his time to the fraud-order 
business. He refers complaints to post-office inspectors, exam- 
ines reports, decides questions of law and fact, hears matter in 
defense, and practically has the decision of the ultimate ques- 
tion as to whether a fraud order shall be issued or not, although 
the work is done in the name of the Postmaster-General. It is 
a matter of common experience that men who represent the 
Government in hunting down and ferreting out fraud and in 
conducting prosecutions become imbued with an official preju- 
dice to such an extent as to unfit them to deal justly between 
their own client and paymaster and one whose interests may be 
adverse. I do not say this in disparagement of this class of 
officials, but a man who has the zeal and enthusiasm necessary 
to make a success of the work in which he is engaged, unless he 
be exceptionally even tempered and well poised, is most apt to 
become inoculated with that official bias that will prevent his 
dealing justly with those whose ‘interests he may have in 
charge. 

The Assistant Attorney-General is a detective in a large sense, 
to hunt down frauds, and is the prosecutor to convict the per- 
petrators, and in the fraud-order practice he is the judge and 
jury to pass upon their guilt or innocence. In view of the 
vital questions that are involved directly and impliedly in the 
fraud-order practice, it is a most unsafe thing to intrust an offi- 
cer of this kind with such unlimited power. This Government 
is said to be a Government of law and not of men. The personal 
and property rights of the citizens should not be vitally affected 


by any Department of Government, excepting in pursuance of 


law. In the execution of the fraud-order law much may de- 
pend upon the temperament and the ideals of the Assistant 
Attorney-General, One person occupying that position may 
have peculiarly high notions of business ethics and little or no 
patience with men who do not deal absolutely fairly with their 
fellows. On the other hand, another may have lax ideas re- 
specting these matters and much sympathy for wrongdoers. 
Under a practice where the result must of necessity be largely 
colored by the temperament and sentiment of a departmental 
official, the vital concerns of the citizens ought not to be reposed. 

I desire to impress upon the House, in addition, the dangerous 
character of the method of presenting proof on the part of the 
Government in fraud-order cases. The same zeal that I have 
referred to in connection with the Assistant Attorney-General 
characterizes the action of the post-office inspectors. There 
seems to be a belief or feeling on the part of these functionaries 
that unless they are able to discover official irregularities or 
individual delinquencies in connection with the mails their 
records as efficient officers will suffer. Their investigations are 
made secretly and contain, largely, interviews with citizens in 
various communities which are always private, and the names 
of the citizens who give information are to be kept inviolate. 

How many men, prompted by feelings of envy or jealousy 
against a business rival, with the understanding that their 
names will not be disclosed under any circumstances, will be 
prompted to give information that may be largely colored by 
business jealousy or personal envyy—information that as citizens 
carrying the responsibilities of a witness in public they would 
under no circumstances feel at liberty to give. Such testimony 
is a positive menace to the safety of person, reputation, and 
property under any system of administration. It is contrary to 
the commonest notions of justice and fair dealing. Due process 
of law, as is commonly understood in our system of government, 
means that process of law that is administered in the open, where 
the accused party may have a right to confront his accusers; 
where those who give testimony on either side must carry the 
solemn responsibilities of their conduct before the public. 

I have no sympathy with or respect for the policy that affects 
the important rights of person, reputation, or property by means 
of confidential reports of secret emissaries of the law. Reports 
containing evidence respecting the rights of the citizen should 
always be made public. No consideration of delicacy or embar- 
rassment should justify the Government in blasting the reputa- 
tion and ruining the business of a citizen without giving him an 
opportunity to know exactly who has testified against him and 
to what he has testified. The reports of inspectors under any 
practice should be open to the person who may be affected by, 
the fraud order. He should be allowed to know who haye given 
information or testified against him, and citizens who are inter- 
viewed should understand that their names «and statements 
would be open to inspection by the person against whom they 
testify or give information. This would have a most wholesome 
and salutary influence. Men would see that the statements that 
were written up by the post-office inspectors and credited to 
them were fair and just and absolutely true. There should be 
no inducement or opportunity for men to attempt to stab the 
business or reputation of rivals in the dark. 

Even under the present law the investigation of fraud-order 
questions should be conducted in as open a manner as possible. 
Star-chamber procedure has no place in the administration of 
rights in this Government. It is contrary to the spirit of the 
age. The whole fraud-order practice in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, however honest and pure the intentions and purposes of 
its administrators may be, is out of harmony with the princi- 
ples of individual liberty, and it ought to be discontinued. 
There is no adequate excuse for it. It is claimed, I know, that 
if reports were made public and the names of men who give in- 
formation were disclosed it would be difficult, if not impossible, 
for post-office inspectors to secure necessary information in this 
class of cases. I make the assertion that a citizen who will not 
give testimony except upon condition that his name be withheld 
from the public, and particularly from the individual against 
whom he testifies, as a rule is not worthy of credence. His 
testimony is to be suspected and should not be regarded as suffi- 
cient to deprive any citizen of any substantial right. 

The Federal criminal code imposes penalties for almost every 
act that would justify the issuing of a fraud order. If post- 
office inspectors, in investigating crimes and frauds, would in- 
vestigate them with a view of detecting the perpetrators and 
their reports should be immediately transmitted to the Depart- 
ment of Justice, where instructions could be sent to arrest the 
criminals, it would largely tend to stop the practice of debauch- 
ing the mails. The Postmaster-General, in his recent report, 
claims that under the fraud-order practice lotteries and other 


708 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 7, 


criminal concerns have almost been driven out of existence. In 
my humble judgment, if there were no penalty excepting that of 
a fraud order, the country would be overrun with lotteries, 
“ green-goods ” institutions, and other criminal concerns to-day. 
The criminal laws haye suppressed lotteries and “ green-goods ” 
dispensers. They have been the efficient power in purifying the 
mails and protecting them against the schemes and devices of 
evil doers. 

In making these criticisms of the fraud-order practice, it is 
not my intention to reflect in any degree upon the Postmaster- 
General, the assistant attorney-general for the Post-Office De- 
partment, or of any other official. The result is the necessary 
and logical outcome of the arbitrary system of investigation 
authorized by the statutes. It is not the fault of the officers 
personally, but the fault of the system, and it is the system that 
I am complaining about and which I believe ought to be ma- 
terially modified. 

A number of years ago it was the practice in the adminis- 
tration of the pension laws to have special agents make secret 
examinations of pension claims with a view of detecting frauds, 
and thousands of yeterans of the civil war were dropped from 
the pension rolls upon these confidential reports without notice, 
without having been given an opportunity to present their de- 
fense, and the sense of justice of the entire country was so 
aroused that Congress quickly passed a law providing that in 
all investigations of pension claims by special examiners the 
applicant should haye notice before a single witness was ex- 
amined, and allowed to be present and cross-examine the wit- 
nesses and be given an opportunity to submit testimony in his 
own behalf, and that he should have at all times access to the 
reports of the special examiners. Under the law now a vet- 
eran who is drawing a pension of only $6 a month can not be 
deprived of that token of his country’s gratitude upon confi- 
dential reports of special agents. He can not be deprived of 
it except by notice with an opportunity to confront the wit- 
nesses who testify against him and with an opportunity to 
submit evidence on his own part, and the whole proceeding 
must be conducted publicly and in the open, while under the 
fraud-order practice the reputation of an individual may be 
blasted, his business destroyed, he may be branded as a per- 
petrator of crime and a common outlaw on confidential reports 
of secret emissaries, without the privilege of knowing what is 
contained in the reports or who has given information against 
him or what the character of that information may be. 

Even the practice of giving notice to those to be affected by 

fraud orders and according them an opportunity of making a 
defense is a mere matter of favor on the part of the Postmaster- 
‘General prompted by his sense of justice and fair play. The 
law does not require it, and no citizen should be subjected to 
the humiliation, of depending upon the favor of a Department 
officer for the right to disprove, if he has the power to do it, 
charges of crime and fraud that may have been made against 
him affecting his standing before the public and his right to 
the use of the mails. The privilege of making a defense 
ought to be embodied in the law. It ought to be the legal right 
of the citizen, and not a mere fayor coming from the sense of 
fairness of a Department officer. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And all the evidence is taken in the 
absence of the man to be affected? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Of course. He has no right of cross- 
examination; he can not know anything about it. 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman said that as a result of such 
an order the person affected was branded as a criminal, Is it 
not also a necessary result of such an order that he is not only 
branded as a criminal, but that his business is destroyed? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Necessarily ruined. I thank the gen- 
tleman for the suggestion. It is one of the inseparable inci- 
dents, and his reputation is blasted forever, because no man 
may ever outlive the stigma of a fraud order. 

Mr. PERKINS. He can not do business without the mails. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I was just going to inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana whether it is also a fact that a fraud 
order is based upon a condition of facts involving criminal con- 
duct on the part of the man to be affected, and, therefore, in- 
directly, the man is convicted of being a criminal without hav- 
ing been heard, under the method of practice that obtains in the 
Department? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes; convicted by the prosecuting at- 
torney. The principle would be the same if a grand jury, with 
its secrecy and its confidences, should hear evidence and indict 
a citizen for a crime, and then he should be haled before the same 
grand jury to plead to the merits of the case, and they should 
notify him by the indictment of the general nature of the charge, 
and say to him, The evidence on behalf of the State has al- 
ready been introduced. It is confidential and secret, and will 


not be disclosed to you. You now have the high privilege of 
proving yourself innocent if you are able to do it.“ In fact, the 
situation is worse, because witnesses before a grand jury tes- 
tify under the sanction of an oath, and are liable to prosecution 
for perjury. In some instances they may possibly be liable in 
the civil courts for damages for malicious prosecution. Yet a 
witness who is interviewed by a post-office inspector regarding 
the character and conduct of a citizen or his business carries 
with him absolutely no kind of responsibility in the criminal 
courts for perjury and no kind of responsibility for malicious 
prosecution, slander, defamation of character, or anything of 
that sort. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, I will. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is probably correct as to what 
could be done under the law, but is the gentleman correct as 
to what is actually done under the law? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I am correct when I state that the 
Post-Office Department always refuses to communicate to the 
person to be affected by a fraud order the information contained 
in the confidential reports of the inspectors, The person to be 
affected by the order, the person cited to show cause, is not al- 
lowed to see the report of the inspector. He is not allowed to 
know who gave testimony against him, or who informed the in- 
spector respecting his methods of doing business. 

Mr. MANN. Has the gentleman himself had any personal ex- 
perience in connection with cases of this kind? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. No; I never have. 

Mr. MANN, Then, I will say to the gentleman that he is 
entirely mistaken as to the course of practice of the Post-Office 
Department. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I beg to differ from the gentleman. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will say to the’ gentleman 
iron Illinois that I haye had personal experience with cases of 

s sort— 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman is still permitted to use 
the mails. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will say to the gentleman that 
this experience has not been in any matter concerning which I 
was personally interested myself. 

Mr. MANN. It is unnecessary for the gentleman to make that 
statement. My remark, of course, was simply intended to be 
humorous. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. But I will say to the gentleman 
that I have personal knowledge of the way these investigations 
are conducted, and I can say that the statement of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] is absolutely and unquali- 
fiedly true. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman may make that statement; but I 
haye had a number of these cases before me. I believe the city 
which I happen to represent in part swarms with these people, 
and I can say that the gentleman is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The Assistant Attorney-General for 
the Post-Office Department, in his statement before the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, admitted everything I have stated ‘to 
the House in relation to that proposition. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman, I think, speaks correctly as to 
the rights that are assumed to be given before the Postmaster- 
General, but not as to the practice of the post-office inspectors 
themselves. I venture to say there is not a case where a fraud 
order has been issued where the post-office inspector has not 
repeated to the person against whom the order was issued the 
charges that were made against him and obtained from him his 
side of the case. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman is begging the question. 
That is not the proposition up for consideration at all. I stated 
that the citation contained a succinct and concise statement of 
the charges made. What I have been undertaking to demon- 
strate to the House is that the reports of the post-office inspect- 
ors, containing the interviews with various citizens, not under 
oath, responsible and irresponsible, competent and incompetent, 
are not submitted to the person to be affected by the order. 

When you come to the question of right, the citizen has no 
right under the law, he has no right to be heard, he.has no right 
to be notified. The law provides for no notice, and provides 
for giving him no opportunity at all to exonerate himself. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. Does not the gentleman from 
Indiana feel that it is entirely fair that he should make a state- 
ment to the House of what the practice is in the Department? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I am proceeding to do it. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. I think the gentleman is in 
error when he stops where he has now stopped, and leaves the 
impression that there is absolutely no hearing. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I did not intend to do that; I think I 
have said three times, at least, that the practice of the Depart- 


1907. . CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 709 


ment is, generally, but not always, to give notice, and that notice 
is.the indictment, as you might say, a succinct statement of the 
reasons why the fraud order-ought to issue, and he is given an 
opportunity to go before the assistant attorney-general and 
disprove the charges in entire ignorance of the evidence that 
was given against him. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. And a reasonable time in 
which to be heard. N 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I presume that is the rule, but that is 
purely a matter of grace and not a matter of right. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. I am asking about the-prac- 
tice. The gentleman from Illinois inquired as to the practice. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman from Illinois took issue 
as to the statement I made that the confidential reports of the 
post-office inspectors were not submitted to the party to be 
affected. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. I think it is proper that the 
gentleman should confine his arraignment to the law and not of 
the officials. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I am not traducing the officials; I 
hope I shall not be so understood. I am discussing the law and 
the practice of the Post-Office Department in connection with 
the fraud-order power. f 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. The gentleman from Illinois made 
some statement about the practice of the Department. I would 
like to ask the gentleman from Indiana if the practice of the 
Department in these matters is at all uniform? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is not, because cases are not all 
alike. The assistant attorney-general, when testifying before 
the Judiciary Committee, said in some cases they did not give 
any notice at all. He said that he practically determined when 
notice should be given and when notice should not be given. 
Perhaps there is a reason for it, because if notice were given in 
some instances and an opportunity given to be heard, some of 
these fly-by-night institutions that are here to-day and over in 
Chicago to-morrow and St. Louis in a week would escape the 
effect of the fraud order altogether, and in those cases it may 
be necessary to grant the order without notice or hearing. 

Now, it is discretionary with the assistant attorney-general 
of the Post-Office Department whether any notice shall be given 
at all. He determines the question, and he may determine it 
justly. 

In the report of the Postmaster-General of this year he says 
that there have been over thirty applications to courts of equity 
to enjoin the enforcement of fraud orders, and in every instance 
the courts refused relief except one, and that case is pending 
now, and he hoped to win that. He said it was a very signifi- 
cant circumstance that the courts haye denied relief in all ap- 
plications, showing that they had got the right man every time. 

Now, I have in my mind one of the States of the Union where 
in the last twenty-five years there have been thirty lynchings, 
and I undertake to say that they got the right man in every in- 
stance—that is to say, they lynched the man that they set out 
to lynch. They made no mistakes in the victims. [Laughter.] 
When you consider the fact that the person against whom the 
fraud order is issued has no standing in court on questions of 
fact, that he can only have the court inquire into the question 
of jurisdiction, does it signify anything that thirty have ap- 
pealed to the courts for relief, and the courts in every instance 
have decided that the attorney-general of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment has jurisdiction of the subject-matter, the court having no 
power to inquire into the facts? The judgment of a court is of 
no significance unless it is based on the merits of the case. 

3 Mr. ap Who decided that—a district judge of the United 
tates 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Judge McPherson. 

Mr. MANN. Is it possible that with all the fraud orders that 
have been issued they have never been able to get a case in the 
upper court? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Why, there have been a number of 
cases in the upper courts. 

Mr. MANN. What have the upper courts decided? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER., I will read the syllabus in the case of 
Bates v. Payne (194 U. S., 106). There the court says, in rela- 
tion to the administration of affairs, Where the decision of 
questions of fact is committed by Congress to the judgment and 
discretion of the head of a Department, his decision thereon is 
conclusive.” That is what the Supreme Court of the United 
States has decided. ` ; 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman claim that the Supreme 
Court of the United States has held that the decision of the 
Postmaster-General on a question of fact as to a fraud order is 
conclusive upon the court. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Always, in every instance. 


Mr. MANN. The gentleman claims that that is the decision 
of the Supreme Court of the United States? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is the first gentleman whom I have 
met with yet who has read that decision in that way, and the 
gentleman’s opinion is entitled to great weight, because I know 
no better constitutional lawyer, or other kind of a lawyer, in 
the House. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I thank the gentleman for that very high 
compliment, for I know the gentleman in handing out his com- 
pliments is always sincere. [Jaughter.] 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. And just. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And just. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is always sincere when he is 
telling the truth, as he was just now. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And he passes out so few that they are 
valuable when they do come. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I want now to quote from an opinion 
by the honorable Smith McPherson, a Federal district judge, in 
a fraud-order case. ; 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman propose to have him over- 
rule the Supreme Court of the United States or does he want to 
have the Supreme Court reenforced by the opinion of a district 
judge? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman a moment ago said that 
nobody had ever made the assertion I just made in respect to 
the decisions of the Supreme Court. I want to say that here is 
one other man who officially and judicially, after an exhaustive 
consideration of all the cases-on the subject, reached that con- 
clusion. Let me read it. z 

Mr. MANN. Of course if a decision of the Supreme Court is 
reenforced by the opinion of the district judge, that ought to 
settle it. * 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The district courts have to administer 
the law and to follow the precedents. Judge McPherson on the 
19th day of July, 1905, rendered an opinion after reviewing the 
decisions of the Supreme Court upon that question. I desire to 
say that I have read, I suppose, twenty-five or thirty cases my- 
self—fraud-order cases—probably every one that has been re- 
ported, and I have not yet found a decision where the principle 
was not either expressly and emphatically asserted or impliedly 
recognized that in relation to questions of fact the decision of 
the Postmaster-General was conclusive. When the question was 
up before Judge McPherson it was contended there, as is always 
contended, that in relation to questions of law the courts may 
review the decision of the, Postmaster-General. I think that is 
generally settled. I read from what Judge McPherson held: 


The proposition conceded by all, that if the Postmaster-General com- 


mitted an error of law this court should enjoin the enforcement of the 
fraud order, is made the basis of an attack thereon by complainant's 
counsel. It is urged that if the evidence on which the fraud order was 
issued was meager or lacking, then the Postmaster-General committed 
an error of law. There is no authority to sustain the contention in 
any of the reported cases. To sustain such a contention would be 
equivalent to a writ of error from this court to review the decisions of 
that officer on the 5 that his findings are not supported by the 
evidence. But he did have evidence before him. That evidence may 
or may not have been legal evidence according to the standard of the 
text-books. It may have been hearsay; it may have been secondary; 
it may have been delivered by an incompetent witness; or it may have 
been such as the courts would receive. But whatever it was, it was 
evidence satisfactory to him. 


* * * a +% * * 

The Postmaster-General had, under the power with which he is 
clothed, the right to investigate the Se gprs It was his right 
and duty to ascertain whether the meth of the bank were to further 
a scheme by the use of the mails to obtain money by fraudulent means. 
His findings of fact were that such practices were carried on. He had 
the power to act. He committed no error of law, and his findings of 
fact are not open to inquiry by the courts. 

That opinion was printed by the Post-Office Department at 
public expense and is being sent out over the country as a public 
document, stating the law in fraud-order cases. 

I say there is not a decision by a district judge, a circuit 
judge, a court of appeals, or a decision by the Supreme Court 
of the United States to the contrary. Every single decision is 
predicated upon that theory of the law. Courts do investigate 
facts to find out whether the given transaction comes within 
the statute. As to the Coyne case, cited in the report of the 
Postmaster-General, it is claimed that the courts have asserted 
their right to investigate questions of fact. The court inves- 
tigated the questions of fact in that case simply to determine 
whether the transaction came within the law and therefore was 
within the jurisdiction of the Postmaster-General. That is 
as far as it had a right to go. If the case was covered by the 
fraud-order statute, the decision of the Postmaster-General as 
to the guilt or innocence of the person accused would not be 
examined. 3 
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Mr. MANN. The gentleman stated he was going to read the 
opinion of Judge McPherson, for whom, by the way, I have 
a great respect and who was a former Member of this body, to 
sustain the opinion of the Supreme Court, and I did not catch 
that part of the decision. Now, may I ask the gentleman 
whether the decision of the Supreme Court, in the volume 
which he has upon his desk, relates to a fraud-order case at all? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The yolume contains two cases, the 
Coyne case, which involved a lottery, and the Payne case. 

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman quoted from the syllabus, 
I suppose, of the Supreme Court case. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Was that case, in fact, a fraud order? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. No, 

Mr. MANN. Either of them? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That case involved the discretion of 
the Postmaster-General in relation to the classification of 
mails for purposes of postage. The Coyne case is a fraud- 
order case. 

Mr. MANN. As to the rate of postage? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. No; classification of mails. 

Mr. MANN. Which means the rate of postage. Congress 
can confer upon an administrative department the determina- 
tion of a fact which decides the rate of postage. Certainly the 
court would not be required to determine whether matter should 
be second, third, fourth, or first class. That would be silly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The principle is as old as jurisprudence 
itself. Whenever a Department is vested with the authority to 
determine the facts, unless the law provides otherwise, the 
judgment or decision of the Department officer is final and con- 
clusive, and there is no decision of any court of ordinary re- 
spectability in all this country to the contrary. It is a familiar 
principle.. Every person who is familiar with the elementary 
principles of law and of the science of government knows that 
proposition to be a true one. 

Mr. MANN. Of course gentlemen always say about an oppo- 
nent with whom they do not agree that anybody who knows the 
elementary principles of law believes so and so. That is a 
little bit too old for the gentleman himself to use. Now, the 
fact is, as I understand it, the Post-Office Department itself 
never has claimed that these orders were not reviewable by the 
court, and that the court has never sustained any such claim. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. But the gentleman must be talking at 
random. ‘There never has been a case before the court, but an 
assistant attorney-general, standing for the Government or the 
Post-Office Department, has not insisted that in relation to ques- 
tions of fact it was not reviewable. 

Mr. MANN. It is very strange, then, the Supreme Court 
never has decided that question. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Why, the Supreme Court has decided 

it repeatedly. In the Coyne case, which involved a fraud order, 
the Supreme Court justified its investigation into the facts to 
determine the question of jurisdiction. I have among my papers 
here two or three cases decided by the Supreme Court of the 
United States under the fraud-order statute, holding that the 
court could investigate questions of law only. There is one 
case where the fraud order was issued against a person who 
was administering what was called“ absent mental treatment“ 
for diseases, and the Post-Office Department issued a fraud order 
against him. The Supreme Court of the United States reversed 
the judgment of the Post-Office Department on the ground that 
a question of law was involved. It discussed all these ques- 
tions in the opinion and held that the court had no power to 
réview questions of fact where the proceeding was within the 
jurisdiction of the Postmaster-General. Now, I must insist on 
concluding 

Mr. MANN. We will giye the gentleman all the time he 
wants. If necessary, I will get an hour and yield to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. I do not think the gentleman should object to 
the consideration of his measure or the questions which may 
be asked of him. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman be allowed to continue until he concludes his remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Indiana be 
extended without limit to conclude his remarks. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I am under additional 
obligation to the amiable and affable gentleman from the State 
of Illinois for the courtesy he induced the House to bestow 
upon me. 

Mr. MANN. 


It is no compliment to the gentleman from IIli- 
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nois; nobody could be otherwise with the gentleman from In- 
diana, [Laughter and applause. ] ` 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Now, I said at an earlier period in my 
remarks that the fraud-order power of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment had been carried beyond what was ever contemplated by 
Congress in the enactment of the original statutes. Everybody, 
I think, recognizes the propriety of the fraud-order statutes, if 
they were confined simply to institutions or concerns that were 
essentially criminal, that had no virtuous features or elements 
whatever, such as green-goods institutions and enterprises of 
that character. But they have been greatly extended. The 
present Assistant Attorney-General for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment has gone out and investigated the conduct of all kinds of 
business. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Let me ask the gentleman if it does 
not frequently occur in connection with competition between 
men in business that a man makes a complaint to the Post- 
Office Department and does it to get advantage of a competitor 
in the same business? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, The gentleman and the House understand 
human nature and know how men may give secret information 
respecting methods of competitors in business when they are as- 
sured that their names shall neyer be made public. I do not 
know how many worthy institutions, having permanent habita- 
tions, institutions that are financially responsible, old establish- 
ments, have been compelled to come here to Washington and haye 
the Assistant Postmaster-General blue pencil and edit their ad- 
vertising matter. And he bas established rather a high standard 
of advertising ethics. He scrutinizes advertisements and places 
limitations upon the old common-law right of a yendor to puff 
his wares, to exaggerate their virtues somewhat, and if a per- 
son goes beyond what he thinks to be a safe and virtuous limit, 
a fraud order comes forth. I have in mind a case in Missouri 
that got into the courts, where a citizen of Kansas City was en- 
gaged in the wholesale liquor business, and had been for fifteen 
years. He did quite an extensive business, as the evidence 
showed, amounting to perhaps $150,000 a year, He was finan- 
cially responsible and was a reputable citizen. He sold bottled 
liquor through the mails—that is, his orders were received and 
the money transmitted through the mails. He guaranteed satis- 
faction with his goods. He gaye a guaranty to the effect that if 
anyone, after testing the liquors they bought of him, were dissat- 
isfied they might return the goods and receive their money back. 
He sold to thousands and thousands of customers and made good 
in every instance, but he advertised some whisky as being 9 
years old and some as being 14 years old, when it was 
claimed they were not that old, and the Post-Office Department 
notified him to appear and show cause why a fraud order should 
not be issued against him for obtaining money by false promises 
and representations, He came down here and made his fight, 
but the order went, and he was put out of business, 

Mr. MANN. Because he was selling raw alcohol for 14-year- 
old whisky. That man ought to have been put out of the busi- 
ness. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I am glad to know the gentleman is 
familiar with that man’s goods. 

Mr. MANN. I am familiar with the practice of the liquor 
dealers. I know what they sell. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If this law is right, I would like to ask 
the gentleman why he devoted so much of energy and enthusi- 
asm to secure the enactment of the pure-food law in the last 
session of Congress? The fraud-order branch of the Post-Office 
Department can easily regulate the food question, and do it 
more quickly and more cheaply and more effectually than it can 
be done under the law that was enacted by Congress under the 
leadership of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. MANN. The applause that greets that statement shows 
how much ignorance still prevails in the House of Representa- 
tives. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield to 
a question? In the case the gentleman has just cited, was there 
any fraud committed? ; 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I was proceeding to explain that case. 
It is a question. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. The gentleman will certainly 
admit that if there were fraud practiced in that case, it became 
the duty of the Postmaster-General, under this fraud-order law, 
to do just what he did do, and I can call the attention of my col- 
league to the suggestion of the limitation of his arraignment of 
the law, and he should not leaye the impression that there has 
been, under the exercise of this discretion, a playing fast and 
loose on the part of the officials. If the law needs changing, 
change the law, but not because the Postmaster-General has 
done something that is fraudulent. 
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Mr. CRUMPACKER. I am not accusing the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral of having done any wrong. If the gentleman will pos- 
sess his soul for a few minutes, I will explain this case fully 
and show the result. The fraud order was enjoined by Judge 
Amidon, judge of the western district of Missouri, upon the 
ground that the case was not covered by the statute, and an ap- 
peal was taken to the circuit court of appeals in the eighth cir- 
cuit, where the judgment of the lower court was reversed and 
the Postmaster-General upheld. The circuit court of appeals 
held, in effect, that if Montgomery, Ward & Co., of Chicago, 
the great mail-order and catalogue house, should advertise 
a particular kind of goods as “all wool and a yard wide” and 
some citizen down in Alabama or somewhere else should buy 
the article under that advertisement and it proved to contain 
a little cotton, the Post-Office Department had the power, with- 
out giving any notice to Montgomery, Ward & Co., to issue.a 
fraud order against that institution and put it out of business 
absolutely and forever as a mail-order house. 

Now, I cite this case to illustrate the scope of the law and its 
dangerous character; how that discretion as vested in the 
Postmaster-General under the statute may become a menace 
to the liberty and the prosperity of the people of the country. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. But does not the gentle- 
man’s argument, arraigning it in the way that he has been ar- 
raigning the law, logically lead to the repeal of the entire law? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is a‘ question that I have not 
given much thought to. I contend that the law ought to be 
modified. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. 
am making to the gentleman. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Let it apply to persons and institu- 
tions that have no permanent habitations. The courts of the 
country can apply remedies to crimes and frauds against men 
5 saa concerns that have fixed habitations and financial respon- 
sibility. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will the gentleman allow me just a 
minute? I want to ask the chairman of the Committee on the 
Post-Office a question. Will the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
OVERSTREET] be kind enough to say whether or not his atten- 
tion has been called, in connection with the exercise of the dis- 
cretion of the Post-Office Department as to the fraud-order law, 
of very grave and serious complaints of the abuse of that dis- 
cretion? 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. Why, undoubtedly every in- 
dividual who has infringed upon the law and found himself 
before the Department has, of course, complained. That is the 
suggestion which I made to my colleague in charge of this 
measure, whether there was not much good in the provisions of 
the law in view of the credulity of the people in believing all 
that is seen in the press, and they are so easily and frequently 
led into transactions wherein they are defrauded, and because 
of the supervision of the Government over the mails this law 
was enacted. There are undoubtedly cases where the law was 
wrongly administered. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And there have been very grave and 
yery serious complaints about the exercise of this discretion in 
certain instances. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. Oh, certainly; but I do not 
think those complaints should lead to the repeal of the law; and 
I called the attention of my colleague to the fact that his argu- 
ment would logically lead to the repeal of the law. If there can 
be some modification which will eliminate these dangerous pitfalls, 
well and good; but I am afraid the Committee on the Judiciary, 
in exercising its jurisdiction and recommending this bill, is going 
to take away much of good in the existing law. But there will 
be many, many cases of fraud on individuals whose credulity 
allows them to believe any statement seen in advertisements, and 
for that reason I ask, in the very case he cited, if there was ac- 
tual fraud committed would he defend that fraud? Why, if the 
Judiciary Committee, in its desire to meet these criticisms 
which the gentleman from Maine now calls my attention to, so 
broadens the law that it will afford pitfalls into which the peo- 
ple may fall, it had better in changes in a few ways safeguard 
this measure, because there is no measure that will escape criti- 
cism. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I want to say just one word. The 
committee in offering this bill does not undertake to repeal the 
fraud-order provisions of the existing law, but it does undertake 
to regulate and control its application and say that the men who 
areto be affected thereby shall have the right to be heard. Now, 
with reference to the case cited by my friend from Indiana, I 
_will say that whether that be fraudulent or not, I know of no 
good reason why that party should not haye had some chance to 
1 eee before some good proper authority before the order is 
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That is the suggestion I 


Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. It looks to me that this in- 
stitution has never been restricted in the slightest is ample 
proof that there was no injury done it. : 

Mr. DALZELL. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
for information. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
Missouri. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Is it not true that this bill does not de- 
prive the Post-Office Department of the authority which it now 
exercises in issuing fraud orders? , 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is true. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. And it only gives the right to have the 
case reviewed by the court? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is the purpose of the bill. 

Mr. DALZELL. Now will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DALZELL. As I understand it, the cause cited in the re- 
port of the committee itself, in The United States Bank against 
Gilson, in which the party went into court and applied for relief 
against a fraud order, the reason why he did not get relief was 
because the court said that the findings of the Postmaster- 
General were not open to inquiry by the court. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. DALZELL. Now, it is to get rid of that decision that this 
bill is intended, is it? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Oh, no. I do not think the Committee 
on the Judiciary reports bills of.a general character to get rid of 
particular decisions. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, no; not at all. I do not mean that. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The object of the bill is this: Upon 
a question of such vital importance as that affecting the repu- 
tation and business of a citizen, and carrying imputations of 
fraud and crime, it is safer and better to open the courts and 
have those questions determined according to established judicial 
procedure, a procedure that is the result of generations and 
centuries of wisdom and experience. Every citizen of the land 
should be accorded the right to have his vital affairs determined 
in courts according to that kind of procedure. The courts are 
sanctuaries of liberty and bulwarks of safety. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I am with the gentleman. I 
just want to arrive at the reason 

Mr. MANN. Wait until you hear the other side. 

Mr. DALZELL. I want to arrive at the reason why we should 
spread ourselves over seven pages, setting up a cumbersome ` 
method of procedure, when you can reach the result that you 
say you want to reach by providing that in all cases where a 
citizen is aggrieved. by the decision of the Postmaster-General he 
shall have the right to relief in the courts. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes; after he is hanged he may be 
tried and condemned! 

Mr. DALZELL. Not at all. Let him get out an injunction. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. After his business and reputation are 


I first yield to the gentleman from 


ruined he can go into the courts, but what good will that do 


him? 

Mr. DALZELL. Not at all. The courts are open to in- 
junction in every case, just as they were in this case. The 
courts fail only because they do not have jurisdiction. Now, 
I want to know, why set up a cumbersome piece of machinery, 
such as is provided in this bill, when you can do the whole thing 
in a paragraph? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I beg to differ with the gentleman. I 
do not think it can be done in a paragraph and correct the evils 
that now exist in the fraud-order statute. 

Now, I do not want my colleague [ Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana] 
to get the impression that I am attacking the Postmaster-General, 
or the Assistant Attorney-General, or any officer of the Post-Office . 
Department personally. I am discussing to this House the 
fraud-order law, how it has been administered, its scope, and 
what I conceive to be its arbitrary and dangerous character. 
It involves the most vital questions, of persons, of reputation, of 
property. The citizen is shut out of the courts, those institu- 
tions that lie at the very foundation of the safety of person 
and property. He is absolutely shut out and denied relief. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman a question, Mr. 
Speaker? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does this bill cover the question of a lottery, 
for instance? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It covers all questions that come under 
the fraud-order business of the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. PAYNE. If some neighboring nation should want to 
go into the lottery business at the expense of the people of the 
United States, and this bill should be passed, and they did their 
business through the United States mails, there would be no way 
to stop it until after a long litigation in the courts. 
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Mr. BARTHOLDT. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. This bill is confined to citizens and in- 
stitutions in the United States, and we have criminal laws. We 
have laws making the conducting of lotteries a crime. 


Oh, yes. 


Mr. PAYNE. We had all that before, and we had the Loui- 
sianna lottery. Then, after we got rid-of that, we had all the 
law and all the machinery of the courts and everything of the 
kind, and we had the Habana lottery, and there was more 
fraud and injustice upon the people of the United States going 
on under those lotteries than this bill can prevent in fifty years. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Now, does the gentleman believe that 
it is good politics and that it is good government to vest in the 
chief of a bureau a collateral power to enforce police and crim- 
inal laws of the country without giving the accused person the 
right to a hearing, the right to cross-examine witnesses, the 
right to insist that the witnesses shall testify under oath, the 
right to insist that the witnesses shall be competent; that their 
testimony shall not be hearsay? Does the gentleman think 
that is good government? 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman thinks this, that in carrying 
the mails of the United States, where the Government carries 
the advertisements of a lottery company—I only speak of that 
as an example—the Government forms a sort of partnership 
with that kind of business, and we ought to guard very care- 
fully against any copartnership of that kind and not aid in the 
promotion of lottery schemes and the swindling and stealing and 
robbery of the people’s money by carrying those things through 
the mail. Now, if they can prevent that by preliminary hear- 
ing before an executive officer and give him the right to make 
a preliminary order to stop the sending of such stuff through the 
mails before thousands, and perhaps more than thousands, of the 
citizens of the United States have parted with their money 
upon these fraudulent schemes, and then give the party an op- 
portunity to come into court and get his injunction and bring 
an action against the Postmaster-General or against the Goy- 
ernment of the United States and let the courts say whether 
those things should be carried, before the final hearing, if it 
can be done in such a way as that, it seems to me that we are 
more apt to do justice than we are—— 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If the gentleman will allow me, that 
is about what this bill provides for. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no; the bill goes further than that, and if 
it did not he might accept the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania and instead of having all of this procedure that 
is laid out in the bill, let them go to the court and get a pre- 
liminary injunction enjoining the executive officer from carry- 
ing out the fraud order until the hearing is had in court. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The suggestion of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania was that after the Postmaster-General has issued 
the fraud order and it has been made public, after the local 
postmaster has been wired to stop the mail and it is stamped 
as fraudulent and returned, sent out all over the country 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, no; that is not the practice. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is the practice. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, no; the report of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee says that the Postmaster-General gives notice to the per- 
son under investigation and gives him an opportunity to appear 
in person. Now, the moment he gets the notice, if the law was 
changed properly, he could go to the proper court and ask for 
an injunction and have the matter heard before any damage 
was done. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That would practically repeal the law. 
If the accused were allowed to go into court in that way, the 
case might be pending there months perhaps, and during that 
time, as the Assistant Attorney-General says, one-half of the 
population of the United States might be defrauded. 

Mr. DALZELL. No; it could be attended to in two or three 
days. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I would accept the proposition, but the 
Post-Office Department would under no circumstances accede 
to it. The Postmaster-General desires speedy action, and when- 
ever he is convinced that fraud is being perpetrated he issues 
a fraud order now. Under the bill I propose he will give the 
notice and wire the local postmaster to hold up the mail until 
the question is finally settled. 

Mr. PAYNE. What speedy action is left in the bill for the 
Postmaster-General? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. He can at any time order the mail im- 
pounded by the local postmaster, not to be delivered until the 
fraud order is determined. If the person comes into court and 
wins out the mail is subject to his order. It is not delivered 
to him until the matter is settled both as to the law and the 
facts. 

Mr. PAYNE. In the meantime the people are sending in their 
money, and it is all tied up. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Only for fifteen days. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If they send in money, it is held subject 
to the order of the court. The court in its discretion may ap- 
point some one to receive the mail and notify the correspond- 
ents; he has the power to do it. The bill contains provisions 
to safeguard the correspondents and protect the people against 
fraud and imposition, and at the same time gives the citizen 
the right to have this investigation. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand under this bill that the Post- 
master-General can do everything that he is now doing except to 
stamp the mail “ fraudulent” and return it. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes; in a way. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman please explain what he 
means by “in a way?’ 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. He can stop the mail, and it Is held 
up for fifteen days, and then, if no action is taken in the courts, 
the order is made final and the mail stamped “fraudulent” 
and sent back. If the accused applies to the court, the proceed- 
ing is to be summary and the mail is under the control of the 
court, and the issue of the fraud order may be further post- 
poned on giving a satisfactory bond. Everybody is protected. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not see the use of changing the present 
law except to allow a party to go into court. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman will haye an oppor- 
tunity to express himself later. Now, I started to explain the 
Kansas City case, and my time is rapidly expiring. 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope the gentleman will have unlimited 
time. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
unlimited. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will not the effect of your bill be to ac- 
tually check the practice of the Department with reference to 
fraud orders, because at present the Department is not required 
to obtain legal evidence? Under your bill a person aggrieved 
can go into court within fifteen days after the issuance of the 
order and give a bond for $500, upon which all proceedings will 
be stayed, and upon the trial of the case de novo nothing will 
be admissible except legal evidence. Will it not force the 
Post-Office Department, when they pass upon the issuance of the 
fraud order in the beginning to act upon only such evidence as 
would be competent in a court of law? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Oh, no; not at all. The Post-Office 
Department will proceed in the same manner that it conducts 
investigations now. 

Mr. STAFFORD. In the opinion of the Postmaster-General 
it should not be required in the original instance to be is- 
sued upon so-called “legal evidence.” For the prevention of 
fraud, in many cases, it is necesary to have the fraud order 
issued forthwith. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Precisely. The Postmaster-General’s 
proposition is that he will issue them with or without founda- 
tion. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is the practice. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Well, he has that authority at present 
under the law. It is not the practice to issue them without in- 
vestigation and foundation. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; but he wants to. 

Mr. STAFFORD. They are issued for the benefit of the larg- 
est number of people in preventing fraud. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I want to say to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp] that he wholly misunderstands or 
misconceives the effect of the bill in that respect. The Post- 
master-General may proceed under the operation of this bill 
just as he proceeds now, and when he is satisfied that a citizen 
is abusing or prostituting the privilege of the mail he may issue 
a fraud order, and put it on record, and then serye notice on 
him. He may do that on the same kind of evidence as he does 
it now, and probably not in one case in ten will the person af- 
fected by the fraud order go to the expense and trouble of em- 
ploying a Jawyer and giving a bond to sue out an injunction. If 
he is a perpetrator of frand, if he is a criminal, he will not do 
it, and then the fraud order of fifteen days will be made final. 
If there is an honest difference of opinion and the accused goes 
into court his case is tried in court upon legal evidence. That 
is all. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I beg to differ with the gentleman as to 
the effect of the bill, for the Postmaster-General will not likely 
inaugurate a fraud order if it can not be sustained subsequently, 
except upon the presentation of legal evidence. Furthermore, I 
take exception to the gentleman's statement that these orders 
will not be appealed from, because in the majority of cases 
based upon fraud it will be to the interest of the fraudulent con- 
cern to appeal within fifteen days. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. In what way? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Under that bill, within fifteen days he may 
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make an application and furnish a bond in the small sum of $500, 
and that will stay the proceedings. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It will not. The bill expressly pro- 
vides that the Postmaster-General shall impound the mail in the 
delivery post-office until the case is disposed of. 

Mr. STAFFORD. It does not prevent the Postmaster-General 
from paying the money orders that may be issued. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It does. The gentleman had better 
read the bill before he makes such a criticism. I decline to 
yield to him further on that phase of the question. 

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman is mistaken In that. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I beg to challenge the gentleman's state- 
ment, as nothing is said in the bill pertaining to the restriction 
of the payment of money orders. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Why does not the gentleman get from 
the gentleman from Indiana his idea on that point? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. The bill is clear and shows for itself. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Here is the part of the bill I think the gen- 
tleman is referring to, on page 2, beginning on line 17: 

Said order shall not become operative or put into execution (except 
to the extent of holding undelivered all mail dlrected to sald party at the 
delivery office thereof) until fifteen days after the service thereof, etc. 

That would include the money-order mail as well as any 
other. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The money orders may be received through 
an express company. : 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. They can be sent through express com- 
panies, of course, but that I think is a captious objection, be- 
cause the probability is so remote. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, If that is not covered, I think it ought 
to be. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I started to explain the 
Missouri case, for the purpose of illustrating the scope of the 
law. The local judge in determining that case found that the 
whisky was not 9 and 14 years old, as advertised, but he said 
it was worth the price charged for it, that the selling price was 
a fair and reasonable price, and in his opinion the fraud-order 
law was not intended to be applied to transactions of that kind, 
where the purchaser got a fair equivalent for the money he 
invested; and he decided that the Postmaster-General had no 
jurisdiction of the case. An appeal was taken by the Govern- 
ment of the United States to the circuit court of appeals and 
the circuit court of appeals reversed the lower court, holding 
that the law applied to all kinds of cases—that it made no dif- 
ference if a man through the mails, on the statement or repre- 
sentation of another individual, bought an article and got his 
money’s worth, if he was promised more than his money’s worth 
and did not get more than his money’s worth, it was a fraud in 
the sense of that law. Now, the bill under consideration, I 
think, adequately protects the public. It undertakes to provide 
that questions of fraud and of criminality, always of such vital 
importance, shall be tried and determined according to estab- 
lished methods and usages of civilized countries. It undertakes 
to relieve the public from the danger of despotic and, possibly, 
tyrannie bureaucracy. I believe there is no more glaring in- 
stance of bureaucratic government, with irresponsible and des- 
potic power vested in a head of a department, in any country 
that pretends to constitutional government or any degree of indi- 
vidual liberty on earth than that contained in the fraud-order 
power in the statutes under consideration. I believe that when 
a citizen is charged with fraud—charged with criminality—he 
ought to have the right to insist that these charges affecting his 
reputation and his business shall be established by competent 
evidence, by responsible witnesses testifying under the sanction 
of an oath; that he should haye a hearing according to estab- 
lished procedure. Established procedure is just as essential to 
the liberty of the person and safety of property as any constitu- 
tional guaranties of liberty possibly can be. It might be said 
that when a citizen is lynched, if the victim is guilty, no harm is 
done; but it is a crime against government, a crime against 
civilization, breeding contempt for law and social order. If a 
man is guilty of any sort of crime he has the right to have that 
guilt determined by the courts of the land according to pro- 
cedure that has been established as the result of generations of 
wisdom and experience. It is the right of the humblest citizen 
of the land—a right guaranteed by the Constitution and de- 
manded by every instinct of true liberty. It is one of the very 
fundamental features of our Government. 

Mr, MANN. Does the gentleman have reference to the 
Brownsyille soldiers; to the soldiers in connection with the 
Brownsyille incident? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I am not going to be sidetracked, Mr. 
Speaker, into a discussion of the Brownsville controversy. In 
the first place I regard the fraud-order statute as illogical. 1 


believe it is unscientific; I believe it is undemocratic. I do 
not believe any executive department of government or bureau 
officer ought to be vested with the collateral power to go out and 
condemn citizens without a hearing, to enforce the police laws 
of the country. But in view of the fact that the mails afford 
such easy facilities for the perpetration of fraud throughout all 
parts of the country, it may be that the fraud-order statute 
ought to continue, provided persons who are aggrieved by the 
decisions of the Postmaster-General shall haye the right to go 
into the courts and have an investigation of questions of law and 
facts publicly, with an opportunity to demonstrate their inno- 
cence, if they be innocent. 

Mr. MANN. At some time in the gentleman’s remarks I 
would like to ask him a few questions about the bill. : 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I am substantially through now, and I 
will answer any questions about the bill. i 

Mr. MANN. I may say to the gentleman, so far as the propo- 
sition of having some reviewing authority in some way.or a 
public hearing in some way is concerned, I quite agree with 
him; but the questions I desire to ask are relative to principles 
and details of the gentleman’s bill. I notice, first, that the bill. 
seems to apply only to citizens of the United States. Do I 
understand it to be the purpose of the gentleman that any 
foreign person who makes use of the mails of the United States 
shall still be debarred from the use of the mails upon the mere 
ipse dixit of the Postmaster-General? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Where is that provision? 

Mr. MANN. First page, „whereby any citizen of the United 
States, or any firm or corporation organized under laws thereof, 
or under the laws of any of the States, Territories, or posses- 
sions thereof,” ete. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, perhaps that ought to be 
amended so as to read, “any person residing in the United 
States.” 

Mr. MANN. Well, not necessarily residing in the United 
States even. Suppose somebody in Germany—— 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MANN. I will be glad to if the gentleman from Indiana 
will yield to the gentleman to ask the question. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will be pleased to do so. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does not the gentleman recognize a differ- 
ence in principle between the right of citizens of the United 
States to the free use of the mails of the United States unless 
deprived by action of law and the right or the mere courtesy 
extended to a foreigner? 

Mr. MANN. I had not made any suggestion myself as to 
that. I was trying to ascertain from the gentleman in charge 
of the bill what he meant by the bill, and was going to sug- 
gest to him, as I will now to the House, that if it should be 
contended that the privileges of this bill will only be extended 
to citizens of the United States, and the attempt be made to 
bar forelgners, I wish to suggest that most of the treaties we 
have would still permit the foreigners to avail themselves of 
the privileges of this bill. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not believe it ought to be limited 
to citizens. I think it ought to be limited to persons residing 
in the United States. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Residents doing business? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. I thought the gentleman had a reason for mak- 
ing it “ citizens,” 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That would make it firms or corpora- 
tions doing business under the laws thereof. 

Mr. MANN. I should say that if it were made to apply to 
anybody, it ought to be made to apply to any persons using 
the mails of the United States, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Or corporations. 

Mr. MANN. Corporations are included by the word “ per- 
sons.” May I ask the gentleman in reference to paragraph d, 
on page 2? It says: 

Said orders shall not become operative or put into execution (except 


to the extent of holding undelivered all mail directed to said par 
at the delivery office thereof). 


And so forth. In other words, it is proposed by a mere 
parenthetical clause to give to the Government the right to re- 
tain the mail in the post-office. It seems to me that that is 
not quite the right way to get at it, but I want to ask the gen- 
tleman whether it will not have the effect under this bill, as it 
would under the existing law, to drive a man out of business 
if you would issue an order declaring that he is a fraudulent 
concern, holding his mail up for fifteen days, and if he does 
appeal, then holding it up until decision of the court, which 
might be in one year or two years? What will be left of the 
man’s business at the end of that time, with his mail undelivered 
all the while? 
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Mr. CRUMPACKER. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois what side of this question he is on? 

Mr. MANN. “The gentleman from Illinois” is not on either 
side of the question. He is trying to ascertain a proper method 
to legislate to correct an abuse which everybody recognizes 
without creating a greater abuse in the new legislation. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I want to say this to my friend, that 
we can not enact any law that will leaye this power with the 
Yostmaster-General that will not bring some hardship to some- 
body, and the purpose is to devise a plan that will result in the 
least embarrassment and the least hardship. Under existing 
conditions a fraud order is issued peremptorily. The mail is 
returned, stamped “ fraudulent,” to all parts of the country, and 
the defendant, if he may be so properly termed, has no relief. 
Now, the proposition is to give him an opportunity to go into 
the courts. 

Mr. MANN. What good would it do bim? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I want to say that it would do him 
some good. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] says 
that all he needs is the right to go into the courts. 

Mr. MANN. The right is not given him to go into the 
courts and get his mail. What good will it do a man to give 
him the privilege of getting his mail at the end of two years’ 
time, or maybe four? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The Government and the defendant 
himself are the parties interested, and the bill provides for a 
summary hearing, whatever that may be, and it confers upon 
the court a discretion to dispose of the mail. The court may, 
upon proper bonds, perhaps, turn the mail over to the defend- 
ant pending the litigation. 

Mr. MANN. You limit the bond to $10,000 in this case. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is a bond for a stay of the order. 

Mr. MANN. The court has no authority to take any other 
bond? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The bill provides, in an independent 
paragraph, that the disposition of the mail shall be subject to 
the order of the court, but does not say what security the court 
shall take. It is a discretionary matter with the court as to 
what shall be done with the accumulated mail. The court has 
power to dispose of it and to fix the terms. The additional bond 
of from $500 to $10,000 is te further postpone the time when the 
fraud order may issue. That is all. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman contemplates that the mail shall 
not be retained in the post-office, but shall be turned over to 
the defendant, or the person against whom the fraud order is 
directed, under an order of court, then I think we ought to legis- 
late upon that subject and not leave it to any man to determine 
one way or another. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. We can not get an ideal plan. The 
only ideal plan would be to repeal the fraud-order statutes al- 
together. That would be in harmony with the system of ad- 
ministering justice throughout this country, but there is ob- 
jection, and perhaps valid objection, to it. 

Mr. MANN. Nobody wants to repeal it, I suppose. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Therefore, the next best thing is to 
secure the defehdant a right to go into the court, and, along 
with that, protect the public against concurrent impositions and 
frauds, and we have devised this plan. If the gentleman can 
think out a better plan and put it in form, I am willing to 
accept it. 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALzELL] has already thought out a better form. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Then the gentleman can support it. 

Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman, so far as I am per- 
sonally concerned and my views are concerned, it is not so much 
the interests of the persons who are inhibited from the use of 
the mails by the fraud orders as it is the interests of the Govern- 
ment that concern me. 

It looks to me, if I may make the suggestion, in order to ob- 
tain his views on the subject, it looks to me as if this would 
be the result: Take a firm in Portland, Me., that is engaged in 
defrauding the people of Illinois and Indiana—and they are 
very easily defrauded—by glaring and glowing circulars, and a 
fraud order is directed against him. Within the fifteen days’ 
time he appeals to the court and has all the evidence of what he 
is doing. It will not be easy for the Government to obtain 
evidence at the end of two or three years’ time, after the 
business has completely ceased. After he has lost all the trade, 
after he has secured a judgment in his favor in court, he 
promptly comes to Congress with a moral claim, which even 
the gentleman from Indiana would not be able to withstand, 
insisting that the Government of the United States should pay 
him for the business which the Government has destroyed. I 
have not the slightest doubt that within a few years’ time we 
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we have claims for millions, and claims not only pending, but 
paid. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I have no apprehension as to that. I 
think that is altogether chimerical. 

Mr. MANN. I think if the gentleman will listen to my re- 
marks for a little while upon this bill he will not think it is so 
fanciful. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will listen to the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman what he means by this 
in his bill, on page 4: After providing that a record of all the 
evidence of the United States Post-Office Department shall be 
transmitted to the court within thirty days’ time. Thirty days, 
by the way, would not enable the court through the course of 
the mails to receive the record from the Philippine Islands? = 

3 CRUMPACKER. This law does not go to the Philippine 
Islands. 

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman's pardon; why not? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Because it does not. Č 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is merely directory and not man- 
datory. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Because the statutes for the Post-Office 
Department do not go to the Philippine Islands, 

Mr. MANN. It goes to Alaska? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. The same rule applies to Alaska? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman mean to say that a man en- 
gaged in the United States in the fraudulent use of the mail 
can immediately step over to the Philippine Islands and make 
use of the mails and it has no power to bar him from doing so 
or haye a debarment removed? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, This bill does not change or affect the 
power of the Government over him there. 

Mr. MANN. Then he is to be left without redress under the 
gentleman's bill. It is either one way or the other. Now, which 
do you say? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. It is one way or the other. As I un- 
derstand it, the Postmaster-General, in the regulation of affairs 
95 the Philippine Islands, will not be affected one way or the 
other. 

Mr. MANN. Then there is no redress against this so far as 
the Filipino is concerned? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Perhaps not. 

Mr. MANN. Now, may I ask the gentleman, having provided 
1 record shall be turned over to the court, what is meant by 

is: 

And such records and evidence as may have been returned into said 
court under said writ of certiorari shall be received in evidence in said 
court on behalf of either party at the hearing of said matter, so far as 
the same may be competent and relevant to the issues therein. 

The gentleman has stated in the course of his remarks that 
this evidence which was produced was not sworn testimony. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. If that is so, then this provision that this shall 
be received is mere idle verbiage. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. There may be some original documents 
in the evidence. 

Mr. MANN. Then what does the gentleman mean by compe- 
tent evidence? Does that mean competent evidence that is 
competent in a court or competent evidence of a person that is 
competent to be a witness in the ordinary way? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I mean evidence that would be admis- 
sible in the administration of justice in the courts. 

Mr. MANN. Then I think the gentleman has used the wrong 
term. I have no doubt, myself, that under the provisions of the 
term which the gentleman uses every particle of evidence that 
is in the hands of the Post-Office Department that relates to 
this subject-matter, letters or evidence of any sort, would be ad- 
missible, including any kind of a statement which the defendant 


chose to make before the post-office inspectors. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman thinks that is compe- 
tent evidence, does he? 

Mr. MANN. That is competent evidence, in the use of the 
term here. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I think not. 

Mr. CLAYTON. That would be for the court to decide. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; that is for the Congress to decide in the 
first instance, as to what is intended. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I undertake to say that the term 
“competent” there means admissible evidence, evidence admis- 
sible to prove or disprove an issue of fact in a court of justice. 

Mr. MANN. Evidence is admissible. That means one thing. 
The question as to how it is presented is another thing entirely. 
If you can present it by sworn witnesses, that is one thing. 
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Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is the only kind of evidence that 
is competent. 

Mr. CLAYTON. It might be a written document. 

Mr. MANN. “Competent evidence” means one thing. The 
competency of witnesses is an entirely different thing. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Competent evidence means evidence, 
oral or documentary, that is admissible to prove or disprove a 
question of facts in a court of justice. 

Mr. MANN. Assuming the gentleman’s position to be cor- 
rect, then, as I understand it, if a fraudulent concern in Chi- 
cago chooses to advertise principally in Louisiana or California 
(and the common experience is that these fraudulent concerns 
do not advertise at home, but abroad) the Government, in order 
to sustain its case, must bring those witnesses from abroad to 
prove its case. ; 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Or take their depositions. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Or take their depositions, yes; because 
the bill provides a civil proceeding and, therefore, they may take 
depositions of witnesses anywhere. 

Mr. MANN. They may take their depositions. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is not a hardship, is it? 

Mr. MANN. These people must be produced from abroad. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Their testimony must be obtained. Is 
that a hardship? If you are trying a $5 lawsuit in court, you 
must bring sworn testimony. 

Mr. MANN. I am trying to ascertain from the gentleman 
what the fact is. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman is telling me what the 
bill means. 

Mr. MANN. I am trying to ask the gentleman what the bill 
means. I have been utterly unable, after careful study of the 
bill, at least such study as I was able to give it, to get much 
idea of what the bill means, which the gentleman says is so 
clear in its language. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Then it is a question whose misfor- 
tune it is, the gentleman’s or mine. 

Mr. MANN. It is my misfortune that I have not the legal 
light of the gentleman from Indiana, and I hope he will pardon 
me for coming before him and asking for the light which I 
ought to have acquired naturally, but missed in that way. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Has the gentleman from Illinois con- 
cluded his remarks? - 

Mr. MANN. No. Now, the gentleman from Indiana refers 
to a bond of $10,000, providing that any person aggrieved by 
any breach of the conditions of said bond may maintain an 
action at law against the obligors. Will the gentleman tell us 
what that means? How does the bond that the gentleman pro- 
vides for reach anybody who is aggrieved? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If anybody is aggrieved by the pro- 
ceeding, it reaches him. If nobody is aggrieved, then the bond 
will not concern anybody. 

Mr. MANN. If anybody is aggrieved by the proceedings, a 
bond of $10,000, it seems to me, is utterly insufficient. I do 
not see what the term means there. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The main object of the bond is as a 
safeguard, to require good faith, Now, under the provisions 
of the bill it is very difficult for me to understand how any- 
body can be aggrieved. The correspondents who send the mail 
through the post-office can not be. Their mail is not delivered 
to the defendant, so they can not lose. If he wins the case 
in the courts, it will be because he shows that he is not en- 
gaged in criminal or fraudulent practices, and the accumulated 
mail can be safely turned over to him. 

Now, in order to prevent a man who might not go into the 
courts in good faith a bond is required. In the first place, a 
bond of $500 is required. In order to get a postponement of 
the date for issuing the fraud order, the court can require an 
additional bond of $500 or $10,000. A man who goes to the 
trouble of giving a $10,000 bond is to that extent stamped with 
a badge of good faith that if anybody should be aggrieved or 
suffer damage, he would.be reimbursed. I do not know who 
might be aggrieved, but it certainly tends to add to the safe- 
guards and prevent irresponsible people from going into the 
courts for the purpose of litigation. : 

Mr. MANN. If nobody is aggrieved, I do not see the object 
of putting it in, but as it is in, I wondered to whom it referred. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is to secure the Government against 
vexatious litigation by men who might not carry it on in good 
faith. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to ask the gentleman a further 
question. The gentleman realizes that there are a large num- 
ber of individuals who bave been carrying on fraudulent busi- 
ness under different aliases. Does the gentleman think it 
wouid be competent evidence on a claim of fraud by the Goy- 


ernment in one case to introduce in evidence the fact that these 
same people had been engaged in the same kind of business at 
another time and another place? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is a serious problem. 

Mr. MANN. And still it would not be competent evidence 
under the ordinary rules of law? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It might be for thé purpose of proving 
fraudulent or criminal intent. That question has been yery 
nicely argued and discriminated by the supreme court of my 
own State. 

Mr. MANN. This is not a case of criminal] intent. This is 
an order directed against the people at this time who are en- 
gaged in the fraudulent use of the mails. As a matter of fact, 
we know that it is very important evidence, but I submit to 
the gentleman from Indiana that under the rules of law it would 
not be considered competent evidence. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I think it would be. ` 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman thinks it would be? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I think it would be, under the state- 
ment made by the gentleman from Illinois. r 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I want to suggest to my 
friend from Indiana that it might be proper to answer the 
criticism of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]. That 
gentleman suggested that this bill, if passed, might open the 
door for all kinds of lottery schemes, and that it would enable 
newspapers to carry advertisements of lotteries. I want the 
gentleman from Indiana to state, what is according to my own 
impression, that there is a special law prohibiting lotteries, and 
under that law the Post-Office Department would certainly be 
authorized to inhibit the advertisement of a lottery in any news- 
paper, irrespective of this act. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, The gentleman from Missouri is right, 
and I want to state that this bill in no respect changes the right 
of the Postmaster-General to issue a fraud order against insti- 
tutions and citizens using the mail for the purposes of the lot- 
tery, excepting to authorize the person affected by the order 
under the conditions contained in the bill to go into the court 
and have a review of the questions of the law and the facts. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. That is what I wanted the gentleman 
from Indiana to state, because I think an erroneous impression 
has been created. 

Mr. MANN. The difficulty with the gentleman from Missouri 
is that he has not read the bill, and the gentleman from Indiana 
has evidently forgotten the first section of the bill, which ex- 
pressly provides— 

That (a) the Postmaster-General shall cause to be kept a record of 
such orders as may be made in the Post-Office Department whereby any 
citizen of the United States (or any firm or corporation or, ized under 
the laws thereof, or under the laws of any of the States, Territories, or 
possessions thereof) shall or may be deprived of or excluded from the 
right or privilege of receiving letters, money orders, or other mall mat- 


ter through or by means of the United States mail, and said record 
shall be designated “ Fraud-order record.“ 


So it covers lottery cases, and it covers any kind of a case. 
What is the use of quarreling about the language of the bill 
when it is stated in plain words? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, The gentleman from Illinois misunder- 
stands my attitude entirely. I say that it does cover lotteries; 
it applies to the whole fraud-order business. 

Mr. MANN. I thought the gentleman from Indiana stated 
that he agreed with the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I said it only affected lotteries in the 
same manner that it affected other transactions that may be 
made the basis of a fraud order. It does not repeal the law au- 
thorizing the Postmaster-General to issue fraud orders against 
lottery concerns, as the gentleman from Missouri may have im- 
plied in his question. ‘ 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I wanted to call attention to the fact 
that the lottery is covered by a special law. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is; it is a crime, and the persons 
guilty of engaging in it are amenable to the criminal laws of 
the country in addition to other liability. 

Mr. MANN. But the bill sustains precisely the statement of 
the gentleman from New-York [Mr. PAYNE] with reference to 
lotteries. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, I do not know. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN] seems to be peculiarly and unusually 
contentious this afternoon. I don’t know that I ought to say 
that, and perhaps ought to withdraw the statement. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, it will be news to most of the Members of 
the House to know that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
was unusually contentious. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It would be a pretty bad situation. 
Now, I have concluded all I have to say in opening the discus- 
sion on the bill. [Applause.] 
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Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I propose to offer an amend- 
ment to the bill, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert as follows: 

“That in all cases where any party is aggrieved in person or property 

the action of the Postmaster-General, under sections 3929 and 4041 

the Revised Statutes, such party aggrieved shall have the right to 
have such action of the Postmaster-General reviewed by the ral 
court of tho district in which said party resides.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Lacry). The gentleman 
will state it. 

Mr. MANN. 
understand it. 

Mr. DALZELL. But we are proceeding under the House 
rules. This is on the House Calendar open to amendment at 
any time. The bill was read as a whole under the rules, and is 
open to amendment at any time, as I understand it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It does not have to be read for amend- 


The bill has not been read for amendment, as I 


ment. 
Mr. DALZELL. Not at all. 
Mr. GILBERT. .Does not that authority exist now under the 


Mr. MANN. The pill was read a first time? Mr. Speaker, a 
parliamentary inquiry. What is the status of the bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is open for amendment in 
any place. 

Mr. MANN. Has the bill been read a second time? 

The-SPEAKER pro tempore. It has had its second reading 
and is before the House. 

Mr, MANN. I understood the bill had been read only the first 
time. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. We always waive the first reading. 

Mr. DALZELL. It is not necessary to have a bill on the 
House Calendar read for amendment. It is open to amendment 
at any time. 

Mr. MANN. It is necessary to have the first reading. I did 
not know whether that has been had or not. 

Mr, DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to occupy the 
attention of the House at any length. I am in entire sympathy 
with the object sought to be accomplished by the bill of the gen- 

tleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER]. My only objection to 
it is that it builds up a new machine that is utterly unnecessary 
to accomplish the purpose he seeks to accomplish. It is per- 
fectly apparent that the existing machinery of the courts is en- 
tirely sufficient to afford the citizen rolief. We have a case 
here where a party went into court to have his case adjudicated, 
but it turns out that the only reason he could not get relief was 
that the law provided that the decision of the Postmaster-General 
in the case should be final. If the machinery is perfect as it is, 
the methods prescribed, the form of pleading, and the form of 
notice, and all that—in other words, the entire machinery is 
perfect to afford the citizen relief, if the court has the necessary 
power, all he has to do is to have the court have jurisdiction to 
adapt the machinery to his case. What necessity is there for 
our building up a new procedure, such as is sought in this bill? 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 

Mr. PERKINS. What procedure does the gentleman claim 
would now be possible for any citizen? He can sue out a writ 
of certiorari. What else can he do? 

Mr. DALZELL. He can ask for an injunction. 

Mr. PERKINS. But he can not secure an injunction as the 
law is now. 

Mr. DALZELL. He can not get an injunction as the law is 
now, because the court has held that the decision of the Post- 
master-General upon the facts is conclusive and can not be 
reviewed. 

Mr. PERKINS. How would the amendment the gentleman 
has suggested relieve that? 

Mr. DALZELL. It would give the court jurisdiction to ad- 
minister the law under the existing machinery. 

Mr. PERKINS. But I am not sure of that. I should fear 
very much that the result the gentleman seeks to attain would 
not be reached by his amendment. I think the gentleman and I 
concur as to the object to be attained, but I should hate to vote 
for his amendment, because I fear we might fail of our object. 
The bill offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUM- 
PACKER] may perhaps be criticised in some of its details. It 
might be made shorter. Still it does describe a method and pro- 
3 by which undoubtedly a man can have his rights tried in 
co 

Mr. DALZELL. Let me illustrate. Here is the case of the 
United States Bank against Henry J. Gilson, brought in the 
United States court under existing law. The complainant did 


not fail because of any lack of machinery, any lack of method, 
of getting his case before the court. On the contrary, under 
existing law his case was fully heard and the court was ready to 
decide it and to decide it either for or against him on the merits, 
if it had had jurisdiction, but it did not have jurisdiction, but 
said, “ You have brought in a court a case where you ask us to 
review a decision of an officer of the law who is clothed with the. 
right of final decision in the matter.” Now, I propose to take 
away that right of final decision from the officer of the law and 
let the existing machinery of the court be called into action to 
enforce the right of the citizen by a review. 

Mr. PERKINS. If your amendment accomplishes the same 
result, then the procedure would be necessarily the same as 
under the bill of the gentleman from Indiana. If jurisdiction 
is given as you desire, action would be brought and witnesses 
would have to be present and 

Mr. DALZELL. But why give in detail—why prescribe some 
new method when existing methods are all right? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What new method is prescribed? 

Mr. DALZELL. There is a lot of detail here about orders, 
ete. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. You propose to go into court with your 
proposition and we go in with this proposition. I would like 
to know where there is any provision in the bill that creates any 
new affirmative legal right or changes the practice of the courts 
or does anything except prescribe where and how these rights 
are to be established. 

Mr. DALZELL, Then what is the necessity for the bill of the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The necessity is this: This bill in terms 
expressly provides so that the action of the Postmaster-General 
in matters of law and fact can without any question be re- 
viewed by the court and the court be allowed to say whether 
the decision should be sustained or not, and then it further pro- 
vides details, by virtue of which these orders can go into effect 
for a while. The gentleman’s proposition would allow the order 
to be suspended immediately. 

Mr. DALZELL. I did not yield the floor for a speech. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I beg your pardon, but as a member of 
the committee I felt I ought to call the attention of the House 
to the fact that there is no substantial distinction except the bill 
makes it certain the court can revise these decisions from their 
point of view lawfully on questions of fact, and I submit to the 
consideration of the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether his 
amendment does go quite as far as that. 

Mr. DALZELL. I submit to the gentleman the evidence be- 
fore us in the report of the committee is that the machinery of 
the courts as now existing is adequate to supply a remedy if 
it were not for the fact the decision of the Fostmaster-General 
in the premises is conclusive and not a subject of review. Now, 
I propose to make it a subject of review. That Is all. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, it is already reviewed. It is now 
reviewed by the district court on the application for injunction, 
and the result of the review is that the determination of the 
Postmaster-General is final, Now, you simply provide also for 
a review, but are you going to allow the review to go both to Be 
facts and the law? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Your amendment does not say so, but 
the bill from the committee makes it certain. I have not the 
slightest doubt the gentleman from Pennsylvania agrees with 
us in the result desired to be accomplished by the legislation, 
but the bill of the committee makes some restrictions and gives 
the Post-Office Department some leeway—— 

Mr. DALZELL. I see the point made by the gentleman. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. There is this element of fifteen days, 
which we think is a perfectly reasonable proposition 

Mr. DALZELL. And I am willing to add to the amendment, 
if the gentleman thinks it is lacking in that respect, “ both law 
and fact.” 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I have not any authority to make any 
change in the bill. I am not responsible for any of its provi- 
sions. I was not in the committee when it passed, but my own 
judgment is the bill is perhaps longer than entirely necessary ; 
but it has been well considered by the committee, and, however 
diffuse it may be in detail, there is one thing certain, and that 
is it will adequately protect the rights of the Department and 
the rights of the men to be affected by the order. The committee 
felt, I have no doubt, that without this detail we would not be 
sure to accomplish this result. 

So far as I am concerned personally, I do not think that the 
bill goes far enough. I am willing to agree to it, however, under 
the circumstances, and we think it is very conservative on the 
lines suggested. I do not wish to antagonize the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], except to say 
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that the committee has spent a good deal of time on this bill, and 
are satisfied that it reasonably takes care of all the rights of 
the Department and reasonably takes care of all the rights of 
the people affected by these orders, and it seems to me it is a 
bill that should be adopted, and I think we may go further and 
say, while I was not present at the hearings, that the amend- 
. ment suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania would be 
yastly more offensive to the Post-Office Department and very 
much more a subject of their criticism from their point of view 
than is the more conservative measure which is before the 
House, and I hope under these circumstances the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania will not prevail. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Will the gentleman permit me to ask a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to amend my amendment 
as I have indicated. I have inserted the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD}. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. LACEY). 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ review,” in the seventh line, add, “ both as to law 
and fact; so as to read: review both as to law and fact.” 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That covers that point. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Does the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Lrr- 
TLEFIELD] understand that on the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, or the bill as it is now here, that 
before a court of review testimony must be taken de novo or 
simply upon the record presented by the Postmaster-General? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Under the bill presented by the com- 
mittee testimony can be taken de nove. Whether under the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania it could be 
done I do not want to say, but I think probably it could. 

Mr. HINSHAW. The testimony taken is not on cross-ex- 
amination or cath. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The testimony “taken below,’ and 
I have had some experience with the practice of the Depart- 
ment, is not testimony, and nobody undertakes to pretend it 
is, except as an original paper may be filed, or a letter may be 
filed that in the nature of the case would be evidence against 
a man writing the letter. I do not think anybody would pre- 
tend, even for a moment, that there is anything on file in the 
Department outside of records and correspondence that would 
be in the sense of testimony anywhere. 

Mr. HINSHAW. But the man whose mail is impounded; he 
could put in his affidavit or his showing, or whatever he might 
have, against the order. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. In case of a hearing before the court, 
as I understand the bill, the whole matter would be taken up 
de novo, and it is up to the Department, if it wants to keep a 
man from the use of the mail, to show by competent evidence 
that he js engaged in fraudulent practices and ought to be de- 
prived of the use of the mails, and on that issue he would have 
a right to be heard by legal and competent testimony. Do I 
make that clear? 

Mr. DALZELL. I understand the gentleman; yes. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a suggestion in 
opposition to the amendment offered by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL}. The purport of his 
amendment is to give jurisdiction to some Federal court to de- 
termine the right of the Postmaster-General to issue a fraud 
order. Now, what court is intended we do not ascertain by the 
proposed amendment, which is a substitute for the bill under 
consideration. 

Mr. DALZELL. The Federal court of the district in which 
he resides. 

Mr. KEIFER. Does it so state? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes, 

Mr. KEIFER. Then in that case you must serve the Post- 
master-General and not proceed according to the method adopted 
in the case of the People’s Bank of the United States v. Gilman, 
where it was sought to regulate the Post-Office Department 
through some of its subordinates. There has been no case at- 
tacking the head of any one of the Departments of the Govern- 
ment in seeking to control it by injunction or by mandamus or 
quo warranto anywhere in any of the States or Territories, 
except in the District of Columbia. 

If we are going to give jurisdiction to the Postmaster-General, 
we should have to bring suit where you could get personal sery- 
ice upon him, and that would be in the District of Columbia, 
unless, possibly, he was found outside of it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, I do not suppose the gentleman 
will contend that in a United States court the United States 
would not have jurisdiction? 

Mr. KEIFER. Perhaps so, if you had a measure full enough 
to provide for acquiring jurisdiction elsewhere, and that is nec- 


The Clerk will re- 


AE to its exercise; but the amendment does not provide for 
this. i 8 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I agree with you there. 

Mr. KEIFER. Take a case that arose some years ago in this 
city—the case of United States upon relation of one McBride 
against Carl Schurz, who was then Secretary of the Interior. 
In the supreme court of the District of Columbia a mandamus 
was applied for against the then Secretary of the Interior to 
compel him to deliver a patent for certain homestead lands in 
Utah. That court decided that it had no jurisdiction to deter- 
mine whether the Secretary of the Interior should deliver the 
patent or not. In that case the patent, however, had been pre- 
pared, signed, and made ready for delivery when the Secretary of 
the Interior directed a subordinate clerk to cut into slips and thus 
annul it as far as he had power to revoke it. The relator, Me- 
Bride, asked the supreme court of the District of Columbia to 
issue an order for the delivery of that patent, mutilated, as it 
was. That court held against its right to do it. The Supreme 
Court of the United States (102 U. S., 378) by a majority of 
the judges held that the supi me court of the District had juris- 
diction, and should have issued the order against the Secretary, 
and the Supreme Court of the United States directed the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia to issue its mandamus re- 
quiring the Secretary of the Interior to deliver the patent to 
the homesteader. Now, it did it by virtue of a personal juris- 
diction that was acquired over the Secretary of the Interior. 
He appealed to the Supreme Court of the United States after- 
wards to know whether he should be charged with the cost, 
alleging that he should because he had acted in an official char- 
acter. The court again decided that it was a personal action 
against him for that purpose, and they adjudged that he should 
personally pay the cost of the procedure to compel him to issue 
the writ of mandamus. 

Mr. GILBERT. Where did the suit originate—here? 

Mr. KEIFER. It originated in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GILBERT. And it was because they secured personal 
service of the process, 

Mr. KEIFER. They serdi personal seryice of the process, 
and that would have to be obtained through some provision 
of law wherever you might proceed against the Postmaster- 
General to require him or enjoin him—and that is what is con- 
templated—to enjoin him from issuing these fraud orders; and 
every litigant would have to come to the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DALZELL. Why, certainly not. The process would is- 
sue against the local postmaster through which the mail is to be 
distributed, just as it was in the case reported in which Judge 
McPherson made the decision. 

Mr. KEIFER. Oh, no. It would not be efficacious. If you 
enjoin the postmaster of a little town out in Utah, the mails 
would still not be distributed in the cities of the United States. 
The proceeding would, in order to be efficacious, have to be 
against the Postmaster-General and enjoin him from issuing the 
order; and it might have to be mandatory and require him to 
revoke the order already issued. Under the amendment, every- 
body, every person, would hare to come to the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia to bring his suit. It seems to me 
that there is not enough in the proposed amendment for the pur- 
pose of issuing summons and writs of summons and service 
upon the Postmaster-General. Service upon or suit against a 
mere postmaster in a city or village in one of the United States 
would not be the equivalent of a suit against the Postmaster- 
General, and would not affect the suspension or require the 
revocation of a fraud order. It may be possible that gen- 
tlemen can work out a mental theory about how they would 
proceed in a case of this kind, but it would not work out in 
practice. The case of the People’s Bank of the United States 
at St. Louis against Gilman furnishes no precedent at all. It is 
no precedent; and if you are going to do anything in the way of 
giving the parties who feel aggrieved a remedy, it will haye to 
be done in a bill of the character under consideration. 

[Cries of Vote! “] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I have had some doubt at different - 
times whether the existing law was too liberal or too strict. 
I have no doubt whatever that it is the sentiment of the people 
everywhere that a man shall be entitled to some kind of hearing 
before he is condemned. 

Mr. BEIDLER. Even colored troops. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The colored troops that fought so nobly. 

Mr. MANN. And even in the House here it is fair that we hear 
the gentleman from Indiana before we condemn his measure. 
But, Mr. Speaker, the assumption has been made that under the 
present law the Post-office Department is ruthlessly engaged in 
wiping out legitimate business concerns of the United States. I 
hold in my hand a daily paper of yesterday, containing a num- 
ber of advertisements which the existing law has not been able 
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to reach. The gentleman proposes to make the law more liberal 
instead of more strict. 

Mr. LIT) 2EFIBLD. 
in that respect. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman, under the advertisements, has 
the opportunity offered to him to engage in various inyestment 
enterprises. Here is an advertisement covering half a page of 
a daily newspaper: 

Chicago to New York in ten hours. Stock in Chicago and New York 
Electric Air-Line Railroad will advance to 832 by January 12, and a 


week later to $35. Great results accomplished in four months. Rare 
opportunity to make a fortune. January a record breaker. 


And so forth. 

The great work that has been accomplished has been accom- 
plished at South Bend, in the State represented by the distin- 
guished gentleman who is presenting this bill [Mr. Crum- 
PACKER], and it consists in this: 

- The St. Joseph county commissioners have passed franchise giving 


Air-Line 10 miles of double-track right of way to South Bend on county 
road for branch for main line. 


Here is an advertisement, and the only practical work that 
has been accomplished is the right to build 10 miles of a branch 
line over a county road—on a road the main line of which is to 
extend from Chicago to New York and run its trains through 
in ten hours. That advertisement has been printed in numer- 
ous papers in this country time and time again, bleeding the 
people of this country by its fraudulent purposes and represen- 
tations, and the gentleman would extend the liberality of the 
law, where it ought to be made more strict. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I should like to inquire what the Post- 
Office Department have done with what my friend refers to as 
a prima facie fraud, under the existing conditions, which enable 
them to issue an order on practically nothing. Have they 
stopped this institution? Have they found a way to do eyen 
that, assuming it to be a fraud? I know nothing about it. 

Mr. MANN. They have. not stopped this institution, because 
it is impossible to get the character of evidence which the gen- 
tleman would require under this bil, There is no human power 
to obtain legal and competent evidence to-day to show that this 
adyertisement is a fraud, and yet there is not a man with any 
sense in his head who does not know that every word of it is a 
fraud and a lie. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Then let me say that this bill would not 
affect that condition one way or the other a particle. It would 
leave what my friend refers to as a colossal fraud where the 
Department now has left it. It would be hereafter just exactly 
as it has been heretofore, and the position would not be changed 
by a hair. 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Speaker, that is not the only adver- 
tisement of this kind in this same paper. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I understand the gentleman’s theory 
to be that where a man is guilty he has no right in the courts. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman can understand whatever he 
pleases. I can not prevent that. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is the logic of it, that if a man is 
guilty it makes no difference how he is convicted, whether by a 
mob or otherwise. 

Mr. MANN. I did not suppose the gentleman would get 
frightened so early in my remarks. I will endeavor to reach 
the gentleman’s bill later. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
attitude. 

Mr. GILBERT. I understood the gentleman to say that was 
a patent fraud on its face from end to end. Now, why does the 
gentleman make the additional statement that, that being true, 
there is no legal evidence obtainable to establish the fraud? 

Mr. MANN. I do not think that requires an answer. It is too 
simple for the gentleman from Kentucky to require an answer. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, here is another advertisement : 

The riches of Cobalt are beyond human belief. Greatest silver camp 
in the world's history. Government protects investors. Enormous for- 
tunes being made, ividends to stockholders for generations to come. 

And a great deal more of the same kind in this advertisement. 
In this same edition of the same paper is the following: 

How $20 can make $1,000. A proposition indorsed by bankers, manu- 
facturers, wholesalers, railroad men, judges, and men of wealth and 
prominence. 

I I am surprised that it does not mention Members of Congress 
on the Judiciary Committee. [Laughter] 

Only a few days more at 10 cents a share. This stock has already 
jumped 100 per cent. 

And various other statements of the same kind. 

` Mr. KEIFER. I want to find out what you are reading from. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will find the same advertisements 
in ali the prominent Ohio daily papers. 

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman tell me what paper he 
reads from? 


It does not change it in the slighest, 


I want to get at the gentleman's real 


Mr. MANN. I will not. 


Mr. KEIFER. Is it a Chicago paper? 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman can ask what he pleases. I do 
not propose to discriminate between the numbers of papers pub- 
lishing these fraudulent advertisements by the connivance of 
Congress and to discriminate by naming one of them. The same 
advertisements are in the prominent papers of the gentleman’s 
State, and the same advertisements are in the prominent daily 
papers of the State of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. KEIFER. I deny that. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I deny that statement. The only ad- 
vertisements of that kind that come into Indiana are contained 
in Chicago papers. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. While I have said that Indiana is the most fruit- 
ful field for advertisements of this kind emanating from Chi- 
cago, I deny that the only papers that go into the gentleman’s 
State containing these advertisements are from Chicago. If the 
gentleman from Indiana and the gentleman from Ohio dare 
make the statement that their daily papers do not publish these 
advertisements, I will produce the papers containing them. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. They have made that declaration. 

Mr. KEIFER. I only deny so far as the papers generally in 
Ohio are concerned. We possibly have got a paper in Ohio 
somewhere that is as bad in the way of the publication of ad- 
yertisements as the one from Chicago which the gentleman reads 
from. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. I notice, Mr. Speaker, that notwithstanding the 
insinuations of the gentleman, it is the Member of Congress 
from Chicago that insists on the strictness of the law, and it is 
the gentlemen from Indiana and Ohio that are insisting on let- 
ting down the bars. Why? That Chicago may swindle their 
people. I admit that it is not a difficult enterprise. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MANN. I will yield. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I understood the gentleman to say that the 
postmaster had authority in the case I stated to exclude from 
the mails a little country newspaper which published advertise- 
ments of a milling company that offered a picture with every 
five sacks of flour. $ 

Mr. MANN. It is unfortunate that the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania, usually so well informed about everything that comes 
before the House, should know so little about this subject. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I am trying to get information. 

Mr. MANN. I haye never considered myself able to teach the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. I have always knelt before him 
to receive instruction. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I know; but I understand that information 
flows from the gentleman from Illinois, as Mark Twain would 
say, “like otter of roses from the otter.” [Laughter.] I sim- 
ply wanted information as to the power of the postmaster. 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have read from several ad- 
yertisements in one daily paper, and gentlemen will find them 
in every daily paper of prominence in the country. These 
are not the only ones. I picked up at random one part of a 
Sunday daily paper and put it in my pocket this morning. There 
are four or eight pages probably out of the thirty-two, or such 
a matter, containing I do not know how many advertisements 
of this nature. Here is another one -calculated to receive spe- 
cial inducements from an excited and somewhat hysterical 
people: 

Fortunes for all who invest now. The electric signograph and sema- 
hore would positively have prevented all the recent horrible collisions. 
fad these instruments been in nse these wrecks would have been 

avoided. 

Then they name a number of wrecks. 
with a lot of statements such as this: 

There are, on an average, 500 railroad collisions on the railroads 
every month. 

That is a lie. 

More than 95,000 persons were killed in railroad wrecks last year. 


That is a bold, unblushing lie. And yet these daily adver- 
tisements go on to show how speedily people may become rich 
who invest in this stock, and the purpose of the bill now before 
the House is to protect these people from the enforcement of the 
law denying them the use of the mails. These are the ones who 
advertise in the daily papers. There are hundreds of them in 
every large city who advertise in the monthly papers; there are 
many papers whith live on the advertisements of this class of 
fraud. They are papers published in one city several hundreds 
of miles from home. Now, under this bill, there will be prac- 
tically no method provided by which the Government can pro- 
tect the weak against the strong. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman to explain 
to the House any possible way in which this bill could aggravate 
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this evil. Merely saying it has that effect is not satisfactory 
to, the House. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If under existing Jaw the Department 
can not rectify the menace contained in these advertisements 
mentioned by the gentleman from Illinois, would it not be a 
good idea to have the law changed? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think so; yes. 

Mr. MANN. Why does the gentleman say that under the ex- 
isting law the Postmaster-General and the Post-Office Depart- 
ment can not rectify these frauds that are charged? There 
never has been a Postmaster-General and there never will be 
who can rectify and correct every fraud the moment it com- 
mences. The gentleman would prevent its correction at any 
time. These advertisements are fraudulent to-day. It takes 
time to make an investigation. The Post-Office Department 
does not act without an investigation, as the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Craumpacker] would have us believe. It takes 
time to make these investigations, and by the time they reach 
the investigations and enter the order the gentleman would have 
a bill passed prohibiting the Postmaster-General from acting 
upon anything but legal and competent evidence. Who can say, 
as a matter of competent evidence, that they will not be running 
trains from Chicago to New York in ten hours, or ten minutes? 
Does the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Latrterreip] pretend to 
say that he can swear in court, as a matter of competent evi- 
dence, that this company can not construct a road which will 
run trains in ten hours between ‘Chicago and New York? A 
few years ago the gentleman would have said it would be impos- 
sible to communicate between Chicago and New York in less 
than ten days, and yet now it is done in ten seconds. Who can 
say as a matter of competent evidence? Yet we all know that 
the purpose of these advertisements is to defraud the purchaser 
of the stock. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Sixty or seventy years ago if this fraud- 
order statute had been in operation, advertisements proposing 
communication between Washington and Chicago in ten minutes 
would haye been tabooed and driven out of existence under a 
fraud order. 

Mr. MANN. Yes; and they would have been inserted for the 
purpose of defrauding people. The men who actually do these 
things are not advertising stock in this way. If they had this 
thing which they believe was good, they would not be offering 
the stock for a mere song. The purpose of this enterprise is to 
fleece the public out of the money in its pocketbook, taking it 
away from the innocent constituents of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] and of the able gentleman who rep- 
resents the district of Rochester [Mr. PERKINS]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does the gentleman mean to say to this 
House that if he were a prosecuting attorney he could not prove 
those advertisements were fraudulent before any court? 

Mr. MANN. I say that nobody can prove they are fraudu- 
lent. 

Mr. PERKINS. If he says so, then he is a very much poorer 
lawyer than I had always supposed him to be.- 

Mr. MANN. That is very likely. The gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. Mann] makes no pretensions to be as distinguished a law- 
yer as the gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINS]. I have 
often heard the gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINS] prove 
things that were not true [laughter], and I have often listened 
to him split hairs in the House. I have not yet reached his 
height in the legal profession, but I doubt whether even he will 
be able, with all of his acumen, to prove, as a matter of compe- 
tent testimony, this thing. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to-go to the jury on that 2 
tion with the gentleman. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann] is very sincere and conscientious as well as able. [Pro- 
longed laughter.] . 

Mr. MANN. Oh, now! 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, I thought there ought to be a 
bouquet coming from this side to the other instead of having them 
all come the other way. The gentleman has read these ad- 
vertisements upon the assumption that they justify him as a 
Member of the House in asserting that they are prima facie 
fraudulent, and they are the basis of his statement. Does he 
not believe that the advertisement itself, assuming that it 
justifies his conclusion, and I do not criticise that—doesn’t he 
think that that of itself would substantially make a prima facie 
case, assuming now that he feels justified in making the as- 
3 that he does? 

MANN. Mr. Speaker, it is a remarkable circumstance 
that at the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] criticises the 
action of the Post-Office Department because it acts without 
evidence and then proposes to do more than the Post-Office De- 
partment ever has done in arbitrary action. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Ob, not at all. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. 133 
would take the advertisement and rule a fraud order at once, 
and yet in its most tyrannical day the Post-Office Department 
iias never done that. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. The ` 
gentleman from Maine did not make any such suggestion. 


Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. It is sometimes 
difficult for me to understand what the gentleman from Maine 
means. His words and sentences are sometimes slightly in- 
volved, though always clear. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes; that is true; but the gentleman 
from Maine regrets his inability to express himself clearly. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the gentleman from Maine is always clear. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But the gentleman from Maine is try- 
ing to get an opinion from the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN] on the basis of his own statement, and not to suggest his 
own construction er statement. I regret very much that I did 
not succeed in making myself clear. Perhaps I haye now. 

Mr. MANN. I am not proposing a bill. I am not asking the 
House to pass a measure which I have proposed. It is not a 
part of my province to do anything but lay the facts before the 
House as I see them. ‘The fact is that these advertisements are 
inserted. They are published throughout the country. Nobody 
yet has been put on the fraud-order list because of them, and 
yet the gentleman's bill, if the Post-Office Department should put 
them on the fraud-order list, does not put them out of busi- 
ness 
oe LITTLEFIELD. Until they haye had a chance to be 

a 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of 
the House to what seems to me to be the gist and foundation 
of this bill. I agree with the gentleman from Indiana and the 
gentleman from Maine and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that there ought to be some method by which the Attorney- 
General for the Post-Office Department shall not have the right 
on his own dictum to determine whether somebody shall use the 
mail. I think there ought to be in the Government a method 
provided, either by a hearing by the administrative officers that 
is public in its character or a review before a court; but the 
bill which is now proposed before the House, besides being cum- 
bersome, accomplishes not the result which the gentleman pro- 
poses, but an entirely different result. Let us see what the bill 
says. The bill provides that if a fraud order is issued the mail 
shall be held for fifteen days; that during the fifteen days the 
person against whom the order runs can enter suit in the United 
States court, and thereupon the mail shall continue to be held by 
the Post-Oflice Department until the determination of the suit 
or until some different disposition shall be ordered by the judge. 
The disposition of the mail depends upon the final result of the 
suit. ‘There will ordinarily be no order for the disposition of the 
mail until the final determination, so that this bill provides that 
the mail of the party shall be held until the final trial of the 
case. That probably will not come for one or two years. The 
proceedings may be in Maine, probably, and the witnesses will 
live in Indiana. That is where most of them probably will 
live, or possibly in the Rochester, N. Y., district, and it will 
take some time to produce the testimony; it will take a con- 
siderable length of time to reach the testimony and to obtain it, 
so this case goes on. Gentlemen well know that it takes a long 
time to get these cases heard in a court. Meanwhile the mail 
is accumulating and the party has been deprived of the use of 
the mail and has gone out of business. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. May I call the attention of the gentle- 
man to this fact, that the bill in terms provides that the disposi- 
tion of the mail shall be subject to the order of the court? 

Mr. MANN. Well, if the gentleman had listened to what I 
just said he would have discovered I have just covered that 
whole question. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman diverts his attention to have 
a conversation with somebody else and misses the best part of 
my remarks. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Of course it is very unfortunate I do 
not hear every word the gentleman says. 

Mr. MANN. It is unfortunate; the gentleman from Maine 
would be greatly instructed. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The misfortune is mine. 

Mr. MANN. Not mine. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Not at all; it is not your fault. 

Mr. MANN. Now, what is the result, Mr. Speaker? The gen- 
tleman from Indiana said that the suggestion which I made a 
while ago was idle fancy. I said then, and I say now, in all 
seriousness that every time a proceeding of this sort is had and 
the United States is defeated in its efforts and a fraud order 18 
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set aside, the man’s business having been ruined, he will knock 
at the doors of Congress for relief with a claim morally valid. 
The gentleman from Indiana makes light of it. It is a serious 
proposition. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Let me ask the gentleman how many 

claims have been presented to Congress for damages under the 
existing fraud-order law? R 

Mr. MANN. How many claims? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes; how many have been presented? 
Does the gentleman know of a single claim that has ever been 
presented under the present arbitrary method where the citizen 
is denied absolutely any of the rights that are afforded men in 
the courts of the country? 

Mr. MANN. There are just as many claims presented as the 
courts have decided cases against the United States. Of course 
there could be no claim presented to Congress up to the present 
time, where in every case the exercise of authority by the Post- 
inaster-General has been sustained, but the gentleman’s bill pro- 
ceeds upon the theory that there will be cases where the Post- 
master-General will be overruled, and I say that in every one of 
those cases there will be a claim presented to Congress for ruin- 
ing the man’s business. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman’s idea is this, that 
when a man wins in a contest he has a right of action for dam- 
ages, but when he loses he has none. Is that the theory of the 
gentleman? When he wins out he suffers damage and when he 
loses there has been no damage to him? 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman certainly is not serious in mak- 
ing the remark he does. If he is serious let me explain to him 
his own bill. Here is a proposition to hold a man’s mail up for 
two or three years. How many people will haye any business 
left at the end of that time? Here is a concern doing business, 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] says, in Kansas 
City—a liquor house. How much business would the Kansas 
City liquor dealer have at the end of two or three years’ time if 
he could receive no mail during that time? 

Mr. JAMES. His whisky would have aged. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. Some gentleman makes the remark that the 
whisky would have aged, but it would have added nothing to 
the value of the whisky in that case, because that whisky was 
composed of poor neutral spirits colored with caramel and 
flavored with a rye flavor. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. How does the gentleman know that? 
Did he buy any of it? Was he a consumer? 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman knows it in this way. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. CruMPACKER] says that the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Kansas City was that he would send 
out whisky; you could drink it, and if it was not what he 
represented it to be, you could send it back. [Laughter.] That 
was the statement of the gentleman from Indiana, 

Now, it is not well to say that these claims will not be pre- 
sented. What have we now on the Calendar in the way of 
claims? The United States some years ago passed a law pro- 
viding that there should be no seal catching in the Bering Sea 
off of the Pribilof Island. That law applied to the citizens of 
the United States and of the world. It was afterwards held 
in the arbitration with Great Britain that the United States 
had no authority to pass that law so far as foreign subjects were 
concerned. We seized a large number of vessels of American 
citizens for violation of that law, a plain, simple, straight viola- 
tion of the national law; and the great Committee on the 
Judiciary, which has reported this bill, has also reported in a 
bill to reimburse the citizens who violated the law of the United 
States and engaged in the seal fisheries contrary to the statutes. 
No one would have thought when that bill was passed that Con- 
gress would ever consider a proposition to pay a man for a 
violation of the law, and I do not believe that the Committee 
on Claims, which has proper jurisdiction of this bill, would 
have reported it; but the Committee on the Judiciary—amiable 
gentlemen, sometimes easily imposed upon by fairy tales—swell- 
ing their hearts with sympathy for the defrauded, haye indorsed 
a proposition to pay these people for a violation of the law of 
the United States. : 

A few years ago the State of Missouri presented a claim to 
the United States for money contracted in the equipment and 
pay of the enlisted Missouri Militia. Shortly after that claim 
was presented the State officials of Missouri put on record the 
statement that those claims were based on forgery, that they 
were fraudulent, that the great majority of them ought not to 
be paid, and yet we find upon the Calendar, reported from the 
Committee on War Claims, a bill already passed in the Senate 
of the United States, favorably reported to the House, which 
practically would mean the payment of all of these claims. 

It is not difficult to make a claim against the Government. 
Claim agents never tire. They never cease. And I warn the 


Congress that when a man has had his business closed up by 
the method proposed in this bill, if he succeeds in court, he will 
have a claim against the Government with so much moral 
equity in his favor that in the end it will be paid. If we confer 
any right, as I think we ought, upon these people against whom 
the order runs, we ought to confer that right in such a way 
that the case can be settled at the beginning, when there can be 
no claim against the Government. 

I do not know whether the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] is sufficient or not, but 
it seems perfectly patent to me, at least, that the bill proposed 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CrumpacKker] is not suffi- 
cient protection to the Government, and I think, personally, 
that when this matter comes again before the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, at another session of Congress, it will give more careful 
consideration to the rights of the Government and the rights of 
the innocent as against the rights of those who live by their 
wits. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 


ZELL]. 

Mr. OVERSTREET of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I want to say 
just a word. We ought not to allow ourselves to be carried away 
with any prejudice which may arise from any extraordinary 
cases. This fraud-order law is intended as a protection to the 
innocent public against the numerous efforts to separate those 
people from their money through fraudulent methods. When 
we remember that the media of advertisements aggregate mil- 
lions and millions, emanating from more than 40,000 separate 
periodicals enjoying the second-class privileges, and that 
hundreds of thousands of individuals and corporations using 
the mails other than by advertisement may use different media 
for getting their fraudulent methods to the public, we can appre- 
ciate the necessity of some restrictive measure for the protec- 
tion of the people. Therefore in the passage of any law 
which would change this present arbitrary power under the 
fraud-order law care should be exercised that the basis of our 
efforts should be for the protection of the largest number and 
not a basis which should be for the protection of the persons 
against whom the orders may haye issued. 

The cases cited by the gentleman from Illinois, many of which 
advertisements I haye myself seen in various papers of reputa- 
ble standing, are to be found in greater or lesser degree with 
reference to numerous other projects. It is impossible for the 
Post-Office Department to inquire as to all of them. But the 
more flagrant cases which have come under the notice of the 
Department have been prosecuted with great diligence. I admit 
that this fraud-order law is an exceedingly powerful law. It is 
necessarily arbitrary, because of the purpose of the law to pro- 
tect the great masses of the mail-using people. If, therefore, 
this bill, which is now brought in from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, should be passed as it is now before the House, I 
fear, with the hasty examination which I have given it, that 
its power for the investigation of actual frauds, frauds which 
will unquestionably deprive innocent people of their money, 
will be sufficiently depreciated or lessened that Congress will 
have made a very great mistake. 

I am therefore, Mr. Speaker, against the bill. I do not be- 
lieve the House ought to pass it, for the reason that it will in 
all probability result in greater harm than good. Yet, on the 
other hand, I am very frank to admit that there may be abuses 
of this arbitrary power. All arbitrary power that is conferred 
is subject to abuse. A dishonest official, an incapable official, 
a narrow-minded official, may exercise that arbitrary law to 
the great disadvantage of the people and might depart from 
the purpose of the law. But by the action of the liberal- 
minded official, the person who believes in the greatest possible 
liberality, an abuse may be permitted through his exercise of 
it. But the most of the people are protected in great degree 
against the thousands of fraudulent schemes which are laid 
before them by these various enterprises in advertisements 
given to them through the mail to exploit their plans of sepa- 
rating the people from their money. I think that the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, which gives 
the right of review of the proceedings of the Department by 
a proper Federal court, is perhaps a wise provision. I would 
not oppose that amendment. I would prefer to see even that 
amendment so changed that_a case which has been made by the 
Department under its method of investigation, if you please, 
may be regarded as a prima facie case. 

That is, let the court determine whether or not on that prima 
facie case, when modified by any other evidence which may be 
presented by the party to the court, the order should have been 
issued. To bring into this House such an extremely im- 
portant measure as the committee has brought, with a method of 
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‘procedure that notice after a certain period of time that a case 
may be heard with provision for a bond which may or may not 
be sufficient for the protection of the Government, and other 


provisions equally uncertain, is a mistake. I think we will be 
subject to the danger pointed out by the gentleman from Illinois 
Mr. MANN] that it might occasion numerous applications for 
damages against the Government or at least appropriations by 
Congress to cover supposed losses. So that I think it is better 
to let the whole subject fall rather than we should incur these 
dangers. I think, Mr. Speaker, that the public is entitled to 
some sort of protection by the Goyernment in the use of the mails 
against fraudulent schemes. You might not provide any better 
method than the present law gives, except possibly the right of 
review by a competent court. I think, therefore, that the House 
will best meet the situation by refusing to approve the bill, 
even though it should adopt this amendment. 

Mx. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, only a word or two on 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DALzELL]. The fundamental difference between his amend- 
ment and the original bill is that under his amendment there 
can be no review of the law and the facts of a fraud-order de- 
cision until after the order had been issued and the person af- 
fected by it had been publicly branded as a criminal or a 
perpetrator of fraud. Under the bill it is attempted to 
provide a way by which the fraud order shall not be finally 
effective until the person affected by it shall have had an oppor- 
tunity to go into court and by proper proof show that his con- 
duct has not been such as to justify the issuing of the order, 
and thereby obviate the entering of a record against him that 
will stand forever. 

What has been termed the cumbersome machinery of the 
bill has been found necessary in order that this right may be 
established, and at the same time the Postmaster-General may 
have the power to protect the public, pending an investigation, 
against individuals and institutions that may be fraudulent. 

The bill does not in any degree interfere with the power of 
the Postmaster-General to hold up the mails where he is satis- 
fied that they are being used for criminal or fraudulent pur- 
poses. The rights of the public are safeguarded, and at the 
same time the individual is secured the privilege of having 
questions of law and fact determined in courts of justice ac- 
cording to established procedure where he can, in the open 
and before the public if he is able to do so, establish his inno- 
cence of the misconduct which may be imputed against him. 

The criticism made by my friend from Ilinois [Mr. Mann] 
that claims may be presented for damages is, I think, hardly 
worthy of notice. We can not pass any law to preyent a Mem- 
ber of Congress from introducing a bill providing for the pay- 
ment of damages to this, that, or the other person for one griey- 
ance or another, real or fancied. There is no legal liability, and 
this bill creates none. It simply proposes to give the citizen a 
chance to go into the courts, and to have questions of such vital 
importance to him determined according to established proce- 
dure. It is the policy of the law to permit even the guilty to 
have a day in court, to face the witnesses, to be allowed to cross- 
examine them, to insist that they shall testify under oath, that 
they shall testify publicly, and I think it is asking very little 
to ask that men against whom fraud orders are about to be 
issued shall be accorded the same privilege. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the bill and 
amendments to the final passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr. Lacey]. The gentleman 
from Indiana moves the previous question on the bill and amend- 
ments to the final passage. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
MANN) there were—ayes 111, noes 1. 

Mr. MANN. I asked for a division in order to ascertain the 
presence of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tleman rise? 

Mr. MANN. 
quorum present, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will count. 

Mr. MANN (pending the count). I withdraw the point. 

Accordingly the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the 
amendment to the substitute offered by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]. 


For what purpose does the gen- 


I make the point of order that there is no 


The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 


DALZELL) there were—ayes 51, noes 82. 

Accordingly the amendment to the substitute was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the sub- 
stitute offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 
ZELL]: 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. What is the motion the Chair is now 
putting? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment, in the nature of a substitute, offered by the en 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Daze]. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. What was yoted on before? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment to that substi- 
tute. The question now is upon the substitute itself. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, what was the amendment that 
was offered? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. An amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to his own substitute. 

Mr. DALZELL. I simply asked leave to change my original 
motion, 1 am satisfied that the last vote shall determine the 
question. 

The substitute was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and ead: a third time, 
and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CruMPACKER, 2 motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


PANAMA CANAL. 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to report 
me following House joint resolution for immediate considera- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana reports a 
House joint resolution, which the Clèrk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, etec., That there be printed 16,000 copies of Senate Docu- 
ment No. 144, Fifty-ninth Congress, second session, being a special mes- 
sage of the President of the United States concerning the Panama 
Canal, to be accompanied by a map to be prepared under the direction 
of the Joint Committee on Printing, 5,000 copies for the use of the 
Senate, 10,000 copies for the use of the House ony Representatives, to 
be distributed through the folding room, and 1,000 copies for the use 
of the House of Representatives, to be distributed through the document 
room, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the joint resolution, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from In- 
diana yield to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I do. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, we have not been able to hear 
what the resolution is. We were not able to hear just what the 
resolution provides. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I want to inquire of 
the gentleman where the documents are to be placed? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. In the folding room. Ten 
thousand copies in the folding room of the House, 5,000 copies in 
the folding room of the Senate, and 1,000 in the document room 
of the House. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What do you want to put 1,000 in 
the document room of the House for? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Where they will be convenient. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And some fellow will go out and 
gobble the whole lump. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
if the message is to have the illustrations printed with it? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Yes; as they accompanied the 
message originally. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to 
that provision for 1,000 copies in the document room. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I object. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. This is not a question of unani- 
meus consent, it is a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman reports it from his com- 
mittee? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I do. 

The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair that it-is privileged. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, Mr. Speaker, I offer an 
amendment that the 1,000 copies provided for the document 
room be stricken out and be added to the quantity to be distrib- 
uted through the folding room. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the proposed amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words “one thousand copies for the use of the House 
of Representatives to be distributed 3 the document room,“ and 
in the second line from the end, change ten thousand" to “ eleven 
thousand; so it will read“ eleven thousand copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives to be distributed through the folding room.” 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will say. Mr. Speaker, that the 
provision for a thousand copies to be distributed through the 
document room of the House was made because the committee 


desired that that thousand copies be printed accompanied by 
the map as it originally appeared. Under the provisions of- the 
joint resolution, the committee is clothed with the power of pre- 
paring a map for the 15,000 copies that are to be printed for 
the House and Senate, to. be distributed through the folding 
room, We make that provision because we can get out the pub- 
lication at about one-half its original cost. The Senate, by rea- 
son of a Senate resolution, had 2,000 copies distributed through 
the document room of the Senate. There have been none at all, 
as originally presented, distributed through the document room 
of the House, and we felt that at least a thousand copies, with 
the map as originally prepared, ought to be at the disposal of 
the House. $ 

Now, the map, as it will be prepared under the joint commit- 
tee, will be as intelligent as the map that accompanied the mes- 
sage ofiginally, but the publication, if gotten out as originally 
presented, would cost in the neighborhood of $250 a thousand, 
whereas with the map as prepared by the committee it will cost 
$100 a thousand. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why not print them all under the 
cheaper plan? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Because we felt that the House 
ought to have at least a thousand copies with the map as it 
originally accompanied the message. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Indiana says that the orig- 
inal cost of the message, with the map as originally sent out, 
was $250 a thousand. I -talked with a gentleman connected 
with the Isthmian Canal Commission, who told me that the cost 
was nothing like that. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. That is the report that the Com- 
mittee on Printing has from the Publie Printer. 

Mr. MANN. The original map belongs to the Isthmian Canal 
Commission, and all the cost there is is the presswork and 
binding. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I do not think that the plans 
belong to the Isthmian Canal Commission. 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. The information the committee 
had was that as the map was originally prepared the cost would 
be $250 a thousand. 

Mr. MANN. The reason I asked the gentleman is because I 
was told through the document room that a new edition of this 
publication would cost $250 a thousand. It seemed to me so 
exorbitant that I took the trouble to ask, and was told that they 
owned the plates; that it would cost nothing so far as the use 
of the plates was concerned, but that the only cost would be the 
presswork, paper, and binding. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. We secured our estimate from 
the Public Printer. 

Mr. MANN. Well, the Government Printer assumed a case, 
then, which did not exist. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
If it be true that this thousand copies that are going to the 
document room are going to be more valuable than the others 
by reason of having better maps, is not that all the more reason 
why they should be sent to the folding room so that each Mem- 
ber of the House should have his equal share? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Well, in view of the fact that 
the Senate distributed 2,000 copies through the document room 
of the Senate, where they were available to those who wanted 
them immediately, we felt this thousand copies, gottén out 
sooner than the whole edition, would be available at an earlier 
date, and that those Members who were pressed for copies would 
have an opportunity of securing them, 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Would it not be better for us all to 
wait a little while and let each Member have his proper share 
through the folding room than to put them into the document 
room, where just a few Members will get more than they ought 
to have and others none? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. That will give each Member 
only about three copies. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Well, that is what each Member 
ought to have, and each Member won’t get that if they go to the 
document room, because some of them will get none. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the resolu- 
tion by providing that the plates now owned and in possession 
of the Isthmian Canal Commission be used in the preparation 
of the maps which it is proposed to haye prepared under this 
report. 

The SPEAKER. But there is an amendment pending, the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARK], and that is first in order. 

Mr. MADDEN. Then I move to amend the amendment. 

Mr. MANN. It is not germane. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman's amendment would be in. 


order after this amendment is-disposed of. 

Mr. MADDEN. Very well. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Indiana a question. If this amendment of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] is adopted by the House, would it 
cut off the printing of the thousand copies with the original 
maps? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I do not understand it would. 
It would simply provide for their distribution through the fold- 
ing room. I have no objection to distributing the thousand 
copies through the folding room of the House. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why does the gentleman then state that 15,000 


copies are to be issued on plates or maps to be prepared by the 


Committee on Printing and 1.000 on the original maps? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. That is what the chairman of 
the Committee on Printing did announce. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the resolution does not provide for it, where 
do you get that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It does provide for it. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. ‘The resolution does not provide 
for that, but the Committee on Printing would have control of 
it to that extent. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, that is something the committee has up its 
sleeve, so to speak. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Yes, sir. 


Mr. PAYNE. I was afraid if the amendment of the gentle- . 


man from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] struck out this provision about 
the thousand copies that it might result in striking out any 
authority of the Committee on Printing to print the 1,000 copies 
with the original maps. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? As I 
understand, when this message came to Congress it was not or- 
dered by the House to be printed with the illustrations. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. It was printed out of money ap- 
propriated by Congress for the Panama Commission. 

Mr. MANN. I understand; but when it came to the House it 
was not ordered to be printed by the House with the illustra- 
tions. - 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. It was not. 

Mr. MANN. Ordinarily when a document comes to the House 
and is printed a certain number go to the document room. It 
is from that number that the newspaper men are supplied. It 
is from that number that the various Government oflicials are 
supplied, so that if the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CLARK] should prevail there would be no quota out 
of which the newspaper men could be supplied or out of which 
Government officials could be supplied, the entire number going 
to the folding room to the credit of the individual Members of 
the House. 
` Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. The usual number is in process 
of printing under the Senate order. 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman is mistaken. The docu- 
ment has already been printed by the Senate. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I would say this, that the usual 
number has not yet been placed in the document room, but is 
now in the process of printing under the Senate order. They 
will be available for the newspaper men and others, as the gen- 
tleman suggests. 

Mr. MANN. The House did not order the original message 
printed with illustrations, Now the Senate ordered it printed 
with illustrations, ` 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. But under the rule the usual 
number is printed. 

Mr. MANN. Is not the gentleman mistaken about the usual 
number being printed when it is a second printing? This is a 
second printing. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. But I say under the rule the 
usual number will be printed, and the usual number has xot yet 
been given to the document room. 

Mr. PAYNE. The usual number will be printed whether this 
resolution is passed or not. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. The usual number will be 
printed, whether this resolution is passed or not, and will be 
placed in the document room, where those whom the gentleman 
has mentioned have access to it. 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman is again mistaken about 
that. The law provides that these documents shall not be 
printed with illustrations unless it is especially authorized. 
Now, when this message came to the House, it was not directed 
to be printed with illustrations, so there is no usual number 
printed and the usual number goes in the air on this proposition. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. My information from the docu- 
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ment room was that the usual number would be received in a 
few days and would be available. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question was taken; and the amendmert was agreed to. 

Mr. MADDEN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I propose the amendment 
I suggested a few moments ago, namely, that the report be 
printed from the plates in possession of and owned by the 
Isthmian Canal Commission. I can not understand, Mr. 
Speaker, why it costs more to print a thousand with the original 
map than it is proposed to pay for the printing of the 10,000 
which go to the document room or folding room, unless it is 
that the Committee on Printing proposes to make a smaller map 
than the one which was supplied with the report submitted by 
the President some time ago. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Illinois will pause 
until the amendment is reported to see if it is in the shape 
in which he desires it. The gentleman from Illinois offers the 
following amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


1 1 after the words “ folding room" at the end of the resolution, the 
‘ollowing : 

»The plates owned by and in the ssession of the Isthmian Canal 
Commission shall be used in printing the said document hereunder.” 


Mr. MADDEN. I move the adoption of the amendment, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I will say in this 
connection that the estimate the committee received on this 
publication, accompanied by the map as originally presented to 
the House, will cost $250 a thousand. As presented with the 
map, as it will be reduced and changed, they will cost $100 a 
thousand. ; 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will. 

Mr. MADDEN. I presume that report is based on the theory 
that a new plate would have to be made, or upon another theory 
that the plate which it is proposed to make will be so small that 
it will not compare at all with the plate from which the original 
map was made. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. It is based upon the theory that 
the information of the committee was that this plate was not 
owned by .the Isthmian Canal Commission, but they simply 
ordered this map prepared at so much a thousand. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman answer this question? 
Who made the plate? 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. It was made in New York. 

Mr. MADDEN. Who authorized it to be made? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. The Isthmian Canal Commis- 
sion. 

Mr. MADDEN. Who paid for it? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. The Isthmian Canal Commis- 
sion. 4 

Mr. MADDEN. That was paid for out of Government funds? | 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. It was. 

Mr. MADDEN. Then it otght to be owned by the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. But it is not. 

Mr. MADDEN. Why is it not? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Because the Government did not 
buy the plate, but did buy the map, just as the Government did 
not buy the Jefferson Bible plates. The Jefferson Bible plates 
are owned by the contractor in Chicago. 

Mr. MADDEN. The statement made by my colleague from 
Illinois is to the effect that he has information, which is reliable, 
to the effect that the plates are owned and in possession of the 
Isthmian Canal Commission. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Well, the information the com- 
mittee had was to the contrary, and I will say to the gentleman 
from Chicago that this map would be reduced about half its 
present size and would not be printed in colors, but would have 
just as much in it as it is now prepared. 

Mr. MADDEN. I see no reason, Mr. Speaker, notwithstand- 
ing the statement of the gentleman, why we should be compelled 
to make a new plate. The Government has paid for making a 
plate once, and if that plate is in existence it ought to be the 
property of the Government, and there ought to be no further 
expenditure for making the plate in order that we may have 
the map in the report. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I will say that 
that same suggestion was made when the Jefferson Bible was 
originally printed. It was contended on the floor of this House 
that inasmuch as we had bought and paid for 10,000 copies of 
that publication we ought to own the plates, but we did not own 
the plates, and we never have owned the plates. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a statement? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Certainly. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, when this measure came before 
the House and was not printed I made inquiry in the docu- 
ment room in regard to it, and was told there that the Printing 
Office had reported that it would cost $250 a thousand to print 
the message. I saw Mr. Bishop, the secretary of the Isthmian 
Canal Commission, and made the statement to him that it had 
been reported to me that it would cost $250 a thousand to print 
this message with the illustrations, because the Government did 
not own the plates. I will say that the plate with reference to 


‘the map was not specifically mentioned. 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will say to the gentleman that 
the other plates are owned by the Government, but not the map 
plate. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Bishop stated to me that there was no rea- 
son why it should cost $250 a thousand, or, in his judgment, 
more than $50 a thousand, because the Isthmian Canal Com- 
mission owned all the plates, and that they were at the service 
of the Government Printing Office at any time without expense 
and that the Commission was ready to turn them over. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Did. Mr. Bishop say that the 
Isthmian Canal Commission owned the map plate? 

Mr. MANN. The map plate was not specifically mentioned, 
but the cost was mentioned, and he spoke of all of the plates. 
Either Mr. Bishop was very much mistaken or else he did not 
know what was in the message. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I want to get a 
little more information on that point. The gentleman under- 
took just now to state, and did state, that this was a case similar 
to the case of the Jefferson Bible. He said that the Jefferson 
Bible was printed by plates that were owned by some private 
firm. Well, these plates are owned by the Panama Canal Com- 
mission and the Panama Canal Commission is controlled by the’ 
United States, and all the money that it takes to make plates 
for them ought to make any other Government work the Gov- 
ernment of the United States pays for. Why should we not 
take these plates away from the Panama Commission, which we 
control, and use them in printing these maps? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will say to the 1 from 
Tennessee that the information of the Committee on Printing is 
to the effect that the plate from which the map was printed was 
not owned by the Panama Commission. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Who owns it? 2 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. It was owned by some con- 
tractor, as I understand it, in New York or Philadelphia New 
York, I think. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
dent to have it printed? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. He prepared this plate and sold 
the Government so many maps for so much money, just as we 
originally bought 10,000 of the Jefferson Bible for so much 
money. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Of course, if a private individual 
owns that map plate, we can not control it, but I think the reso- 
lution the gentleman has offered should be modified so as to 
eliminate that and let us bave the balance of the plates. Of 
course we control the Panama Canal Commission and give them 
all the money they want. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will say, if the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mappen] is voted 
down, that the publication will be issued with all the plates ex- 
cept the map plate, as they appeared in the original publication. 
Then the map that will accompany the publication will be of 
reduced size, but be just as intelligent as the map that accom- 
panied the original publication, and will not cost half the price 
and will not be a detached map. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment to the 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment by addin 


“So far as the Isthmian Cana 
free use of the necessary plates.” 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was according read 
the third time, and passed. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON LATE HON. ROCKWOOD HOAR. 


Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the order which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows 


He just loaned it to the Presi- 


The Clerk will report the amendment to the 


at the end thereof the following: 
Commission owns and controls the 


Ordered, That there be a KANON of the House on Sunday. February 
10, 1907, at 12 m., which shall be set apart for memorial addresses on 
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the life, character, and public services of Hon. Rockwoop Hoar, late 
A Banten DATIVO from the Third Congressional district of Massa- 
chuse 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 
The question was taken, and the order was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following telegram, 
which was read : ji 
CHICAGO, ILL., January 7, 1907. 
Hon. Josxrn G. CANNON, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0.: 


For the past two days I have been laid up sick at home. I started 
for Washington yesterday, but had a relapse on train and had to return 
from Fort Wayne. I will appreciate it if you will secure a leave of 
absence for me on account, of sickness. N : 
WILLIAM LORIMER. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the leave of absence will 
be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 43 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. ; 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executiye com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: Š 

A letter from the Secretary of War, submitting a preliminary 
report as to legislation requiring reports as to proceeds of sales 
of public property, with a statement of payments from such 
funds—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Catharine Kelton against The United States—to the Committee 

_on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
the heirs of Theodorick Bland, deceased, against The United 
States—to the. Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a cepy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
C. J. McKee, administrator of estate of David B. Johnson. 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 


copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for meandering the north bank of 
the Popo Agie River and the south bank of the Big Wind 
River, Shoshone Indian Reservation, Wyo.—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting a 
statement of the mail matter entered at the Washington City 
post-office by the Treasury Department, under the penalty privi- 
lege from July 1 to December 31, 1906—to. the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of State, submitting a re- 
quest that Samuel R. Gummeré be empowered to receive a sword 
from the Sultan of Morocco—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
papers in the claim of the Charleston (S. C.) Light and Water 
Company—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

4 A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the president of the Board of Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia submitting an estimate of 
deficiency appropriation for the public schools of the District— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, sub- 
mitting a statement of the expenditures of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey for the year ended June 30, 1906—to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Commerce and 
Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William Erwin against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
E. M. Tate, administrator of estate of David N. Tate, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
W. A. Montgomery, administrator of estate of Willis Lowe, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Mary J. Brown, administratrix of estate of Jesse A. Brown, 
against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. . 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William Bryant against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
W. J. Penn, administrator of estate of William Penn, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Cain Leach against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
John D. Long against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
G. W. Elmore, administrator of estate of George W. Pierce, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. i 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
George C. Strauss, administrator of estate of Peter Strauss, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of the harbor of Hilo, Hawaii—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed with illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting re- 
ports of deliquencies of officers of the Government in accounts 
and balances—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- 
ury Department, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Director of the Geological Survey, transmit- 
ting the annular report of the Survey for the fiscal year 
1905-6—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. : 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
- RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
21689) to increase the limit of cost of five light-house. tenders 
heretofore authorized, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5882); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22543) granting 
to the town of Pawnee, in Pawnee County, Okla., certain lands 
for park, educational, and other public purposes, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by.a report (No. 5883) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: : 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22203) granting 
an increase of pension to Oliver J. Burns, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5631) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22217) granting 
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an increase of pension to George W. Boughner, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5632) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22214) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas J. Prouty, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5633); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
_which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22270) granting 
an increase of pension to Michael Hogan, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5634) ; which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22272) granting 
a pension to George W. Rodefer, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5635) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22280) granting an increase of pension 
to Emily V. Ackley, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5636) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22288) granting an increase of pension 
to Samuel L. Davis, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5637); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22424) granting an increase of pension 
to William Faulkner, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5638); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22431) 
granting an increase of pension to Alden Youngman, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5639) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22442) granting 
an increase of pension to John Clark, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5640); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22448) grant- 
ing a pension to F. Medora Johnson, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5641); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22451) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John McCaslin, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5642); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
22500) granting an increase of pension to Minor Cleavenger, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 5643) ; which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22551) granting 
an increase of pension to Wilson Siddell, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5644); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
22566) granting an increase of pension to Joseph L. Six, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5645); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22602) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John H. Passon, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5646) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22607) granting an increase of pension 
to John T. Hetherlin, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5647) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private’ Calendar. ; 3 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22624) granting an increase of pension 
to Louisa M. Carothers, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5648); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1150) granting 
a pension to Emma J. Turner, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5649) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22651) granting 
an increase of pension to Emily J. Cadmus, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5650); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22684) granting 
an increase of pension to William Sherk, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5651); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22717) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary A. Brick, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5652) ; which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22734) granting 
an increase of pension to Marshall Maier, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5653); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22749) granting 
a pension to Della S. Easton, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5654) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22756) granting 
an increase of pension to Levi Curtis, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5655); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22766) granting 
an increase of pension to Soren V. Kalsem, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5656); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22771) 
granting an increase of pension to William J. Courter, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5657) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22776) granting 
an increase of pension to James E. Converse, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5658); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20929) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas D. King, reported the same 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5659); which -` 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22853) granting 
an increase of pension to Burden H. Barrett, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5660); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22937) 
granting an increase of pension to Edward Murphy, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5661) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22976) granting an increase of pension 
to Milton Stevens, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5662) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22994) granting 
an increase of pension to Lucinda C. Musgrove, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5663) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22997) 
granting an increase of pension to Edmond D. Doud, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5664) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22995) granting an increase of pension 
to Nathaniel Y. Buck, reported the same without amendment, 
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accompanied by a report (No. 5665); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22416) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Barbara E. Schwab, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5666) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Nr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23036) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Cutler Mitchell, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5667) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20973) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry Lufft, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5668); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21837) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James W. Kasson, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5669) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14378) granting an increase of pension 
to Charles Settle, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5670); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 742) granting 
an increase of pension to James Wintersteen, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5671) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21836) granting 
a pension to Mary C. Hall, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5672) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21832) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Wilkinson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5673); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21828) granting 
an increase of pension to Noah Perrin, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5674); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21808) granting 
an increase of pension to Levi Mitchell, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5675); Which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21798) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew Spencer, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5676); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21724) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John D. Martin, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5677); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (II. R. 21702) granting an increase of pension 
‘to John Cyrus Rinehart, reported the same with amendment, 
accoinpanied by a report (No. 5678) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21660) 
granting an inerease of pension to Emma Fehr, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5679); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21651) 
granting an increase of pension to Jacob B. Butts, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5680) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21626) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Calvin Barker, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5681); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Ille also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (II. R. 21617) granting an increase of pension 
to William Miller, reported the same with amendment, accom- 


panied by a report (No. 5682) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21575) granting an increase of pension 
to Calvin E. Morley, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5683); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20586) granting 
an increase of pension to Calyin Judson, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5684); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Priyate Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21551) granting an increase of pension 
to Alfred E. Lucas, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5685) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21519) 
granting an increase of pension to Montezuma Saint John, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5686) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21524) granting 
an increase of pension to Elison Gatewood, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5687); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21483) 
granting an increase of pension to George S. Wood, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5688) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 21448) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jesse Jackman, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5689); which 

aid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21428) granting an increase of pension 
to Cornelius H. Lawrence, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5690) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, frem the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 21375) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John S. Cornwell, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5691); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21307) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel Fauyer, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5692); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bili of the House (H. R. 21344) granting an increase of pension 
to Edward S. Lightbourne, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5693) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21347) 
granting an increase of pension to Jeanette M. Guiney, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5694) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 22155) 
granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. Armstrong, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5695) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. š 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13201) granting 
a pension to Sarah A. Jones, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5696) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22090) 
granting an increase of pension to Severt Larson, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5697); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22094) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert J. Hamre, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5698); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bill of the House (H. R. 22088) granting an increase of pension 


to Gottlieb Schweitzer, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5699); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22069) granting 
an inerease of pension to Caroline W. Congdon, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5700) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22067) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Levi E. Miller, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5701); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22065) granting an increase of pension 
to Henry Utter, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5702); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the-same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22052) granting a pension to James A. 
Meredith, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 5703).; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22039) grant- 
ing a pension to Alethia White, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5704) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22015) granting’an increase of pension 
to William Reese, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5705); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21997) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Martha Joyce, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5706); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21961) granting 
an increase of pension to Haryey F. Wood, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5707); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21906) 
granting an increase of pension to John M. Bruder, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5708) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1185) granting 
a pension to Josiah C. Hancock, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5709) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21896) granting 
an increase of pension to George H. Field, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5710); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21881) granting 
an increase of pension to Mahala Jones, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5711); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21856) granting 
an increase of pension to Jolm G. Viall, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5712); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21848) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles W. Arthur, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5713); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21852) granting 
an increase of pension to James M. Eaman, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5714); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21843) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert H. Delaney, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5715); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20557) granting 
a pension to Webster Miller, reported the same with amendment, 
aecompanied by a report (No. 5716) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr: FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21283) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick De Planque, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5717) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21258) granting 
an increase of pension to James Dopp, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5718); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21256) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Foster, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5719); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11141) granting an increase of pension 
to Jesse S. Miller, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 5720); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21227) granting a pension to Cora A. 
Lasley, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 5721); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H R. 21157) granting an increase of pension 
to George C. Peak, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 5722); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. ; 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21139) granting 
an increase of pension to Willa Fyffe, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5723); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21086) granting 


an increase of pension to Jerry Johnson, reported the same with 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5724); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21077) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew M. Dunn, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5725); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21060) granting 
an increase of pension to Gottlieb Kirchner, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5726); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the -Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20966) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas H. Jones, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5727); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21000) granting a pension to Jessie F. 
Evans, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 5728); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19943) 
granting an increase of pension to E. La Coste, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5729); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20967) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel W. Hines, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5730); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 20930) granting an increase of pension 
to Joseph Ronge, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5731) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20862) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to August Weber, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5732); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 


Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23051) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Volney S. Topping, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5733); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23263) granting an increase of pension 
to Michael Downs, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5734); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20715) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles Ballantyne, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5735) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20727) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Conwell, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5736); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20717) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Adelbert E. Bleekman, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5737); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (II. R. 20719) granting an increase of pension 
to James O. Price, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5738); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20737) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William G. Whitney, reported the 
same with an amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5739) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20856) granting 
an increase of pension to Catherine A. Greene, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5740); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20852) granting 
an increase of pension to T. T. Tate, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5741); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20842) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Joyce, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5742); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20689) 
granting an increase of pension to Francis Doughty, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5743); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 20558) granting an increase of pension 
to Mark W. Terrill, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5744); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. ‘ 2 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20571) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick J. Dowland, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5745) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20614) 
granting an increase of pension to James Howardson, sr., 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5746); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20618) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Brinton, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5747); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20686) 
granting an increase of pension to Joshua S. Jayne, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5748) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
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bill of the House (H. R. 20568) granting an increase of pension 
to Chester R. Pitt, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 5749); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Priyate Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23166) granting an increase of pension 
to William S. Voris, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5750) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, BRADLEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21113) granting 
an increase of pension to Emma E. Chamberlain, reported the 
Same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5751); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. ` 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H, R. 21246) 
granting a pension to Margaret Gilroy, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5752); which said 
bill.and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20729) granting 
an increase of pension to Benjamin Lyons, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5783); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20822) granting 
an increase of pension to Milton L. Howard, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5754) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20882) granting 
an increase of pension to Luther W. Harris, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5755) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21148) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob A. Graham, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5756) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1512) granting 
an increase of pension to Melvin T. Edmonds, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5757); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1252) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary E. Mathes, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5758); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 725) grant- 
ing a pension to George E. Smith, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5759); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 637) for the 
relief of William H. Bone, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5760) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16340) granting 
an increase of pension to William M. Harris, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5761) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17058) granting 
an increase of pension to J. H. O’Brion, reported the same witli 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5762); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16487) granting an increase of pension 
to Martha Lavender, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5763); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (II. R. 13956) granting an increase of pension 
to Alfred Featheringill, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5764) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20589) granting 
an inerease of pension to Amanda Cherry, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5765) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
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which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13805) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaac Gordon, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5766); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15463) granting 
an increase of pension to John Robb, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5767); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6519) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel W. Whybark, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5768); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6424) 
granting a pension to George Price, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5769); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6165) granting 
an increase of pension to Nelson Everson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5770); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20834) granting 
an increase of pension to Franklin Comstock, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5771); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6088) granting 
an increase of pension to James R. Chapman, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5772); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6060) granting 
an increase of pension to Lorenzo B. Fish, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5773); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20613) granting 
an increase of pension to Hiram Steele, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5774); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20851) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Hamme, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5775); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5829) 
granting an increase of pension to George Anderson, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5776) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5801) granting 
an increase of pension to Algernon E. Castner, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5777); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5595) 
granting an increase of pension to Elisha Brown, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5778); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5187) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert John, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5779); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4833) granting 
an increase of pension to S. F. Anderson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5780); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4719) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Trumbull, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 5781) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4692) granting 
an increase of pension to Levi Welch, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5782); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
22502) granting an increase of pension to Orren D. Haskell, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5783); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4673) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Rowe, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5784); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4151) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John W. Howard, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5785); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3989) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Hiram T. Houghton, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5786); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3740) 
granting an increase of pension to John G. H. Armistead, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5787) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2769) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Ethan A. Valentine, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5788); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2726) granting 
an increase of pension to John C. Keach, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5789); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2286) granting 
a pension to Jacob Miller, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No, 5790); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2056) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Lucas Longendyke, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5791); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1937) 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. Williams, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 5792) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid: Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8553) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas E. Aylesworth, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5793) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12497) granting an increase of pension 
to Allen M. Haight, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5794); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10219) grant- 
ing a pension to George 8. Boyd, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5795); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20728) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Ira D. Hill, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5796); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10033) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel C. Roe, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5797); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7666) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph C. Mahaffey, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5798); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9278) granting 
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an increase of pension to Melville A. Nichols, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5799); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5174) granting 
an increase of pension to Patrick Turney, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5800); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21960) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah Betts, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5801); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Priyate Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9921) granting 
a pension to Ann Lytle, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5802) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7393) 
granting an increase of pension to Ferdinand David, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5803) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22092) granting 
an increase of pension to Simon McAteer, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5804) ; which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21343) granting 
an increase of pension to James C. Murray, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5805); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. - 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21446) granting 
an increase of pension to William W. Crum, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5806); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22748) granting 
an increase of pension to Willard P. Fisher, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5807) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22718) granting 
an increase of pension to William Dean, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5808); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22501) 
granting an increase of pension to Austin B. Truman, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5809) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. ws 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22376) granting 
a pension to William M. Colby, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5810); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. . 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22452) granting 
an increase of pension to William A. Narrin, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5811); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22281) 
granting an increase of pension to Leonard Tyler, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5812); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22207) granting 
an increase of pension to William A. Harlan, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5813) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20860) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles T. Chapman, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5814); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7551) granting 
a pension to Daniel Robb, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5815) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
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sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. T378) 
granting an increase of pension to John L. Brown, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5816); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6537) granting an increase of pension 
to William Jackson, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5817); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6524) granting 
an increase of pension to Amos Snyder, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5818); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4149) granting 
an increase of pension to Thompson Wall, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5819); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5776) grant- 
ing a pension to Priscilla A. Campbell, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5820); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18881) 
granting an increase of pension to Alexander B. Mott, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5821) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 18723) granting a pension to William 
E. Hannigan, reported the same with.amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 5822) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18681) granting 
an increase of pension to William E. Gray, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5823); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 18323) granting an increase of pension 
to Richard B. Rankin, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5824); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 18242) granting an increase of pension 
to Francis Anderson, reported the same with amendment, a¢com- 
panied by a report (No. 5825); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18042) 
granting an increase of pension to James H. Sinclair, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5826) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18014) granting 
an increase of pension to Elbridge P. Boyden, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5827); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from-the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17773) granting 
a pension to Carel Lane, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5828) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17642) granting 
an increase of pension to Roland M. Johnson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5829); whieh 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17620) 
granting an increase of pension to Michael Pendergast, alias 
Michael Blake, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 5830) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 17331) granting an increase of pension 
to D. V. Donnelly, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5831) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20734) granting 
an increase of pension to Amos Kellner, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5832); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22506) 
granting an increase of pension to James F. Smith, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5833) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22568) granting an increase of pension 
to John H. Christman, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5834); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21255) granting. 


an increase of pension to Thomas McDowell, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5835); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22528) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel Fuller, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5836); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill.of the House (H. R. 20855) granting 
an increase of pension to George Hierl, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5837); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21909) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. W. ‘Tanner, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5838); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
17330) granting an increase of pension to William Tuders, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 5839); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16283) granting an increase of pension 
to A. H. R. Calvin, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5840) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 16222) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Napoleon B. Ferrell, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5841); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16181). grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Ann Rafferty, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5842); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15874) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Benjamin B. Ream, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5843); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13031) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas H. Leslie, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5844); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14860) granting 
an increase of pension to William D. Campbell, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5845); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14715) granting 
an increase of pension to Norman W. McDonald, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5846) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19762) granting 
an increase of pension to Clara C. Edsall, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5847); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16886) granting 
a pension to James W. Murray, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5848); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23171) 
granting an increase of pension to Harmon Veatch, reported the 
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same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5849); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5173) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob Henninger, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5850); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19133) granting 
an increase of pension to Fergus P. McMillan, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5851); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19294) 
granting an increase of pension to Francis M. Hatton, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5852) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19400) granting 
an increase of pension to Washington M. Brown, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5853); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13253) 
granting an increase of pension to R. M. C. Hill, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5854); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12523) granting 
an increase of pension to Gancelo Leighton, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5855) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. : 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11959) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry J. Rice, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5856); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11869) granting an increase of pension 
to Henry A. Geduldig, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5857) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11362) granting 
an increase of pension to Nicholas A. Bovee, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5858); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11307) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph J. Roberts, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5859); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10721) granting 
an increase of pension to Harriett J. Lewis, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5860); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12124) granting 
an increase of pension to Howard Brown, reported the same: 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5861) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr: BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 10317) granting 
an increase of pension to Clarissa A. Frederick, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5862) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10402) 
granting an increase of pension to Albert H. Campbell, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5863) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11708) granting an increase of pension 
to Jesse Ask, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 5864) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 20244) granting an increase of pension 
to Alfred Hayward, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5865); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANBY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20236) granting 
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an increase of pension to W. E. Richards, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5866); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20224) granting 
an increase of pension to Philip Hamman, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5867); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20201) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles W. Airey, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5868) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19976) grant- 
ing a pension to Nelson Isbell, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5869) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2764) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George L. Robinson, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5870); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. : 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19967) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Martin L. Ohr, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5871); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
` which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19969) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry K. Burger, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5872); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19863) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Walter B. Swain, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5873); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19772) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary L. Kirlin, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5874); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pehsions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19770) granting 
an increase of pension to James G. Van Dewalker, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5875); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19581) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary E. Bookhammer, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5876); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19526) 
granting an increase of pension to Judson H. Holcomb, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5877); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. : 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19448) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Abiram P. McConnell, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5878); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20215) 
granting an increase of pension to Riley J. Berkely, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5879); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21331) granting an increase of pension 
to Robert O. Bradley, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5880) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KAHN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 13) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to award the Congressional 
medal of honor to Roe Reisinger, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5884); which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
pts: following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ows: 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 23551) making appropriation for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908—to the Union 
Calendar. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 23552) to authorize the with- 
drawal from entry of all gas, oil, lignite, and coal upon the 
publie lands and providing for the leasing of the same—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23553) to authorize the withdrawal from 
entry of one-half of the remaining coal, gas, lignite, and oil in 
the public lands, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23554) to authorize the creation of coal, 
gas, and oil reserves, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 23555) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act amending section 4708 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, in relation to pensions to remarried widows, 
approved March 3, 1901,” approved February 28, 1903—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 23556) prohibiting the pur- 
chase or procurement, sale, gift, or disposition of intoxicating 
liquors to minors by unlicensed persons—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 23557) to cause a survey to be 
made of Erie Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 23558) amending an act to 
regulate commerce, approved February 4, 1887, and all acts 
amendatory thereof—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. : 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 23559) to amend, 
modify, and simplify the pension laws of the United States—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 23560) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Columbia River 
between Benton and Franklin counties, in the State of Washing- 
ton, by the North Coast Railroad Company—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23561) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Columbia River between Walla Walla and 
Benton counties, in the State of Washington, by the North 
Coast Railroad Company—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 3 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 23562) regulating 
life insurance companies and the issuing and delivering of life 
insurance policies in the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LAMAR: A bill (H. R. 23563) to levy and collect an 
import duty on long staple cotton imported into the United 
States from foreign countries—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23564) to provide compensation for car- 
riers of rural free delivery mail—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. a 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 23565) to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Interior to review the cases of certain 
Choctaw Indians claiming citizenship in the Choctaw tribe—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 23566) to establish 
a subtreasury at Montgomery, Ala.—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 23567) to en- 
courage agriculture in the Philippine Islands by granting cer- 
tain concessions and guaranties to a corporation to be known 
as the Philippine Agricultural Bank, the business of which 
shall be the making of loans to agriculturists in the Philip- 
pine Islands upon real estate, growing crops, or other security 
duly authorized by this act, for the purpose of enabling them to 
pay off existing debts, to make improvements upon their lands, 
to purchase agricultural implements, farm animals, fertilizers, 
and seed, and to make other similar expenditures desirable and 
proper for the advancement and improvement of agriculture in 
the Philippine Islands—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 23568) to secure a better 
system of report and accountability by the governments of the 
insular possessions of the United States—to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs. : 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 23569) to amend section 
3243 of chapter 3 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
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1 relation to special taxes —to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 23570) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to amend an act to construct a bridge across the Mis- 
souri River at a point between Kansas City and Sibley, in Jack- 
son County, Mo.,” approved March 19, 1904—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 23571) to ratify and con- 
firm elections held under and by virtue of the provisions of an 
act to amend an act to prohibit the passage of special or local 
laws in the Territories, to limit the Territorial indebtedness, 
etc.—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 23572) to authorize the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue to remove certain restrictions 
upon the manufacture of alcoholic spirits, so as to facilitate the 
erection of distilleries producing alcohol to be denatured—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 23573) authorizing the pur- 
chase of a fish hatchery owned by the State of Michigan and 
located at Sault Ste. Marie, Mich.—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 23574) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to detail officers of the Army for service in 
the construction of good roads in the several States—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 23575) appropriating the sum’ 


necessary for completion of addition to the public building at 
Burlington, Iowa—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 23576) to provide for the 
extension of New Hampshire avenue, in the District of Colum- 


bia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the District | 


of Columbia. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 23577) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Waterville, Me.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. ; 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 23578) to authorize the county 
of Clay, in the State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge across 
Black River at or near Bennetts Ferry, in said county and 
State—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 23579) to regulate the sal- 
aries of letter carriers in free-delivery offices—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 23580) granting thirty days’ 
leave of absence with pay each year to every member of the 
Metropolitan police of the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 23581) to extend the 
privileges of the transportation of dutiable merchandise without 
appraisement to the city of Dallas, in the State of Texas—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 23582) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to establish a uniform system of 
bankruptcy throughout the United States,“ approved July 1, 
1898—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (HI. R. 23583) to provide for the in- 
vestigation of the water resources in the United States—to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A concurrent resolution (H. ©. Res. 47) 
accepting the statue of Jabez Lamar Monroe Curry, to be placed 
in Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HAY: A resolution (H. Res. 677) as to certain tests 
made by the Department of Agriculture—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. AMES: A resolution (H. Res. 678) to pay to Charles 
H. Mann, superintendent of the Press Gallery of the House, a 
certain sum of money—to the Committee on Accounts. - 

By Mr. DAWSON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res, 212) making 
each Saturday after 12 o’clock noon during the months of July, 
August, and September only, In each year, a legal holiday for 
certain officers and employees of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. : 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 213) authorizing the appointment of a special com- 
missioner for the Jamestown Exposition—to the Committee on 
Industrial Arts and Expositions. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 23584) granting an increase 
of pension to E. B. Milligan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. s 


Also, a bill (H. R. 23585) granting an increase of pension to 
D. G. Roney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23586) granting an increase of pension to 
Reuben Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 23587) granting an increase of 
pension to Phineas P. Trowbridge—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R..23588) conferring juris- 
diction upon the Court of Claims to hear, try, and determine the 
land claims of the heirs of Jacques Clamorgan, deceased—to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 23589) granting an increase 
of pension to William Van Gorden—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 23590) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James W. Bedell—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23591) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry MecNeil—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23592) granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Harroyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 23593) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles M. Buck—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23594) granting an increase of pension to 
Rolin J. Southerland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23595) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Guttery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A bill (II. R. 23596) granting 


an increase of pension to H. O. Bennum—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 23597) granting an increase 
of pension te George W. Bireley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 28598) granting a pension to Robert R. 
Clendenin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 23599) granting an increase 
of pension to Alfred B. Stansil—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 23600) granting 
an honorable discharge to James T. Brown—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 23601) granting 
an increase of pension to Emil Wiegleb—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A Dill (H. R. 23602) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ashley W. Holland—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 23603) 
granting an increase of pensidn to Samuel Desbrow—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 23604) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Pfeiffer—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 23605) to correct the mil- 
itary record of C. W. Walker—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23606) to correct the military record of 
Mifflin R. Mayer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23607) granting a pension to Martha E. 
Doebler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23608) granting an increase of pension to 
John Manley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23609) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel P. Wallis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23610) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Bowman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23611) granting an increase of pension to 
Abram L. Crist—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 23612) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas H. Adains—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23613). granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Daum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ’ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23614) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. King—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23615) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Conard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23616) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Kelble—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23617) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth J. Miles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23618) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Guley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23619) granting a pension to Josephine 
Dumont—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 23620) granting an increase of 
pension to Emma L. De Gou—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 23621) granting an increase of 
pension to Wilson Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. r 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23622) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Maple—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 23623) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah Johnston—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. x 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23624) granting an increase of pension to 
Albina M. Williams—to the Committee on Pensions. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 28625) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Bartshe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 23626) granting an increase 
of pension to Richard C. Taylor—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 23627) granting 
a pension to William B. Walton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 23628) 
granting an increase of pension to Clara E. Daniels—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 23629) for the relief of A. M. 
Gildea—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 23630) authorizing’ the 


President to nominate and appoint Birchie O. Mahaffey, John A. 
Cleveland, and Traugett F. Keller as second lieutenants in the 
United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 23631) granting a pension to 
Francis M. Oglesby—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 23632) granting an increase of pension to 


Isaac M. W. Keller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23633) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin Patterson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23634) granting an increase of pension to 
Gabriel Mangus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23635) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Houston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22636) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Schroll—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23637) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Collier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 7 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23638) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin Frost—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23689) granting an increase of pension to 
John Lobach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23640) granting an increase of pension to 
Cleon Berry—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23641) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac B. Beals—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23642) for the relief of George W. Mabry— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23643) to remove charge of desertion stand- 
ing against H. B. Jones—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 23644) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles J. Schreiner—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 23645) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaac L. Griswold—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 23646) for the relief of 
I. B. Hammond—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 23647) granting a pension 
to Lucy A. Tibbetts—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23648) granting an increase of pension to 
Willet‘ Shottenkirk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23649) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 23650) to quiet title to lands on 
Jicarilla Reservation, and to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to cause allotments to be made, and to dispose of the 
merchantable timber, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (II. R. 23651) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John W. Wilson—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23652) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Zimmerman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 23653) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Dewit C. Chapman—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: A bill (II. R. 23654) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William P. Snowden—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. . 


Also, a bill (H. R. 23655) granting an increase of pension to. 


Edward Yarton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN (by request): A bill (H. R. 
23656) granting an increase of pension to John Kilpatrick—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 23657) cor- 
recting the military record of William Rommel—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 23658) granting a pension to Carrie G.“ 


Yates—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LE FEYRE: A bill (H. R. 23659) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John G. Aitken—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23660) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet U. Burgess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ~ 

Also, a bill (II. R. 23661) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Moak—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23662) granting an increase of pension to 
William Bronson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23663) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Bartholomew—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23664) granting an increase of pension to 
George M. Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23665) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry W. Witbeck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 23666) granting a pension to 
Cornelius Beecher—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 23667) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary J. Richards—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23668) granting a pension to H. II. Kid- 
well—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMAR: A bill (H. R. 23669) granting a pension to 
John H. Ayers—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23670) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Moody—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23671) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas W. Crosby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 23672) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles H. Perrin—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23673) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Grayson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23674) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. 
Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 23675) granting an increase of 
pension to Watson F. Bisbee—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23676) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Hoey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 23677) granting 
an increase of pension to John D. Dryden—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23678) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli Norton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 23679) granting an increase 
of pension to John F. Hart, alias Edward Hart—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 23680) granting a pension 
to John W..Davis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23681) granting a pension to Nannie. T. 
Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 23682) granting an increase 


of pension to Joseph R. Bartlett—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. y 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 23683) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas. Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23684) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry C. Cadwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23685) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Brake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLCOTT: A bill (H. R. 23686) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Kehlbeck—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 23687) granting a pension 
to Blanche C. Polk—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 23688) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. Hawley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 23689) for the relief of Martin 
Guillory—to the Committee on War Claims., 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23690) for the relief of the estate of Leon 
Lemelle, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23691) for the relief of the estate of Hil- 
laire Paillett, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 23692) for the relief of the estate of Victor 
Lastrapes, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 23693) to correct the military 
record of George Morse—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23694) granting an increase of pension to 
Wellington B. McCurdy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 23695) granting a pension 
to John Hearn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 23696) for the relief 
of F. W. Volz, of Canon Diablo, Coconino County, Arizona—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 23697) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Robert M. Wadding—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 23698) granting an increase of 


‘pension to William H. Wyman—to the Committee on Inyalid 


Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23699) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Countryman—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 23700) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 23701) for the 
relief of James E. Arnold—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr THOMAS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 23702) granting an 
increase of pénsion to James A. Mowrey—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 23703) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Clarendon Kelly—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 23704) to reimburse A. Her- 
bert Bailey, of Boston, Massachusetts, for duties illegally paid— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 23705) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick P. Gaudineer—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 23706) for the relief of 
the estate of Jacob Oates, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims, : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23707)for relief of the estate of Rebecca 
E. Sexton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 23708) for the relief of the estate of Eliza- 
beth Hemphill, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23709) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Dick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 23710) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Bliss—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 23711) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jacob Hornbake—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 23712) for the relief of the 
estate of Raymond Pochelu, deceased, late of New Orleans, 
La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committee- was discharged 
from the consideration of bill of the following title; which was 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 23152) granting a pension to Edward Hunt— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Denison, Tex., Board of 
Trade, for an appropriation of $100,000 to clear channel of the 
upper Red River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Joseph Rodgers 
Day, Joseph Swihart, and Reuben Sanders—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AIKEN: Petition of South Carolina State Federation 
of Women’s Clubs, for Appalachian Forest Reseryes—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief of Joseph H. Grant— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of citizens of South Carolina, for forest reser- 
¥ation—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of Pomona Grange, No. 33, 
Patrons of Husbandry, Akron, N. Y., for parcels-post law—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Peter G. Straub 
to the Committee on Claims. 3 


Also, petition of Colonel S. Y. Syrum Camp, United States 
War Veterans, for restoration of army canteen—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of Brotherhood of Locomotive Engi- 
neers, Meadville, Pa., against Senate bill 5133, restricting hours 
of employment—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of Erie Tageblatte, Morning Despatch, and Erie 
Herald, Erie, Pa., against tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: Petition of citizens of Ninth 
district of Kentucky, against legislation in copyright bill inimical 
to mechanical musical instruments—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Also, petition of Vanceburg Council, No. 2; Suceess Council, 
No. 84, and Lawton Council, No. 85, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Patterson Moore, 
alias Andrew Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Papers to accompany an act 
to amend an act entitled “An act to establish a uniform system 
of bankruptcy in the United States,” approved July 1, 1898— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: Petitions of business firms, organizations, 
and citizens of cities and towns as follows, for parcels-post law: 
Michigan—Benton Harbor, Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 457; De- 
troit, Stationary Firemen, No. 32; International Brotherhood 
of Bookbinders, No. 20; International Association of Steam, 
Hot Water, and Power Pipefitters, No. 8. Minnesota—Duluth, 
Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union, No. 4; Bricklayers - 
and Masons’ International Union, No. 5; Steamfitters’ Union, 
Ohio—Cincinnati, International Association of Steam, Hot Water, 
and Power Pipefitters. Wisconsin— Milwaukee, Beer Bottlers, 
No. 213; International Association of Marble Workers, No. 9; 
Pattern Makers’ Association of Milwaukee. Indiana—Ham- 
mond, Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 335. Missouri—Hannibal, Cigar 
Makers’ Union, No. 76. Illinois—Freeport, Freeport Trades. and 
Labor Council; Chicago, Typographical Union, No. 16; Brick 
Makers’ District Council; Post-Office Clerks’ Union; Carpenters 
and Joiners’ Union, No. 54. Utah—Salt Lake City, Interna- 
tional Brotherhood of Blacksmiths, No. 166; Cigar Makers’ 
Union, No. 224; Brewery Workmen’s. International Union, No. 
64. Washington—Spokane, Cigar Makers’ Union No. 325. 
Maine—Bangor, Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 179. New Jersey— 
Newark, Leather Workers on H. G., No. 91. Rhode Island— 
Providence, Lithographers’ International. and Protective Asso- 
ciation, No. 26. Board of supervisors of county of Oahu, Ha- 
waii; members of Steamfitters’ Union, Duluth, Minn. ; citizens 
of Hammond, Lake County, Ind., and Morgan Park, Cook 
County, Ill.; Bookbinders and Rulers’ Union, No. 20, Detroit, 
Mich. ; citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., Vicksburg, Mich., Roches- 
ter, N. Y., and Chicago, III.; Local Union No. 160, Brotherhood 
of Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers of America, Mil- 
waukee, Wis.; citizens of Monmouth, III., Milwaukee, Wis., 
Spokane, Wash., Freeport, III., Duluth, Minn, and Columbus, 
Ohio; Foster Literary Club, Roseland, III.; Lithographers’ In- 
ternational Protective and Beneficial Association, Local No. 24, 
Pittsburg, Pa.; citizens of Davenport, Iowa, Champaign, IIL, 
West, Cook County, III., Moline, III., Salt Lake City, Utah, Cin- 
einnati, Ohio, Aledo, III., South Chicago, III., and Detroit, 
Mich.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: Petition of Argus Publishing Company, 
Middletown, N. Y., against tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of McKinley Council, No. 67, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: Petition of Patriotie Council, 
No. 31, and Perseverance Council, No. 17, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of Mantayukee 
Council, No. 106, Daughters of Liberty, Darby, Pa., and Strick- 
ersville Council, No. 975, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Rob- 
ert R, Clendenin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Petition of John M. Mott, for 
repeal of tax on State bank circulation—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: Petition of New Orleans Board 


of Trade, for appropriation to improve navigation on Red 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Palfrey Robb Pursell Company, New Orleans, 
La., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Corn Beef Meat Producers’ 
Association of Iowa, against change in meat-inspection law—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Petition of Northfield News, 
Northfield, Minn., against tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Will R. Hall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of National Camp, Patriotic Order 
of Americans, and Pennsylvania State Camp, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. p 

Also, petition of International Seamen’s Union of America, 
against ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Division 166, Carbondale, Pa.; Division 263, 
Wilkes-Barre, Pa., and D. and H. members, Division 172, Broth- 
erhood of Locomotive Engineers, against restriction of hours of 
labor by railways—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, F 

Also, petition of Division No. 58, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Engineers, against bill S. 5133, introduced by Senator La Fot- 
LETTE—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of William 
S. Blair—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of National Camp, Patriotic 
Order of Americans, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of International Seamen’s Union of America, 
against ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of San Francisco Labor Council, against utter- 
ances of the President relative to Japanese in public schools of 
said city—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of American artists, for repeal of duty on art 
works—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Devin Post, No. 148, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of New York, for restoration of Army can- 
teen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOYD: Petition of citizens of Missouri for permis- 
sion to make available waters of White River for electrical 
power purposes (H. R. 21385)—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Sarah E. Terrill— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paner to accompany bill for relief of James Drake—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Thomas F. Adkins, for the 
Crumpacker bill for court review of postal-fraud orders—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. : 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Richard C. Tailor— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Register-Gazette, Rockford, Ill, against 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petition of Sunday 
Record, Haverhill, Mass., against tariff on linotype machines—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Col. W. B. Walton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: Petition of United Spanish War Veterans, 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, for restoration of Army canteen—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Harmony Council, No. 50, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, Cincinnati, Ohio, favoring restric- 
tion of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of German-American Alliance, Cincinnati, Ohio, 


against Dillingham-Gardner immigration bill—to the Committee 


on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of Betsey Williams Council, No. 
2, Daughters of Liberty, Providence, R. I., and Eagle Council, 
No. 8, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring re- 
striction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HALE: Petition of Manufacturers and Producers’ As- 
sociation of Knoxville, Tenn., for investigation by Congress into 
cause at railway disasters—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Chamber of Com- 
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merce, New Haven, Conn., for establishment of forest reserves 
in White Mountains—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Herald, and the Eastern Herald, New 
Britain, Conn., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of train and engine men of 
Wabash system of railways, Stanberry, Mo., and train and 
engine men of Chicago, Burlington and Quincy system, Ottumwa, 
Iowa, against legislation to limit hours of service of railway em- 
ployees—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of General Protective Board, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, Union Pacific system, against legislation 
limiting hours of service of railway employees—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of Portland Chamber of Com- 


merce, for appropriation of. $15,000,000 for construction of ma- 


rine torpedo boats for Pacific coast defense—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Jacob H. Culyer—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Order of Railway Conductors, of Lincoln, 
Nebr., against legislation restricting hours. of labor on rail- 
ways—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Beatrice Commercial Club, for appropria- 
tion to enlarge United States post-office building at Beatrice, 
Nebr.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of General Protective Board of Locomotive Fire- 
men and Engineers, Union Pacific system, against legislation 
restricting hours of labor on railways—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
W. B. Corley and John M. Gilbert—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of citizens of Cliff- 
wood, N. J., Long Branch, N. J., and Toms River, N. J., favoring 
MeCumber-Sperry-Tirrell bill (H. R. 3520 —to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. : 

Also, petition,of National Camp, Pennsylyania State Camp, 
and New York State Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of America, fa- 
voring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of harbor master of Philadelphia, Pa., for deep- 
ening channel of Delaware Riyer—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Seaman’s Union of America, against ship-sub- 
sidy bill to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of McCorkle Camp, United Spanish 
War Veterans, and civil war veterans, National Soldiers’ Home, 
Tennessee, for restoration of canteen—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUNT: Petition of Camp Louis A. Craig, Army of 
Philippines, for bill H. R. 18276 (badges to veterans of Philip- 
pine war) —to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: Petition of Commercial Club 
of Omaha, for increase of salary for post-oflice clerks—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of South Omaha Live Stock Exchange, against 
car shortage and short train service for handling live stock to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of State legislative committee of Order of Rail- 
way Conductors of Nebraska, against the La Follette bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Christian Roessler—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: Petition of Pennsylvania 
State Camp and New York State Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of 
America, and National Camp, Patriotic Order of Americans, fa- 
voring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of J. M. Reece, Greensboro, N. C., against tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Mrs. Carrie G. 
Yates—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Petition of Chamber of Commerce, Water- 
town, N. Y., for increase of salaries of clerks of first and second 
class post-offices—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Cor- 
nelius Beecher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Pennsylvania State Camp, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, and National Camp, Patriotic Order of Ameri- 
cans, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
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Also, petition of Federation of Trades, York, Pa., against em- 
ployment of Chinese, Japanese, et al, Asiatic cooly labor, in 
Panama Canal Zone—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LAW: Papers to accompany bills for relief of Henry 
Bauerlin and Mary C. Leayens—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Frederick 
Ellison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEVER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Caro- 
line Vicks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of William 
Hoey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Watson F. Bisbee— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Fourth Immune Camp, United Spanish War 
Veterans, for restoration of the Army canteen—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of National Camp, Patri- 
otic Order of Americans, and State Camp of New York, Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Merchantville, Camden County, 
N. J., against sale of liquor in Government buildings—to the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: Petition of Thomas F. 

Adkin, Rochester, N. Y., for the Crumpacker bill, relative to 
fraud-order law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: Petition of Journal and Ga- 
zette, Mattoon, The Gazette, Champaign, Mattoon Morning Star, 
Champaign News, and The Herald, Decatur, against tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of People’s Register, Chambers- 
burg, Pa., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Lewistown, Pa., for consideration 
of third and fourth class mail matter at rate of 1 cent per 
pound—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John W. Davis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Charles H. Har- 
ris—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Buy Mr. OLCOTT: Paper to accompany bill for the relief of 
William H. Kehlbeck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of- 


George W. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Myron 
©. Marshall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Richard Welch and 
William B. Yawger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POLLARD: Petition of Division No. 227, Railway 
Conductors, Lincoln, Nebr., and convention of railway con- 
ductors, against reduction of hours of labor by railway em- 
ployees—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, Lin- 
coln, Nebr., against sale of liquors in Government buildings—to 
the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

- By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of Galesburg Evening News, 
Quincy Whig, and Star-Courier, Kewanee, against tariff on lino- 
type machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PUJO: Petition of International Seaman’s Union of 
America, against ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. A 

Also, petition of The Signal, Crowley, La., against tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of general assembly of Louisiana, for investiga- 
tion relative to the dam in Mississippi as impediment to naviga- 
tion—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Elsie David, heir of 
Theophile Lanvald—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of estate of Victor 
Lastrapes, estate of Hillaire Paillet, Martin Guillory, and estate 
of Leon Lemelle—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of Workingman’s Protective 
Tariff League of Philadelphia, for 35-foot channel in Delaware 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of William 

R. Stabb—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, petition of Alexandria (Va.) Council, No. 33, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. : 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Patriotic Order Sons of America, 

` Corning, N. Y., favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 
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Also, petition of San Francisco Labor Council, relative to 
Japanese school question against President's utterances relative 
to same—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Colonel S. Y. Seyburn Camp, No. 13, Spanish 
War Veterans, for restoration of canteen—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: Petition of Thomas F. Adkins, 
Rochester, N. Y., for the Crumpacker bill relative to the fraud- 
order law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHARTELL: Petition of Commercial Club of Joplin, 
Mo., for increase of salaries of first and second class post- 
offices to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Camp Louis A. Craig, Army of Philippines, 
Kansas City, Mo., favoring bill H. R. 18276, relative to bestowal 
of badges to those who fought in Philippines—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Peter Francis, for $50,000 appropriation for 
improvement of rivers and harbors of Missouri—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, petition of citizens of Fifteenth Congressional district, - 


for $50,000 for river and harbor improvements in Missouri—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
legal representatives of Samuel Dickens—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Joseph F. Knighten 
and John M. Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Stephen D. Jor- 
dan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of F. C. Warner Camp, Spanish 
War Veterans, Ilion, N. Y., for restoration of Army canteen— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Utica Council, No. 50, and Guiding Star Coun- 
cil, No. 29, Daughters of Liberty, Utica, N. Y., favoring restric- 
tion of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: Petition of citizens of Tucson, 
against religious legislation in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Yuma County Commercial Club and board 
of supervisors of Yuma County, for an appropriation of $2,000,- 
000 for turning Colorado River for Salton Sea—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Bisbee Daily Review, the Republican, Phoe- 
nix, and the Enterprise, Phoenix, against tariff on linotype ma- 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: Petition of San Francisco 
Labor Council, against utterances of the President relative to 
ee in schools of said city—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. 

Also, petition of Pennsylvania State Camp, Patriotic Sons of 
America, and National Camp, Patriotic Sons of America, favoring 
restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SNAPP: Petition of Daily News, Elgin, Ill., and Daily 
News, Aurora, Ill., against tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Elgin Merchants’ Association, for increase of 
salaries of clerks in first and second class post-offices—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of Ohio State Dental Society, 
for bills rejqtive to dental service in the Army—to the Com- 
mittee on itary Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of John A. Hulen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Lewis L. Bingham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Richard J. Fanning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN WINKLE: Petition of International Seamen’s 
Union, against the subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Pennsylvania State Camp, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, and National Camp, Patriotic Order of Ameri- 
cans, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Petition of ministers of the Methodist 
Episcopal churches of Baltimore, Må., for investigation of af- 
fairs in Kongo Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Pennsylvania State Camp, National Camp, 
and New York State Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of America, fa- 
yoring- restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WALDO: Petition of George A. Orrok, George W. 
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Tillson, and Edwin Sanderson, for continuance of appropriation 
for measurement of water flow in rivers by the Hydrographic 
Bureau—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Augustine L. Roderiguey, for annexation of 
Cuba to United States—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
estate of Jacob Oates, Warren County; estate of Rebecca E. 
Sexton, Warren County; estate of Elizabeth Hemphill, Hinds 
County; estate of J. P. Davis, Yazoo County, and Burwell V. 
McGuffie—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. ZENOR: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Isaiah 
Carter and George Peyton—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 


SENATE. 


Tuespay, January &, 1907. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HATE. 

Mr, WIIIHIAu B. ALLISON, a Senator from the State of Iowa, 
appeared in his seat to-day. s 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yester- 
day’s proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Burrows, and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 


KLAMATH INDIAN AGENCY, OREG. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior submitting an increase in 
the estimate of appropriation for the support of the Indians 
of the Klamath Agency, Oreg., from $5,000 to $8,000; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browninea, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bill and joint resolution; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 16548. An act to provide for a judicial review of orders 
excluding persons from the use of United States mail facilities; 
and 

H. J. Res. 214. Joint resolution to provide for the printing of 
16,000 copies of Senate Document No. 144, Fifty-ninth Congress, 
second session. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the preachers’ 
meeting of the Methodist Episcopal Church of New York City, 
N. Y., praying for an investigation into the existing conditions in 
the Kongo Free State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Townsend, 
Mont., and of Mitchell County, Kans., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation requiring certain places of business 
in the District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Augusta, 
Ga., praying for the establishment in Africa of a free and inde- 
pendent government for ex-slaves and their offspring under 
the protection of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. SN 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Rochester 
and New York, N. Y., and of Chicago and Blue Island, III., remon- 
strating against any investigation into the existing conditions 
in the Kongo Free State; which were referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CULBERSON presented the petition of Godfrey R. 
Fowler, of Texas, praying for the enactment of legislation for 
the relief of Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of the 
Philippine Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. NELSON presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Evangelical Church, of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Preston, of sundry citizens of Argyle, of the con- 
gregation of the Baptist Church, and of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Anoka, all in the State of Minnesota, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the inter- 
state transportation of intoxicating liquors ; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MILLARD presented memorials of sundry railway em- 
ployees of North Platte and Omaha, Nebr., remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called “sixteen-hour bill;” which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a memorial of Local Division No. 


154, Order of Railway Conductors, of Binghamton, N. Y., re- 
monstrating against the enactment of legislation limiting the 
hours of service of railway employees; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. . 

Mr. FRAZIER presented a petition of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Saulsbury, Tenn., pray- 
ing for the payment of their claim against the United States, 
as recommended by the Court of Claims; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Chicago, III., remonstrating against any investigation into the 
existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ash- 
land, Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

Mr. HEMENWAY presented memorials of sundry employees 
of the western division of the Pennsylvania Railroad, west of 
Pittsburg, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called “sixteen-hour bill;” which were ordered to lie on the 
table. $ 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
South Bend, Ind., and of sundry citizens of La Porte, Ind., 
praying for an investigation into the existing conditions in the 
Kongo Free State; which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Division No. 186, 
Street and Electric Railway Employees’ Association, of Ander- 
son, Ind., remonstrating against the repeal of the present 
Chinese-exclusion law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Hartford City; of the congregation of 
the Third Presbyterian Church of New Albany, and of the 
congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Kingston, all in the 
State of Indiana, praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

He also presented a petition of the Graessle Mercer Company, 
of Seymour, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to re- 
move the duty on composing and linotype machines and the parts 
thereof; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Crescent City Council, No. 
14, United Commercial Travelers of America, of Evansyille, Ind., 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called “ parcels-post 
bill; ” which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. i 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the San Francisco 
Labor Council, of San Francisco, Cal., relative to the exclusion 
of Japanese from the schools of that city; which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the city council of Chicago, 
III., praying that the outflow from Lake Michigan be controlled 
solely by legislation and not by treaty with any foreign govern- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Hartford 
City, Dubois County, and Sullivan County, all in the State of 
Indiana, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation re- 
quiring certain places of business in the District of Columbia to 
be closed on Sunday; which were referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 


MISSOUBL RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. BERRY. I report back favorably without amendment, 
from the Committee on Commerce, the bill (S. 7211) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to amend an act to construct a bridge 
across the Missouri River at a point between Kansas City and 
Sibley, in Jackson County, Mo.,” approved March 19, 1904, and I 
submit a report thereon: I call the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Warner] to the bill. 

Mr. WARNER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill just reported by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

PENSIONS TO ARMY NURSES. 


Mr. SCOTT. I am authorized by the Committee on Pensions 
to report back favorably the bill (S. 695) increasing the pensions . 
of Army nurses. I report the bill without amendment, and sub- 
mit a report thereon. At as early day as possible I shall try to 
call up the bill by unanimous consent. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. McCUMBER. As a minority of the Committee on Pen- 
sions, I submit adverse views upon the bill reported favorably 
by the Senator from West Virginia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The views of the minority of the 
committee will be printed in connection with the report. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 7612) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Amos Brough; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYÐ introduced a bill (S. 7613) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph T. Woodward; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7614) to amend the act entitled 
“An act to protect the harbor defenses and fortifications con- 
structed or used by the United States from malicious injury, 
and for other purposes,” approved July 7, 1898; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7615) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Brown; and 

A bill (S. 7616) granting an increase of pension to Ezekiel C. 
Ford. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 7617) granting an in- 
crease-of pension to Victor H. Coffman; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURKETT introduced a bill (S. 7618) providing for the 
control of grazing upon the public lands in the arid States and 
Territories of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BURKETT. I ask that 5,000 copies additional of the bill 
be printed for the use of the Senate. It is a bill similar to one 
I introduced at the last session, and there was an extra number 
printed at that time. The bill in its present form embodies some 
amendments in which certain organizations are concerned. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent that in addition to the usual number 5,000 
copies of the bill be printed for the use of the Senate. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7619) granting an increase of pension to Ella L. 
Deweese ; ; 

A bill (S. 7620) granting an increase of pension to Robert E. 
McBride (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 7621) granting an increase of pension to John 
Lynch. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7622) granting an increase of pension to George K. 
Taylor; and 

A bill (S. 7623) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Kumler. : 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A biil (S. 7624) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Ogle; 

A bill (S. 7625) granting a pension to Perry H. Johnson; 

A bill (S. 7626) granting an increase of pension to Enoch 
Childers ; 

A bill (S. 7627) granting a pension to Waldo W. Gifford: and 

A bill (S. 7628) granting an increase of pension to John P. 
Wildman. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 7629) for the relief of Harmon Snyder; 

A bill (S. 7630) for the relief of the estate of Sarah J. Rone- 
mous, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 7631) for the relief of Jasper Workman. 

Mr. KNOX introduced a bill (S. 7632) granting an increase 
of pension to Elias Garrett; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KNOX (for Mr. Penrose) introduced a bill (S. 7633) to 
encourage and temporarily assist the construction, equipment, 
operation, and maintenance of railroads in the district of 


Alaska, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 7634) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Shattuck ; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARREN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with accompanying pa- 
pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7635) granting an increase of pension to Louis 
Grade; and 

A bill (S. 7636) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
M. Breckenridge. 

Mr. HEMENWAY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7637) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Brown; 

A bill (S. 7638) granting a pension to Spencer Woods; 

A bill (S. 7639) granting an increase of pension to Paul H. 
Burns; 

A bill (8. 
H. S. Cook ; 

A bill (S. 7641) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Ostheimer; and 

A bill (S. 7642) granting an increase of pension to Oliver H. 
Rhoades. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 7643) for the promotion 
and retirement of Col. John B. Rodman, United States Army, 
retired; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 7644) for the relief of the 
estate of James S. Wilson; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. KITTREDGE submitted an amendment authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to pay the judgment obtained by Jane 
E. Waldron in the United States circuit court for the district 
of South Dakota in the case entitled “Jane E. Waldron against 
Black Tomahawk and Ira Hatch, agent of the Cheyenne River 
Agency,” intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEYBURN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $50,000 for compensation and actual necessary traveling 
expenses of special agents to investigate trade conditions abroad, 
with the object of promoting the foreign commerce of the United 
States, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the legislative, 
etc., appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Manufactures, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment relative to the appointment 
of three clerks of class 4, one of whom shall act as chief 
clerk, in the Bureau of Manufactures, intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, etc., appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Manufactures, and ordered to be 
printed. 


7640) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 


PROTECTION OF PACKAGES IN THE MAIL, 


On motion of Mr. CARTER, it was 


Ordered, That 1,000 additional copies of the bill (S. 6923 
better protection of packages sent through the mails be 
the use of the committee. r 


COMMITTEE ON VENTILATION AND ACOUSTICS. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there shall be added to the select committees of the 
Senate the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the following constitute the. Select Committee of the 
Senate on Ventilation and Acoustics: Mr. Du Pon? (chairman), Messrs. 
GALLINGER, GAMBLE. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics 
be authorized to employ a messenger at $1,440 per annum, the same to 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

Resolved, That the Committee on 3 be authorized and 


instructed to provide for a clerk of the Select Committee on Ventil 
and Acoustics, at an annual salary of $1,800, s amon 
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COMMITTEE ON MANUFACTURES. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That Mr. Du Pont be appointed to fill the vacancy in the 
Committee on Manufactures. 
JOANNA C. KELLEY. 


Mr. RAYNER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, from the contingent fund of the Senate, to 
Joanna C. Kelley, widow of T. A. Kelley, late a fireman in the employ 
of the Senate of the United States, a sum equal to six months’ salary at 
the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his demise, said sum to 
be considered as including eral expenses and all other allowances. 


ESTATE OF JAMES MAKOY, DECEASED. 


Mr. MONEY submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 1296) for the relief of the estate of James 
Makoy, deceased, with all the 5 papers, be, and the same is 
hereby, referred to the Court of Claims for a finding of facts under the 
ree of the act of March 3, 1887, and generally known as the Tucker 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. . 

Mr. LODGE. I asked the other day that Senate Document 
No. 165, being the letter from the Secretary of War transmitting, 
pursuant to Senate resolution, a report relative to allowances 
made by the Quartermaster-General’s Department upon the 
claims of D. M. Carman, of Manila, P. I., etc., and Senate Docu- 
ment No. 166, being the letter from the Secretary of War relative 
to allowance made by the Quartermaster-General's Department 
on the claim of Brooks & Co., of Santiago, for the loss of the 
lighter Maria, etc., be referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. The bills to which those documents relate I find have 
been referred to the Committee on Claims, and the reference 
which I requested was a mistaken one. I ask that the reference 
may be changed, and that Documents 165 and 166 may be referred 
to the Committee on Claims, where the bills are pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, that change of 
reference will be made. 


ANNUAL REPORT NATIONAL PUBLICITY BILL ORGANIZATION, 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, there is a bill pending in 
the House and in the Senate that relates to publicity of political 
contributions in national elections. A national organization 
was established for the purpose of adyancing the interests of 
the measure. Lately that organization held its first annual 
conyention. I have the proceedings of that convention, and I 
ask unanimous consent that they be printed as a Senate docu- 
ment for the use of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Colorado? The Chair hears none, and the 
proceedings mentioned will be printed as a Senate document. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


H. R. 16548. An act to provide for a judicial review of orders 
excluding persons from the use of United States mail facilities ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

H. J. Res. 214. Joint resolution to provide for the printing of 
16,000 copies of Senate Document No. 144, Fifty-ninth Con- 
gress, second session; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 


DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 

Mr. FORAKER rose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution, which will be read. - 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. FORAKER, 
as modifed, as follows : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Afairs be, and hereby is, 
authorized to take such further testimony as may be necessary to es- 
tablish the facts connected with the discharge of members of Com- 

es B, C, and D, Twenty-fifth United States Infantry, and that it 

„ and hereby is, authorized to send for persons and papers and ad- 
minister oaths, and report thereon, by bill or otherwise. 

The committee, or any subcommittee thereof, is further authorized, 
if deemed necessary, to visit Brownsville, Tex., inspect the locality of 
the recent disturbance, and examine witnesses there. 

Mr. FORAKER. I received a communication a few moments 
ago from the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], 
stating that he is so ill with the grippe and cold, from which 
he has been suffering for a few days, that he is unable to be 
in attendance, informing me further that he desires to speak 
upon this resolution, and requesting me fo allow it to go over 
until to-morrow. That I am quite willing to agree to, but I 
understand that there are other Senators who desire to speak. 
If so, I will waive any right I may have under the notice I 
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gave yesterday to speak further at this time, and speak later, 
if I find it agreeable to do so. 

Mr. DANIEL. I would be glad to speak to-day. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. I will say further that on yesterday we 
arrived at an agreement, as I understood it, that the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. Overman]; who had given notice 
that he would address the Senate at this hour, should net be 
interfered with, but be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. DANIEL. I would be glad if it could be understood that 
when the Senator from North Carolina gets through I may take 
the floor. I have no idea of interfering with him. 

Mr. FORAKER. Then I will ask that the resolution may be 
temporarily laid aside until after the Senator from North Caro- 
lina has completed his remarks. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I wish to say that I knew nothing about 
the unanimous-consent agreement, and there was no unanimeus- 
consent agreement when I gave the notice. As I understand the 
ce the Senate, I can only proceed by the courtesy of the 
Senate. - S 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from North Carolina. 


EXTENSION OF FEDERAL POWERS, 


Mr. OVERMAN. I ask the Secretary to read Senate resolu- 
tion No. 200, on which I propose to make some remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read-at the 
request of the Senator from North Carolina. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. WHYTE 
December 17, 1906, as follows: 

1. Resolved, That the people of the several States, ac 
highest sovereign capacity as free and independent States, adopted the 
Federal Constitution and established a form of government in the 
nature of a confederated republic, and for the purpose of carrying into 
effect the objects for which it was formed delegated to that Govern- 
ment certain rights enumerated in said Constitution, but reserved to 
the States, respectively, or to the poopie thereof, all the residuary 

wers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution nor pro- 

ibited by it to the States. 

2. Resolved further, That the extension of the Federal powers beyond 
those enumerated in the Constitution can only be rightfully accom- 
plished in the manner provided by that instrument, and not by a 
strained construction of the Constitution which shall obliterate all 
State rights and vest the coveted, but not granted, power where it will 
be exerc by the General Government. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, written in the constitution of 
the great State of North Carolina, which I have the honor in 
part to represent, is the following clause, which at the present 
time is very significant: 

A recurrence to first principles is absolutely necessary to the preser- 
vation of our liberties. 

Judging from newspaper articles, magazine articles, and cer- 
tain banquet speeches, the very significant utterances of men of 
prominence, great leaders of -the Republican party, who fear- 
lessly and candidly declare the doctrines of the old Federalists, 
and who propose in a measure to shape the policy of their party 
and declare its issues, and, judging from certain measures which 
are proposed here, it is high time that we should recur to funda- 
mental principles and maintain those immortal truths and 
tenets upon which rest the very framework of this great Re- 
public; and it is about time to stop and take our bearings and 
see whither we are drifting, to guard against being dashed to 
pieces against the rock of anti-republicanism or against being 
driven into unknown seas. 

Chief Justice Marshall never stated a greater truth than when 
upon one occasion he stated that delegated powers are often 
abused. If they were liable to abuse in his day, how much more 
now, when men are thirsting for more power, are they liable to 
abuse to suit the purpose of those in authority, who, acting per- 
haps as they think for the best interests of the country, are 
tempted to put the most strained construction upon the com- 
merce clause of the Constitution? ` 

Bills haye been introduced in this Congress to regulate child 
labor in the factories and mines of the States. One bill intro- 
duced by the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

And a bill proposed by the senior Senator from Indiana [ Mr, 
BeEveripcE], which is as follows: e 

Be it enacted, etc., That six months from and after the passage of 
this act no carrier of interstate commerce shall e Sed or accept for 
transportation the products of any factory or mine in which children 
under 14 years of age are employed or permitted to work, which products 
are offered to said interstate carrier by the firm, person, or corporation 
owning or operating said factory or mine, or any cfñcer or agent or 
servant thereof, for transportation into vos f other State or Territory 
than the one in which said factory is located. 

Sec. 2. That no carrier of interstate commerce shall transport or ac- 
cept for transportation the products of any factory or mine offered it 
for transportation by any person, firm, or corporation which owns or | 
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operates such factory or mine, or any officer, agent, or servant of such 
person, firm, or corporation, until the president or secretary or general 
Manager of such corporation or a member of such firm or the person 
owning or opersting such factory or mine shall file with said carrier 
an affidavit to the effect that children under 14 years of age are not 
employed in such factory or mine. 

EC. 3. That the form of said affidavit shall be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Department of Commerce and Labor. After the first 
affidavit is filed a like affidavit shall be filed, on or before July 1 and 
on or before December $1 of each year, with the interstate carrier to 
which such factory or mine offers its products for transportation; and 
after the first affidavit subsequent idavits shall also state that no 
children under 14 years of age are employed or permitted to work in 
said factory or mine or haye been employed or permitted to work in 
sald factory or mine at any time during the preceding six months. 

Sec. 4. That any officer or agent of a carrier of interstate commerce 
who Is a party to any violation of this act or who 5 violates 
any of the provisions cf this act shall be punished for each offense by a 
fine of not more than $10,000 nor less than $1,000 or by imprisonment 
for not more than six months nor less than one month or by both said 
fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. Any person by 
this act uired to file the affidavit herein provided for who fails or 
refuses to file such affidavit or who shall make a false statement in 
said affidavit, shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $20,000 nor less 
than $5,000 or by imprisonment not exceeding one year nor less than 
three months, or by both said fine and imprisonment, in the discretion 
of the court. 

This bill has also been proposed as an amendment to the bill 
now pending to regulate child labor in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. President, the enactment into law of either one of these 
bills, in my judgment, would be not only to stretch almost to 
the breaking the commerce clause of the Constitution, but would 
be n usurpation of the rights of the States or the people, an as- 
sumption of that power which they reserved when the tenth 
amendment to the original Constitution was adopted. 

Mr, President, the old Confederation entered into after our 
independence was established for the benefit of the colonies 
proved a dismal failure. With no provision for the regulation 
of commerce, no provision for the raising of revenue or the 
laying of imposts, all was inharmonious, distress came, and 
the people were not only humiliated but degraded. Then, upon 
the invitation of several of the States, a convention was called 
for the purpose of establishing a more stable government and 
the adoption of a constitution. In this convention all the States 
were represented. 

The Constitution then adopted was submitted to the States 
for ratification and was adopted by nine of the States, that be- 
ing the number required for its ratification. Some of the States, 
however, refused to ratify until they were assured that it would 
be amended so as to protect the people in their rights, home rule 
and local self-government; so that it should be clearly under- 
stood and written in the instrument itself that the government 
to be established should be one of limited powers only, and that 
all the powers not granted therein should be reserved to the 
people. I doubt if the State of Massachusetts would have ever 
ratified the Constitution if she had not been assured by John 
Hancock that. certain amendments would be adopted, one of 
which she herself proposed, among others, was almost in the 
language of the tenth amendment itself. The State of North 
Carolina, always conservative, but always jealous of her rights, 
absolutely refused to adopt the Constitution until it was made 
certain that the ten amendments were or would be adopted. 
She was not in the Union and did not participate in the election 
of the first President, and refused to join until November, 1789, 
when she ratified the Constitution. She was one of the last to 
go in as she was the last of the Southern States to secede. ` 

The very prefix to the resolution of the Congress submitting 
these amendments to the States for their adoption stated that 
a number of States at the time of the ratification of the Consti- 
tution expressed a desire, in order to prevent misconstruction 
and abuse of its powers, that further declaratory and restrictive 
clauses should be added. It is therefore evident that not only 
the States, but the Congress itself, in every way they could 
endeavored to throw around it every safeguard to prevent 
strained constructions and abuses of power which seemed to have 
been anticipated, as well as to extend the grounds of public con- 
fidence in the Government. 

In this connection and for the purpose of this argument I will 
read the tenth amendment or article, as well as the ninth article 
to be taken in connection therewith. 


Anticte IX. The enumeration in the Constitution of certain rights 
shall not be construed. to deny or disparage others retained by the 


le. 
Der X. The powers not delegated to the United States by the 
Constitution, not prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the 
States, respectively, or to the people. 

Now, Mr. President, it is well not only to quote the language 
as it is written, which seems simple and plain enough and 
which is in no way involved, In the great case of Gibbons v. 
Ogden (9 Wheat., p. 188) Chief Justice Marshall says, in rela- 
tion to this clause: 


As men whose intentions require no concealment generally emplo: 
words which most directly and aptly express the ideas they inten to 


conyey, the enlightened patriots who framed our Constitution and the 
people who adopted it must be understood to have employed words in 
their natural sense and to have intended what they have said. 


But let us see how these principles were understood and ex- 
pounded at the time of their adoption. Mr. Jefferson declared 
the duty of the Government to be 


The support of the State governments in all their rights as the most 
competent administration of our domestic affairs, the surest bulwark 
against antirepublican tendencies, the preservation of the General 
Government in its whole constitutional vigor as the sheet anchor of 
our peace at home and safety abroad. 

And Mr. Madison declared the purposes of the Government to 
be under the Constitution— 


To support the Constitution, which is the cement of the Union, as 
well in its limitations as in its authorities; to respect the rights and 
authorities reserved to the States and to the people and equally incor- 
porated with and essential to the success of the general system. 

As there was in those days of its adoption, there is to-day, it 
seems, a strong sentiment growing in this country for a con- 
solidated or centralized government, for the extinction of the 
rights of the States, and abolition of State lines. This senti- 
ment has grown with the inordinate desire for the dollar; 
the desire for grandeur and glory has increased with the 
growth of commercialism, the building up of mighty fortunes, 
the growth of a moneyed aristocracy, the centralization of great 
wealth in the hands of the few, produced by the great trusts 
and monopolies, many of which were organized for the purpose 
of crushing out competition and which haye been robbing the 
people of untold millions, 

A great writer years ago said: 0 

With the aristocracy which great wealth brings comes the desire for 
power and glory, conferring greater power and necessarily reducing 
many to weakness, misery, and oppression. 

And, I will add, with it comes corruption, if not despotism, and 
with the power that great wealth brings comes the desire for 
centralization of power in the Government, and with these de- 
sires realized a government of the people, for the people, and 
by the people will be a thing of the past. = 

Under our dual system of government, the reserved and dele- 
gated powers respected and no intrenchment upon one nor the 
other, this country has progressed beyond the wildest dreams 
of the fathers, our civilization has rapidly advanced, our in- 
crease of wealth has been marvelous, and there is no reason why 


the system should be changed and the limitations placed in the 


Constitution be obliterated; there is no reason for any de- 
parture from the fundamental principles as construed and ex- 
pounded by the founders of the Republic and by the highest 
court of the land, 

There is no question but that this Government derived all the 
power it has from the people of the States, and its Constitution 
was adopted by them with its written limitation and checks 
against abuses and usurpations. Shall the Congress not respect 
the limitations of the Constitution? And in the language of 
that great charter of our liberties, Shall it disparage the rights 
retained by the people? 

No, Mr. President, the rights reserved to the States or to the 
people must be peacefully but efficiently protected against any 
encroachment by the General Government. And this great 
body which represents the States should see to it that there 
shall be no invasion upon these- powers, should see to it that 
the fundamental principles of our free institutions are main- 
tained in their full strength and vigor. For an encroachment 
upon these reserved rights to the extent which the tendencies of 
the time seem to be leading would be for the Central Govern- 
ment to interfere with, administer upon, and control the indus- 
trial, the local, and the domestic concerns of the people in the 
States, and when once begun and the precedent established the 
is no telling where it would lead nor where it would end, and 
State sovereignty would finally be no more. Instead of im- 
pairing the sovereignty of the State it is the duty of Congress 
to uphold and protect it to the last. 

If more power is needed for the successful operation of the 
Government owing to changed conditions, the way is clearly 
pointed out; the method is provided for in the Constitution by 
Article V. Let an amendment be submitted to the States. In 
any event, let the people be consulted; let their sacred will be 
known, let their consent be given to the surrender of any of 
their rights, and without their consent let nothing be done by 
an unwarranted construction. ` 

I will here read, Mr. President, the interstate-commerce 
clause of the Constitution: 

The Congress shall have power to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations and among the several States, and with the Indian tribes. 

It might be important here to observe that in the debates in 
the Constitutional Convention history shows that much more ex- 
tensive grants of commercial power were proposed, asked for, 
and most strenuously advocated, but all such propositions were 
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yoted down and this simple clause adopted by the wise men who 
composed that convention and who, being fresh from the people, 
respected their will. 

Under the power here given, which was absolutely necessary 
for the General Government to have in order to harmoniously 
and efficiently regulate the commerce between the States and 
foreign nations, it is now claimed and seriously contended by 
some in this day and time that there is no limit to the extent of 
the power of Congress in commercial matters, and this is 
claimed in the face of frequent deliverances of the Supreme 
Court construing this clause. 

There is probably, Mr. President, no limit to the power of 
Congress to deal with commerce as soon as it begins its transit 
or journey and until it ends and to deal with it while in transit 
between the States, and also it has full power to prescribe all 
the rules, regulations, and conditions under which it is goy- 
erned. But as Congress has the exclusive power over interstate 
commerce, so the State has the exclusive power to control its 
own domestic and internal affairs, and it should be permitted to 
do so without question. Without the consent of the State the 
Congress has not only no business, but no power to inter- 
fere. And for any fancied act of omission of commission, I 
must say it is going very far for one citizen of another State 
or one high in authority in this Government to condemn and 
threaten the extinction of her rights as a State. 

- I am free to admit, Mr. President, that in some matters affect- 
ing the interstate commerce where citizens or corporations of 
one State are so condueting their business as to work an injury 
to citizens of other States, and where the other States, even 
under their reserved power, are powerless to protect themselves 
against the wrong done them on account of the power which 
has been surrendered to the Government, it is necessary for 
Congress to interfere and legislate for the purpose of controlling 
and regulating in these matters—such as the rate bill, the pure- 
food bill, and the food-inspection law, all of which receive my 
most hearty indorsement—and in my opinion no legislation for 
a century has done more for the good of all the people. 

But when it is proposed to regulate and control these matters 
which can be controlled whether the State will or will not, as 
regards articles of commerce which in themselves can possibly 
work no injury upon citizens of other States, I deny the power 
of the General Government to interfere in any respect to the 
point where it begins its transit. 

Though commerce and the scope of Congress over its regula- 
tions, under these laws, have been extended so as to include 
manufacture, the mere fact that goods are manufactured in the 
State for export to another, this fact in itself does not consti- 
tute in them interstate commerce within the meaning of the Con- 
stitution. This is so held by the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the case of Coe v. Erroll (116 U. S., 517). 

In that case certain logs cut at a place in New Hampshire 
had been hauled to the town of Erroll, on the Androscoggin 
River, in that State, for the purpose of transportation beyond 
the limits of the State to Lewiston, Me., and were held at Er- 
roll for a convenient time for shipment, and taxes were assessed 
on these logs for city and county and State purposes, and the 
question was whether these logs were subject to taxation like 
other property in New Hampshire, as they were to be exported 
into another State, and Justice Bradley, delivering the opinion 
of the court, says: 

Do the owner's state of mind in relation to the goods—that 
is, his intent to export them and his partial preparation to do 
so—exempt them from taxation? This is the precise question 
for solution. 

“There must be a point of time when they cease to be goy- 
erned exclusively by the domestic law and begin to be protected 
by the national law of commercial regulation, and that moment 
seems to us to be a legitimate one for this purpose in which 
they commence their final movement for transportation from 
the State of their origin to that of their destination. When 
the products of the farm or the forests are collected and brought 
in from the surrounding country to a town or station serving 
as an entrepôt for that particular region, whether on a river 
or a line of railroad, such products are not yet exports, nor are 
they in process of exportation, nor is exportation begun until 
they are committed to the common carrier for transportation 
out of the State to the State of their destination or have started 

on their ultimate destination to that State. 

“ Until then it is reasonable to regard this as not only within the 
State of their origin, but as a part of the general mass of prop- 
erty of that State, subject to its jurisdiction and liable to tax- 
ation. Then if not taxed by reason of their being intended for ex- 
portation, but taxed without any discrimination in the usual way 
and manner in which such property is taxed in the State, * * * 
the point of time when State jurisdiction over the commodity of 
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commerce begins and ends is not an easy matter to designate or 
define, yet it is highly important both to the shipper and to the 
State that it should be clearly defined so as to avoid all am- 
biguity or question. But no definite rule has been adopted with 
regard to the point of time at which the taxing power of the 
State ceases as to goods exported to a foreign country or to 
another State. What we have already said, however, in relation 
to the products of a State intended for exportation to another 
State will indicate the view which seems to us to be the sound 
one on that subject, namely, that such goods do not seem to be 
part of the general mass of property subject as such to its 
jurisdiction and to taxation in the usual way until they haye 
been shipped or entered with a common carrier for transporta- 
tion to another State or have been started upon such transpor- 
tation in a continuous route or journey.” 2 

The courts have held that the police power of a State is as 
broad and plenary as its taxing power. This being the. doctrine 
as to the taxing power, Mr. President, all property in the State, 
therefore, is subject to the police power of that State so long as 
it remains in the State and before it starts upon its journey as 
commerce from one State to another. 

If Congress can regulate child labor in our factories and 
mines under the interstate-commerce clause or any other clause 
of the Constitution, it has the power and can with the same 
reason regulate child labor upon the farm, can regulate the ages 
at which the boys and girls of the farm can pick from the boll 
the fleecy staple which is taken to the gin and then to the fac- 
tory to be manufactured into cloth. It can regulate the ages at 
which the farmers’ children shall work in the great wheat fields 
in the States of the Northwest, for the farmers have in mind 
when the wheat is produced that a greater portion of it is for 
interstate commerce, and it is to be shipped abroad to other 
states and foreign countries. The production of wheat and 
its manufacture into flour, though intended for such, is not inter- 
state commerce. Neither is the production of cotton and its“ 
manufacture into cloth interstate commerce, though intended 
for such. As Justice Bradley says, “It is not the owner's or 
producer’s mind which makes the commodity interstate com- 
merce.” 

The cotton farmer knows that more than nine-tenths of his 
cotton will be shipped abroad; he knows that the price of cotton 
is fixed in Liverpool, a foreign market. While we manufacture 
about 2,500,000 bales in this country, about 7,500,000 bales are 
shipped to foreign countries. ‘This does not make the raw ma- 
terial nor the manufactured products articles of interstate com- 
merce, It does not become so until placed in cars or boats of 
the carrier for shipment. 

If Congress is to regulate the cotton mills, why not let it go 
into the regulating business generally? Regulate the flour mills, 
the steel mills, the shoe factories, the clothing factories, and 
regulate the farms; regulate the laws in regard to health; let 
it regulate every branch of industry which contemplates an in- 
terstate or foreign market, and then there will be little left for 
the State to do. 

I wish to say, Mr. President, that I am heartily in favor of 
reasonable child-labor laws. I favor a child-labor law for the 
District of Columbia, and, with some amendments, shall support 
the bill for that purpose now pending. I have favored a rea- 
sonable child-labor law for the mines and factories of my own 
State. We have such a law upon our statute books passed in 
1903, a law passed by the legislature of that State, which had 
the power and whose concern it was, and not by the Congress, 
which has not the power and whose concern it was not. Such 
legislation by the General Government I am opposed to as being 
a step toward centralization and an inyasion upon the rights 
of the State. The President, in his message, recognizes the fact 
that the power to control child labor is in the States and does 
not belong to Congress, for he says in his message to this ses- 
sion of Congress: 

“The horrors incident to the employment of young children in 
factories or at work anywhere are a blot on our civilization, 
It is true that each State must ultimately settle the question in 
its own way, but a thorough official investigation of the matter, 
with the results published broadcast, would greatly help toward 
arousing the public conscience and securing unity of State action 
in the matter.” 

I am glad to state, too, Mr. President, that our cotton-mill 
children have the opportunity afforded .them of an education. 
Many of our factories maintain the very best schools for from 
four to eight months, with the very best school buildings with 
modern equipment, and employ the best teachers, all at their 
own expense, and every opportunity is given for the education 
of the children. 

While there may be much truth in it, and there may be, and 
perhaps is, an evil that should be corrected in the proper way, 
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yet, in my judgment, there is a good deal of claptrap in all this 
ery about the crimes against humanity and slavery in the cotton 
mills. 


Where the evils exist the States can and will correct them. 
I insist that in this Christian land of ours there is no less of 
higher moral ideas and humanitarianism—the brotherhood of 
man—in one State than another. We are all living and moving 
on a higher, nobler, and more Christian-like plane, I trust, and 
where one State has seen its duty and legislated in favor of 
humanity and corrected these evils you may soon expect that 
the Christian and patriotic sentiment in other States will cause 
their legislatures to act in these matters until we have the uni- 
formity that is so much desired. è 

And again, Mr. President, the law which will suit one State 
might not prove satisfactory to the people of another State, 
where conditions are entirely different, and the regulation 
should be left to each State, which knows its own conditions 
best. The power to pass such a law is exclusively in the State. 
The States never surrendered to the General Government the 
power or its right to legislate upon questions affecting the life 
and liberty of its citizens. It never surrendered its right to 
legislate upon the rights of person or property or upon questions 
affecting the good order of society, the public health, or upon 
any of its internal, industrial, or domestic concerns. It never 
surrendered its police power, and it never will. These rights 
they not only did not surrender, but the people have always 
jealously guarded them and reserved them. This was clearly 
understood when the Constitution was adopted, and to properly 
safeguard them was the reason for the adoption of the ten 
amendments. i 

These questions haye been before the Supreme Court and, in 
my opinion, have been settled in a variety of cases. 

In the case of Kidd v. Pearson (128 U. S., 1), Justice Lamar, 
writing the opinion of the court, says (p. 16): 

“The line which separates the province of Federal authority 
over the regulation of commerce from the powers reserved to 
the States has engaged the attention of this court in a great 
number and variety of cases. The decisions in these cases, 
though they do not in a single instance assume to trace that 
line throughout its entire length, or to state any rule further 
than to locate the line in each particular case as it arises, have 
almost uniformly adhered to fhe fundamental principles which 
Chief Justice Marshall, in the case of Gibbons v. Ogden (9 
Wheat., 1), laid down as to the nature and extent of the grant of 
power to Congress on this subject, and also of the limitations, 
express and implied, which it imposes upon State legislation, 
with regard to taxation, to the control of domestic commerce, 
and to all persons and things within its limits of purely internal 
concern. 

“According to the theory of that great opinion the supreme 
authority of this country is divided between the Government of 
the United States, whose action extends over the whole Union, 
but which possesses only certain powers enumerated in its writ- 
ten Constitution, and the separate governments of the several 
States, which retain all powers not delegated to the Union. 
The power expressly conferred upon Congress to regulate com- 
merce is ahsolute and complete in itself, with no limitations 
other than are prescribed in the Constitution; is to a certain 
extent exclusively vested in Congress, so far free from State ac- 
tion; is coextensive with the subject on which it acts, and can 
not stop at the external boundary of a State, but must enter into 
the interior of every State whenever required by the interests 
of commerce with foreign nations, or among the several States. 
This power, however, does not comprehend the purely internal 
domestic commerce of a State which is carried on between man 
and man within a State or between different parts of the same 
State. 

“The distinction is stated in the following comprehensive 
language: 

The genius and character of the whole Government seem to be that 
its action is to be spe to all the external concerns of the nation 
and to those internal concerns which affect the States generally, but 
not to those which are completely within a particular State, which do 
not affect other States, and with which it is not necessary to Interfere 
for the p of executing some of the general wers of the Gov- 
ernment. he completely Internal commerce of a State, then, may be 
considered as reserved for the State itself. (P. 195.) 

* 


* * . » e . 

“No distinction is more popular to the common mind or more 
clearly expressed in economie and political literature than that 
between manufactures and commerce. Manufacture is trans- 
formation, the fashioning of raw materials into a change of 
form for use. The functions of commerce are different. The 
buying and selling and the transportation incidental thereto 
constitute commerce, and the regulation of commerce in the 
constitutional sense embraces the regulation at least of such 
transportation. The legal definition of the term as given by 


this court in County of Mobile v. Kimball (102 U. S., 691, 702) 
is as follows: ‘Commerce with foreign countries and among the 
States, strictly considered, consists in intercourse and traffic, 
including in these terms navigation and the transportation and 
transit of persons and property, as well as the purchase, sale, 
and exchange of commodities.’ If it be held that the term in- 
cludes the regulation of all such manufactures as are intended 
to be the subject of commercial transactions in the future, it is 
impossible to deny that it would also include all productive in- 
dustries that contemplate the same thing. The result would 
be that Congress would be invested, to the exclusion of the 
States, with the power to regulate not only manufactures, but 
also agriculture, horticulture, stock raising, domestic fisheries, 
mining—in short every branch of human industry. For is 
there one of them that does not contemplate, more or less 
clearly, an interstate or foreign market? 


s 2 a s * * * 


The power being vested in Congress and denied to the States, 
it would follow as an inevitable result that the duty would de- 
volve on Congress to regulate all of these delicate, multiform, 
and yital interests, interests which in their nature are and 
must be local in all the details of their successful management. 

$ + * * $ — — 


“This being true, how can it further that object so as to in- 
terpret the constitutional provision as to place upon Congress 
the obligation to exercise the supervisory powers just indicated? 
The demands of such a supervision would require, not uniform 
legislation generally applicable throughout the United States, 
but a swarm of statutes only locally applicable and utterly 
inconsistent. Any movement toward the establishment of rules 
of production in this vast country, with its many different cli- 
mates and opportunities, could only be at the sacrifice of the 
peculiar advantages of a large part of the localities in it, if not 
of every one of them. On the other hand, any movement to- 
ward the local, detailed, and incongruous legislation required by 
such interpretation would be about the widest possible departure 
from the declared object of the clause in question. Nor this 
alone. Even in the exercise of the power contended for, Con- 
gress would be confined to the regulation, not of certain branches, 
of industry, however numerous, but to those instances in each 
and every branch where the producer contemplated an interstate 
market. These instances would be almost infinite, as we have 
seen; but still there would always remain the possibility—and 
often it would be the case—that the producer contemplated a 
domestic market. In that case the supervisory power must be 
executed by the State, and the interminable trouble would be 
presented that whether the one power or the other should exer- 
cise the authority in question would be determined, not by any 
general or intelligible rule, but by the secret and changeable 
intention of the producer in each and every act of production. 
A situation more paralyzing to the State governments and more 
provocative of conflicts between the General Government and 
the States, and less likely to haye been what the framers of the 
Constitution intended, it would be difficult to imagine. 

= = 


= * ae = * 


These questions are well answered in the language of the 
court in the license-tax cases (5 Wall., 462, 470): Over this 
commerce and trade (the internal commerce and domestic trade 
of the States) Congress has no power of regulation, nor any di- 
rect control. This power belongs exclusively to the States. 
No interference by Congress with the business of citizens tran- 
acted within a State is warranted by the Constitution, except 
such as is strictly incidental to the exercise of powers clearly 
granted to the legislature. The power to authorize a business 
within a State is plainly repugnant to the exclusive power of 
the State over the same subject.“ 

In Wilkerson v. Rahrer (140 U. S., 545) the justice, in writ- 
ing the opinion of the court, says (p. 554) : 

“The power of the State to impose restraints and burdens 
upon persons and property in conservation and promotion of 
the public health, good order, and prosperity is a power origi- 
nally and always belonging to the States, not surrendered by 
them to the General Government nor directly restrained by the 
Constitution of the United States, and essentially exclusive. 

“And this court has uniformly recognized State legislation, 
legitimately for police purposes, as not in the sense of the Con- 
stitution necessarily infringing upon any right which has been 
confided expressly or by implication to the National Govern- 
ment. 

“The fourteenth amendment, in forbidding a State to make 
or enforce any law abridging the privileges or immunities of 
citizens of the United States, or to deprive any person of life, 
liberty, or property without due process of law, or to deny to 
any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the 
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laws, did not invest and did not attempt to invest Congress with 
power to legislate upon subjects which are within the domain 
of State legislation. p 

“As observed by Mr. Justice Bradley, delivering the opinion 
of the court in the Civil Rights cases (109 U. S., 3, 13), the leg- 
islation under that amendment can not properly cover the 
whole domain of rights appertaining to life, liberty, and prop- 
erty, defining them and providing for their vindication. That 
would be to establish a code of municipal law regulative of all 
private rights between man and man in society. It would be 
to make Congress take the place of the State legislatures and to 
supersede them. It is absurd to affirm that, because the rights 
of life, liberty, and property (which include all civil rights that 
men haye) are by the amendment sought to be protected against 
invasion on the part of the State without due process of law, 
Congress may therefore provide due process of law for their 
vindication in every case; and that, because the denial by a 
State to any persons of the equal protection of the laws is pro- 
hibited by the amendment, therefore Congress may establish 
laws for their equal protection.’ 

In short, it is not to be doubted that the power to make the 
ordinary regulations of police remain with the individual States 
and can not be assumed by the National Government, and that 
in this respect it is not interfered with by the fourteenth amend- 
ment. (Barbier v. Connolly, 113 U. S., 27-31.) 

“t Commerce undoubtedly is traffic, said Chief Justice Mar- 
shall, “but it is something more; it is intercourse. It describes 
the commercial intercourse between nations and parts of nations 
in all its branches and is regulated by prescribing rules for car- 
rying on that intercourse.” Unquestionably, fermented, distilled, 
or other intoxicating liquors or liquids are subjects of commer- 
cial intercourse, exchange, barter, and traffic between nation 
and nation and between State and State, like any other com- 
modity in which a right of traffic exists, and are so recognized 
by the usages of the commercial world, the laws of Congress, 
and the decisions of courts.. Nevertheless, it has been often 
held that State legislation which prohibits the manufacture of 
spirituous, malt, vinous, fermented, or other intoxicating liquors 
within the limits of a State, to be there sold or bartered for gen- 
-eral use as a beverage, does not necessarily infringe any right, 
privilege, or immunity secured by the Constitution of the United 
States or by the amendments thereto. (Mugler v. Kansas, 123 
U. S., 632, and cases cited.) ‘These cases,’ in the language of 
the opinion in Mugler v. Kansas (p. 659), ‘rest upon the ac- 
knowledged right of the States of the Union to control their 
purely internal affairs, and in so doing to protect the health, 
morals, and safety of their people by regulations that do not in- 
terfere with the execution of the powers of the General Govern- 
ment or violate rights secured by the Constitution of the United 
States. The power to establish such regulations, as was said in 
Gibbons v. Ogden (9 Wheat., 1, 203), reaches everything within 
the territory of a State not surrendered to the National Goy- 
ernment.’ ” 

And in Knight case (156 U. S., 1) the Chief Justice, in deliver- 
ing the opinion of the court, says (p. 11): 

“The fundamental question is whether, conceding that the 
existence of a monopoly in manufacture is established by the 
evidence, that monopoly can be directly suppressed under the 
act of Congress in the mode attempted by this bill. 

“Tt can not be denied that the power of a State to protect 
the lives, health, and property of its citizens, and to preserve 
good order and the public morals, ‘ the power to govern men and 
things within the limits of its dominion,’ is a power originally 
and always belonging to the States, not surrendered by them 
to the General Government, nor directly restrained by the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and essentially exclusive. The 
relief of the citizens of each State from the burden of monopoly 
and the evils resulting from the restraint of trade among such 
citizens was left with the States to deal with, and this court 
has recognized their possession of that power even to the ex- 
tent of holding that an employment or business carried on by 
private individuals, when it becomes a matter of such public 
interest and importance as to create a common charge or bur- 
den upon the citizen; in other words, when it becomes a prac- 
tical monopoly, to which the citizen is compelled to resort and 
by means of which a tribute can be exacted from the con- 
munity, is subject to regulation by State legislative power. On 
the other hand, the power of Congress to regulate commerce 
among the several States is also exclusive. The Constitution 
does not provide that interstate commerce shall be free, but, 
by the grant of this exclusive power to regulate it, it was left 
free except as Congress might impose restraints. Therefore 
it has been determined that the failure of Congress to exercise 
this exclusive power in any case is an expression of its will that 
the subject shall be free from restrictions or impositions upon 


it by the several States, and if a law passed by a State in the 
exercise of its acknowledged powers comes into conflict with 
that will, the Congress and the State can not occupy the posi- 
tion of equal opposing sovereignties, because the Constitution 
declares its supremacy and that of the laws passed in pursu- 
ance thereof; and that which is not supreme must yield to 
that which is supreme. ‘Commerce undoubtedly is traffic, 
said Chief Justice Marshall, ‘but it is something more; it is 
intercourse. It deseribes the commercial intercourse between 
nations and parts of nations in all its branches, and is regulated 
by prescribing rules for carrying on that intercourse.’ 

“That which belongs to commerce is within the jurisdiction 
of the United States, but that which does not belong to com- 
merce is within the jurisdiction of the police power of the 
State. (Gibbons v. Ogden, 9 Wheat., 1, 189, 210; Brown v. 
Maryland, 12 Wheat., 419, 448; The License cases, 5 How., 504, 
599; Mobile v. Kimball, 102 U. S., 691; Bowman v. Chicago and 
N. W. Railway, 125 U. S., 465; Leisy v. Hardin, 135 U. S., 100; 
In re Rahrer, 140 U. S., 545, 555.) 

“The argument is that the power to control the manufacture 
of refined sugar is a monopoly over a necessary of life, to the 
enjoyment of which by a large part of the population of the 
United States interstate commerce is indispensable, and that, 
therefore, the General Government, in the exercise of the power 
to regulate commerce, may repress such monopoly directly and 
set aside the instruments which have created it. But this 
argument can not be confined to necessaries of life merely, and 
must include all articles of general consumption. Doubtless the 
power to control the manufacture of a given thing involves in a 
certain sense the control of its disposition, but this is a secondary 
and not thé primary sense; and although the exercise of that 
power may result in bringing the operation of commerce into 
play, it does not control it, and affects it only incidentally and 
indirectly. Commerce succeeds to manufacture, and is not a 
part of it. The power to regulate commerce is the power to 
prescribe the rule by which commerce shall be governed, and is 
a power independent of the power to suppress monopoly. But 
it may operate in repression of monopoly whenever that comes 
within the rules by which commerce is governed or whenever 
the transaction is itself a monopoly of commerce. z 

“It is vital that the independence of the commercial power 
and of the police power, and the delimitation between them, 
however sometimes perplexing, should always be recognized and 
observed, for while the one furnishes the strongest bond of 
union, the other is essential to the preservation of the autonomy 
of the States as required by our dual form of government; and 
acknowledged evils, however grave and urgent they may appear 
to be, had better be borne than the risk be run in the effort 
to suppress them of more serious consequences by resort to ex- 
pedients of even doubtful constitutionality. 

“It will be perceived how far-reaching the proposition is that 
the power of dealing with a monopoly directly may be exercised 
by the General Government whenever interstate or international 
commerce may be ultimately affected. The regulation of com- 
merce applies to the subjects of commerce and not to matters 
of internal police. Contracts to buy, sell, or exchange goods to 
be transported among the several States, the transportation and 
its instrumentalities, and articles bought, sold, or exchanged for 
the purposes of such transit among the States, or put in the way 
of transit, may be regulated, but this is because they form part 
of interstate trade or commerce. The fact that an article is 
manufactured for export to another State does not of itself make 
it an article of interstate commerce, and the intent of the manu- 
facturer does not determine the time when the article or product 
passes from the control of the State and belongs to commerce.” 

Mr. President, it has been contended by some that the decision 
in the lottery cases governs this matter, and that under those de- 
cisions we have a right to pass such bills as this. These decisions 
are based upon an entirely different proposition, however. They 
are based upon the power which the Constitution gives to Con- 
gress to establish post-roads and post-oflices; they are based 
upon that power which was conferred by the people. But there 
is one case, Mr. President, and that is also a lottery case, where 
is held constitutional an act making it unlawful to send lottery 
tickets by a private express company in a box. I want to read 
what the court says there, showing that this question has not 
been finally decided in that matter. I call the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that this is decided by a divided court—five 
to four—but the learned judge, in writing the opinion of the 
court, says this: 

It is said, however, that if, in order to suppress lotteries car- 
ried on through interstate commerce, Congress may exclude lot- 
tery tickets from such commerce, that principle leads necessarily 
to the conclusion that Congress may arbitrarily exclude from 
commerce among the States any article, commodity, or thing, of 
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whatever kind or nature or however useful or valuable, which 
it may choose, no matter with what motive, to declare shall not 


be carried from one State to another. It will be time enough 
to consider the constitutionality of such legislation when we 
must do so. The present case does not require the court to 
declare the full extent of the power that Congress may exercise 
in the regulation of commerce among the States. We may, how- 
ever, repeat in this connection what the court has heretofore 
said—that the power of Congress to regulate commerce among 
the States, although plenary, can not be deemed arbitrary, since 
it is subject to such limitations or restrictions as are prescribed 
by the Constitution.” : 

Mr. President, the cloth when manufactured and the ore when 
mined, no matter what the intention may be, does not become 
interstate commerce until delivered to the carrier for transit 
or exportation. ‘Then, and not till then, does the jurisdiction of 
the General Government, under the commerce clause of the Con- 
stitution, attach, and prior to that time it is subject only to 
the jurisdiction of the State to legislate concerning it as other 
property in the State. This seems to me, and is, in my judg- 
ment, the construction of the court upon this matter. 

Mr. President, there are many wholesome laws in some of the 
States which, in order to have uniformity, and for the good of 
the country, should be adopted by all the States. However, 
there are many laws which are hecessary, and their enactment 
would be wise ‘and wholesome for one section of the country, 
which would not be for another section and to that section 
would prove injurious and burdensome. 

I should like to see uniformity in the divorce laws and the in- 
surance laws, but uniformity can be obtained without Con- 
gressional action, and without the usurpation of the reseryed 
powers of the States. A few years ago there was a wide dif- 
ference in the negotiable instrument laws of the States, and the 
business of the country was suffering on account of it. There 
was a demand for uniformity, and the commercial interests, the 
public sentiment of the country forced uniformity, and they cor- 
rected this evil, so that now a large majority of the States have 
the same negotiable instrument law, and Congressional action 
was neither sought nor demanded, was not even thought of. 
The evil remedied itself, as many other evils affecting and acting 
to the detriment of all the people will do in time. 

The laws of Congress must affect and bear upon all the peo- 
ple alike, and the usurpation by Congress of the rights to legis- 
late upon these matters of domestic concern would work a great 
wrong and hardship upon some and cause jealousy and bitter- 
ness, which might prove disastrous. Time and mutual Inter- 
course and commercial dealing among the people of the States 
will in time bring uniformity whereyer there should be uni- 
formity. 

If Congress should so forget its duty to the people and to the 
States as to legislate in regard to education in the States and 
undertake to administer upon and control our schools, should 
make a law which would require the black child and the white 
child, the white child and the Chinese and the Japanese child 
to be admitted to.the same school, while it might be perfectly 
acceptable and satisfactory to some States, it would shut the 
door of every schoolhouse in the South and the extreme Western 
States, and besides, Mr. President, would cause bitterness, riot, 
and bloodshed. The General Government must not interfere in 
these local matters. There are problems to settle and burdens 
to be borne which the States themselves can best deal with. 
The Government can not understand them; only the people 
who are daily brought face to face with them can. 

The powers surrendered by the people to the United States for 
this great Federal Union are supreme and have been in the past 
and are now, ample and sufficient for any and all necessary pur- 
poses of the General Government, and so are the powers which 
the people reserved to themselves. They are supreme for any 
State purposes and the people are satisfied to continue as they are 
under the system of government under which we have pros- 
pered as no other country in the world has prospered; under 
which we haye grown to be the greatest nation upon the face 
of the earth. 

Centralization against the dual government, the State and 
the Federal, delegated power against reserved powers, consoli- 
dationists against the people. Are we to have such an issue? 
Let it come and the people will know how to settle it. ‘They 
will never submit to having any of their rights taken away or 
State lines extinguished or their reserved powers merged into u 
great consolidated Government at Washington, for they will 
know it is sooner or later bound to result in the destruction of 
happiness and the robbing them of their liberties. 

Shall the States be degraded and the people humiliated? Mr. 
President, the people will never submit to it. There is more of 
patriotism, there is more love and pride of country now than 
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ever before in the history of the Government. The people are 
proud to know that our flag is honored abroad as it has never 
been before. If the issue is to come, the sooner the better. 
But when they, from whom the source of all our power comes, 
properly understand it, there will be a revolution, not at arms, 
but at the ballot box, and the party which champions the cause 
of centralization, I predict, will be overwhelmingly defeated. 
There can never be another civil war in this country. Thank 
God that ‘lay is past. The people of the various sections under- 
stand each other better. There is less of jealousy and more of 
fraternity between them; there is no hatred, and the sectional 
prejudice of the past is fast dying away. The railroads, the 
telegraph, and the telephone companies, commerce and commer- 
cial relation, mutual dealings have brought the sections of the 
country closer together and made them neighbors and friends. 
There is more of prosperity, more of concord and amity existing 
than eyer before. 

And no one section of the country is more loyal to the Goy- 
ernment or takes more pride in her greatness than another, 
and should she be assailed the South as well as the North, 
the East and West, all together would rally to its support, 
each vying with the other in giving it its most loyal sup- 
port. Pride of State and love of the Union would make us 
invincible. Under these conditions it would be a crime to 
change our present system of government, a crime to take from 
the people the right of local self-government in the States. Let 
the powers enumerated in the Constitution remain limited. 
Let the reserved powers in the people be undisturbed. Let the 
integrity and autonomy of the States be upheld; encourage 
State pride. Centralization would be a constant menace to the 
liberties of the people, breeding corruption and oppression, 
These reserved powers are in the people of the States. It Is 
theirs to hold, it is theirs to surrender; but when once sur- 
rendered it can never be regained. .I say with a great judge 
who wrote it, that that government is best which while per- 
forming all its duties interferes the least with the lawful pur- 
suits of its people. 


DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the resolutions before us and 
the debate which has ensued bring a very important question of 
constitutional law before the Senate. It is applicable to the dis- 
cipline of the Army of the United States. The question is not 
a novel one; neither to my mind is it a difficult one. It travels 
over no new road. It traverses in its antecedents the history of 
the English-speaking people. It entered at the beginning of our 
country into American military law. It is a question which 
has been settled long and long ago in every way that this 
country can settle any question. 

From the foundation of the Government to this session of 
Congress no question has ever been raised here as to the power 
of the President of the United States to drop from the muster 
roll of the Army any private soldier. I say that this is the 
ease; but, of course, I speak only according to my own limited 
knowledge and according to my information and belief. I be- 
lieve as to this question we might well apply the familiar rule 
of construction, that “concerning things which do not appear, 
and those which do not exist, there is the same rationale.” If 
the power of the President in such a case as the one now before 
the Senate had ever been successfully questioned, surely the 
wary minds which have searched the records of this country 
for a hundred years might have discovered and would surely 
have produced the precedent. Not only has this question been 
settled by the practice of the Presidents of the United States, 
the Secretaries of War, and the department commanders, but 
by repeated opinions rendered before their action by the Attor- 
neys-General of the United States, and by the decisions of the 
Supreme Court after their action, all to the effect that the 
power exercised in this case was clearly vested in them. 


THE PRESIDENT CLEAR IN HIS GREAT OFFICE. 


I may be prolix, Mr. President, in laying my views. before the 
Senate. As lunch hour has arrived, I am glad to believe that I 
will make myself less an infliction upon the patience of the 
body; but I am seeking sincerely to arrive at the truth, th: jus- 
tice, the law, and the Constitution of the matter. They are 
pearls of great price. The people of this country ought not to 
be misled by anybody’s misapprehension. Public sentiment in 
this country should always stand by the Chief Magistrate of 
the land and the Commander in Chief of the Army and, Navy 
when he is clear in his great office. I conceive that he has been 
clear in his great office, and that not only has he adhered closely 
to the precedents of those who have occupied it before him, but 
has remained clearly within the lines of the Constitution and 
the Articles of War. ; 
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ONE SENTENCE EXCEPTED TO. 

I may add that there is one sentence in the general order 
which was issued by his command to which I must dissent. It 
is the one which declares that the troops or soldiers whom he 
caused to be dropped from the rolls of the Army should be “ for- 
ever debarred ” from admission to the civil service. I think in 
that respect the arrow from his bow went too far. But that is 
not at this time a matter of practical discussion, although it 
may be very properly one of animadversion and criticism. And 
if there be error in that regard, not only is legal remedy in the 
courts readily applicable, but the error will correct itself when- 
ever any practical test is made. 

I am not, Mr. President, a political adherent of the party to 
which the President belongs. I have often been constrained by 
my own conviction to differ from sentiments avowed in his 
messages and from doctrines which he has sought to enforce. I 
agree fully with the vigorous and eloquent speech which was 
made on yesterday by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. GEARIN], 
in which he undertook to show the departure of the President 
of the United States from the settled principles which control 
the relations of the States and ‘the Federal Government with 
respect to the public schools of San Francisco, Cal., and the in- 
troduction therein of Japanese students. But this is not the 
time, Mr. President, to advert to differences which will neces- 
sarily occur in this country and are not altogether to be 
lamented. They are part of the process by which we arrive at 
truth, and there is a becoming time and place for their settle- 
ment. 

BRITISH AND AMERICAN ARTICLES OF WAR. 


With the beginning of our Government there was first intro- 
duced, of course, what are known as “Articles of War.” The first 
Continental Congress, in 1774, enacted Articles of War, and the 
Continental Congress of 1776 enlarged and modified the articles 
which had been previously adopted. In doing so they fell into 
the language in some degree, and also in some degree into the 
adoption of the principles, which had ruled in the British army 
before the formation of the separate Republic. I agree fully 
with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] when he said on 
yesterday that proof that a certain thing was admissible in the 
British army or had been ruled by the King or a commander in 
the British army was not in itself proof that it was an American 
doctrine which we ourselves should enforce. By no means. But 
besides the common law and the common language which iden- 
tify the two peoples there is a long identity in the stream of 
history which has flowed down from one country to the other. 
In our Constitution, as well as in our statutes, are terms which 
have historic meaning and application which they convey to all 
who speak our language and who know the traditions and the 
legends of our race. 2 

THE BRITISH AND AMERICAN ARTICLES OF WAR AT THE TIME OF THE 

REVOLUTION. 

In the British army at the time of the Revolution there was 

the following article of war: 


After a noncommissioned officer or soldier shall have been duly en- 
listed and sere he shall not be dismissed our service without a dis- 


charge in wri ; and no ——_ granted to him shall be allowed 
of as 9 which is not signed a field officer of the regiment into 
which he was enlisted, or comm: g officer where no field officer of 


the regiment is in Great Britain. 

When the American articles of 1776 came to be enacted by the 
Continental Congress they pursued somewhat the same lan- 
guage and adopted this provision: 

After a noncommissioned officer or soldier shall have been duly en- 
listed and sworn, he shall not be 3 the service without a dis- 
charge in writing; and no discharge ed to him shall be allowed of 
as sufficient which is not signed a 4 geld officer of the r ent into 
which he was enlisted, or 8 officer where no field officer of the 
regiment is in the same State. 


This shows nearly an identity of thought between the new 
people and the old one from which they had derived their origin. 

Although adopted by the Continental Congress the articles of 
1776 were, by the act of September 29, 1789, continued in force 
by a requirement that the then existing military establishment 
should “be governed by the Rules and Articles of War which 
have been established by the United States in Congress assem- 
bled, or by such Rules and Articles of War as may hereafter by 
law be established.” 


CHANGE OF AMERICAN ARTICLES OF WAR IN 1806—ONE ARTICLE CON- 
CERNED BOTH OFFICERS AND SOLDIERS. 

For thirty years this was about the state of the American 
‘Articles of War, but in 1806 there came about a specific change, 
and that changed condition is, with such modification as I shall 
presently show, now the law of this land. In 1806 the articles 
were amended so that they read as follows: 

After a noncommissioned officer or soldier shall have been duly 


enlisted and sworn, he shall not be dismissed the service without a 
discharge in writing; and no discharge granted to him shall be suffi 


cient which is not signed 


a field officer of tbe regiment to which he 


belongs, or comma g officer where no field officer of the regiment is 


present; and no discharge shall be given to a noncommissioned officer 
or soldier hefore his term of service has expired but by order of the 
President, the Secre of War, the commanding officer of a depart- 
ment, or the sentence of a general court-martial. 

So far as this article of war applies to what is known as the 
rank and file of the Army, to the noncommissioned officer, and the 
man, it has been the law of this land for exactly one hundred 
years, with a little plus to balance, and the only variation in it 
is that which applies to a commissioned officer, for it remains 
identically the same as to the private and the subaltern. The 
paragraph which I am reading continues in the Articles of War 
of 1806 so as to include officers: 

Nor shall a commissioned officer be discharged the service but by 
order of the President of the United States or by sentence of a gen- 
eral court-martial. 

So it will be seen that in 1806 four authorities could dis- 
charge an enlisted man, namely: 1, the President; 2, the Sec- 
retary of War; 3, a department commander, and 4, a court- 
martial. But two could discharge an officer, namely: 1, the 
President; 2, a court-martial. 


EXISTING ARTICLES OF WAR. 


Now, Mr. President, let us take up our existing Articles of 
War. They are statutes of the Congress of the United States 
defining the power of the President, the Secretary of War, the 
department commander, and the function of a court-martial. 
They are two in number, so far as concerns this subject, and 
are no longer embraced in a single article, as in 1806. ‘The 
first of them is article 4, which concerns the enlisted man. It 
provides as follows: 

No enlisted man, duly sworn, shall be discha: from the 8 
without a discharge in writing, signed by a feld officer of the 
ment to which he belongs, or by the commanding officer when no fie 4 
officer is present; and no discharge shall be given to any enlisted man 
3 his term ‘of service expired except by order of the Presi- 
dent, the Secretary of War, the commanding officer of a department, 
or by sentence of a general court-martial. 

I have myself italicized the words “before his term of service 
has expired,” because “ thereby hangs a tale.” 

I usk the Senate to observe particularly this expression of 
seven words “ before his term of service has expired,” because it 
is applicable to a case in which the noncommissioned officer or 
other enlisted man is simply severed from the service before the 
due and proper cessation of his term. 

Now, when we turn to the ninety-ninth article we find Where 
it has differentiated from the original article of 1806. It pro- 
vides* 

No officer shall be discha: or dismissed from the service, except 
by order of the President or by sentence of a general court- martial— 

And the words which I now read are added— 
and in time of peace no officer shall be dismissed, except in pursuance 
of the sentence of a court-martial or in mitigation thereof. 

Observe: “In time of peace” no officer can be dismissed 
“except in pursuance of the sentence of a court-martial or in 
mitigation thereof.” 


THE CONTENTION OF THE SENATOR FROM OHIO [MR. FORAKER]. 


Yesterday, Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORA- 
KER] gave it as his opinion that the one hundred and forty- 
sixth paragraph of the Army Regulations, which provides for the 
discharge in due course and at the end of the term of service 
ef an enlisted man, required that it be given with such for- 
malities that they could not be disregarded by the President 
of the United States, and he also contended that the Presi- 
dent was not above the law, but was obliged to be governed by 
those rules which are given in paragraph 146. Before I turn 
specifically to that paragraph and to its context, from which I 
think the mind will readily gather that the Senator’s view is a 
misapprehended construction of its terms, I desire to point out a 
decisive and controlling fact that antedates it. That fact is 
this: That in Article XCIX of the Articles of War the President 
is prohibited from discharging 2 commissioned officer in time of 
peace, “except in pursuance of the sentence of a court-martial 
or in mitigation thereof.” Mind you, that is the officer. When 
those two articles were made up, out of the one article of 1806, 
that its applications with respect to the court-martial was con- 
fined to the officer only, and when we come to read Article IV it 
simply says: 

No discharge shall be given to any enlisted man before his term of 
service has expired— 

Mark you, there, the words “before his term of service has ex- 
pired ”— 
except by order of the President, the Secretary of War, the commanding 
officer of a department, or by sentence of a general court-martial. 

It imports not that the President can not dismiss or discharge 
him—the enlisted man—in time of peace, but it affirmatively 
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gives “the President, the Secretary of War, the commander of 
a department, or a court-martial” each the same coordinate, 


conclusive, and equal power. This we have from the fourth ar- 
ticle of war, which is an act of Congress, before we take the 
Army Regulations in hand. 


ARTICLES OF WAR AND ARMY REGULATIONS. 


The Articles of War, Mr. President, are generally embodied 
as a part of the Army Regulations, because they ar^ the statutes 
of Congress, made in pursuance of the Constitution, for the gov- 
ernment and regulation of the Army. But while Army Regula- 
tions include Articles of War, Articles of War do not include 
Army Regulations. While a whale is a fish, all fishes are not 
whales. The Army Regulations rest upon a different basis— 
not upon the express enactment of the Congress of the United 
States, not upon the express power conferred by Congress upon 
the President of the United States, though in one case or an- 
other they may be, but either upon the sanction of Congress 
given in collateral ways or upon the constitutional power of the 
President of the United States as Commander in Chief of the 
Armies and Navies of the United States to make orders, regu- 
lations, and rules. 

NOT THE SUPPORTER OF AUTOCRACY. 

I am neither the loyer, the friend, nor the advocate of auto- 
cratic power. I believe in the government of the people, for the 
people, and by the people. But I know full well that no peo- 
ple in all the tide of time have ever been able either to make 
aggressive or defensive war without waging it through the dis- 
cipline and organization of armies and without putting their 
power in the hands of those who head them and whom they 
themselves select as their agents. 


OLD-TIME ARTICLES OF WAR. 


The military commanders of Europe—aye, of history—issued 
as a part of their regulations to the army what they termed 
“articles of war.“ We have the ordinance of Richard I, of 
1190, to regulate disputes between soldiers and sailors on the 
voyage to the Holy Land, and the articles of war of Richard 
II, of 1385. Gustavus Adolphus, King of Sweden, published his 
articles of war in 1621 and commanded that they be read pub- 
licly every month before every regiment. James II decreed 
articles of war in 1688. Parliament enacted the first British 
mutiny act of 1689. In 1765, at the beginning of the Revolu- 
tionary war, the British articles of war came in force, which 
were that year established. 


THE EXISTING ARMY REGULATIONS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The regulations of the Army which now obtain were pub- 
lished for the last time in 1904. They were issued as Docu- 
ment 230, from the office of the Chief of Staff. They were pro- 
mulgated September 15, 1904, from the War Department by the 
following order: 

The President of the United States directs that the following regu- 
lations for the Army be published for the government of all concerned 
and that they be strictly observed. Nothing contrary to the tenor of 
these regulations will be enjoined in any part of the forces of the 
United States by any commander whomsoever. 

> Wa. H. Tart, Secretary of War. 

What recognition or sanction from the Congress of the United 
States have those regulations thus issued by the Commander in 
Chief of the Army through his Secretary? I turn to page 179 
of the Military Laws of the United States, published June 1, 
1904, by Gen. George B. Davis, Judge-Advocate-General, in which 
is embodied section 2 of the act of June 23, 1879. It appears 
in the Military Laws as section 489 and reads: 

That the 83 of War is authorized and directed to cause all the 
regulations of the Army now in force to be codified and published to 
— 5 ogre! and to defray the expenses thereof out of the contingent fund 
0 e Army. 


RECOGNITION OF THE PRESIDENT'S POWER TO MAKE ARMY REGULATIONS. 


Mr. President, let us examine a little further as to how far 
the jurists and the courts of this country have recognized the 
power of the President to publish and to make Army regula- 
tions. In the case of Kurtz v. Moffatt, 115 United States, pages 
487 and 503, it is held: 


The Army Regulations derive their force from the power of the Presi- 
dent as Commander in Chief, and are binding upon all within the 
sphere of his legal and constitutional authority. 


In a note to page 178 of General Davis’s book on military law 
it is said, upon authority of the Supreme Court: 


The power of the Executive to establish rules and regulations for the 
government of the Army is undoubted. The power to establish neces- 
sarily implies the wer to modify or to repeal or to create anew. 
The Secretary of War is the 2 be constitutional organ of the Presi- 
dent for the administration of the military establishment of the nation, 
and rules and orders publicly promulgated through him must be re- 
ceived as the acts of the Executive, and as such are punok apon all 
within the sphere of his legal and constitutional authority. uch regu- 
lations can not be questioned or defied because they may be thought un- 
wise or mistaken. 


REGULATIONS MADE BY THE PRESIDENT MUST BE CONSTITUTIONAL. 

Of course, any regulation made by the President must be 
within the purview of the Constitution and laws of the United 
States. This is axiomatic—manifest—a truism. He, like every 
Member of the House and the Senate—he, like every military 
officer and every civilian officer—lives, moves, and has his being 
and authority within the powers conferred either expressly or 
by necessary or proper implication by the Constitution of the 
United States. 

No one has eyer questioned in a hundred years of its existence 
the power of the Congress of the United States to make the 
fourth and the ninety-ninth articles of war. They have behind 
them the practice of this whole people. In civil wars and in for- 
eign wars, from 1812 to the crack of the last gun in the Philip- 
pine Islands, they have had the universal acquiescence and af- 
firmation. It would be a curiosity to find anywhere in the his- 
tory of this Government any disputation whatsoever of the 
power of the President to act under the fourth article of war 
and sever the relation of a private soldier to the Army of the 
United States at any time, according to his discretion and 
judgment. 

ENLISTMENT AS A CONTRACT—A HARD KNOT AT ONE END AND A BOWKNOT 
AT THE OTHER END. 

Mr. President, something has been said about enlistment as a 
contract, and that it confers certain contractual rights upon the 
soldier and imposes certain contractual obligations upon the 
Government that enlisted him. This is true, but it is only true 
in a qualified sense. The contract of enlistment, when you 
come to analyze it and read its history and read the decisions 
of both military men and civil jurists upon it, is a contract which 
has a hard knot tied at one end of it to bind the soldier and a 
bowknot at the other end. At this other end the President, the 
Secretary of War under him, the commander of a department, 
cr a court-martial, may at any moment dissolve it by untying 
the bowknot, as their judgment or discretion may prescribe. 
HARDSHIP, FAVOR, AND HUMANITY EACH AND ALL MAY BE INVOLVED IN 

THIS DISSOLUBLE QUALITY OF THE CONTRACT. 

It may in some cases operate to the hardship of the soldier. 
A soldier’s life is not one of primroses. He does not join an 
army to seek pleasure or expecting to be laid in the eiderdown. 
Often he must “scorn delights and live laborious days.” He 
goes in an army to encounter hardships. It is a service of 
honor. It is a service of credit. It is a service that brings to 
the soldier that highest meed of commendation which one man 
can give to another. The soldier lives a life of sacrifice, of toil, 
of risk, and danger for a cause which commands his respect and 
devotion. 

But while this bowknot, which may be untied at any moment, 
may be sometimes untied to the hardship of the soldier, it is 
very often untied to his advantage. He is permitted to pur- 
chase his discharge, and often this is very greatly desired. Day 
after day and year after year married men and widows' sons 
by the equitable and just sense of the President, a commander 
of a department, or the Secretary of War, are permitted to 
leave the Army and are discharged by order. Very often men 
who have become feeble in mind but upon whom one would not 
wish to put the disadvantage of having been removed for 
lunacy or anything of the sort, are quietly let out of the Army 
by humane and just considerations which deal with them with 
grace and leniency. 

Very often there is a charge against a man. The legal eyi- 
dence may not be procurable which would convict him in a 
court. It may be impossible in the nature of things to get the 
testimony which would convict before a court-martial. But the 
President of the United States, the Secretary of War, or the 
officer commanding the department may reach the conclusion 
upon any moral-evidence that is brought to their minds that it 
is better for the man or it is better for the service just to let 
him drop. And time and again, in innumerable cases, this has 
been done. The mere fact that a man is unsuitable in any way 
for the service—physically, morally, or intellectually—may be 
good ground to drop him out. And this has cccurred in multi- 
tudinous cases in recent years as in times thitherto. 

There is another case. There may be grave suspicion. A 
soldier may lose the confidence of his commander. That is a 
kind of thing which may not depend on mathematical or logical 
demonstration. But never since armies were organized, and 
certainly never since the army of an intelligent and high-minded 
people, like those of America, was organized was the President 
or commander of an army required to keep in the service a sol- 
dier in whom he had no confidence. Humanity to the soldier 
and humanity in public considerations are often subserved by 
this great power reposed in the chieftains of the people. It is 


equally true, Mr. President, upon the other hand, that this power 
to drop a man may operate as a hardship. There is no rule 
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of law, good or bad, which does not have in some respect its in- 
fluence and operation in both directions. 
ANCIENT FORM OF ENLISTMENT BEFORE THE ARTICLES OF 1776. 

Mr. President, before the Articles of War of 1776 the usual 
form of enlistment in the Army was to serve for such a time, 
“unless sooner discharged,” and I haye before me the form of 
enlistment adopted in the American Army on June 14, 1775, be- 
fore the articles ot 1776 were framed. Here is the form: 

I have this day voluntarily enlisted myself as a soldier in the Ameri- 
can Continental Army for one year, unless sooner discharged. 

This form is given in Winthrop’s Military Law, volume 1, 
page 774.- It is useful as illustrating the historic sense of the 
relation of a soldier to an army—that he contracted for service 
for a certain time, but had it impressed upon his mind that he 
might be sooner discharged. 

I have before me, Mr. President, the Army Regulations which 
were published in 1821. They are instructive as showing the 
form of certificate to be given to soldiers at the time of their 
discharge, and they reveal the fact that this so-called discharge 
“without honor,” which was known in the old British army as 
a discharge without character,” is no novel thing in our pres- 
ent American law, although not embodied in the particular 
phrases which aforetime were in vogue. These regulations were 
published in July, 1821, when John C. Calhoun was Secretary of 
War. They had been compiled by Maj. Gen. Winfield Scott, Com- 
mander in Chief of the Army. Here on one of the pages of the 
appendix is the form for a certificate of discharge. In reciting 
the service of the soldier come the words“ having served hon- 
estly and faithfully,” but at the bottom of the discharge are the 
words: “‘ Honestly and faithfully’ will be erased where the con- 
duct of the soldier has not been such as to entitle him to an hon- 
orable discharge.” 

The following ‘certificate of discharge is the form of the 
actual discharge which the soldier was to get in hand when he 
severed his connection from the service. In the text of it are 
the words “is hereby honorably discharged,” but in a note at 
the bottom is this explicit statement: 

When the officer commanding the com 


soldier served honestly and faithfully 
stricken out. 


So far as our Army Regulations run, although I can not claim 
to have made a perfectly expert and thorough examination, that 
is the first public appearance in the promulgations of the War 
Department in which is found a recognition of this practice. 

DISCHARGES GIVEN BY THE COMPANY CAPTAINS. 

It will be observed, Mr. President, that in this discharge, just 
as in the one referred to in the present one hundred and forty- 
sixth article of the Army Regulations, it was a discharge to be 
given by the captain of the company, and it related for the 
most part, though not necessarily employed in such cases alone, 
to the normal or ordinary discharge, as it is called, which came 
at the end of the service. In those days the captain of the com- 
pany attested the character of the soldier under which he de- 
parted from the service. 


THREE KINDS OF DISCHARGES—HONORABLE, DISHONORABLE, AND NEUTRAL. 


Now, Mr. President, it would seem that not only in the Brit- 
ish army, where existed the discharge known as “ without char- 
acter,” but in our armies in antecedent days and in our Army 
to-day three kinds of discharge are recognized and are con- 
stantly practiced. One is the honorable discharge. When the 
officers of the service attest at the end of a soldier’s career that 
that career has been honest and faithful, it is to him the crown 
of his career. It is not a neutral thing. It is an affirmation 
that he goes forth from the Army with the testimony of those 
who have served with him and who have known him attesting 
to the world by the credentials of their name the good service 
which he has rendered to his cause and country. 

There is also known such a thing, Mr. President, as a dishon- 
orable discharge. It applies now for the most part, if not 
altogether—and I believe altogether—to those discharges in 
which the soldier has been discredited by conduct -ascertained 
by a court-martial, or at least one created by an infamous 
offense. If he has been guilty of some conduct which is known 
to be and which is affirmed as infamous, if he has been drummed 
out of camp as an improper person for any offense that meets 
such condign punishment, if he has been ascertained to be a 
deserter, if he is unworthy to be trusted or credited—he is given 
a dishonorable discharge. J 

THE NEUTRAL OR COLORLESS DISCHARGE WITHOUT HONOR. 

Now, then, Mr, President, there is the third or middle kind 
of discharge, for the most part neutral in its effects upon the 
soldier, apart from the fact that it severs his relation with the 
Army. It is upon a charge without conviction and without punish- 
ment in any legal sense. The soldier who gets a discharge of 


ny has not certified that the 
e word “honorably” will be 


this middle or neutral kind may have served with distinguished 
honor, but he leaves the service under such circumstances that 
those who have been appointed in authority over him are not 
prepared to give him the credential of honor. They are in 
doubt about it; they do not know. There has either been an 
affirmative diminution of his character or there has been such 
an obscuration of his character that they can not as truthful 
men bear witness unto it. 


WHAT “ WITHOUT HONOR” MEANS. 

In these cases, Mr. President, in the Army of the United 
States, the soldier who is simply dropped from the rolls has 
the words “ without honor” written in his discharge. They do 
not mean that he has served without honor, but they do mean 
without the credential and certificate of honor. 

There is no man in the public service of the United States 
who has not been called upon at some time to accredit this man 
or that man to some appointed power. Neither is there anyone 
who has not at some time withheld the signature of his name or 
the attestation of his recommendation, not that he knew any- 
thing against the party desiring it, not that he had heard any- 
thing against the party desiring it, but simply because he was 
without knowledge, and it had not been made to appear to him 
that such testimony could be truly given. 

In the English army it is called a discharge without character, 
and in the slang term of the soldiers it is known as the“ bob- 
tail” discharge—a discharge in which the character has not 
been attested. 8 : 

Mr. President, after the Articles of War of 1776 our forms of 
enlistment dropped out for the most part “unless sooner dis- 
charged.” It became evident that they were neither necessary 
nor desirable; Congress, in 1806, provided for the dropping of 
soldiers from the Army at any time. In the old British army 
A colonel could do it, or a field officer, under the customs that 
had grown up. In our first article of war of 1776 it was not 
confined to the President of the United States or to the officers 
now designated, but for the whole track of a hundred years, with- 
out contest and without dispute, every President of the United 
States, every Secretary of War, and every departmental com- 
mander has had the conceded authority to drop from the rolls 
a private soldier according to his own just judgment and for 
any reason that might appeal to his wisdom and discretion. 


. 
EVERY SOLDIER APPRISED OF THE ARTICLES OF WAR. 


So, Mr. President, it is understood both by the soldiers and by 
the enlightened public in this country that the contract of en- 
listment is a contract loose at one end and severable at any 
moment. When a soldier enters the Army of the United States 
it is required as a part of the ceremonial of enlistment that the 
Articles of War shall be read to him, either at the moment or 
within six days afterwards, and also the Regulations of the 
Army. It is true that if this be not done the enlistment will not 
be vitiated, but that is the order which we must presume is in 
general obeyed. “Every soldier who enters the Army of the 
United States is thus apprised by his Government and notice is 
served upon him, so that he may be cognizant of the nature of 
the contract he is entering into, and that the President, the 
Secretary of War, the commander of a department, or a court- 
martial may dissolve it at any moment. 

Colonel Winthrop, in his book on Military Law, has written as 
follows: 

We have thus seen what enlistment really is—a contract, but a con- 
tract made with the State, under the specific authority of the Consti- 
tution, and thns governed by those principles or considerations of ex- 

lency and economy expressed in the term “public policy.” We 
ave already found that this peculiar contract, to which the Govern- 
ment is a party, is not necessarily affected by the rules of the common 
law especially applicable to the private engagements of minors. It is 
a further feature that while the necessities of military discipline re- 
vire that the soldier should be strictly obliged by the compact, the 
tate, on the other hand, is not bound by the conditions, though im- 
posed by itself. Thus it may put an end to the term of enlistment at any 
time before it has 1 expired and discharge the soldter against 
his consent. So, pending the engagement, it may reduce the pay, or 
curtail any allowance which formed a part of the original considera- 
tion. The contract of enlistment is thus a transaction in which private 
right is subordinated to the public interest. In law it is entered into 
with the understanding that it may be modified in any of its terms, or 
wholly rescinded, at the discretion of the State. But this discretion 
can be exercised only by the legislative body or under an authority 
which that body conferred 


INDISPUTABLE AUTHORITY OF pape Lda nah UNDER THE FOURTH ARTICLE 

I haye read the whole of this paragraph, Mr. President, and if 
any part of it might be brought in question it is the last sentence ; 
but I wish to observe respecting that that the power of the Presi- 
dent as Commander in Chief of the Army, as created in the 
Constitution of the United States, is one thing standing by itself 
alone. It is another thing when to it are superadded the Arti- 
cles of War, which are specific and express authorizations to 
him. When there is one clear basis which no man has eyer 
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questioned, which no man can be found to question, upon which 
a proposition rests, it seems to me useless to discuss the other. 
The Articles of War give as much power to the President of the 
United States to dismiss, or drop, or discharge a private soldier 
‘before the expiration of his term as they give to a general court- 
martial. They repose the same authority in a department com- 
mander and the same in the Secretary of War. 

If in this case, Mr. President, the soldiers of the Twenty-fifth 
Infantry had been court-martialed and dismissed the Army, 
what would Congress have to do with it? They have been 
dismissed by a coequal agency of the law authorized in the 
same terms that the court-martial was authorized. What 
is the use or pertinence in this case of discussing whether the 
President, simply as Commander in Chief, could do it? There 
is full power conferred that stands foursquare to all the winds 
that blow in the fourth article of war, which is an act of Con- 
gress. z 
LEB, AS LIEUTENANT-COLONEL AND DEPARTMENT COMMANDER, COULD DIS- 

CHARGE A SOLDIER. 

I may observe, Mr. President, though I intend to go but little 
into any of the numerous incidents of the expression of this 
power which have been related, that when Robert E. Lee was a 
lieutenant-colonel in the Army of the United States in Texas he 
dismissed soldiers of the United States from the service or dis- 
posed of them in the way summarily which has been brought to 
the attention of the Senate. He was not a President. He was 
not a Secretary of War. He was not a general officer. He was 
not even the colonel of a regiment; but he was a department 
commander, and so far from questioning his authority, it has 
been cited here as a precedent by debaters on both sides, One 
thing is very clear about him which is known of all men and to 
history, that he was an exceedingly intelligent and well-read 
man, and that he always sought to adhere strictly within the 
lines of military power and was never suspected of acting either 
hastily or from any selfish ambitions or any improper motive. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to turn my attention for a few 
moments to those Army regulations which, according to my hum- 
ble conception of this case 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I simply desire to invite the attention of 
the Senator from Virginia to what I understand to be the fact, 
different from the way he understands it, that Lieutenant- 
Colonel Lee at the time commanded a department, to wit, the 
Department of Texas. 

Mr. DANIEL. That is what I said. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understood the Senator differently. 

Mr. DANIEL. I said that although he was not a colonel of 
a regiment or a general, he exercised authority as department 
commander. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I beg pardon of the Senator. 

Mr. DANIEL. All right; no intrusion. It makes no differ- 
ence as to the rank of the department commander. These au- 
thorizations in the fourth article of war apply to four agencies 
alike—that is, first, to the President; second, the Secretary of 
War; third, the department commander of whatever rank, and, 
fourth, to a general court-martial, which have equal and co- 
ordinate dignity, according to the act of Congress. 

PARAGRAPHS 141 TO 148 OF ARTICLE 21 OF THH ARMY REGULATIONS AND 
THE REGULATIONS FOR COMPANY COMMANDERS. 

Now, Mr. President, I now call attention to article 21 and to 
paragraphs 141 to 148, inclusive, of Army Regulations. These 
are not acts of Congress unless in a measure here and there. 
They are the Army Regulations, published, as I have hereto- 
fore stated, by the War Department and attested by Secre- 
tary W. H. Taft. It is manifest to the reader of pages 26, 27, 
and 28 that these regulations concern the normal discharges, 
commonly called “ ordinary discharges,” which take place in due 
course of administration at the expiration of a soldier’s term. 

It will be noted in paragraph 146 that it is only when 
“the company commander ”—“ company commander,” mark 
you—not the President, not the Secretary of War, not a depart- 
ment commander, not a court-martial, but expressly: 

When the company commander deems the service not honest and 
faithful he shall, if practicable, so notify the soldier at least thirty 
days prior to discharge, and shall at the same time notify the com- 
manding officer, Who will in every such case convene a board of 
officers, three, if practicable, to determine whether the soldier's service 


has been honest and faithful. The soldier will in every case be given 
a hearing before the board. 


This is as plain as a pikestaff. It is the direction of the 
President to company commanders. It is wholly inapplicable 
when the process required has been rendered impracticable, in- 
deed, impossible, by the paramount authority and decisive action 
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orders of discharges. 


of the President, the Secretary of War, the department com- 
mander, or a court-martial. 

These regulations for company commanders were made by the 
President of the United States himself. We can not impute to 
him an intention to eliminate the paramount Articles of War, or 
to supervene his own authority under them. That would be a 
very unnatural inference. It would impute to him a self belit- 
tlement and abrogation. It would be a very unnatural and far- 
fetched inference to imagine that the President sought to curtail 
his own power. It is not generally in the heart of man to cur- 
tail the power which has been given to him by others. What- 
ever other criticism has been made upon the present President 
of the United States from the other side of the Chamber, none 
have ever intimated that he was at present engaged in seeking 
to curtail his own power. In fact, some have delicately inti- 
mated that he was seeking to extend it beyond the lines which 
they would prescribe as legitimate and proper. 

All these details, Mr. President, show that the discharges re- 
ferred to in paragraph 146 are to be given by the company 
commander just as in the certificate and attestation of discharge 
which I read from the regulations of 1821. Before we get 
through with the series of provisions in the text of the regula- 
tions, let us note that they make manifest upon their face that 
this paragraph 146 did not intend to deal with, was not dealing 
with, and had nothing to do with those discharges which are 
comprehended in the fourth article of war, which concerns dis- 
charge before the expiration of service. 

BLANK DISCHARGES FURNISHED UNDER THE REGULATIONS TO COMPANY 
COMMANDERS. 

This is further made manifest in the declaration of the blank 
forms for discharge and final statements which are to be fur- 
nished by The Military Secretary of the Army, by paragraph 
148, and in the prescriptions of the rule which apply to different 
It is said in that paragraph 148, right 
upon the heels of paragraph 146: 

148. Blank forms for discharge and final statements will be fur- 
nished by The, Military Secretary of the Army and will be retained 
in the personal custody of company commanders. Those for dischar 
will be of three classes: For honorable discharge, for dishonorable d 
charge, and for discharge without honor. They will be used as follows: 

1. The blank for honorable discharge when the soldier's service has 
been honest and faithful, in which case he would be entitled to charac- 
ter at least good.“ There the soldier’s conduct has been such as 
to warrant his reenlistment, his service has been honest and faithful, 
and he is entitled to character at least “ good.” 

W ys blank for discharge without honor when a soldier is dis- 
c 2 

(a) Without trial, on account of fraudulent enlistment. 

b) WithoutWrial, on account of having become disqualified for serv- 
ice, physically or in character, through his own misconduct. 
c) On account of imprisonment under sentence of a civil court. 


d) Where the service has not been honest and faithful; that Is, 
where the service does not warrant his reenlistment. 


Now, last 
(e) When discharge without honor is specially ordered by the Secre- 
tary of War for any other reason. 


THE CASH MARKED “E” IN PARAGRAPH 148, ARTICLE 21, OF ARMY 
REGULATIONS, 


That is a case in which the regulations from which the distin- 
guished Senator from Ohio, who has read paragraph 146 with 
emphasis, is by necessary terminology excluded. The captain 
of the company in this case, which is separated from the class 
of cases which he has considered, has nothing to do what- 
soever and can have nothing to do with marking character one 
way or another, because in this case the Secretary of War has 
himself ordered that the dismissal shall take place “without 
honor,” and thereby himself marked character in a neutral and 
colorless way—that is to say, without honor,” and also “ with- 
out dishonor.” : 

So, Mr. President, in the very text of the book from which the 
distinguished Senator has read is found the obvious and the 
manifest refutation of his conclusion. 


THE TRUE CONSTRUCTION GIVEN BY THE JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL, (EO. B. 
DAVIS. 

Let me say, Mr. President, that this view of the matter which 
I am endeavoring to present is the view of the matter which 
has obtained in the War Department of the United States and 
the view that obtained when those regulations thus made it 
manifest to be its view in 1804 first appeared. I have before 
me the opinion of the present Judge-Advocate-General of the 
Army upon this subject. If it were not plain from that text, 
it would become plain on reading the consideration that he has 
given to the matter: He calls attention to this section 146 and 
to section 148, and says: 

Paragraph 146 of the Army Regulations contains certain provisions 
which, if carefully read, will be found to be in entire harmony with 
the requirements of paragraph 148, above cited. Paragraph 146 a 

lies exclusively to the case of a 5 at expiration of a 8 


erm of enlistment and to the form of discharge which shall be 
in that case, and provides that— : 
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General Davis, the Judge-Advocate-General, further says in 
a memorandum before me— 
the power of the President or Secretary of War to terminate an 
enlistment contract is conferred by the fourth article of war. As it 
is 3 exercised 23 them, no regulations in furtherance of the 
article are necessary. If a company commander has a case in which 
he believes that the public interest rig Cage that the contract should 
be terminated, he forwards it to the War Department, through mill- 
tary channels, and the Secretary of War, in passing upon it, exercises 
the discretion which is vested in him by the article by denying the 
application or directing that the discharge be issued. The only re- 
quirement of regulations on this subject is embodied in paragraph 140, 
which provides that in such a case the actual cause of the discharge 
shall be stated in the order directing its issue. 

There are several grades of “character” which may be given on 
discharge, all depending on the conduct of the soldier during his term of 
enlistment. These are “ excellent,” “ very good,” “ eet — 1 By 
ete. To entitle him to reenlist the soldier must have at least a “ g 3 
character. If his service has been so unfaithful as to require his dis- 
charge prior to the termination of his enlistment contract, his char- 
acter would be less than “ good,” and for that reason he would not be 
permitted to reenlist. 

It therefore follows that no character is given when the discharge of 
a soldier without honor is ordered by the retary of War, and there 
is no occasion to give operation to paragraph 146, Army Regulations, 
in such a case. 

When the President or Secretary of War orders the discharge of a 
soldier without honor, in the operation of the fourth article of war, the 
company commander is guided by the requirements of paragraph 148, 
Army Regulations, in issuing the discharge. Such was the case in exe- 
cuting the orders of the President for the discharge of the enlisted 
men of the Twenty-fifth Infantry at Fort Sill. 

The 8 of paragraph 146, Army Regulations, apparead for 
the first time as paragraph 148 of the Army Regulations of 1895. 

It will be found in this case, Mr. President, as in many other 
questions which we have been considering, that we have moved 
in the groove of the old English understanding of army en- 
listments. The loose nature of that contract, in so far at least 
as the Government is concerned, is well explained in the second 
volume of Clode’s Military Forces of the Crown, page 40, 
where it is said: 

Though an engagement is made for a term certain, the Crown is un- 
der no obligation to retain the soldier, either in pay or in arms, for that 
period, but may discharge him at any time. he safety of the realm 
may depend in some measure on the immediate discharge or dismissal 
of any man or regiment in arms, and, equally, that the cause of such 
dismissal should not at the time be disclosed by the responsible minis- 
ters of the Crown 


OPINIONS OF ATTORNEYS-GENERAL LEGARE AND CLIFFORD. 


I will refer now to two opinions of the Attorneys-General of 
the United States, which were rendered sixty years ago. I re- 
fer to them, in the first place, to show the ancient and acknowl- 
edged basis of the military service of this country. I am glad, 
also, to refer to them to negate any suggestion from any source 
that those who affirm the rectitude and the constitutional pro- 
priety of the President’s order in this case thereby indicate any 
tendency in their minds to favor autocratic or tyrannical gov- 
ernment. 

The first opinion in the fourth volume of the Reports of the 
‘Attorneys-General of the United States was rendered by Hugh 
S. Legare, of South Carolina. He was not only one of the ablest 
lawyers who ever gave his learning and genius to the service 
of this country, but he was also one of the most erudite and ac- 
complished scholars of his time and one of the most brilliant 
essayists America has produced. It is true, Mr. President, that 
he came from South Carolina, but that never prevented him, 
as it has never prevented anybody who came from that State 
or from any other south of the Potomac, from declaring his 
honest judgment as to the meaning of our Constitution nor in 
upholding the power of the President of the United States and 
of the Army of the United States on all occasions where patriot- 
ism invoked adhesion or where clear understanding produced 
conviction. Mr. Legare, in that case, was called to give his 
opinion as to the power of the President of the United States 
to cause the name of a military officer to be stricken from the 
rolls without a trial by a court-martial, notwithstanding a de- 
cision in his favor by a court of inquiry ordered for the investi- 
gation of his conduct. He declared that it was “an absolute 
and tremendous power incidental to the Executive of the Gov- 
ernment, who is only responsible to the country for a breach of 
a solemn trust.” With lucid order he presents the views which 
actuate Senators upon this side of the Chamber now in sup- 
porting the President of the United States in the exercise of a 
plain and constitutional provision and a clear statute in the 
Articles of War. 

LEGARE, 

Attorney-General Legare said as to the power of the Presi- 

dent to remove an officer: 


It is obvious that, if necessity is a sufficient ground for such a con- 
cession in regard to officers in the civil service, the argument applies 
a multo fortiori to the military and naval departments. That the 

ower is a tremendous one, and that, if tyrannically exercised, none can 
Be imagined more intolerable and more revolting a free people, are 
propositions which all will admit. That brave and honorable men 
such as alone are worthy of a military commission, should be subjected 


to a capricious despotism which may not only deprive them of their 
profession, but even sully their good name, must be felt to be a case of 
very peculiar hardship. 


As to the necessity of the power, he said: 
Yet these considerations have not 3 nations jealous of their 
rights, and earnest in upholding and enforcing their laws against all 


8 from acknowledging the necessity of such a power in the 
ommander in Chief of the Army and Navy. 


This is the first opinion in this book. 
CLIFFORD, 

I read one which was delivered on November 24, 1846, by 
Nathan Clifford, of Maine, Attorney-General of the Administra- 
tion of President Tyler at that time. As the first case related to 
an officer in the construction of the then exising satutory law, 
the one which I will now cite relates to a case of enlistment. 
The syllabus at its head is as follows: 

By the laws regulating contracts for service in the Regular Army, 
all enlistments are required to be for the term of five years; and no 
discretion has been conferred to contract for such service, either con- 
ditionally or for a shorter term. 

Wherefore, enlistments can not be lawfully made upon the condition 


that the soldiers are to be discharged at the end of the war with 
Mexico. 


But while thus holding that the President could not extend or 
change the terms of the contract of enlistment, he sets forth 
that the Department of Justice of this country has eyer held 
that the President might sever that term at any time. 

By the Constitution— 

He says— 
the power to raise armles is vested exclusively in Congress; and the 
Executive Department, in carrying the will of Congress into effect, 
must conform its action to the authority conferred on it. The acts 
above mentioned, in my opinion, give no discretion to make the con- 
tract of enlistment for a shorter term than five years, or to annex 


a condition that the troops are to be discharged at the end of the 
war with Mexico. 


And now comes the sentence that comprehends this case: 

The Executive Department has discretionary authority to dischar; 
before the term of service has expired, but has no power to vary the 
contract of enlistment. 

That opinion, Mr. President, was made upon the very lan- 
guage in the fourth article of war, which we are now constru- 
ing, and the book has been a sealed one and the question has 
not been mootable in legal circles, according to my understand- 
ing of it, since those days. 

DECISIONS OF THE SUPREME COURT. 

When we turn to the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, approving the very opinions I have cited, they are 
of the same tenor. I will content myself without quoting them, 
but ask leave to insert reference to them, as I do not wish to con- 
tinue my remarks too long. I will, however, read a little from 3 
Howard, 646, in which Justice Wayne gave the opinion: 

The President sanctioned these regulations— 


Says he, in speaking of the articles of war which cover this 
case— 


and by doing so delegated his authority, 
8 — War, eck se it is done 1 9 5 o 
The regulations of 1825, then, were as conclusive upon the accountin 
officer of the Treasury, whilst they continued in force, as those of 183 
afterwards were, and as those of 1841 now are. 

In the case of Blake v. The United States (103 U. S., p. 227) 
the Supreme Court in 1880 reviewed the power of the President 
to remove an officer of the Army or Navy. It appeared that 
Charles Blake, a post chaplain, had resigned and that after his 
resignation President Hayes, by Executive order of September 28, 
1878, and General Sherman, by order of October 2, 1878, had 
rescinded the resignation and restored Captain Blake to the list 
of post chaplains. In the meantime, however, Gilmore had been 
appointed chaplain in his place. It was held that the orders of 
restoration were invalid and that.the President had exercised 
the power of removal by appointing the successor. 

Judge Harlan, giving the decision, quoted the opinion of At- 
torney-General Legare which I have cited. He approved, also, 
the opinion of Attorney-General Clifford to the effect that there 
is no foundation in the Constitution or any distinction in 
this regard between civil and military officers.” He likewise 
approved the opinion of Attorney-General Cushing in Lansing’s 
case declaring the President's right to remove a military store- 
keeper. “It is no answer to the doctrine,” said Attorney- 
General Cushing, “to say that officers of the Army are subject 
to be deprived of their positions by court-martial, but a civil 
officer by impeachment. The difference between the two cases 
is in the form and mode of trial, not in the principle which in- 
volves in both cases the whole constitutional power of the 
President.” 

: THE ACT OF JULY 17, 1862. 

Judge Harlan in the course of his opinion (103 U. S., 234) 
showed the established practice in the Executive Department and 
the recognized power of the President up to the passage of the 
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act of July 17, 1862. On that day was passed an act to define 
the pay and emoluments of certain officers of the Army, and for 
other purposes, the seventeenth section of which provides that 
the President of the United States be, and hereby is, authorized 
and requested to dismiss and discharge from the military serv- 
ice of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, or Volunteer Corps, any 
officer for any cause which, in his judgment, rendered such offi- 
cer unsuitable or whose dismissal would promote the public 
service (103 U. S., 234). Judge Harlan shows that the law, in 
so far as legislative enactments are concerned in reference to 
dismissal of Army or naval officers, so stood until the passage of 
the Army appropriation act of July 17, 1866 (ch. 17, 14 Stat., 
1892). That act repeals an act to define the pay and emolu- 
ments of certain officers of the Army approved July 17, 1862, 
and a resolution entitled “A resolution to authorize the Presi- 
dent to assign a command of troops in the same field of the 
Department to the officers of the same grade without regard to 
seniority,” approved April 4, 1862, and it was then provided 
“that no officer in the military or naval service shall in time 
of peace be dismissed from the service, except upon and in 
pursuance of a sentence of court-martial to that effect or in 
commutation thereof.” It is this act in the appropriation bill of 
July 17, 1866, which now appears in the ninety-ninth article of 
war. 
NOT A RACIAL QUESTION. 

This, Mr. President, is no racial question. God forbid that 
the people of the United States shall raise racial questions where 
it is possible for them to avoid it. I have no particle of preju- 
dice against the colored people. If I felt that they had been un- 
justly dealt with in this case, there is not a man upon this floor, 
as I solemnly believe, who would stand more ready to defend 
them. But, Mr. President, it is not the color of the soldier's 
skin that gives him any right of law or privilege. We should 
teach the colored men of the United States, even as we teach 
the white ones, that obedience to law, whatever that law be, is 
the first duty of a soldier and that the man who does not obey 
it shall feel its power. 

It is very true, Mr. President, that in administration of law it 
can not be avoided that sometimes an innocent man shall be 
hurt. When General Lee dismissed a battalion from the Con- 
federate service on account of ill action in battle he showed the 
delicate sensibility and high feeling which must actuate a man 
when he knows that his order must give pain and sorrow 
where it is not deserved, by saying that though some brave 
officers and men must suffer they should bear it like brave men. 
Innocence is a sacred thing. I would that no innocent man 
of the Twenty-fifth Infantry might suffer. 

But all along the line of our history white battalions and 

-white regiments have been disgraced, some more than the 
Twenty-fifth Infantry—some by generals of the Federal Army 
and some by generals of the Confederate army. No man ever 
thought that the disgrace came or the punitive or objectionable 
order came because they were of a particular State or because 
they were of particular color or section, and, while they grieved 
that those near related to them, either historically or otherwise, 
were afflicted, and some of them innocent, they submitted to 
the law, because they knew that the law was necessary for the 
administration of military justice. 

INCREDIBLE THAT ALL THE OFFICIALS HAVE BEEN DECEIVED. 

While, Mr. President, it may be possible, aye, it may be 
probable, that some of the men of the Twenty-fifth Infantry 
were innocent in this case, it is impossible that the whole people 
of Brownsville have been deceived. It is impossible gthat all 
the persons in the civil service of the Government in Browns- 
ville have been deceived. In the nature of things it is incredi- 
ble that every officer of the military and civil service of the 
United States who was on the ground or who had been there and 
taken cognizance of this matter has been deceived. If so, some 
hallucinating circumstance going on in the United States is lead- 
ing to general lunacy and insanity. 

There is another very peculiar thing about this matter, Mr. 
President, that while some have suggested—and one, I believe, 
has said that he even thought—that the soldiers were not 
guilty in this matter, with military officers in command of the 
department and of the city, with 170 soldiers in the city, with 
customs officers and postal officers, with officers of the Gov- 
ernment sent there to inspect and look over all the res geste 
of the matter and all the surrounding circumstances, nobody 
at any time has suggested anybody else that did it except the 
soldiers, 

It is true that there comes from far away, from a writer who 
can write briefs, 2 vague suggestion that the people of Browns- 
ville, or some people of Brownsville, “ shot up” their own town; 
tried to murder their own women and children; went out on 
the streets and killed the horse of the chief of police, and shot 


right and left in all directions in order to bring reproach on 
colored soldiers! In all the southern outrages I have ever heard 
of, whether they were spun by fable makers or not, it is the 
first time that the human mind has been distorted into the 
suggestion that a southern town was “shooting up” itself. 
In all towns, espectially boundary or frontier towns, there are 
some miscreants who might do anything, but they could not do 
it without having some one soon getting on the trail of 
it. Whoever heard of any people from abroad or in a town 
shooting it up, shooting two or three hundred guns, mur- 
dering people in the streets, without it being somehow traced 
and finally the truth arrived at? 


THE CONCLUSION OF THE PRESIDENT. 


In the midst of these conjectures, we have the conclusions of 
many minds, of those that have perused the testimony and of 
those who went there and took the testimony. Let us see what 
these conclusions are, and, briefly, upon what they are based. 
In the first place comes the conclusion of the President of the 
United States. There is nothing in the history, there is nothing 
in the political career, there has never been anything in the 
conduct of the President of the United States to cause any man 
to infer that he would make haste, unguardedly, to take sides 
against any portion of the negro population of this country. 
Neither is there anything in his political affiliations or history 
to lead to the conclusion that he would be at all willing to de- 
fend a town or a community anywhere which had proved itself 
so lawless as it is alleged—unjustly—that Brownsville was. 
Read the President’s message. It is clear and cogent. It is 
simply a conclusion that was forced upon his mind by the intel- 
ligent advice of his counselors and by scores of witnesses whose 
testimony in one shape or another was laid before him. 


THE CONCLUSION OF SECRETARY TAFT. 

The next man, Mr. President, who has summed up this case— 
and I wish to put his summary into the Recorp—is William H. 
Taft, the Secretary of War. He was not born in South Caro- 
lina, neither did he come from the Vallandigham district of 
Ohio. His antecedents are Republican. He has led a great 
career in the Republican party. His people belonged, as I under- 
stand, to the antislavery wing of that party. He was Solicitor- 
General of the United States and a practitioner at the bar. He 
became judge, and for some years administered justice in an hon- 
orable and a creditablé manner, according to all accounts. He 
has held high positions in the East and in the West. He is not a 
man who “tears a passion to tatters.” Whatever else he may be, 
he is a learned man; he is a gentleman; he is a scholar and a 
jurist. He has summed up this case under his oath of office, 
and has made report of it in his last annual report, which has 
been laid upon our desks. I wish, Mr. President, to insert ex- 
tracts from his report in my remarks. It is like the summing 
up of a judge after he has heard the witnesses. I will point to 
one or two observations which he makes which are worthy of 
your notice. r; 

The evidence makes it quite clear— 


He says— 
that the firing had not ceased when the men to form in line, and 
therefore that all the guns with which the firing was done could not 


have in the racks when the sergeants in charge of quarters went 
to-unlock the racks, although they testified that they were there. 

A second obseryation he makes in summing up of the testi- 
mony : 

It is also certain that during the formation of the companie or im- 
mediately after, the men who had done the shooting must have returned 
to their places so as to respond to the roll call or that some one an- 
swered for them. 3 

One or two enlisted men testified that the first shooting was done 
outside the fort, that it was accompanied by cries indicating hostility 
to the soldiers, and that the bullets were directed toward the barracks. 


Then he points out this fact, which leads directly- to the door 
of truth: 


Not the slightest trace of any bullet holes could be found in the bar- 
racks, and the great weight of testimony indicates that these witnesses 
were mistaken. 


Then Secretary Taft adds, respecting the order of the Presi- 
dent, a review of the case, as follows: 


The order has attracted much attention and has been severely eriti- 
cised as unjust because it condemns many innocent men to undeserved 
punishment. It is not improper therefore in this report to review the 
case and state the reasons which not only justified it, but made it nec- 
essary. S 

First. Out of a battalion of 170 enlisted men in the Army of the 
United States, from 9 to 20 men formed a preconcerted plan to revenge 
themselves upon the people of a town in which they were stationed 
for the insults they felt that the eee had eo. ie upon them. 
In accordance with the pyan they left their barracks under cover of the 

ght—and proceeded to discharge their weapons 
the town for the purpose of killing those against 
whom they felt a grievance. They came very near killing some one 
or more of the three women and seven children who were sitting or 
i in two of the lighted rooms into which they fired. They, in 
fact, kill one man, wound another, and seriously injure the chief of 
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police. They accompanied their firing with expressions indicating the 
malice which prompted their action. There can be no doubt, there- 
fore, that the squad of men who moved together from the fort to the 
town and did this shooting were guilty of murder, and murder in the 
first degree, and that if they were discovered they could be properly 
* to capital punishment. The purpose of one was the purpose 
of all. : 

Second. Within ten minutes or more after this crime was committed, 
when the whole garrison was aroused by the noise of the fusillade and 
v the call to arms which followed It, the guilty men returned to their 

aces, and must have been among the last men to take their places, 
or the reason that the firing continued after the formations had begun. 
The absence of the rifles from the racks could not have escaped the 
attention of the sergeants who had the keys of the racks, if indeed they 
had the keys; and yet all the sergeants swear that the rifles were in 
the racks, untouched. Before the next morning, all the ns were 
clean. It is impossible that many of the battalion who did not take 
part as active members of the conspiracy to murder were not made 
aware by one circumstance or another of the identity of the persons 
who committed this heinous offense. 

Third. Instead of giving to their officers, or to the military inspect- 
ors who were directed to make the examination, the benefit of any- 
thing which they knew tending to lead to a conviction of the guilty 
persons, there was a conspiracy of silence on the part of the many who 
must have known something of importance in this regard. Thus the 
murderers were taken back into the battalion and protected entirely 
from punishment. 

Under these circumstances the question arises, Is the Government 
helpless? Must it continue in its service a battalion many of the mem- 
bers of which show their willingness to condone a crime of a capital 
character committed by from ten to twenty of its members, and put 
on a front of silence and ignorance which enables the criminals to esca: 
just punishment? These enlisted men took the oath of allegiance to 
the Government, and were to be used under the law to maintain its 
supremacy. Can the Government 8 therefore keep in its 
employ for the purpose of maintaining law and order any longer a 

y of men, from 5 to 10 per cent of whom can plan and commit 
murder, and rely upon the silence of a number of their companions to 
escape detection? 

It may be that in the battalion are a number of men wholly inno- 
cent, who know neither who the guilty men are, nor any circumstances 
which will aid in their detection, though this can not be true of 
many. Because there may be innocent men in the battalion, must 
the Government continue to use it to guard communities of men, 
women, and children when it contains so dangerous an element 
impossible of detection? Certainly not. When a man enlists in the 
Army he knows that, for the very purpose of protecting itself, the 
Government reserves to itself the absolute right of discharge, not as 
a punishment, but for the public safety or interest. In such a case 
as this the inconyenience and hardship to those Innocent of par- 
ticipation or knowledge, arising from arbitrarily terminating the con- 
tract of enlistment in accordance with the right which the Government 
by statute reserves, must be borne by them in the public interest. 
It goes without saying that if the ilty could be ascertained they 
should and would be punished; but the guilty can not be ascertained 
and the very im ibility of determining who are the guilty makes 
the whole battalion useless to the Government as an instrument for 
maintaining law and order. The only means of ridding the military 
service of a band of would-be murderers of women and children, and 
actual murderers of one man, is the discharge of the entire battalion. 

Might not community into which the War Department should 
send this battalion, in which it is known that there are from nine to 
twenty murderers, Janay complain that the battalion is not a proper 
instrument for maintaining the supremacy of the law? Could we prop- 
erly send such a battalion to the Philippines or Cuba to maintain peace 
or furnish an example of orderly conduct? If a similar outbreak were 
there to occur, could we relieve ourselves from responsibility for it 
on the Dory that we could not detect the particular ten or twenty 
who were guilty of the first murder? 

Suppose a dozen men of the battalion stationed at Fort Brown tn 
time of a war with Mexico carried plans and ammunition to the enemy 
on the other side of the Rio Grande River, and then returned under 
circumstances which made it clear that a large number of men in the 
battalion must have known who they were, but that every man in the 


battalion denied all knowledge of it, and thus all means of detecting. 


the guilty were lacking. Would a b 8 general for one moment 
hesitate, in the interest of the public, to disband the entire battalion 
and discharge it from the service in order to avoid a repetition of the 
danger? 

Can a real and logical distinction be made between the crime of 
treason, under the circumstances supp , and the crime of murder 
in this case? Both are capital offenses, one perhaps more heinous 
than the other, and more dangerous to the Government itself, but in 
both cases. it seems to me clear that the Government must protect 
itself and the community to which it is responsible from a recurrence 
of such offenses, not by punishing guilty and innocent alike, but by 
separating both the ilty and innocent from the service, so as to 
deprive the guilty of a second opportunity for such a crime, even 
though this may result in inconvenience and perhaps hardship to the 
Innocent. 

It is a mistake to suppose that this order Is in itself a punishment 
either of the innocent or of the guilty. discharge would be an 
utterly inadequate punishment for those who are guilty whether of 
comaltting the murder, or of withholding or suppressing evidence 
which would disclose the perpetrators of such a crime. he use of 
the word penalty in the proceedings is a mere misnomer and is unfor- 
tunate. The dismissal from the service of the members of this bat- 
talion under the circumstances is not a punishment, however great the 
hardship. There is a dismissal technically known as a dishonorable 
discharge, which is only imposed by sentence by a court. This is a 
punishment. But the members of this battalion were not dishonor- 
ably discharged. They could not have been so discharged except after 
a trial. They were discharged for the good of the service, as the 
technical phrase is, without honor.” It is not à fortunate phrase, 
because so easily confused with a dishonorable discharge. It is called 
“without honor” to distinguish the discha from a discharge with 
honor. or an honorable discharge, which indicates the termination, in 
due course, of a satisfactory service. An enlistment brought prema- 
turely to an end for the of the service can not be an honorable 
discharge. Hence the distinction must be made. The discharge “ with- 
out honor” is merely the coama of a contract and separation from the 
service under a right reseryed Ín the statute for the protection of the 
Government, which may work a hardship to the private discharged, 


kti which, in the public interest, must sometimes be arbitrarily exer- 
c 


But ít is said that the order forbids er by the discharged men 
into the Army or Navy or civil service, and this is a penalty. When 
an employee is discharged for the good of the service, it naturally 
follows that he can not be taken back, and the President in formally 
stating this result is not imposing a penalty in the pope sense of the 
term. He is only laying down a rule of ineligibility for the service 
with respect to which it is his Executive duty to prescribe the rules of 
admission. Should hereafter facts be disclosed, or a new state of fàcts 
arise from which it can be inferred thut the public service will suffer 
no detriment from reentry of any one of these men into the service, 
his ineligibility can be removed by a mere Executive order. 

Much sympathy has been evoked for those who have been so iong 
in the public service as some of the noncommissioned officers and others 
of this battalion of the Twenty-fifth Infantry. It is to be said with 
respect to these noncommissioned officers, that upon them especially 
falls the duty of maintaining the discipline of the companies and the 
battalion, and that by reason of their long service and from their 
official cya as | they have more influence over the men and more 
opportunity to learn the circumstances leading to a detection of the 

Ity in this case than any others connected with the regiment. 
ndeed, it was their uliar duty to find out and disclose the facts, 
but they have failed to do so. It may be that they were not derelict 
in this. If not, then they have had the misfortune to be associated 
with men whose conduct and immunity from detection require the Gov- 
ernment in the public service to exercise its reserved contract right of 
discharge against the entire body of which they were members. 

The suggestion made in some quarters that this battalion has been 
treated in this way simply because the men are colored hardly merits 
notice. The fact of their color and the racial feeling aroused between 
them and the citizens of Brownsville may have been the cause and 
furnished the motive, but certainly not a justification, for the plot to 
murder men, women, and children; but to this extent only in explana- 
tion of the circumstances is the fact of their color at all relevant. 

In a body of men sworn to uphold the law, enlisted as the instru- 
ments of maintaining the supremacy of the law, no obligation of com- 
radeship, which would proren: one from telling the truth and detail- 
ing the circumstances that would lead to the conviction of his associ- 
ates of murder, can be recognized by those in authority and charged 
with the responsibility of maintaining the discipline of the Army. 

As to future exculpation, should it occur, he concludes: 

It is possible that evidence may be adduced in future which will tend 
to exculpate entirely some of the men now discharged, both from par- 
ticipation in the crime and assistance in the conspiracy of silence to 
prevent the detection of the offenders; and whenever such facts are 
shown in respect to anyone affected by the order, they will be brought 
to your attention, and, I understand, will render such persons eligible 
to reenlistment. 


THE CONCLUSION OF JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL DAVIS. 

Gen. George B. Davis, Judge-Advocate-General of the Army, 
was an enlisted soldier of the First Massachusetts Cavalry in 
the civil war. and rose to his present rank from honorable and 
dutiful service, and is the author of a standard book on our mil- 
itary laws. Distinguished as both soldier and scholar, he has 
gone over this case from the standpoint of one who has long 
made military law a study, and has had much experience in the 
consideration of cases. 

This is his conclusion: 

In the case under discussion it is an essential incident of a 


judicial investigation that those who are aware of the wrongful acts 


committed should testify, under oath, as to facts within their knowl- 
edge. To defeat such an inquiry, a considerable number of enlisted 
men have entered into a criminal combination, in the execution 
of which they decline to disclose facts which are known to them touch- 
ing the very serious offenses against public order which were com- 
mitted at Brownsville, Tex., in August last. In that view of the case, 
the question presented is, Are men who enter into such a combination 
rendering honest and faithful service within the meaning of their en- 
listment contracts? In other words, Can men admittedly so disre- 
gardful of public authority be trusted and relied upon when upon an 
oceasion of public emergency they are called upon to support it? 


THE CONCLUSION OF INSPECTOR-GENERAL GARLINGTON, 


General Garlington, thirty years ago, was appointed to West 
Point from the State of Georgia. He was born in the State of 
South Carolina. His ancestors were from Virginia. His family 
is one that has been identified with all the wars of this country, 
from the war of freedom of 76 to the recent wars from which 
we have just emerged. Whatever of distinction or of honor has 
come to him in the Army of the United States has come through 


the channel of merit and from gallantry displayed upon the. 


field of battle. He wears upon his breast, when he may, a medal 
of honor conferred upon him for gallantry in war with the In- 
dians. He wears upon his person a scar of battle with the 
Indians. He has risen by gallantry, efficiency, and by grada- 
tions of rank, by modest devotion to duty. There is nothing 
in his career or character or service or what he has done in this 
ease to give just ground for any animadversion or criticism 
whatsoever. What he did he did as an officer in the usual way— 
as an officer. He declared his conviction as an honest man must 
and should, and he stands upon what he said, in the character, 
unsullied, of soldier and gentleman, unimpugnable and unim- 
ugned. 

3 What Inspector-General Garlington did let his superior, Sec- 
retary Taft, say (record, p. 304): 


The facts as stated appear from the careful investigation and report 
of Major Blocksom, of the Inspector-General’s corps of the Army, sup- 
lemented by affidavits and oral examinations of many witnesses, con- 
ducted by a citizen’s committee at the invitation of Major Penrose, and 


1907. 


by the report of Major Penrose. Major Blocksom began his investiga- 
tion three days after the occurrence. 
Since the occurrence every effort has been made by the commissioned 
officers and. by competent military inspectors sent for the purpose, 
through cross-examination of each member of the company who was 
present in the fort that night, to find some clue by which the enlisted 
men who committed this crime could be detected, and not the slightest 
evidence tending to establish the identity of a single man has been 
forthcoming. All the enlisted men of the battalion were advised that 
if evidence was not forthcoming leading to the identification of those 
who planned and committed these murders and attempted murders it 
poue become necessary to discharge all the men present at Fort 
rown that night without honor, and to bar them from reenlistment in 
the Army or service in the Navy or in the civil service. 
Inspector-General Garlington then examined every man who came 
within the operation of the proposed order and was entirely unable to 
elicit a single circumstance leading to the identification of the mur- 
derers. He became convinced that there was a conspiracy of silence 
in the battalion to protect the criminals, and while he conceded that 
there might be a number of men in the battalion innocent both of the 
crime and of suppression of evidence, he deemed it necessary in the 
interest and for the good of the service to recommend the issuing of 
the order which by authority he had told the men would be made and 
enforced unless evidence pointing to the criminals was forthcoming. 
This Department concurred in General Garlington’s recommendation, 
and the President then directed the discharge of certain-named mem- 
bers of the battalion, which included all the enlisted men of the battal- 
ion who were present at Fort Brown on the oe 55 in bart ae without 
honor, and forever debarred them from reenlisting the Army or 
Navy of the United States, as well as from employment in any civil 
capacity under the Government. The order of discharge has been duly 


5 A full copy of the proceedings and evidence is hereto ap- 
pended. ‘ 
General Garlington’s conclusion was as follows: 


CONCLUSION. 


I recommend that orders be issued as soon as practicable discharg- 
ing, without honor, every man in Companies B, C, and D of the Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, serving at Fort Brown, Tex., on the night of August 
13, 1906, and forever debarring them from reenlisting in the Army or 
Navy of the United States, as well as from employment in any civil 
capacity under the Government. In making this recommendation I 
recognize the fact that a number of men who have no direct knowledge 
as to the 8 of the men of the Twenty-fifth Infantry who actu- 
ally fired the shots on the night of the 13th of August, 1906, will incur 
this extreme penalty. 

It has been established, by careful investigation, beyond reasonable 
doubt that the firing into the houses of the citizens of Brownsville, 
while the inhabitants thereof were paraning their peaceful vocation 
or sleeping, and by which one citizen was killed and the chief of police 
so seriously wounded that he lost an arm, was done by enlisted men of 
the Twenty-fifth Infantry belonging to the battalion stationed at Fort 
Brown. After due opportunity and notice, the enlisted men of the 
Twenty-fifth Infantry ve failed to tell all that it is reasonable to 
believe they know 5 the shooting. If they had done so, if 
they had been willing to relate all the circumstances—instances pre- 
liminary to the trouble—it is extremely pronaos that a clew suffi- 
ciently definite to lead to results would have been disclosed. They 
appear to stand together in a determination to resist the detection of 

e guilty; therefore they should stand together when the penalty falls. 

A forceful lesson should be given to the Army at large, and especially 
to the noncommissioned officers, that their duty does not cease upon 
the drill ground, with the calling of the company rolls, making check 
inspections, and other duty of formal character, but that their responsi- 
bilities of office accompany them everywhere and at all times; that it is 
their duty to become thoroughly acquainted with the individual mem- 
bers of their respective units; to know their characteristics; to be able 
at all times to gauge their temper, in order to discover the beginning 
of discontent or of mutinous intentions, and to anticipate any organized 
act of disorder; that they must notify their officers at once of any such 
conditions. Moreover, the people of the United States, wherever they 
live, must feel assured that the men wearing the uniform of the Army 
are their protectors, and not midnight assassins or riotous disturbers 
of the peace of the community in which they cet be stationed. 

No absolutely accurate verification of the rifles and men of the 
battalion was made on the night of the 13th of August in time to 
account for all the rifies or all the men at the beginning of the firing 
or immediately upon its conclusion. This failure is explained as fol- 
lows: The commanding officer and his associates, when the alarm was 
sounded and they heard the firing, assumed that it came from the city 
of Brownsville; and that the guns were in the hands of civilians; in 
other words, that the garrison was being fired into from the outside 
by civilians. It does not appear to have occurred to any of them that 
certain enlisted men of the Twenty-fifth Infantry had possession of 
their arms, and were committing the crime of firing into the houses 
and npon the citizens of Brownsville, until the mayor of the city came 
into the garrison and informed the commanding officer, Major Penrose, 
that one man had been killed and another wounded by his soldiers. 

CONCLUSION OF MAJ. A. P. BLOCKSOM. 

Maj. A. P. Blocksom, of Ohio, inspector-general of the Depart- 
ment of Texas, investigated the matter on the ground and re- 
gards it as “a preconcerted raid.” (Record, p. 63.) 

He says: 

From the evidence obtainable I believe the first shots were fired be- 
tween B Company barracks and the wall separating post from town. 
A number were fired Into the air for the purpose of creating an alarm. 
The soldiers, 9 to 15, possibly more, then jumped the wall and started 
through town. There is no reliable evidence to support the claim that 
the first shots came from town, and no bullet marks were found on bar- 
racks. From their direction, etc., I am sure three shots through Mr. 
Yturria’s house came from a point near the center of B Company’s upper 
back porch. A Mexican boy sleeping on the floor of the Yturria porch 

were among the first fired. 
andall lives over the telegraph office opposite post gate. A 
bullet went through his sitting room; it came from a point near the wall 
opposite southwestern end of C Company barracks. Some of the first 
shots fired also came from the vicinity of D Company barracks. The 
line of barracks of D, B, and C companies runs northeast to southwest. 
The wall between post and town is parallel to and about 75 feet north- 
west of line of barracks. An alley through town, perpendicular to wall, 
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beginning at a (pont nearly opposite space between B and D Com 
e 


ny 
barracks, was line of operations (about three blocks in length). 
The raiders first struck Cowan’s house (at end of first block). 
There were two women and five children in it. It is a miracle some 
of them were not shot, The raiders could not help Koowing they 
had not 125 gone to bed. About ten shots were flred, nearly al going 
through house at a height of 43 feet or less above floor. One shot put 
out the lamp sitting on a table. Mrs. Cowan has been on the verge 
of hysterics ever since. It is said the Cowan children had made fun 
of “the nigger soldiers; but I could not pin down the reports. 
There must some truth in them. 


As to the lieutenant of police, he says: 


The lieutenant of police, Dominguez, heard the firing and rode toward 
it, accompanied by two policemen. Near corner of Miller Hotel (end of 
second block) the two policemen turned back, but Dominguez kept on, 
and the raiders started firing upon him. He said there were. about fif- 
teen colored soldiers in the party. He was mounted on a white horse 
and went half a block after reaching corner of hotel, when his horse 
fell dead, shot through the body several times. The raiders were prob- 
ably at the corner and continued firing on the fleeing man until horse 
fell. Dominguez was shot in right arm (afterwards amputated below 
the elbow). He did not even draw his revolver from holster. A number 
of shots were also fired at the other two policemen. Dominguez, 
many years on the police force, is universally respected. The raiders 
fired seven or eight -times into the Miller Hotel, including several 
shots at a guest sitting by a window. After shooting Dominguez 
they divided. One party proceeded along the alley. 

Frank Natus, bartender in Tillman's saloon (about two-thirds the 
way down third block), heard them coming and started to close the 
back door, but was shot and probably instantly killed about 20 feet 
from door. A Mexican in the saloon, Preciado by name, was slightly 
wounded in the hand by a bullet which passed through his coat. atus 
had never had any trouble with the soldiers, as far as known. Five or 
six shots were fired through that back door. This party tried to get 
into the back door of another saloon, but it was closed, 

The tT ae went half a block to the right, then turned to the 
left and fired five or six shots into Mr. Starck’s house (second from 
corner on street parallel to alley), evidently miang t for Tate's 

which is third). Bullet marks in Starck’s house are higher than in 

owan's. Mrs. Starck said two shots went through mosquito bar over 
bed in which she and two children were sleeping. These were the last 
attacks, and raiders then probably ran back. Bullet marks were found 
on several other houses in vicinity of those already mentioned. 

None of the individual raiders was recognized. Streets are poorly 
lighted, and it was a dark night. Those who saw them were busy 
trying to keep out of sight themselves. The soldiers were compara- 
tive strangers in town, having arrived only two_weeks before. t 
the raiders were soldiers of the Twenty-fifth Infantry can not be 
doubted. The evidence of many witnesses of all classes is conclusive. 
Shattered bullets, shells, and clips found are merely corroborative. 


Major Blockson made a supplemental report, in which he said: 


With regard to the charge of prejudice, I am willing to let my re- 
ports, letters, and telegrams answer the accusation. 

I investigated the Brownsville affair because ordered’ to do so in my 
capacity as assistant inspector-general of the Southwestern Division, 
not because I desired such an unpleasant duty. 

I did not rely npon the evidence taken before the citizens’ committee 
at Brownsville. t was natural for that committee to be prejudiced., 
It was, however, composed of the best people in town, and 
formed that the majority originally were northern men. 

I relied primarily upon my own investigation of the witnesses to the 
shooting and Its attendant circumstances. : 

I interrogated about fifty witnesses—men, women, and children—who 
either personally saw the soldiers do the shooting, or heard their voices, 
or were witnesses to some other important fact relating to the crime. 

I had long conversations with other persons—women and children, 
lawyers, judges, merchants, policemen, old officers—both Union and 
F State, and county officials, saloon men, and 
aborers, ete. 

8 a hear a pinse Leo sigh aon 1 on . subject; all 
or were convince rom universal report t the raid 
made by soldiers of the battalion of Fort Brown. e 


X Noting the bulk of the evidence as to particular circumstances, 
e says: 


On page 5 [188] of the report of the Constitution League, etc. 
regard to empty shells and clips, I have already stated 1 then 
as corroborative merely. On the same 
described correspond with the khaki trousers or blue shirts almost 
universally worn in the vicinity.” I have already referred to this 
subject in answer to Mr. Gilchrist Stewart's letter. The rangers (only 
one or two in town on the night of the 13th of August) do look some- 
thing more like soldiers than do the Mexican police, but neither could 
be mistaken for them. There were a few other persons in town who 
wore perhaps a cast-off soldier's garment or hat. 

55 5 contended that either rangers or police, or both, committed the 
crime 

On page 8 [190] same report: Every man at the roll calls of the 
three companies were present or accounted for within five or (at the 
maximum) eight minutes of the first alarm; and this alarm was coinci- 
dent with the first firing.” 

This is the most important statement of fact in the whole rt. 
It is untrue, as shown from sworn testimony of officers, as well as 
men, in my reply to Mr. Stewart's letter. 

And he adds: 

But, as I have previously said, I never believed the first roll 
calls were accurate. Officers and first sergeants thought the 
post was attacked by town people, and it is absurd to suppose 
they thought of roll calls first and defense afterwards.” 

The opposite view of this matter presupposes too much, Mr. 
President. Then he has something to say in regard to the affair 
of Mrs. Evans. 

Page 16 [193] with regard to Mrs. Evans. I investigated this affair 
at the house to which Mr. and Mrs. Evans had moved after the as- 
sault—more than a mile from the garrison. Mrs. Evans was absolutel, 
evant as to the fact of her assailant being a tall, colored soldier. 


nterviewed her husband also and he told me of her fright, ete., when 
he saw her, almost immediately after the occurrence. 


I was in- 


age it is said: “The garments 
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Mr. and Mrs. Evans are unimpeachably respectable. 


With regard to evidence that firing “seems to have come from the 
road In front of Company B's headquarters.” The positive evidence 
which I found from long and careful investigation of three witnesses, 
Mr. Randall, Mr. Martinez, and Mr. McDonald (the first two living 
in the telegraph office, very near which the firing began), together 
with that of a boy one who slept on the porch of the Yturria 
House, and that of Mrs. Cowan, her servant and children, offsets 
the evidence from men in garrison, who were farther away. Much of 
the latter evidence is negative and indefinite (see sworn evidence, 

„ in Colonel Lovering’s 8 sed 

I talked often with Judge Welch, quoted ou paxe 24 [198]. He was 
convinced the crime was committed by colo soldiers of the garri- 
son (as can be proved by several cfficials with whom he was asso- 
ciated). But he was a most fair and just man and recognized the 
fact that there was no evidence against individual criminals. I ex- 
pistes why in my report. It is unfortunate he was assassinated the 

ay before the November election, 2 


He finally observes: 


With regard to the call fo arms * * it did not occur until 
several minutes after first shots were fired, and then by the order of 
the sergeant of the guard. 


Now, here is his conclusion of this matter, from going to the 
scene of ‘action, from talking to everybody, looking the whole 
ground over: 


I believe he sounded it to create confusion, to get out and place arms 
in the hands of all men so that the raiders would not be discovered 
on their return. Not a shot struck anything or anybody in the post; 
how different was it in town. 


CONCLUSION OF MAJOR PENROSE. 
Maj. C. W. Penrose, of the Twenty-fifth Infantry, was in com- 
mand of the three companies. He says in his report from Fort 
Brown, Tex., August 15. (Record, p. 31): 


Were it not for the damaging evidence of the empty shells and used 
clips I shonld be of the firm belief that none of my men was in any 
way connected with the crime, but with this fact so painfully before 
me I am not only convinced it was perpetrated by men of this com- 
mand, but that it was carefully planned beforehand. I have the affi- 
davits from three noncommissioned’ officers who were in charge of 
quarters on the day and night, and tey swear tively the rifles were 
verified and the racks locked after drill (practice march of Companies 
B and D, drill of 8 C), and the old guard returned to the 
quarters; that they never left the quarters, and that the keys to the 
locks of the racks were never out of their possession, and that the 
racks were not opened until call to arms sounded, and were then 
opened by them. 

From testimony gathered by the Citizens“ Committee and given to 
me by Doctor Combe, I believe from seven to ten men were implicated 
in this matter. Some one of them must have had a key to the gun 
rack, and after checkroll call was taken—for all were reported present 
at 11 p. m. roll call—they slipped out of quarters, did the shooting, 
returned while the companies were forming, and at some time during 
the early hours of the morning cleaned their rifles. This is made pos- 
sible from the fact that the shooting all occurred within two short 
blocks of ‘the barracks. 

8 GEN. A. B. NETTLETON’S. CONCLUSIONS. 

Gen. A. B. Nettleton won his spurs in the Army of the Po- 
tomac in the civil war. He has been an Assistant Secretary of 
the Treasury, and has been identified with the Republican party 
through his lifetime. He has been in no relation either to the 
people of the South or to the soldiers in this case that might 
possibly divert his mind from a calm and considerate judgment 
as to its nature. There annexed to the President’s message is a 
letter written by that gentleman, on November 27, to the Presi- 
dent. He has often spent his time in Brownsville and, as I 
understand, is now there. In terms of indignation he describes 
the situation, and here is what he says: 


As a citizen and resident of Illinois, as an antislavery advocate when 
that phrase had a meaning, and as a life-long Republican who served 
in the Union Army throughout the civil war, I shall at least not be sus- 
pected of prejudice against men of color as such. feel sure that only 
carefully disseminated misinformation as to the facts can account for 
the present gross misapprehension on the part of some persons and 
journals at the North. 

Business interests bring me frequently to Brownsville, where I have 
found a particularly placid and well-ordered community. Arrivin 
here immediately after the midnight attack upon this city by a part o 
the colored garrison of Fort Brown, I have improved my abundant 
opportunity for thering, personally and privately, on the spot and 
at first hand, and for carefully sifting all material facts bearing upon 
the deplorable event. Without 8 details, I wish to assure 
he that an absolutely unprejudiced investigation, continued after all 
ocal excitement had subsided, confirms in every particular the conclu- 
sions reached by the two Army officers sent here by your Department, 
upon which the President has acted, as well as the clear and temperate 
statement sent out immediately after the y by Chairman Ham 
Kelly, of the Brownsville citizens’ committee. Captain Kelly is a 
veteran officer of the Union Army, president of the First National 
Bank here, and a citizen of the highest character, who could have no 
motive for magnifying the yity of the occurrence. His associates 
on this committee and in its investigations included leading State, 
Federal, county, and municipal officials, all of whom were present in 
Brownsville on the night of the outrage and throughout the subsequent 
events. The committee's membership also embraced the most promi- 
- nent private citizens of all vocations, including many of northern birth 

and antecedents. The committee's report is doubtless on your table 
or in your files. It constitutes the authorized, os and sufficient 
utterance of this community, and it probably em ies the most con- 
clusive and damning indictment ever found against soldiers of an 
race wearin the uniform and wielding the weapons of a civilized 
government. 

Next to the window where I am now cars is a cottage home where 
a children’s pery had just broken up before the house was riddled with 
at least twenty-three United States bullets, fired by United States 1 
from United States Springfield rifles, at close range, necessarily with the 


purpose of killing or maiming the Inmates, including the parents and 
children, who were still up in the well-lighted house and whose escape 
from death, under the circumstances, was astonishing. On another 
street I daily look upon the fresh bullet scars where a volley from sim- 
ilar Government rifles was fired into the side and windows of the Miller 
Hotel, occupied at the time by sleeping or frightened guests from 
abroad, who could not ibly have given any offense to the assailants. 
Any day the Brownsville lieutenant of police, Dominguez, again on 
duty from hospital, may be seen carrying an empty sleeve because he 
got in the way of Federal soldiers from the adjacent garrison when 
they were shooting up the town. And not far away is the fresh grave 
of an unoffending cit of this place, a boy in years, who was wan- 
tonly shot down while unarmed and attempting to escape the astonish- 
ing rain of bullets. 

The well-attested evidence, controverted by none, is that the colored 
troops were treated here in Brownsville with the same consideration 
with which colored soldiers of similar bearing are treated in garrison 
towns of Northern States; that, on the other hand, the street conduct 
of some of them was often aggressively and causelessly insolent toward 
both white men and women; that one rel Pea assault upon a white 
woman was made by a negro soldier in uniform; that there was no 
known provocation for the murderous raid by. the negro soldiers, unless 
it can be called a provocation that the drinkers among them were pro- 
vided with separate bars in certain saloons, and that on two occasions 
individual insolence was resented by individual citizens, both of whom 
happen to have been Republican Federal officials; that there was no 
“riot” and no “street row,” as many newspapers persist in calling the 
raid, but there was simply a cold-blooded conspiracy of the most 
cowardly possible sort to terrorize the entire community and kill or 
injure men, women, and children in their homes and or on the 
streets, and this at an hour of the night when concerted or effective 
resistance or defense was out of the question, and when detection by 
identification of the uniformed criminals outside of the garrison was 
well-nigh impossible. No defense be . none was made. 
So far as I can learn, not a shot was fi by eltizens at the attacking 
soldiers or at the fort. The soldiers were the a 
finish. They met with no resistance during 
things their own way. 

To one who knows the facts as I learn them here, and who there- 
fore appreciates the enormity of the prearran cooperative crime, 
the present attempt to make martyrs of any portion of the discharged 
men would be e if it were not grotesque. If the persons who 
actually did the firing could have been identified and tried, they would 
doubtless have suffered what they deserve—the penalty of a shameful 
death. Every soldier who incriminating knowledge of the 
facts has, by refusing to testify, made himself legally as well as morally 
an accessory after the fact to the crime of murder. It equally follows, 
as it seems to me, that every member of the battalion who, however 
innocent personally both of actual participation and of actual guilty 
knowledge, has chosen to stand as a silent or outspoken champion of 
his suspected comrades, is himself morally implicated, and unfit to 
wear the uniform of an American soldier. He has shown himself an 
unsafe person to be 3 as a defender of the public welfare and 
of the nation’s honor. Inasmuch as, so far as known, not one member 
of the disgraced battalion has thus far seen fit to act the part of an 
honorable citizen and soldier by at least manifesting a willingness to 
nid the Government to fix the primary responsibility where it belongs, 
the entire membership -of the companies rightfully share a com- 
mon ignominy. Besides, all the circumstances of the case leave very 
little doubt in my mind that a wer 3 proportion of the command 
are in possession of knowledge which, if revealed, would lead to the 
prompt detection of the men who did the actual firing. 

Without presuming to Ber judgment upon any part of the conduct 
of the white commissioned officers who were in charge of the Browns- 
ville | regen which conduct is doubtless receiving the attention of 

ur rtment, I have been 85 5 surprised by several facts relat- 
ng to the discipline maintained at the post. For example, at the out- 
set it seemed amazing to me that neither the commanding officer, the 
officer of the day, nor the officer of the guard should have known any- 
thing of the bloody event. My amazement was increased when I 
learned that the officer of the day had, earlier in the evening, cone to 
his private quarters and not only removed his sword, but had undressed, 
gone to bed, and was sound asleep throughout the entire occurrence. 

I believe no course other than the moderate and lawful one which 
he has pursued was or is open to the President unless all semblance 
of decent discipline in our Army is to be ended, and unless every 
American community, North and South alike, is to be given cause to 
dread the proximity of a negro garrison as it would that of an encamp- 
ment of paid, armed, and uniformed assassins. “It is not a sectional 
matter. find here little, if any, animosity toward colored troops as 
such. White soldiers guilty of like conduct would be dreaded and 
detested ae as much as black ones, and in Boston as well as in 
Brownsville.” , 


These are wise words. 


I sympathize with the colored ple in their upward struggle in 
America against fearful odds. I believe the most damaging service that 
can be rendered them as a race in this their period of test and transi- 
tion is that of championing or excusing the criminal element in their 
ran as some members of both races seem to be doing at the present 
time. Incidentally, this sanguinary Brownsville episode seems to 
mark a sudden and inexplicable reversion to unprovoked primeval 
savagery by considerable numbers of trained, veteran negro soldiers, 
which suggests serious thoughts upon the whole racial problem. 

But that is anotner matter, and the present duty for every citizen, 
North and South, white and black alike, as it appears to me, is to 
acquaint himself with the facts in this particular case, as officially 
ascertained, and then yoice his emphatic approval of President Roose- 
velt's necessary and admirable course in the premises. I can imagine 
no conduct on the part of members of a 1 garrison which would 
surpass in atrocity the Brownsville crime of A ag 13, and but for 
the fact that ironclad copra of silence on the part of the entire 
force of enlisted men has thus far rendered detection and real punish- 
ment impossible the present 3 dismissal would not be required. 

It goes without saying that such discharge from service is not pun- 
ishment. As punishment it would be farcical in its leniency. It is at 
utmost a severance of relations between employer and employed—a deter- 
mination of the Government's responsibility for the conduct of men who 
have shown that they can not be . It is to the last degree de- 
plorable that adequate penalty can not be inflicted at this time, but in 
the absence of such penalty the good name of every colored soldier re- 
maining in the Army, and of the colored race in America, demands that 
they unite with all good citizens in placing these criminals and their 
sympathizing comrades in the pillory of public execration. 


essors from start to 
eir assault and had 
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When a man of character and service like that of General Net- 
tleton—near the scene of action, knowing the people and mingling 
with them—goes out of his way to come forward and bear his 
testimony to the people of this United States as to the nature of 
a case, it is testimony, eyen if not admissible in courts, that can 
not fail to convey moral conyiction to any enlightened mind. 


CONCLUSION OF WILLIAM KELLY, ESQ., AN EX-FEDERAL OFFICER. 


William Kelly, president of the First National Bank of 
Brownsville, was chairman of the citizens’ committee. He is 
Republican in politics and was an officer of the Union Army 
during the civil war. His son married the daughter of Gov- 
ernor Odell, of New York. 

He says in a communication which appears in the papers ac- 
companying the President’s Message, page 240: 


At a few minutes before 12 o'clock a shot was fired from the post, 
apparently a signal, for immediately thereafter a volley was fired, and 
a y of soldiers, from sixteen to twenty-five in number, jumped the 
garrison wall—a brick fence about 3 feet high—formed under a non- 
commissioned officer, whose commands were heard, rushed into town, 
and commenced firing indiscriminately into the houses of the citizens. 
Into the house where but a few moments before between forty and 
fifty innocent children were enjoying themselves, over twenty shots 
yy fired, riddling furniture and smashing mirrors and tearing hang- 
ngs. 

Mrs. Cowen and her children took refuge underneath a bed, through 
the covering of which one bullet passed. The shots were fired point 
blank to kill—most of them at the height of a man above the floors. 
A little farther up the street the house of Mr. Fred Starck had eight 
shots in it; one passed through the bed of his sleeping children and 
within 2 feet of where they lay. 

* * . * $ * = + 

The citizens’ committee, appointed at a mass meeting the morning 
after the outrages, made these demands in behalf of our outraged peo- 
ple: First. Remove all the negroes; next, follow the guilty ones, and 
spare no efforts to have them identifed and punished as their crimes 
leserve. 

Fort Brown has been garrisoned by negro 2 os before, and no 
trouble has arisen between them and the citizens of Brownsville. Gen- 
erals Shafter, Merriam, Doubleday, Corbin, Clous, Gilmore, Wade, 
Hatch, and many others of high rank have commanded negro troops 
here. There is probably less race prejudice in this community than 
in any part of the South; but when it becomes a question between the 

ce, comfort, and safety of our mothers, wives, daughters, and sis- 
ers, and the presence of armed negroes among us the armed negro 
must go. 

The citizens’ committee was selected from our best citizens; its chair- 
man is a post commander in the Grand Army of the Republic and a 
companion of the military order of the Loyal Legion of the United 
States; one of its members is a vice-commander of the Grand Army 
of the Republic; another is quartermaster of the local Grand Army 

t; the remainder of the membership is composed of three doctors, 
‘our lawyers, three bankers, three merchants, two landowners, and 
three large owners of city property. 

The mayor of the city is a well-known ex-army officer, and to his 
quiet firmness is due the fact that grave results did not follow the 
outrage. 

The personnel of the committee will give assurance that they will 
“nothing extenuate, nor set down aught in malice.” 

WILLIAM KELLEY, 
Chairman Citizens’ Committee. 


CONSUL GRIFFITH’S CONCLUSION. 


From across the river in Matamoros came another voice, Con- 
sul Griffith is an officer of the United States at the town of Mata- 
moros. He was near the ground when this transaction hap- 
pened. One significant fact. The house of Mr. Cowen had 
twenty-two bullet marks upon it. There was shooting in the 
street near the garrison. When the shooting was over, neither 
the garrison wall nor the garrison anywhere bore the mark of a 
bullet; but one house had twenty-two bullet marks upon it. 


If that does not show which way the rifles were pointed, the 
doubting Thomas who would disbelieve it would not believe 
though one should rise from the dead. 2 

I myself— 

Says he— 
counted twenty-two bullet holes, and how the lady and her five chil- 
dren, who crawled under the bed, escaped death is almost a miracle. 
Not a shot had been fired by any citizen into the garrison, nor was any 
riot going on, as has been repeatedly reported. 

He gives his view of the whole situation, and-as he is an 
officer of the present Administration in a foreign part, and there 
is no proof that he was born in any part of this country which 
comes under animadversion, I will not inquire further into his 
residence or his antecedents. 


THE SAME MILITARY LAW IS FOR WHITE AND BLACK ALIKE. 


If, Mr. President, this had been a white company, whether 
rom Connecticut or from Virginia, whether from Massachu- 
setts or Maine, whether from Dakota or Indiana, we would 
have had no public meetings on the subject, no sermons would 
have been preached, no churches would have been aroused and 
diverted from their religious devotions. It has happened ‘to 
some of the soldiers of nearly every State in the Union in the 
many wars which we have fought and in the many situations 
and difficulties which they have had to encounter to come under 


animadversion or censure or blame and sometimes of dis- 
grace and shame. It does not belong to any community in this 
country to raise angels alone, and while we may all feel sen- 
sitive, and justly so when those near to us are touched, while we 
may all be willing to help and defend, and properly should, we 
must bide our portion when it comes to us, turn ourselves 
against wrong, whoever commits it, and try to possess our souls 
in fortitude and patience, submissive and subservient to law. 

Now, I do not wonder that our colored people have been sensi- 
tive. Some of them have been taught here or there that this 
was unjust to them. No such idea ever entered the mind of the 
President of the United States, nor of Secretary Taft, nor Judge- 
Advocate-General Davis, nor of Major Blocksom or Major 
Penrose, nor of General Garlington, nor of Major Kelly, nor of 
the consul at Matamoros, nor of General Nettleton, nor has en- 
tered mine. I would feel ashamed to occupy a seat upon the 
floor of the Senate if I would not defend an Indian, a Chinaman, 
a Japanese, or a colored man if proof were brought to my mind 
that he had been tyrannically or unjustly treated. If there are 
innocent men in this company who did not know of this matter, 
I hope their innocence will be proved. But this is just one of 
those cases in which, although grand juries sought to get at 
testimony, inspectors of the Army tried to get at testimony, 
department commanders tried to get at testimony, citizens’ com- 
mittees tried to get at testimony, but one single fact appears 
demonstrated as a fact, and that is that some of these soldiers, 
their identity in person unknown, had shot up the town of 
Brownsyille. This was proved as was there attested by Secre- 
tary Taft in his summary of the testimony, and I will not read 
over to you the individual witnesses. The soldiers were seen 
to climb over the wall, which is near the houses of Martinez 
and Cowan, and after they shot up the street in front of that 
wall, twenty-two bullet marks were found upon one house. On 
another square or so up the street the horse of the chief of 
police was killed and he maimed, and a little beyond another 
person killed. All the res geste of the transaction has con- 
vinced every man who has ever gone upon the preniises and 
examined them. 


THE PRESIDENT DELIBERATE AND PATIENT. 


The President of the United States was slow to reach his con- 
clusion. He did not go off halfcocked. From the 13th of Au- 
gust to the 4th day of October he plodded along as best he could 
investigating the case by officers upon the ground, by officers 
sent there, and by hearing adminicles of testimony borne upon 
the four winds by different personages who communicated with 
him. After he had heard it all he could reach but one con- 
clusion. : 

Now, Mr. President, in that conclusion it may be, ex necessi- 
tate rei, not from the design of any man—even the will might 
be unwilling thereto—that some innocent soldier will suffer. 
We are told in the Good Book that the sun shines and the rains 
fall on the just and on the unjust. When calamities come the 
innocent are apt to suffer with the guilty. But this is also 
true, and especially about a soldier and a corps: You can not 
make a good soldier unless you make him feel that the honor 
of his corps is his honor. He must be ready at any and all 
times to speak up for the company and the regiment to which he 
belongs and be made to realize at all times that when he puts 
his uniform on and bears the insignia of his soldiership in 
that company and regiment he-is its representative and spokes- 
man. 

SCORES OF WITNESSES. 


Now, Mr. President, when the President of the United States 
says—and it is attributed to him, though I have not found the 
words except in an order given under his direction—that scores 
of witnesses bore out his conclusion in this case, I can not 
appreciate that that remark can be belittled, for if he did say 
so, he acted within the margin of the testimony laid before him 
and not beyond it. Major Blocksom says he examined about 
fifty witnesses, as I have shown, and the result of the testimony 
of these and other witnesses was laid before the President. 
When a military officer of the United States, in the discharge of 
his duty under his oath of office, reports a condition and the 
basis of that condition, and the whole matter is laid before the 
President of the United States, and upon his responsibility as an 
intelligent and law-abiding man, eyen though he may not have 
heard with his own ear and seen with his own eyes the witnesses 
who gave the observations which were reported to him, he, in his 
Executive character, does not sit like a court upon a bench to 
hear only technical testimony governed by rigid rules in litigated 
cases. Any kind of testimony that brings moral conviction may 
be the basis of his action, as it may be the basis of the action of 
a Senator here in giving his assent to a law. 
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THE FACTS OF THE CASE. 

It will appear, however, in this case that the President of the 
United States did not rely alone upon those moral evidences 
which were brought to his attention, but upon oflicial reports 
made to him by proper military officers. 

So, Mr. President, if it comes to pass that it is definitely as- 
certained by judicious men, by men of all sections—by men from 
New York, Ohio, Illinois, New Hampshire, Michigan, Georgia, 
Massachusetts, and elsewhere—by men of all classes, by men of all 
points of observation that a certain number of a company or regi- 
ment have committed a great fault, it becomes the first duty of 
every one of those soldiers to go upon the trail, find out, expose 
the man who committed the fault, and see that the blemish upon 
their organization is remoyed. If they do not do it, what have 
they done? Proved themselves unworthy of the uniform they 
wear. If they can not do it, what have they done? Simply 
placed themselves in the misfortune of incompetency and dis- 
ability. What must the Army do? What must the country do? 
What must the Commander in Chief do? He can not change 
military law because a man here or there may suffer. He has 
to teach all the soldiers in the Army what the duty of a soldier 
is, and what the honor of a soldier is, and what the law of the 
land is. Moreover, as he should only keep in service soldiers in 
whom confidence can be placed, he must discharge the company 
when knowing that the guilty ones amongst them can not be 
identified. 

The President of the United States has done that in the most 
mild and moderate form that it was in his power to do. Some 
say he should have had a court-martial. The people of Browns- 
ville—and to their credit be it said—Judge Welsh of their crimi- 
nal court had a grand jury to investigate this matter. It was 
believed that thirteen men participated in this fiendish transac- 
tion. When you come to say, Was A B one of them? nobody could 
identify A B, or C D, or E F, or G H, or I J, or K L, to the end 
of the alphabet. But while no man could spot the individual, 
many men could spot the soldiery, for they saw the soldiery 
when they jumped over the wall. They saw their forms in the 
night as they fired their rifles. They found twenty-two bullet 
holes at the end of the mouth of those rifles. They found the 
dead horse, the crippled man, and the corpse of a citizen, and 
the cartridge shells, and they know of the terrorism and the 
murder and the bloodshed that ran riot in that town. 

We are up against this unfortunate condition in the complex 
affairs of human life. The men who were innocent must take 
their portion and bide their time. I have, somehow, faith that 
there is an angel that watches over the innocent that some- 
where at some time will entertain him unawares. I do not fear 
that, if there be innocent men, somewhere at some time the 
evidence will come forth that will acquit them. 

But, Mr. President, as all this matter was confined within the 
circle of the companies, as yet it has been impossible to identify 
individually the criminals, though the group that holds them 
has been identified. So, then, Mr. President, let the investiga- 
tion proceed. Get all the evidence you can. Go down to Browns- 
ville again to get it, but do not let us impugn the President, 
who has executed the military law, which exacts discipline. 
Do ot let us challenge the Articles of War, which the Congress 
ented and which Congress after Congress has recognized and 
which have been in existence for a hundred years. Do not let 
the people of this country—North, South, East, or West—feel 
that they are, in any city or any vicinage, at the mercy of any 
mob. 

MOB LAW IS NO MAN’S LAW. 

Mob law is no man’s law. It should be no country’s law. 

When the mob attacked the trains of the United States and 
the post-office arrangements of the United States in the city of 
Chicago, in Cleveland's Administration, the Democracy of the 
Senate did not believe that they were standing for autocratic 
government when they approved the President of the United 
States in sending armed men there to protect it; nor did the peo- 
ple condemn either the Senate or the House, which unanimously 
indorsed him. I had the honor to offer the approving resolution 
in the Senate which was unanimously indorsed; and I beg to 
state, Mr. President, that the people of my section, the people 
who are represented here from all over the South, stand for law 
and for order and for the Constitution and for the recognized 
officials of this Government to be supported and sustained where- 
ever they act within the purview of their power. 

Do not tell me, sir, that this is friendship for autocracy. It 
is simply friendship for government. It is simply respect for 
law, and when men who proclaim these doctrines are pointed 
to as having a tendency to join those who are for centraliza- 
tion and consolidation and for piling up autocratic powers, I 
repudiate the suggestion. Let me point them to the voice of 
Hugh S. Legare, of South Carolina, of sixty years ago, one of 


the advisers of the then President. Let me refer again to the 
voice of the venerable jurist from Maine, Nathan Clifford, and 
say that in those voices you have the law and the prophets of 
the Democratic creed of this land; the American creed which 
in this matter the President stands for. 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY BILL. 


During the delivery of Mr. Dantet’s speech, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia will 
suspend while the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business, which will be stated by the Secretary. 

The Secrerary. A bill (S. 5133) to promote the safety of em- 
ployees and travelers upon railroads by limiting the hours of 
service of employees thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I had intended to offer an 
amendment to the pending bill, the unfinished business, and to 
make a few observations concerning it, which would not occupy 
more than a few minutes. But as the Senator from Virginia 
has the floor, I will defer that until after the Senator from Vir- 
ginia conciudes, if the Senator from Wisconsin will ask to have 
the unfinished business temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask that the unfinished business may 
be laid aside until the Senator from Virginia concludes. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask leave to present two amendments to 
the bill which the Senator now asks may be laid aside, in order 
that they may be printed. I have in mind what the Senator 
from New Hampshire also has in mind, to make some observa- 
tions when the time comes. I shall be glad if the amendments 
may be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be printed 
and lie on the table. The Senator from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that the unfinished business be laid aside until 
the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from Virginia. 
Without objection, it is so ordered. The Senator from Virginia 
will proceed. 

Mr. DANIEL. I thank both the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire and the Senator from Wisconsin for their courtesy. 

After the conclusion of Mr. DANIELS speech, 


DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, let the unfinished business 
be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfinished business will be 
laid before the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I only wanted to inquire whether any other 
Senator desires to speak to the resolution this afternoon. If 
not, I will ask that it may go over until to-morrow, as it did 
yesterday until to-day—that is, to be taken up after the routine 
morning business. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Before that order is adopted I simply de- 
sire to suggest that I understand the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] desires to have the unfinished business 
now taken up. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
Senator. . 

Mr. CULBERSON. I have no objection, of course, to that, 
and I would be very glad to accommodate the Senator, but if 
he did not want to go on now there might be observations to be 
made on the pending resolution. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will venture to suggest that it is not an 
accommodation. The bill is the regular order. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator probably misunderstood me. 
I did not mean in the best sense of the term that it was an ac- 
commodation, but that it would be my pleasure to hear the 
Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And it is my pleasure, I will say to the 
Senator, to make any arrangement that will facilitate the con- 
sideration of the matter which has just been under discussion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio asks that 
the resolution respecting the Brownsville matter may go over 
until to-morrow, to be brought up after the conclusion of the 
routine morning business, Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the bill under considera- 
tion 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I was not listening, and I 
do not understand about the unanimous-consent agreement. Let 
it be stated again. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unanimous-consent agreement 
was that the resolution regarding the Brownsville matter shall 
go over until to-morrow morning, to be laid before the Senate 
at the conclusion of the routine morning business. 


That is my purpose, I will say to the 
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Mr. McCUMBER. I object to that, simply because three or 
four times we have made arrangements—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from North Da- 
kota suspend until the Senate is in order? 

Mr. McCUMBER. With the understanding that the resolu- 
tion simply goes over and that I may proceed in accordance with 
the notice which has been given, I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will say to the Senator from North Da- 
kota that when the resolution comes up I will yield to him to 
address the Senate under his notice. 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 5183) to promote the safety of employees 
and travelers upon railroads by limiting the hours of service of 
employees thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, an examination of the bill 
under consideration reveals the fact that it was introduced by 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fotierre] and amended 
by the committee by striking out the entire text of the bill and 
substituting other language; and that during its consideration 
twenty-five amendments were offered to the bill, which are now 
pending, eight of those amendments having been offered by the 
Senator from Wisconsin himself. 

I state this fact, Mr. President, for the reason that on yes- 
terday the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Forterre] came to 
my desk and inquired if I desired to further debate the Dill. 
I said to him that I had an amendment which I proposed to 
offer, to which I would address myself very briefly. An after- 
noon paper of to-day, in speaking of this bill, has a headline 
which reads, Plot Bill's Death,” and then it goes on to state 

The friends of the bill are not certain just what will be the tac- 
tics of the opposition. It is expected, however, efforts will be made 
to amend thé bill and, perhaps, to weaken it by this indirect method 


of attack. Senator GALLINGER of New Hampshire has already advised 
Senator LA FOLLETT® that he has one or more amendments to propose. 


Mr. President, I have been here a good many years, and I 
never before heard it intimated that it was not entirely proper 
for any Senator to offer an amendment to any bill that was 
under consideration, nor have I ever before heard it suggested 
that such action could properly be construed into an effort to 
defeat a bill. As I have just suggested, the Senator from Wis- 
consin has himself offered eight amendments to the bill, which 
amendments are now pending. 

Now, Mr. President, the amendment that I propose to offer 
to the bill is as follows, and I will ask the Secretary to 
read it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the pro- 
posed amendment. 

The SECRETARY. Add as a new section the following: 

Sec. 5. That 3 this act shall be construed to prohibit or in 
any way interfere wi the employment, with their consent, of men 
whose hours of labor are affected herein, upon runs, single or turn, 
which, in the reasonable judgment of the officers of the respective rail- 
roads and of the men so employed, can be completed, in the ordinary 
course of the business of the carrier, within sixteen hours. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, before saying a word in 
advocacy of this amendment I desire to put in the Recorp the 
action of several divisions of the organization known as the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, which haye been sent 
to me protesting against the passage of the pending bill. I 
will not take the time to read them, but ask that they may be 
inserted in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letters will be inserted with- 
out reading, if there be no objection. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

BROTHERHOOD or LOCOMOTIVE ENGINEERS, 
Port Jervis Drviston, No. 54, 
Port Jervis, N. Y., September 13, 1906. 
Mr. JOHN WONDERLY. 

Dear SIR AND BROTHER: At a regular meeting of Division No. 54, 
September 11, 1906, the letter you sent to Brother Kelley, in regard 
to certain measures which was to be presented to the legislature in 
regard to passing laws for the safety of employees and the traveling 
public, was read and, after talking the matter over, the vote was taken, 
and Division No. 54 voted as being opposed to such becoming a law, as 
our men considered it would be against the best interests of our men, 
and I was instructed to notify you of the above action. 

Casky, First Assistant Engineer. 
BROTHERHOOD OF LOCOMOTIVE ENGINEERS, 
. GALION Dtyisfox, No. 16, 
: Galion, Ohio, September 19, 1906. 
Mr. Jon Wonverty, Huntington, Ind. 


DEAR SIR AND BROTHER: At a regular meeting, held in Galion, Se 
tember 18, 1906, it was resolved that division is bitterly opposed to 
the bill limiting the hours of service of employees on railroads, which 
is now 7 g in Congress. 

ours, fraternally, Joun J. Daze, 
F. A. E., Galion, Ohio. 
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BROTHERHOOD OF LOCOMOTIVE ENGINEERS, 
LAKE SUBDIVISION, No. 302, 
Chicago, Ill., October 2, 1906. 

Resolution passed by Division 302: 

“That we are not in favor of Interstate Commerce Commission regu- 
lating the hours of labor for engineers, as It would in many cases be 
a hardship on engineers to get within a few miles of home sometimes 
and have to stop for rest.” 

[SBAL.] Gro. BODLEY, 

First Assistant Engineer, Division 302. 


DUNMORE, PA., September 24, 1906. 
Mr. Jonx WoONDERLY, 
Chairman General Committce of Adjustment, Erie System. 

Dear Sin AND BROTHER: Believing that the proposed new law limit- 
ing the time that an engineer mey remain on duty to a certain number 
of hours would work great hardship on us and seriously interfere with 
the business of the railroads: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That we, the members of Division 403, Brotherhood of 


Locomotive Engineers, are opposed to the pasigo of any law limiting - 


the hours that an engineer may remain on 
Fraternally, yours, š 
[SEAL] A. E. FIXCH, 
$ Chief Engineer, 
C. E. COLLINS 
First Assistant Engineer. 


uty. 


HUNTINGTON, IND., September 30, 1906. 


At regular meeting of this division, held September 30, a motion was 
made and carried that this division does not approve of the enactment 
of a law as outlined in circular presented to t division. 

Respectfully, 

[SEaAL.] Wa. MCCLURE, 

First Assistant Engineer. 


BROTHERHOOD OF LOCOMOTIVE ENGINEERS, 
Hupson Dryistox, No. 135, 
Jersey City, N. J., September 20, 1908. 


Mr. Joux WONDERLY. 


Dear Sin AND Broruer: Your letter in reference to correction of pro- 
3 schedule and the proposed bill at Washington was read at our 
ast regular meeting. The members present were not in favor of such a 
bill becoming a law, but owing to the small number present action 
was deferred until next meeting, when it is likely that a resolution pro- 
testing against the passage of such a bill will adopted. I received 
the ballots O. K. and haye distributed them among the members, and 
about two-thirds of them have been returned. With best wishes to you, 

I am, yours, fraternally, 
Jxo. L. VAN ORDEN. 


Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator tell me, before he goes on, at 
what point he proposes his amendment? 

Mr. GALLINGER. As a new section. 

I will also ask consent to insert in the Recorp copies of two 
letters and a series of resolutions. The first letter is from W. C. 
Gurney, general chairman Order Railway Conductors, Delaware 
and Hudson system, and the resolutions were adopted by the 
same organization and signed by their chief officers. These are 
copies of letters that were sent to Hon. W. P. HEPBURN, of the 
House of Representatives, chairman of the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, and which, I think, have not been 
put in print before. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


18 MUNSELL STREET, BINGHAMTON, N. Y., 


December 22, 1906, 
Hon. W. P. HEPBURN, ; 


Chairman Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
. House of Representatives, Washington, b. 0. 


Sin: Referring to wy letter of even date inclosing resolution adopted 
by the conductors of the Delaware and Hudson system running out of 
Whitehall, beg to say that I have been over the entire system and have 
talked with practically every conductor employed on the system and 
find that they are unanimously op to any legislation ring on 
the hours of service of employees train service, as they very much 
prefer to continue to arrange the hours of service directly with the 
management of the railroad. 

I inclose herewith a copy of our agreement with the management of 
this company, and would especially call your attention to rules No. 80 
and No. 42, which were proposed by the conductors and trainmen and 
agreed to by the management, In going over our system to ascertain the 
sentiment of the conductors in regard to the proposed bill I have come 
in contact with a large number of employees in the train service of 
other railroads in this territory and found that the men had not been 
consulted in regard to the proposed bill and knew nothing of it, and 
when their attention was called to it were very much opposed to it. 
con did not favor any legislation on the subject, as they preferred to 
settle that matter direct with the management through their schedules, 
Any legislation which will make it necessary for the employees in the 
train service to spend their rest time away from home instead of at 
home and with their families is a serious one, and should be very ear- 
nestly considered before it is passed. It affects the railroad men in the 
Middle and Eastern States, and they should be given an opportunity 
to be heard in the matter. The bill has been handled in such a manner 
that they have had no knowledge of it and no. opportunity to pass on 
it, and pray that you may have action on the bill postponed until 
all the men affected may have an opportunity to enter thelr protest 


against it. 
Yours, truly, W. C. Gurney, 
General Chairman Order Railway Conductors, 
Delaware and Hudson System. 
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18 MUNSELL Street, BINGHAMTON, N. Y., 
December, 1906. 


Hon. W. I'. HEPBURN, 
Chairman Committee on Interstate and pace Commerce, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Sim: I beg to acknowledge receipt of your favor acknowledging re- 
vey ss of the resolution expressing the desire of the members of the Order 
of Railway Conductors in relation to the sixteen-hour bill now pending 
before the House of Representatives. 

I note you say Mr. Fuller was before the committee and urged the 
assage of this bill. For your information I would say that Mr. Fuller 
as not consulted us in regard to the matter. He has not even advised 

us that such a bill was pending before Congress, and we but very 
recently learned that such a bill was being considered. I am informed 
that other orders of railway employees in this sectioin have been 
ignored in a similar manner. 

The proposed bill would work the greatest hardship to employees in 

the train service in this section of the country, and 1 think Mr. Fuller 
should have given us an opportunity to express our views in regard 


to it. 
Most respectfully, yours, W. C. GURNEY, 
General Chairman Order Railway Conductors, 
Delaware and Hudson System. 


Whereas there are now pending in the Congress of the United States 
measures intended to take away from the men employed in the train 
service of interstate railways the right to dispose of their services under 

conditions and upon terms satisfactory to themselves; and 

Whereas the nature of the railway business imposes conditions little 
understood by the general public, among them the fluctuations in train 
movement from week to week, month to month, and season to season, 
which create corresponding variations in the quantity of train service 
required and consequently in the demand for the labor of trainmen ; and 

Whereas the efficient handling of the public business intrusted to 
interstate railway carriers requires the arrangement of the runs of 
train crews so that in many cases the distances covered can not always 
be traversed, when conditions are at all adverse, within sixteen hours, 
and this is especially true of what are known as “turn” runs, which, 
however, are universally preferred by train crews because they permit 
the layovers to be spent at their homes, with increased comfort and re- 
duced expense; and 

Whereas the restriction of the hours of labor, by imposing a statutory 
maximum of sixteen hours, with exceptions only in case of casualties 
occurring after the runs begin, would require the railways to keep upon 
their pay rolls a greatly increased number of men to handle the traffic 
at the period of its greatest volume, but many of whom would be idle 
much of the time during most of the fon and would thus greatly re- 
duce the average annual earnings of all classes of trainmen; and 

Whereas the railway trainmen of the United States are of full age, 
possessed of sound minds, equipped with an intelligent comprehension of 
their own interests and of the business in which they are engaged, and 
are therefore fully able to look after themselves in their dealings with 
their employers: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That we, the members of Division 45 of the Order of Rail- 
way Conductors, condemn any legislative proposal for the restriction of 
the number of hours during which railway trainmen shall be permitted 
to dispose of their labor, and that we especially protest against the 
passage of the bill known as S. 5133, introduced by Senator La Fol- 
LETTE, or 2510 similar measure ; and 

Be it further resolved, That W. C. Gurney be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to transmit these resolutions to the Senators and Members of 
Congress from the State of New York, to the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor of the United States Senate, and to the 
Speaker and the chairman of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce of the House of Representatives. 


[seau.] F. W. MILLER, 

Chief Conductor Division 45, O. R. C. 
R. O. HUMPHREY, 
Secretary and Treasurer Division 45, O. R. C. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have no disposition to 
defeat this bill if it can be put in proper shape. I have a dis- 
position to perfect it as far as it is in my power to accomplish 
that result. I take it for granted that the bill is to pass in 
some form or other, and I prefer that it shall pass in proper 
form rather than in an improper form. 

The amendment I have offered simply contemplates that it 
shall apply on certain short runs, and I will cite three or four 
of them as an illustration. For instance, between Boston, 
Mass., and Concord, N. H., the latter city being my home, ordi- 
narily the men can make a run to Concord and return to Bos- 
ton within the sixteen hours, but under some circumstances 
a slight delay may occur, and it is impossible for them to reach 
Boston in exactly sixteen hours. If this bill is enacted without 
a provision such as I have proposed, the men would have to 
lay off at Concord, 75 miles from their homes, a new crew would 
have to be recruited to send with the train to Boston, or else 
the train itself would have to remain in Concord for eight or 
ten hours for these men to-haye tlie rest that is contemplated 
by the provisions of the bill. What is true of that run is 
likewise true of the run from Boston to East Deerfield, Mass., 
and from East Deerfield to Rotterdam or Mechanicsville, N. V., 
and there are many other similar instances that might be 
cited. Any one of the round trips that I have called atten: 
tion to can ordinarily be made in sixteen hours, but if a slight 
delay occurs, the men, under the provisions of the bill as it 
now stands, will haye to lay off at the first terminal instead 
of working a brief time longer and then returning to their 
homes and taking a day off there with their families. 

A protest has come to me from some of these men saying 
that this would be a great hardship to them; that they prefer 
to work a short time over the sixteen hours and to return to 


their homes and then to have the day off at their homes, en- 
joying the companionship of their families. - 

As I said a moment ago, if they are denied this privilege, a 
new crew will haye to be looked up to make the return trip, 
necessitating great delay, or else the train wi)’ bave to remain 
there until these men have had their rest. 

Mr. President, I know that in some instances :he men desire 
to make these runs as round trips, even though at times a little 
more than sixteen hours may be required. That is a matter of 
personal knowledge on my part. I know also that some rail- 
roads in their agreements with their men provide that they 
shall not be required to work more than sixteen hours consecu- 
tively, and that they shall be given ten hours’ uninterrupted 
rest before being called upon to resume their work; but in con- 
tingencies the men gladly give and are expected to give a little 
more additional time before taking their rest. 

All that my amendment contemplates is to permit the railroad 
companies, with the full consent of their employees, to allow 
trifling additional time on a run where ordinarily sixteen hours 
is a sufficient time in which to make the run. That is all there 
is to the amendment, and it seems to me that it is a wise and 
judicious provision. 

I have offered several other amendments to the bill which 
are in print and which Senators can examine for themselves. 
I shall hope that those amendments may be agreed to. The 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. McLaurin], and the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
LA FOLLETTE] bave also offered amendments which, as a rule, 
are wise provisions and, if agreed to, will greatly improve the 
bill. 

I have no disposition to delay the consideration of this bill. 
I have had no disposition to unduly delay it at any time, but I 
have felt that it is a very far-reaching measure and ought to 
receive the most careful consideration of the Senate. If it is to 
pass this body, it surely ought to be amended in many particu- 
lars; and if not so amended, it ought not to pass. It seems to 
me that we are in duty bound to take notfce of the fact that we do 
not want a rule so exacting, so inelastic that it will work to the 
disadvantage of the very men whom we are attempting to legis- 
late for. If we can come to an agreement to put into the bill 
an amendment such as I have to-day suggested, that will at 
least relieve ihe men in certain cases of what they deem to be a 
hardship, and it seems to me that we ought all to be agreed that 
that is a wise thing to do. ; 

This is all, Mr. President, that I care to say to-day on the 
subject. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, along the same lines that the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] has addressed 
the Senate, I wish to say a few words. It is sometimes a good 
plan to hear from the people and to add their judgment and 
thought to our own judgment upon any given question. 

This bill has been much discussed in the newspapers. Rail- 
road people generally know that such a bill is before the Senate 
and the day set aside upon which to have a vote. 

Up to this time I have not heard from a single person—rail- 
road owner or railroad employee—one word favorable to the bill. 
I have been receiving hundreds of letters about it. I have be- 
tween 100 and 200 letters and telegrams here now on my desk 
from employees of western railroads, every one of them protest- 
ing against the bill in its form as before us. 

Of course it is difficult for anyone to understand now what 
may be the outcome of the numerous amendments offered both by 
the mover of the bill and by others on the floor. The two amend- 
ments which I offered earlier in the day are to provide for the 
same contingency as the one just offered by the Senator from 
New Hampshire, with a further provision that some trips may 
be made as round trips where there is a short interval for rest 
or sleep between the outgoing and return part of the trip. 

The Senator from New Hampshire has quoted the run from 
Boston to Concord, N. H. 

Now, we will take, for an example, my home in Cheyenne, 
Wyo.: There is one run, which is 110 miles, to Sidney, Nebr. 
Another run is 106 miles, from Cheyenne to Denver. Another is 
56 miles, from Cheyenne to Laramie, over the mountain. While 
the runs have been changed a little from time to time in the last 
thirty-five years, yet nearly all of the time it has been consid- 
ered and is now considered, by both those who are in charge of 
the road and the trainmen themselves, the best policy to make 
runs out and back with a short interval of rest in the middle of 
the run and a long layover at home. The reason for an arrange- 
ment of this kind is obvious. The men living in Denyer, Chey- 
enne, Laramie, and Sidney all have equal privileges. All have 
long lay overs at home with but very short lay overs at the other 
end. Thus the best service is secured and the employees made 
most prosperous and happy. 
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The man owns his home—the railroad men in that country 
nearly all own their homes—and is at home most of his resting 
hours with his wife and children, instead of at some boarding 
house away from all that he holds nearest and dearest. If the 
trainmen can run out seven to nine hours, haye a rest of three 
to six hours, come back home in seven or eight hours, and then 
have from twenty-four to thirty-six hours at home, they are kept 
in better condition, physically and mentally ; they are in better 
condition as railroad men to be exact and correct in the perform- 
ance of their duties; their expenses are kept within some rea- 
sonable limit; the temptation to spend time in saloons and 
places outside their homes is lessened ; the road is better served ; 
the public is better served, and the men themselves are far bet- 
ter cared for than if it were provided that every rest shall be at 
least for ten hours, whether at home or away, for if you enforce 
a longer lay over away from home the inevitable result is to 
shorten his stay at his home. For instance, a man lives in Den- 
ver; he runs to Cheyenne and arrives at 11.30 at night, if on 
time; he goes out in the morning, say, at 6 o'clock; that is but 
six and one-half hours. In those six and a half hours, from 
11.30 until 6 o'clock, he gets more rest than many a Senator of 
this body gets here in Washington between the time he goes to 
bed and the time he must get up in the morning and attend to 
the duties that surround him, and in which he is enlisted for the 
benefit of his constituents. 


Now, the man arriving at Denver, his home, has all of one 


night and half of one day and all of another. Unless the bill 
is in some way amended to take care of men like that—men who 
have been railroading for ten, fifteen, twenty, and even thirty 
years, and have families and homes at similar places—unless 
these men can be considered, unless such runs can be considered 
and permitted, we had better not legislate at all. 

I do not wish to take the time of the Senate, but I ask per- 
mission to insert in the Recorp certain letters. I have one here 
written by the chairman of the general protective board of 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Engineers. He makes 
a yery good statement of the case, and I ask that it may be 
spread upon the record, so that we may have it before us prior 
to the time we vote upon this measure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be printed in the 
Record without reading. 

The letter is as follows: 


GENERAL PROTECTIVE BOARD, 
BROTHERHOOD OF LOCOMOTIVE FIREMEN AND ENGINEERS, 
Union PACIFIC SYSTEM, 
Cheyenne, Wyo., December 81, 1906. 
Hon. FRANCIS E. WARREN 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Sin: Referring to my telegram, dated at Omaha, December 
29, reading as follows: 

“The General Protective Board of Brotherhood of Locomotive Fire- 
men, Union Pacific Railroad, desires that you consider this a formal 
protest against the passage of so-called sixteen-hour law,’ the purpose 
of. which is to limit the hours of service of railway employees. Letter 
of 1228 1 By ~ $ 

esire to give you efly some of our reasons for protesting against 
the passage of this bill. 2 it becomes a law, it wil Andina 
decrease the earnings of all railway employees engaged in train service, 
as the companies will shorten their passenger and freight districts, in 
order to enable them to get trains and crews over the road within the 
sixteen-hour limit, and as a matter of protection will increase the ton- 
nage of trains in order to offset the expenditures incident to shortenin 
of districts and the operation thereof. A greater number of men wil 
have to be employed so the railroad companies will be in a position to 
comply with the law, as it necessarily will cause men to lay over at 
terminals gréatly in excess of the ten hours’ lay-over clause provided in 
the bill, and for this reason therefore it will require more men, and 
they can not possibly make fair . and earn fair monthly 
wages, as they are paid on a mileage is. 

Trainmen's living expenses away from home will be increased about 
834 per cent over the present system on account of their being required 
to be away from home terminals so much longer. ‘The railroad com- 
panies wil A gen engines and cabooses, which has been tried heretofore 
and resulted very unsatisfactorily. Trainmen away from home termi- 
nals live in and prepare a groat many of their meals in their cabooses. 
Pooling the engines and ca es will prevent this being done. 

A large percentage of railroad employees in train service own their 
own homes, representing the savings of a lifetime. In this western 
country a great many of the terminals are what might be termed “ rail- 
road towns,” and are supported almost exclusively by employees of rail- 
road companies. If terminals are changed, such towns would be 
abandoned and the loss to employees would be enormous, practically 
meaning the financial ruin of many of them. It would also deprive 
the children of employees of educational advantages which they now en- 
joy, as it would be years before similar facilities would be available at 
the new terminals. 

It is now im ible to man western railroads with experienced men. 
The passage of this bill would require the company to largely increase 
their force, which could only be done 5 employing new and inex- 
perienced men, thereby creating greater risk and hazard of accident than 
the everworking of men could ibly cause. It would also make the 
positions of railroad employees train service less inviting, and a great 
many of our old men would seek other avocations, thus 83 the 


num of new men in the service. The experienced railroad men alone 
realize that a great number of accidents to-day are caused by the 
„student or inexperienced man, and they only can appreciate the care 
and vigilance tshich must be exercised in watching the movements and 
actions of new nen in connection with the operation and safety of life 
and property intcusted to thelr care. If the public realized as does the 


“will represent us by voting against t. 


experienced railroad man, the element of danger that exists in intro- 
ducing new men into the service, it would be very reluctant in giving 
support to this measure. 

e compulsory ten hours’ rest clause in the bill will compel men to 
tie up at times for rest at points where there are no accommodations, 
and at the end of ten hours they will be in worse physical condition 
than if they had continued to the end of their run. 

Passenger and freight runs on the western railroads are adjusted so 
that under normal conditions the men make their runs within the usual 
hours constituting a day’s labor. Excessive number of hours on duty 
is the exception, not the rule. 

The apparent object of this bill is to materially reduce the number 
of accidents, the number of hours on eH and the tonnage of trains, 
in order to get them over the road at a igher average rate of speed. 
So far as the accident feature is concerned, there has never been an 
accident on the Union Pacific Railroad to our knowledge caused by em- 
ployees being on duty an excessive number of hours. Regarding the 
reduction of the average number of hours on duty and a reduction 
in the tonnage of trains, it will have the opposite effect, for, as stated 
above, the company in order to protect itself and offset its increased 
expenses made necessary by shortening the districts will increase the 
tonnage, and instead of having over per cent of its trains averaging 
less than twelve hours over the district, as is the case on the Union 
Pacific to-day, and has been for some months, the greater percentage 
of the trains will average closer to the sixteen-hour limit on account 
of the increased tonnage. 

Yours, truly, C. V. MCLAUGHLIN. 


Mr. WARREN. I have here three very short letters of the 
general character of several hundred which I have received, 
and I ask ihat these three may be read at the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

LARAMIE, Wro., December 28, 1906. 
Hon. Francis E. WARREN, 


United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 

Dran Sin: After consulting several friends in regard to the matter, I 
write you with reference to the La Follette sixteen-hour bill, which I 
understand soon comes to a vote In Congress. I hope you will do. what 
you can to defeat the measure, for it will certainly result in great loss 
to railroad employees. It would mean new termi for our runs, the 
moving of our homes, possibly a 5 in salary, and we trust you 

Yours, very truly, J. J. STOREY, Conductor. 
CHEYENNE, WYO., January 2, 1907. 
Hon. F. E. WARREN, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I have been in the service of the railroad company a good 
many years, and I can remember of no time when we were not able to 
make satisfactory arrangements with the railroad oficials as to the 
number of hours we should remain on duty at one time. If the bill is 
passed by Congress fixing the maximum limit of continuous service at 
sixteen hours, and attaching a heavy penalty for a violation of the same, 
it would work a great hardship on all train men and cause great diffi- 
culty to the officials of the roads in making out their schedules, etc. 

I would ask that this question receive serious consideration before an 
arbitrary measure of this kind is passed. 

R. W. Rien, Conductor. 


Yours, respectfully, 
RAWLINS, WYO., December 29, 1906. 
Hon. F. E. WARREN, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dean Sin: In the matter of the La Follette bill, I understand that 
the question has been raised that a man on duty sixteen hours is no 
longer safe to handle a train intelligently and with safety for his and 
other trains. The question naturally arises as to whether a man would 
not handle a train better shape, say in the seventeenth hour, if he 
knew that his run would end shortly, than he would in the first hour 
after his legal rest had expired, and after he had been forced to take 
such rest and lodging as the circumstances would permit. I believe 
that the average railroader would prefer the seventeenth hour, thereby 
3 their run, being to less expense and physically more com- 
ortable. . 

Sincerely, yours, W. T. Hunonrr, Engineer. 

Mr. WARREN. I believe I will venture to ask the reading of 
one more letter. It is a letter from perhaps the oldest con- 
ductor, in point of service, on the Union Pacific, certainly one 
of the oldest, a man who is at present city trustee and presi- 
dent of the council of the largest city in the State of Wyoming— 
its capital, Cheyenne. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 3 

The Secretary read as follows: 

CHEYENNE, January 1, 1907. 

Hon. Francis E. WARREN. oes 
~ My Dear Senator: I take this opportunity in expressing my con- 
demnation of Senate bill 5133, to be introduced by Benator 1 FOL- 
LETTE, of Wisconsin. This bill, in my opinion, as well as those of m 
colaborers whose sentiment I voice with mine, is a blow to every rail- 
road man’s constitutional right, that right which oe | American holds 
dear. You know, my dear Senator, that for years the rail men, like 
our humble servant, has made Cheyenne his home. Everything he 
tas sayed he has also invested in his home. He has raised his famil 
at his district terminal, He has taken a pride in educating his chil 
dren in the public schools here, and now if this bill, which is to be in- 
troduced at an early date, passes, it will change all of our lay-over 
points to Green River, a town that has no schools of any consequence, 
also no places of amusements, no sewer, no water, and no sanitary 
conditions. You know, my dear sir, that as a railroad man that 
they know best what they want. Now, for instance, if at any 
time during all my years as conductor I asked the company fu rest at 
either end they have always granted that rest when asked for, and, as 
you are well aware, no man running on any railroad would, if not fit, 
take any chances with his own life and the lives of his passengers; 
also including destruction of so much of the company's property. 
which he has intrusted in his care. “A railroad man-is becoming, it 
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seems to me, a serf” through too much legislation. Now, my dear 
sir, from my own knowledge of accidents occurring, in almost every 
ease it has never been caused by want of rest, but from want of ex- 
perienced men. If you can at any time legislate to compel railroads 
from hiring the student element, which they now do, caused by the 
scarcity of men, it would do more to prevent accidents than anything 
else that I know of. With the Union Pacific the making of schedule 
is qua a hardship, caused by circumstances over which they have no 
control. They must make their schedule to conform to arrival of train 
of connecting railroads and can not equalize the lay over at termi- 
nals, as would be if not connecting with other lines. Every train out 
of Cheyenne to Green River give their men all the rest they require. 
I have the shortest lay over at Green River of any crew running out 
of here. I get six hours’ rest there and forty-two at home, which is 
all we uire. And in conclusion, my dear sir, will say that when it 
came to the knowledge of railroad men that such a bill was to be in- 
troduced it caused universal indignation, calling meetings of all 
classes of the operating departments, protesting against the passage 
of such a measure, and now, dear sir, it is the earnest wish of all of 
your railroad friends that you and Senator CLARK and Congressman 
MonpDELL do all in your power to defeat this bill, and by so doing you 
will receive the just approbation of all concerned, 
Very respectfully, yours, 
ADAM J. SCHILLING. 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I am going to ask, without 
reading the letters on my desk, that the names of the writers 
may be included in the Recorp, though not the letters them- 
selves, as all tend to one point. All are against the proposed 
measure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Wyoming that the names of the writers of 
these letters may be printed in the Recorp? In the absence of 
objection, it will be so ordered. 

The names referred to are as follows: 


th oe ein 


F. J. McKenna, brakeman, H. W. Williams, conductor, Michael Burke, 
brakeman, John Daugherty, engineer, W. F. Belk, brakeman, D. T. 
Nichols, Henry Miller, engineer, Thomas Joyce, conductor, W. H. Parker, 
conductor, H. W. Allen, W. L. Kimsey, brakeman, E. Kennedy, con- 
ductor, Bert Tipton, engineer, F. E. Kitselman, conductor, George S. 
Hobbs, Henry Lane, engineer, E. M. Conner, Adam J. Schilling, John 
M. Watson, Charles U. Blood, D. G. Clay, A. J. Sanford, G. W. Argue, 
F. W. Munn, R. R. Moore, and E. J. Kerrigan. 


Mr. WARREN. I also have a letter from a railroad superin- 
tendent, one who commenced as a brakeman and is now general 
superintendent of the Union Pacific. He hits the nail on the 
head and with sledge-hammer blows. I sincerely commend his 
remarks to the attention of each and every Senator. 

He says: 


Hon. F. E. WARREN, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 

My DEAR SENATOR: * * + 

A bill has been introduced in the United States Senate and will come 
up for vote January 10, 1907, making it a misdemeanor for any rail- 
road official to permit “any employee in or connected with the move- 
ment of any train to remain on duty more than sixteen consecutive 
hours, except when, by casualty occurring after such 1 5 ee has 
started on his trip, he is prevented from reaching his terminal; or to 
permit any such employee to go on duty without having had at least 
ten hours for rest.” 

Every violation of this law subjects both the company and the indi- 
vidual official who permits any employee to work more than sixteen 
hours, or to resume work without taking for himself ten hours of rest, 
to a fine of $1,000. 

It is made the duty of all United States attorneys to bring suits for 
these penalties, and the agents, attorneys, and detectives of the Inter- 
— 6 Commission are required to investigate for violations 
of the law. 

This bill is the most pernicious measure yet proposed affecting rail- 


road 2 It strikes at the very homes of hundreds of thousands 
of American citizens who have been guaranteed, under the Constitution, 
liberty and equality. * * * 

‘Terminals can not possibly remain where they are now located should 
this bill compel the railroads to operate them differently than at pres- 
ent. Once a law, protests of the employees against such changes will 
avail nothing in the face of such drastic and enormous penalties. A 
letter written on this subject protesting against the proposed law will 
enlighten many who have not heretofore aren the matter thought. 

The bill is 1 to the public, to the railroads, and the em- 
ployees. It will affect the public through the business world. The 
currents of traffic often become clogged, and it requires extra effort to 
clear the stream. Should the railroad men depart from their strenuous 
methods and take up the easy-going, slow ways of older countries, the 
entire business community would, from necessity, slow up as well. It 
may be to-day they are required to move a stock rush which involves 
immense loss to the owners if not gotten to the market before a certain 
time—the closing down of winter, perhaps. Again, a certain fruit crop 
is to be harvested within a given time; the gleaners are working from 
sunup to sunset; the railroad men are expected and are willing to do 
their share. A coal famine may be threatened; industries are about to 
shut down; the lights of a city to go out; the railroad men are equal 
and willing to meet the emergency; and so on might be mentioned 
thousands of cases where extra effort is occasionally required for the 
public good. These calls for extraordinary effort are not the rule, but 
the exception. Those in every walk of life are called upon occasionally 
to render such effort to the public welfare. It is done at no abnormal 
risk. To have such opportunities brings out that which has given the 
United States its commercial supremacy. 

The three great human avocations are production, manufacture, and 
transportation. Can we produce from the soil agricultural products 
more economically or scientifically than the ples of older countries? 
There are few others with whom we compete that can not do better. 
Do we manufacture better articles than our fellow mechanics and arti- 
sans of our fatherlands? It is conceded that we do not. Do we 
transport more quickly and economically than those countries where 
labor is cheaper and more plentiful? It is universally admitted that 
we do. Then herein lies our commercial supremacy. Is it wise to 
throttle or extinguish the effort that gives to the business man the 
advantage? Such laws, if Pt on the statute books, will as inevitably 
do so as the sun rises and sets. Our country is not I ready to sac- 
rifice the only advantage it has heretofore enjoyed to follow the will-o'- 
the-Wwisp—that to Menga our present method of operating railroads in 
this one particular will give us exemption from accidents. Few there 
are of experience who can be thus deceived. It must and will come in 
a different direction, but without this at injury to business methods. 
Business men are always impatient of delays and slow time, although 
— 12 get the benefits thereby of economic operation in rates far below 
their competitors in forei, ands. 

The proposition to restrict effort to surmount occasional congestions 
will fall directly on the business world and nowhere else, except upon 
the employees of the railroads, whom it is intended to convert into 
easy-going, leisurely, methodical plodders, penniless, much like those in 
similar vocations in other countries. 

It will not, as alleged by its promoters, lessen the risk of accident. 
Railroad men will concede—and it can not be disputed—that an engineer 
or conductor is more apt to go to sleep after twelve hours’ sleep, followed 
by twelve to eighteen hours of idleness just before going on duty, than if 
held on duty sixteen hours. It would be more sensible to legislate to 
compel him to lay down and sleep ten hours immediately prior to going 
on duty under these circumstances. 

There are times in seafaring life that crews must work the ship ex- 
traordinary shifts; history does not record serious results, nor would 
a law be proposed to prevent. On the contrary, such human effort 
has been lauded in song and story. Ships have n brought through 
storms and emergencies, the lives of its apa pg ar and the property of 
its owners saved, by such brave, commendable, extraordinary human en- 
denvor to render at times heroic service. 

If a general were compelled by law to always confine his army to 
certain hours of duty, strategy would vanish and the victory go, by 
change, to the slothful or the mediocre. Such interference would par- 
alyze human endeavor and extinguish the stimulus of emulation. 

Is it not true of the statesman that he works with superhuman effort 
to rise above the common level? If he shall make a place in history, he 
can not govern his work by set hours; there is not sufficient time as it 
now is. 

The business man who rises above the ordinary does so by extraordi- 
nary effort, be it physical or mental. Many fall by the wayside, un- 
equal to the task; suicide, insanity, or other dire results frequently be- 
fall the weaker or unfortunate. Shall we have a law restricting them 
to certain hours of effort? 


The mechanic who desires to rise above the common level well knows 


that his ear must be oblivious to the shop whistle. ji 

In an emergency the successful ranchman must risk his life and those 
of his employees to rescue his property from storm or danger. Shall we 
have a law prohibiting this? And so on, in every important walk of 
life those who do things at some personal inconvenience and risk are 
the heroes of the business and social life. When such effort is depre- 
cated or prohibited the survival of the fittest ceases to become the law 
of nature, and a government advocating such pouces is surely on the 
decline. As all nations have declined and will decline to the end of 
history in all probability, can it be that we have reached the apex, and 
the croakers against present methods are about to prevail and send us 
down the decline thus early in our history? I think not; but it be- 
hooves all interested in the céntinued prosperity of this country to re- 
fuse to listen to the mistaken ideas of misguided reformers. They can 
do great harm unintentionally, but there is thereafter no recourse. 
Change the habits of this nation along certain lines and they will re- 
main changed for all time to come, The great majority are willing to 
slow up and take things easy; the incentive to strong personal effort on 
the part of the masses is not deep-rooted. 

The work of railroad train employees is not physically trying or 
„ prain-straining,” as many who are not conversant therewith contend. 
On all excessive runs there are opportunities for relaxation from re- 
sponsibility, and absolutely no excuse for neglect of duty. 

The proposed law will not lessen the risk.of accident for other rea- 
sons. hose now on record, caused by employees who have been on duty 
over sixteen hours, are infinitesimal as compared with the t number 


of accidents from other causes and the enormous number of train moye- 
ments—only four in the entire United States each year that might be 
directly charged to overwork. The records of the Union Pacifice dis- 
close not one that can be attributed to this cause. 

The law will certainly increase the liability of accident, as it is ab- 
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solutely sure to bring into the service a larger proportion of new and 
inexperienced men, from whence the greatest source of accidents now 
come, as is well known to practical railroad men and can be demon- 
strated by statistics of the railroads, which will also show that at 
least 50 per cent of the old and tried, thoroughly experienced men have 
clear records, and from them no risk of accident is to be expected. 
Another 25 per cent are on the records for carelessness and minor in- 
fractions of the rules. The discipline is almost wholly confined to the 
remaining 25 per cent, which consists of the floating element, which is 
to a great extent more or less irresponsible and 5 It is 
generally conceded that it costs a railroad about $3,000 to “make” an 
engineer out of one of its firemen, and perhaps nearly as much to 
“make” a conductor. The “student ’’—the new man in service—is a 
source of anxiety and trouble to all who have anything to do with his 
education. The mistakes he may unwittingly make are apt to bring in- 
jury not only to himself, but upon the balance of the crew. ow 
anxiously the engineer lying on a siding watches the green head brake- 
man as he wanders toward a switch over which a limited train is due 
to pass. By a simple twist of the wrist the novice can hurl a hundred 
souls into eternity. The master mechanic knows full well that the 
newly promoted engineer will do nn a ag will reflect on his judg- 
ment in promoting him. How anxious! e watches each trip, asking 
the trainmaster or assistant superintendent how it was accomplished. 
Even the new experienced men employed from other roads are the bane 
of a freight district; they do not know the grades, get in the way of 
more important trains, misuse the air, and must be watched by all of 
the older men to prevent serious accidents from occurring through their 
negligence, ignorance, and, Trein ay; inefficiency and indifference. They 
are the easy-going ne’er-do-wells, the floating population of the railroad 
forces, from which the ranks will be greatly increased when this Dill 
becomes a law—and worse, the older men will soon cease to do the extra 
work required to eer them out of trouble; it will become too great a 
burden of responsibility. 

Under the provisions of this bill the positions in train and engine 
service will be made much less attractive to good, reliable men and 
drive from the service the more desirable material, which is now valu- 
able in its own capabilities, as well as through its influence on the 
weaker element, through the abrogation of the existing schedules which 

narantee to the train and engine men a reasonable monthly salary. 
Inder the proposed law it will be necessary to greatly increase the 
number of Pagie and train crews to insure the stipulated lay-overs at 
each end of the 8 freight runs. This, in time, will compel the 

ling of both engines and cabooses, as railroads can not be expected 
o hold their equipment at each end of the road idle over one-half of 
the time it is available. The engines and cabooses will be manned with 
different men each trip. What conductor does not want his own crew, 
and how seriously he contemplates taking out a strange man even for 
one trip? Enginemen are familiar with the trouble caused by green 
firemen or eyen one who does not know the eccentricities of the engine- 
men—just how he works the engine, where he shuts off, and a thousand 
other necessary moves that must be made in unison or without consult- 
ing each other and which constitute good railroading. Baseball clubs, 
football teams, and boating crews, and all those things which require 
the best human effort and the practical elimination of the possibility 
of mistakes are trained continually and always together. To take one 
man from such teams weakens and frequently defeats them. It may be 
said that it will be unnecessary to break up the established methods 
= 8 will remain intact. Do not 
w a 


igent, loyal, sober, industrious, and thrift 
That such an organization may be thrown out of its equi- 
librium through occasional rushes of business and the taking into the 
service of inexperienced men is well known in railroad circles and con- 
sequently feared by the rank and file as well as by the officials in charge. 
Conductors, enginemen, brakemen, as well as train dispatchers and 
district engine foremen are aware that, owing to the irregularities of 
freight service it is, at present, almost impossible to use the men so as 
to keep all of them in the service a sufficient number of times during 
the month to enable all to earn the minimum salary. Crews, from 
necessity, at times remain at one end of their runs as much as twenty- 
four to forty-eight hours, waiting for trains. To make up such losses, 
the crews at other times will run without the long lay overs, doubling 
back from the terminal at which they do not reside, and in this way 
balance up only a reasonable monthly pay check. Passenger engine- 
men and train crews on nearly every railroad in the United States 
“double back” on their runs, and have always done so. They desire 
to spend a reasonable part of their life with their families at home, 
to assist in the education and government of their children, to better 
curtail their expenses in order that a “rainy day” may be provided 
against. If they are required to spend three-fourths of their time 
away from home instead of one-third, they will not be apt to thank 
their representatives, nor will it secure one iota of additional safety 
to compel them to take this additional burden. On the contrary it 
will have a very 5 effect in the opposite direction. It has n 
for many years the aim and purpose of all the railroads in this country 
to inculcate in tbeir employees the highest possible standard of moral 
rectitude and compliance with good rules of health. They have been 
encouraged along these lines to become home builders, appreciating that 
the home insures more efficient and stable forces. We have always 
found that when train and engine men were compelled to take long lay 
overs away from home the temptations to which they were exposed 
under such circumstances always lead to bad results and is the cause 
of a great deal of trouble to the men as well as the railroads. When 
a crew has been on the road six or eight hours, in running over their 
division one way and has had time to obtain a short rest ft is always 
their desire to return home as soon as possible. This ambition has been 
referred to by the advocates of this measure as in some way reprehensi- 
ble, even criminal, or at least they would make it so by this aw. As 
a matter of fact it is highly commendable and indicates a true Ameri- 
can citizen—the individual who is the strength of the nation. Any 
tendency to deprecate the home adds to the army of tramps and hobos 
of whom we now have and are making entirely too many. Then why 
destroy more homes—rather encourage those who appreciate the true 
source of strength of this natlon—even though it may unconsciously ? 
They should, in turn, be appreciated by the nation, which is fully aware 
of their worth. The proposed law will militate against the continua- 
tion of the present practice. This we consider as one of the most 
important reasons why such a law should not pass. 
m nearly all railroads, by reason of the encouragement to home 
building, the men con te and have their homes at the division 
terminals and at the most desirable end of their run, These towns, 


no matter how small, are usually provided with school, church, and 
social advantages; while the town at the other end of the run is spt 
to be of less importance in this respect and to have a tenden 0 
cater to the baser elements in the employees. Such towns usually have 
numerous saloons, gambling houses, and dens of vice, into which every 
effort is made to lure the men. They would probably not think of 
Panig such places in their home town, but might be influenced to do 
so at the other end, where they are apt to think such practices can be 
indulged in surreptitiously. The rest is easy. Even if they are 
strong 8 8 to resist the temptations of idleness away from home 
influences, the added expense of living under these conditions, paying 
room rent and board, discourages 3 and precludes the possibi 

of their ever accumulating a competence, let alone sufficient to rear an 
educate their children as they are entitled to do for yet a time in 
America, the land of the free and the home of the brave.“ The 
avocation is hard enough and, with the expense incidental, none too 
remunerative. : 

It is simply preposterous although the argument has been sonay 
used to influence the men in favor of the b II. that its adoption wi 
cut the trains or lessen the tonnage: Railroads can not use passenger 
engines on their freight trains and run over the road on fast time to 
avoid the penalties of the law. If the men will stop for a moment 
and consider what it means to cut off even 100 net tons from each 
freight train run in the United States, they will dismiss any such idea. 
This 100 tons pays all the dividend; it is the profit that induces in- 
vestments in railroad securities, and without it money would seek other 
channels; the railroads would, to some extent, become impoverished ; 
needing money they would dispense with the many conveniences, in 
many cases luxuries, that are offered to the men at present. So long 
as 23 the managers would avoid such contingencies and endeavor 
to keep up the profits. To accomplish this the terminals would be cut 
to more nearly 100 miles; the men could have ample lay over at each - 
end and no more at one end than the other. . Takin e engines and 
cabooses in turn, as they arrived, the tonnage could be greatly in- 
creased; the wages of the individual would go down. * * The 
men are, therefore, more interested in letting present conditions re- 
main as er, are. Whatever they lose in wages, time away from home, 
or inconvenience, is irretrievably lost. as an appeal to the Government 
will avail nothing; it moves too slowly. 

These matters can and are being adjusted between the railroads and 
the men and much better and more intelligently than can be done by 


outsiders. 
Yours, truly, W. L. PARK. 


I also submit a letter signed by train dispatchers of the 
Oregon Short Line Railroad, as follows : 


OREGON SHORT LINE RAILROAD COMPANY, 

OFFICE OF CHIEF DISPATCHER, 

Kemmerer, Wyo., December 28, 1906. 
Hon. F. E. WARREN, Hon. C. D. CLARK, 
Hon. F. T. Dusors, Hon. W. D. HEYBURN, 

Senators, 
Hon. F. W. MoxpELL, Hon. B. L. FRENCH, 
Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. A 

We desire to respectfully but firmly protest against 


GENTLEMEN : 
the enactment of what is known as the proposed “ sixteen-hour law.“ 
which has for its purpose To limit the hours of service of railroad 
employees.“ . that part which reads: “Every violation of 
this law subjects both the company and the individual official who per- 
mits any employee to work more than sixteen hours, or to resume work 
without taking for himself ten hours of rest, to a fine of $1,000.” 

There are occasionally conditions and circumstances under which it 
would be impossible for a train dispatcher to preyent an operator or a 
crew from being on duty over sixteen hours, nor could an explanation 
be made, for the reason that the circumstances leading up to such an 
event might be caused in what would be an inexplicable way to the 
ordinary juror not having, perhaps, anything to do with the identical 
train in question. If the train dispatchers of the United States are 
subjected to such an enormous and drastic fine, it would be impossible 
for them to pay it; the other alternative would be the Federal prison. 

We are not yet ready to wear a gonviet's stripes, and consider a pro 
sition to make thousands of oval. intelligent, and true American citi- 
zens subject to such a penalty a step beyond anything that has ever 
peen 8 In the history of this country, or any other country for 
that matter. ; 

Those who propose such a measure do not represent the rank and 
file of railroad men, and we desire to emphatically repudiate any such 
claim they might have made, It is possible they have surreptitiously, 
or in some manner, obtained an indorsement from some of the railroad 
employees, holding out to them inducements which are not in accord- 
ance with the conditions or possibilities of be We hear the 

s 


train and engine men on every hand denouncing t measure. We 
trust that you will give it your earnest opposition. 
Respectfully, yours, ` 
J. P. FOLGER, 
Chief Dispatcher. 
C. J. HUSTED, 
C. N. COREY, 
E. G. MERRITT, 
Dispatchers. 


Also a letter from a superintendent of the Burlington Route, 
writing from Sheridan, Wyo. : 


CHICAGO, BURLINGTON AND p RAILWAY COMPANY, 
8 neridan, Wyo., January 4, 1907. 
Hon. F. E. WARREN, 


United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


Dran Sin: I take the liberty of writing you at this time to ask you 
to consider the impractical points of the La Follette sixteen-hour Dill, 
which is to be presented before Congress and the Senate in January. 

As a practical railroad man of twenty years’ experience, I am im- 
pressed with the impracticability of this bill, if it were made a law, 
without grave damage to the general public, as well as employees. 

The entire lack of exceptions in certain cases, such as of stock trains, 
time freight, emigrant, etc., is one of the grave objections to it. 

From the standpoint of the men, in a set of resolutions which will be 
forwarded to you from this division, and which expression is unani- 
mous on the part of our train and engine men, the bill would work a 
great hardship on them. 

From the standpoint of an operating officer of this railroad, I am 
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reli to say that it would be an impossibility to compis with this 
as it was presented, without an sana or modifications, and 
t to satisfaction of the public. 

As far as this division of this railroad is concerned the most strenu- 
ous effort is being made in every way possible to prevent any ex- 
cessiyely long trips on the part of the men. I have a report of every 
train on this division before me for yesterday, showing that out of 
twenty-seven trains the longest trip on the division was one of seven- 
teen hours and five minutes, and they run down as low as five and one- 
half and six hours. A great improvement has been made in 

in the last six months. Local runs haye been cut in two, so 
as to prevent excessively long trips. Tonnage has been reduced and 
every possible means used to prevent our having any excessively long 
tips of any kind, either on freight or passengers. 

will close by asking that in justice to the operatin, 

to the train and engine men that this bill be not allowe 
receive your approyal in its present form. 

ours truly, F. E. KENNEDY. 

I have letters similar to the one from Superintendent Ken- 
nedy from L. B. Lyman, train master, and from Supt. E. P. 
Bracken, of Sheridan, Wyo. 

I submit also a letter written by J. W. Maxwell, assistant 
general manager, to James Hagerman, general counsel of the 
Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railway Company, as follows: 

MISSOURI, KANSAS AND TEXAS RAILWAY COMPANY, 


OFFICE OF ASSISTANT GENERAL MANAGER, 
St. Louis, Mo., December 13, 1906. 


operate a railroad in any res 


officers and 
to pass nor 


James HAGERMAN, Esq., 
General Counsel, St. Louis. 


Dean Sin: I have read the testimony which was submitted to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce in the last Congress, in which it 
is shown that the proposed law is sought almost exclusively by the 
four leading labor organizations representing railway employees in 
train and engine service. Mr. Fuller, represent those organizations, 
testifies that the purpose of the bill is to pro the lives and limbs 
of the cayenne ublic, as well as the employees of the railway com- 
pany; also that it will promoss the movement of freight, which, it is 
claimed, is being delayed through keeping the trainmen on duty long 
hours in order to move a larger amount of tonnage per train. 

In reply to questions, Mr. Fuller testifies that men are kept on duty 
10 hours because of divisions being longer than they formerly were, 
which, he states, was brought about by a desire on the part of the 
railways to save the time necessary to cange crews, which, if true, 
is an argument against the passage of this bill, for the reason that 
if it becomes a law, it will result in a rearrangement of divisions, 
creating at least 33 per cent more divisions and terminals than are 
at proren necessary. For example, our St. Louis division (St. Louis 
to Franklin Junction), 182 miles in length, will have to be made into 
two divisions. The men on this division usually make the trip east- 
bound in from twelve to fifteen hours, but are often seventeen and 
eighteen hours .on the westbound trip. Therefore it can not be op- 
erated within the proposed law. It is safe to say there is not a man 
in -train service on that division who is in fayor of shortening the 

vision, as they do not consider the hours burdensome, and they are 
5 to make far better wages than they could if the division were 
cut in two. 

Mr. Fuller's testimony shows that this law is not desired by the rail- 
road men 5 but is asked for by the or; zations repre- 
senting the men. e reason for this is plain. in and engine 
men are paid by the mile, and where one man now earns from 150 to 
200 miles per day it will require two men under the proposed law, 
thereby doubling the number of men and increasing the number of 
members in the organizations proportionately. 

Notwithstanding Mr. Fuller's desire to protect the lives and limbs 
of the traveling public, he states that it not the intention of the 
bill to delay a passenger train on which a crew, through accident 
or other cause, has been on duty sixteen hours until another crew 
can be secured to take their places, or until they have had the re- 
uired ten hours’ rest. Thus it will be seen the only protection offered 
the traveling public is to be taken away. In like manner, the facilities 
for the prompt movement of freight are to be curtailed by the estab- 
lishment of a greater number of division terminals, each of which 
82 8 thirty-five minutes to one and one- hours to get a 
train through. 

. The pro law would increase the cost of operating railroads 
through largely increasing the number of terminal yards, roundhouses, 
etc., to be maintained and operated, as well as the expense of gettin 

ng points to relieve men who had been on duty the eae 
ause of an accident or some other unforeseen circum- 


men to outl 
mum time 
stance, 
The employees will not in any way be benefited by the law, for the 
reason that nearly all roads now have a rule permitting train and 
engine men to take eight hours’ rest after sixteen hours’ service. On 
the contrary, the men will be re ea of a considerable portion of 
their earning ta ee! through being unable to earn only 100 miles 
per day, when they now earn from 100 to 200. They will also be 
placed under greater expense, because of being seq ince to spend a 
much greater part of their time away from their homes. If the 
present bill becomes a law, it will frequently happen that a train or 
— 2 crew, composed of five or six men, will get within 20 or 30 
miles of home when the sixteen hours are up, and they will be com- 
pelled to give up their train at the first side track and get ten hours’ 
rest before they can be permitted to proceed, notwiths et every 
member of the crew would feel and know that he was perfectly able 
to take the train into its terminal. sei | would thus be put to the 
additional expense of securing lodging and meals at an unusual place, 
and after their ten hours’ rest n they might have to 
wait from four to six hours for a train to take them into the ter- 
minal, where they could again resume service, thereby causing them 
to miss their turnout, resulting in a further loss of wa; 
re are many things to be said against the passage of this bill, 
and since there is apparently no one to be benefited by it, beyond in- 
the mem p of certain labor organizations, it should be 


If the real purpose sought in this bill is to prevent railway com- 
panies from forcing their train and engine men to work when they 
are in an unsafe condition, I su t the following substitute : 

“Any train or engine man who has been on duty sixteen hours shall 

the right to call for ten hours’ rest, and when such employee calls 
for rest it shall be unlawful for any railway company to require him 
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— remain hoo duty or again resume service until he shall have had ten 
urs’ resi 
This would eas A make what is now the rule the law, and would 
afford all the protection n since no member of a crew would be 
deprived of rest whenever, in his j nt, he needed it. It would 
at the same time overcome the hardship and inconvenience resultin 
from a literal interpretation of the proposed law, which, it is cla i 
seeks only the protection this would afford. 
Truly yours, J. W. MAXWELL. 


And, finally, I submit the following letter of introduction 
handed to me to-day by Mr. S. C. Mecomber, which is signed by 
the chairman of the general committee, Order of Railway Con- 
ductors, Union Pacific Railroad Company, Mr. W. A. Jameson: 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD, ORDER RAILWAY CONDUCTORS, 
GENERAL COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT, 
Laramie, Wyo., January 1, 1907. 
Hon. Francis E. WARRE) 


N, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sin: This will introduce to you Mr. S. C. Mecomber, a member 
of our organization, the Order of Railway Conductors, who is chairman 
of the State legislative committee of the organization for the State of 
Nebraska. He is in Washington to appear and register a protest before 
the committee who have in charge the La Follette sixteen-hour bill for 
railroad men. We are the men in front of the gun in this instance. 
We deem it detrimental to our interests, We have contracts with the 
different railroads throughout the western country that gives us the 
right to demand and get eight or more hours’ rest after sixteen hours’ 
service. As to the claim that many accidents occur from overwork of 
trainmen, it is farfetched and not a fact. In thirty years’ experience 

train service I know: of but one case where an accident occurred on 
account of excessive hours on duty. An arbitrary law, with a severe 
penalty, such as the contemplated bill, is to tie up for rest at any point 
on the road, where there are no acco ations to get anything to eat 
and no place to sleep. It would be a pretty hard 8 to make 
the men believe that it is just to make them lie down in an old ca- 
boose, on a hard cushion, and toss around for eight or ten hours when 
by working an hour or so longer Pag could be at home and have the 
comforts that men in other walks of life are permitted to enjoy. Men 
tied up under those conditions are in worse shape for service than they 
were when tied up. 

This is but one of the hardships that will be forced upon the men 
by an arbitrary sixteen-hour law. It will also reduce our monthly 
wage, which at best is not over remunerative, 

e desire to spend a reasonable part of our life at home with our 
families, to assist in the education and training of our children. 

We do not think the trainmen in service throughout the United States 
will thank their representatives for passing such a law after it be- 
comes operative and they realize the hardships that it entails. 

Mr. Mecomber can explain more fully to you and recite instances of 
actual experience, and no doubt you will readily see why we, as train- 
men, desire to see this bill defeated. 

We think the practical men who are employed by the operating de- 
partments of the different railroads, in conference with their employees, 
are better fitted to arrange this matter among themselves. 

I would deem it a personal favor if you will give him what assistance 
ou can while he fs in Washington, as he is unacquainted ‘there. We 
ave no particular standing before Congress, and can only work through 

our friends, and as you have always been our friend your constituents 
in train service will appreciate your efforts in our behalf. F am, 
Yours, very t A \ 
W. A. JAMESON, 
Chairman General Committee, Order Railway Conductors, 
Union Pacific Railroad, 


All these letters, while directed to the defeat of the measure, 
are, in my mind, so directed because of the lack of flexibility of 
the bill. That the general proposition of affording plenty of 
rest at proper intervals to trainmen, and the general proposition 
of restricting the continuous hours of service within a proper 
limit, are both right, can not be questioned. In my judgment 
these men who are protesting would readily support a bill, as I 
would and as other Senators would, if the bill should be so 
framed that such a law could be enacted as would provide for 
all these contingencies; provide for out and return runs with 
short stop-overs at one end and long stop-overs at the other, and 
leave it so trainmen and superintendents might have some 
“elbow room” in the running of trains. Unless we can thus 
provide, let us pass no bill. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, when this bill was under 
discussion during the last session and went over until this ses- 
sion I determined to ascertain, as nearly as I could, first, the 
necessity for such a law in the section of the country which I 
represent in particular, and also the feelings and desires of 
both employers and employees on the railways serving that sec- 
tion of the country. I found very little interest in the bill one 
way or the other, possibly for the reason that I found no runs 


_requiring sixteen hours, and I knew of and found no runs that 


would require less than ten hours’ rest. So the only question, so 
far as it affects the section of the country from which I come, is 
the question that crystallizes around this word “ casualty.” 

Let me give a little illustration that will make that clear. 
We will take the run from St. Paul across the State of Minne- 
sota to, say, the nearest point in my State. We will say that a 
train is scheduled to leave. St. Paul at 10 o'clock in the forenoon 
and to arrive at Fargo at S o'clock in the evening. That gives 
but a ten-hour run. It is scheduled to leave the next morning 
from Fargo, we will say, at 8 o’clock and to arrive at St. Paul 
that evening at 6 o’clock. So there is but a ten-hour run 
in either instance, and more than twelve hours’ rest in either 
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instance. The train leaving St. Paul is very often under con- 
tract to carry the mail from some connecting point from Chi- 
cago and the East, and the train necessarily must lie at the 
depot, sometimes an hour and sometimes two or three hours if 
there is a delay upon some of the eastern trains in getting mail 
from Chicago to St. Paul, so that they may conform to their 
contract. There may be an hour or two hours’ delay, therefore, 
before the train starts out. 

Again, the train is supposed to take other mail, we will say from 
Winnipeg, in Manitoba, to some point of connection about the 
central part of the State of Minnesota. This train may be 
delayed an hour or two on account of waiting for the delay of 
the Winnipeg train. So the two delays working together may 
prevent this train getting into Fargo until, we will say, 10 
o'clock at night. It will then have to leave a little earlier the 
next morning; or suppose it be 12 o'clock at night, it would 
leave at 8 o'clock the next morning. That would give but eight 
hours’ rest. Under this bill it would be criminal for the same 
crew which is scheduled to go back on this train to take the 
train back to St. Paul, although it had had eight hours’ rest, 
unless they could show that these delays were some kind of a 
casualty. That is a term, of course, that would have to be 
construed, probably as often as any case would come up under 
the law. They might be delayed because the train was over- 
loaded, which would not be a casualty; they might be delayed 
on account of insufficient coal or because the train was not 
properly handled, which would also not come under the desig- 
nation of a casualty. In order to meet any of those incidents 
that are arising almost daily, it would be necessary to keep 
this crew another twenty-four or twenty-six hours doing noth- 
ing and to keep an idle crew at that point for the purpose of 
supplying the deficiency. It seems to me that that part of the 
bill is unjust. It seems to me that the hours might be limited to 
eyen six hours, especially as the average rest is from twelve to 
fourteen hours. I understand that the average run is less than 
nine hours. Taking both of the transcontinental roads that go 
through our section, less than nine hours a day is an average 
run for each conductor. That would give plenty of rest. 

If it should so happen that without this broader term of the 
happening of a “ casualty’ a train would be delayed, certainly 
we ought not to make it a criminal offense if the crew were 
required to remain over a little more than sixteen hours from 
the time that they had had rest or that they could go out again 
upon a less number.of hours’ rest than the ten hours which the 
bill now proyides. I hope, Mr. President, that we shall so 
amend the bill that it will have sufficient elasticity to meet 
occasions of this kind. 

Then, again, we have the other case of what is practically a 
round trip in the same day. One train may run as far as from 
St. Paul to Brainerd and then back the same day. They wait 
at Brainerd, we will say, however, to make connection with 
another train from the West, which, instead of going to St. 
Paul, may go on to Duluth. If that train is delayed, although 
they may have had hours at the depot waiting for the con- 
necting train, it will necessitate their waiting until the passen- 
gers can be transferred; and it would be no casualty, on the 
part, at least, of the trainmen, who are compelled to wait until 
the arrival of the connecting train. 

Again, it is often necessary to make connections at St. Paul 
and Minneapolis with the Chicago and other eastern trains. 
It seems to me to be almost ridiculous where there is a con- 
tract to carry the mail and to receive the mail each morning, 
even though they may have to wait a few minutes or a few 
hours to do so, to make the trainmen or the company operating 
the connecting line responsible for any malfeasance or any 
casualty upon the connecting train. 

It seems to me also, Mr. President, that that may properly be 
made a subject of amendment, When it is, I can see no seri- 
ous objection to the bill, although, as I say, in our section of the 
country I do not think it will have any effect one way or the 
other, as I know of no sixteen-hour run and I know of no in- 
stance in which the rest is not more than ten hours. 

Mr. BRANDEGER. Mr. President, the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. McCumper] has stated that the average run of 
conductors is about nine hours in his section of the country. 
Can the Senator tell us what is the average run of the en- 
gineers and firemen? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I understand the average run of a train 
crew is nine hours. That is what I intended to say was my in- 
formation. I have not myself examined carefully to see whether 
or not it is true. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I have no recollection of 
being in the Senate when this bill was up for discussion, and 
my attention had not been called to its particular phraseology 
until it was called up as the unfinished business by the Senator 


I should infer that 


from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 
the principal thing to be attained by the bill is not so much 
the comfort or health or the convenience of the employee—of 
course that necessarily enters into it—but the principal end 


to be attained is the safety of the traveling public. Hardly 
a serious accident occurs but that the length of time that the 
conductor or the engineer or some employee engaged in run- 
ning the train is introduced as a factor accounting for the acci- 
dent. We haye read a great deal of the wearied engineer 
and the worn-out conductor, and that those officials, being in a 
state of physical collapse or weariness, were unable to giye 
that quality of care and attention to the running of the train 
that the safety of the traveling public required. 

So far as I have had any expression from the employees af- 
fected by the bill, I should regard it as an unpopular one, en- 
gineers and conductors and trainmen, as a general proposition, 
being quite willing to protect themselves by such contracts as 
they are able to make with the employing company. I would 
not seek the enactment of a measure of this kind, having in 
mind the welfare of the employees alone, unless there was ap- 
parent some earnest desire expressed by such employees to have 


-the burdens of their employment lessened. 


But quite independently of the burdens that may be placed 
upon the employee is the safety and the welfare of the traveling 
public. If it is true that the wearied engineer and the wearied 
conductor and the wearied brakeman are not capable of giving 
such care as may be classed as the highest degree of care to the 
traveling public to protect the lives and the limbs and the bodies 
of the traveling public, then a law should be enacted for the 
sake of the traveling public that will prevent trains carrying 
passengers from being handled by those who are not able to 
give the degree of care the safety of the passengers requires. If 
that were the object of the bill, if the bill would attain that 
object, then I should be heartily in favor of it. 

But I will turn to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La For- 
LETTE], who has the bill in charge, and ask him, from the lan- 
guage of the bill, whether he believes the end sought, either 
for the welfare of the employee or the safety of the traveling 
public, is secured by this bill? As I read the bill, Mr. Presi- 
dent, those who are engaged in the running of trains, although 
they may have been in service for fifteen consecutive hours, if ` 
they go out of service for an hour may, without violating the 
terms of this bill, take charge of trains and run for sixteen 
more consecutive hours. For example, in the second paragraph 
of the amendment—and, indeed, the bill as before the Senate 
is an amendment by way of substitution, an entirely new meas- 
ure being substituted for the measure that was originally in- 
troduced—occurs the following language: 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier engaged in inter- 
state or foreign commerce by railroad, or any of its officers or agents, 
to require or permit any employee engaged in or connected with the 
movement of any train in which such commerce is hauled, or to require 
or permit any employee engaged in or connected with the movement of 
any train by which such commerce is affected, to remain on duty more 
than sixteen consecutive hours, except when by casualty occurring after 
such employee has started on his trip he is prevented from voucbitig his 
terminal; or to require or permit any such employee to go on duty 
without having had at least ten hours for rest. 

The meaning of that language is perfectly plain. The railway 
company engaged in interstate commerce shall not permit or 
require any person engaged in handling a train to remain on 
duty for more than sixteen consecutive hours, and, having been on 
duty for that length of time, he shall not be permitted to resume 
his duty until he has had ten hours for rest. But, as I sug- 
gested when I first rose, suppose the employee has been engaged 
in fifteen, fourteen, thirteen, or twelve hours’ consecutive service. 
Though he rests but an hour, though there is an interval of but 
an hour or two hours’, more or less, time between the ending of 
his consecutive service and the recommencement of service, he 
may resume the service and there will be no violation of this 
proposed act. Therefore, I take it, that the bill should be amended 
by the Senator who has given special attention to it so that the 
evil sought to be reached will be reached. 

I can readily understand how railway companies and their 
employees might enter into contracts by which the main pur- 
poses of this bill would be avoided without any criminal liability 
of any kind or character—such contracts as would permit the 
overworking of employees and the engagement of employees in 
the carrying of the traveling public when, by reason of long-con- 
tinued service, they would be altogether unfit for the responsi- 
bility that the passenger traffic imposes upon those in charge of 
trains. 

So far as the objection made by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] is concerned, I doubt if it is amply pro- 
vided against in the bill. I can hardly imagine any cause for a 
delay in a trip one way, or a round trip, that would not be cov- 
ered by the term “ casualty.” So that if a train starts out upon 
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a round trip that would under the schedule be completed in 
twelve or thirteen or fourteen hours, if, for almost any cause, it 
was delayed beyond sixteen hours there would be no necessity 
for the employees abandoning the train and a new crew being 
put in their places, for it is only in the event of a casualty in- 
terfering to prevent the completion of the run within the sixteen 
hours that the crew may not continue on their train until the 
run is finished. 

When you turn to the meaning of the word “casualty,” you 
find one of the meanings is: f 

That which occurs by chance; chance— 

Any chance seems to be a casualty. : 

Third, under the subdivision “ Law 

Inevitable accident— ` 

Of course, an accident is a casualty— 

An event not to be foreseen or guarded against. 

And, then, under the Scottish law, a “rent depending on the 
happening of contingent events” was called a casualty. But 
that is now obsolete. The synonyms are “accident” and “ haz- 
ard.” 

So that if there was a contract between a railway company 
and the Government for the carrying of mail that was to be de- 
livered to the receiving company on an incoming train and the 
train should be behind the schedule, I have not any question 
but that would be a casualty; it would be a hazard; it would 
-be something that the transporting company that was to re- 
ceive the mail could not have foreseen. If the locomotive 
should run out of coal, or if water should not be accessible, or 
if a rail should be misplaced, or a freight train or any other 
kind of a train run off the track, I am inclined to think that 
that mishap would come under the term “ casualty.” 

So that the framer of the amendment evidently attempted to 
provide against the contingencies that are suggested by the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] and the Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. Warren]. Perhaps a broader term might 
be used, but a fair construction, it seems to me, would prevent 
the companies being compelled to change train crews, under the 
term that is used in the bill, whatever might be the cause of 
delay. 

But, Mr. President, I am principally concerned about the main 
section of the bill. It seems to me that it does not guard 
against the main object to be attained by the bill—the protec- 
tion of the lives and the limbs of the traveling public, for, as I 
suggested, when the welfare of the employees is alone to be 
considered we may safely await an expression of their desire 
that will be pretty clear and well understood, the modern rail- 
way employees, the men who run the trains, the engineers, the 
conductors, and the brakemen, being pretty well able, through 
their organizations, to protect their own comfort and their own 
welfare by the contracts they make with the companies. 

I have accomplished my purpose in calling the attention of 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La FOLLETTE] to the objec- 
tions that I find, not in the object to be attained by the bill, but 
in the language that is used for the purpose of attaining the 
object. I feel that it is wholly inadequate, and that it ought 
to be amended. 

Mr. BRANDEGEDR. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator from Colorado if the proposed amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin], at the bottom of page 5, 
does not accomplish the purpose that he desires to see accom- 
plished? The amendment reads as follows: 


Any such employee who shall have been on duty ten successive hours 
shall not be required or permitted to go on duty without haying had 


at least eight hours’ rest. 
Is that at the bottom of page 5? 


Mr. PATTERSON. 

Mr. BRANDEGEDR. In the print that I have it is at the bot- 
tom of page 5. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have not got the same print as the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut, so I can not answer him. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I desire, first, to present a 
protest from certain railroad employees and train dispatchers, 
and ask that it be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Idaho? The Chair hears none. The protest 
will be printed in the RECORD. 

The protest referred to is as follows: 


OREGON SHORT Line RAILROAD COMPANY, 
$ OFFICE OF CHIEF DISPATCHER, 
Pocatello, Idaho, December 22, 1906. 


Hon. Frep T. Dvnois, Hon. W. B. HEYBURN, 
Senators. 
Hon. BURTON L. FRENCH, 
Representative, Washington, D. C. 
GENTLEMEN: We desire to respectfully but firmly protest against the 
enactment of what is known as the proposed “ sixteen-hour law,” which 
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has for its purpose “ to limit the hours of service of railroad employees,” 
articularly that part which reads: “ Every violation of this l. 4 


a step beyond 3 that bas — 
er country for 


Those who propose such a measure do not represent the rank and file 
of railroad men, and we desire to comphatica ity repudiate any such claim 
they might have made. is possible they have surreptitiously or in 
some such manner obtained an indorsement from some of the railroad 
employees, holding out to them inducements which are not in accordance 
with the conditions or possibilities of railroading. We hear the train 
and pen, ee men on every hand denouncing this measure. We trust that 
you will give it your earnest opposition. 

Respec ly, yours, 
C. A. Shultz, dispatcher; J. E. Agee, dispatcher: F. 
Rogers, dispatcher ; J. W. Phillips. dispatcher: Y. D. 
Royle, dispatcher; J. H. Castle, dispatcher: A. Igo, 
N dispateher; BB 
3 cher; D. E. > F. 
Clarke, chief dispatcher. os sa Le 

Mr. HEYBURN. I desire to offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk to the amendment printed on page 7, lines 9 
and 10. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 7, lines 9 and 10 of the amend- 
ment, it is proposed to strike out “in any State or Territory of 
the United States or the District of Columbia.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed 
and lie on the table. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will state the purpose of my amendment. 
It seems to me the amendment proposes something that Congress 
may not do—that is to say, impose a duty upon a State court or 
tribunal—and the words are not necessary for the purpose of 
providing a complete remedy, inasmuch as with those words 
stricken out it will read: 


The Commission may also order depositions taken before any tribunal 
qualified by law to take the same. : x 


The amendment reads: 


The Commission may also order depositions taken before any officer 
ook, ony: State or Territory of the United States or the District of Co- 

I desire to offer another amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment 
Senator from Idaho will be stated. ’ 

The Secretary. In lines 19 and 20, page 7, it is proposed to 
amend the amendment by striking out the words “either a State 
or United States court” and substituting the words “a court of 
competent jurisdiction.” 

Mr. HEYBURN. The objection is the same in character, 
Congress can not confer jurisdiction on a State court in an in- 
stance of this kind. The State court, if it is held to be a court 
of competent jurisdiction, may deal with it, but Congress can not 
compel it to deal with it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will lie 
on the table. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I desire to make a suggestion with refer- 
ence to the provision of the bill found on page 5, practically the 
same as that found on page 4, to which the Senator from North 
Dakota has addressed his remarks. A lay over at the point of 
a wreck, miles distant from any settlement, would not afford 
the crew of the train an opportunity to rest. It could not pos- 
sibly result in any benefit to them in the way of reequipping’ 
them for further service, and there should be such elasticity in 
this measure as would permit those men to pursue their duties, 
being reenforced to the extent of the ability of the railroad com- 
pany. But to say that a crew of railroad men shall remain in 
idleness at the point of a disaster which may not have occurred 
within the scope of the exception of this bill—and I can imagine 
many of them that would not be within that exception of 
“ casualty —-to say they must lie there in idleness and prac- 
tically afford no assistance to relieve against the damage or delay 
would certainly be of no benefit to the railroad or the men and 
would tend nothing to accomplish the purpose sought to be ac- 
complished by this bill. 

The word “casualty,” as it has been presented by the Sen- 
ator from Colorado, would seem to be broad enough to cover 
almost any kind of delay, but the text of the bill limits it to 
casualty occurring after such employee has started on his trip. 


proposed by the 
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The cause of delay may have existed for a considerable time 
before the train started out on its trip. There is an amendment 
proposed to cure that, which says, “or by unknown casualty 
occurring before he started on his trip.” There may be a 
easualty that is known to exist, and the trainmen may start out 
for the purpose of relieving against the damage, expecting to 
be able to accomplish their work and return within the time 
limited by the proposed act, and instead of being able to do so, 
they may be detained there hours or days, as the case may be. 
So, as I say, in that provision the bill is not elastic enough. 
Otherwise you would find yourself with a dead crew on hand, 
where they had started out with full knowledge that there had 
been a landslide or a train ditched, or any ene of the many 
casualties which might occur, with the expectation of being able 
to overcome it within a few hours, and, as I have suggested, 
be held there for many hours, and the sixteen hours might 
expire. 

Does there attach to these workmen on the train the liability 
under which they may be fined a thousand dollars because they 
have underestimated the time in which a wreck may be re- 
moved, a bridge rebuilt, or any other obstacle removed? I sug- 
gest that that. provision is not elastic enough to protect these 
men against being answerable under a law by fine and im- 
prisonment. 

I have not been present on any former occasion when this 
bill was under consideration. I find many amendments here. 
If we could anticipate just what amendments would be adopted 
before the bill is finally submitted to the Senate for a vote, we 
might better understand what might remain, if anything, to be 
supplied. But as I interpret the unanimous-consent agreement 
which runs with this bill, the measure will not be open for 
debate at that time; the amendments will come up in their 
order, under the rule of the Senate, and be voted upon; and un- 
less the bill is printed after the disposition of these amend- 
ments, it will be difficult matter indeed to determine just what 
ought to be in the bill and what should not be in it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the further pleasure of the 
Senate? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Unless some other Senator desires to 
offer some observations upon the pending bill at this time, I 
will ask that it be laid aside temporarily. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to ask the Senator from Wis- 
consin a question. I desire to know of the Senator whether he 
understands from the provisions of the pending bill that it is to 
apply to employees only on trains engaged in interstate com- 
merce or whether he thinks it applies or is intended to apply 
to trains on all railroads engaged in interstate commerce. The 
Senator will see the distinction, 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I did not draw this bill or the sub- 
stitute reported from the committee, and I am not able, for the 
moment, to turn to the language which defines——_ 

Mr. BACON. While the Senator is looking for the particu- 
lar part of the bill which he thinks gives expression to the 
requirement, which will be one way or the other, I wish to call 
attention to the importance of that distinction. If the bill is 
limited to employees employed upon trains which are actually, 
at the time of the running, engaged in interstate commerce, 
it is a bill of comparatively narrow limitations. But if it 
is intended and if its provisions will permit it to be construed to 
mean that it applies to the employees of all railroads engaged 
in interstate commerce, regardless of whether the particular 
train upon which these employees may at that time be employed 
may or may not be engaged in interstate commerce, it is a bill 
of extremely wide scope; and I use the term “extremely wide 
scope” probably without expressing the degree of that scope, 
although the word “extremely” is a very large one. I might 
say, Mr. President, that it embraces every railroad in the 
United States and every train in the United States, for this 
reason: 

A railroad may be engaged in interstate commerce, although 
limited in its extent entirely within the borders of a State. 
A railroad which accepts a consignment and issues a through 
bill of lading, not only over its own road, but over a con- 
necting road to 2 point in another State, is engaged in inter- 
state commerce; and a railroad which accepts from a connect- 
ing road, coming from another State, a consignment over its 
own line of goods originating in the other State and brought 
on a through bill of lading over each of those two railroads 
is engaged in interstate commerce. There is possibly not a 
single road in the United States, however short it may be, 
unless it be one entirely isolated and not connected with any 
other railroad—and I presume there is scarcely such a road in 
the country 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

Mr. BACON. Pardon me until I finish the sentence. There 


is scarcely a railroad in the United States, if one, upon which 
such consignments are not made or received. In other words, 
there is scarcely a single railroad in the United States, if one, 
which does not accept consignments which are to go beyond 
its own limits, its own termini, and extend over other rail- 
roads into other States. And, on the other hand, there is 
searcely a road which does not receive consignments coming 
from other States and destined to points on its own line. 
Therefore, if the terms of this bill are sufficiently broad and com- 
prehensive to make it apply to employees on all railroads en- 
gaged in interstate commerce, the terms of the bill may as 
well be expressed by saying “ all railroads in the United States,” 
without stating that they shall be engaged in interstate com- 
merce. That is the practical effect. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE rose. 

Mr. BACON. I promised to yield to the Senator from Colo- 
rado. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from _ Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I think the construction which has been 
placed upon the language “common carrier engaged in inter- 
state or foreign commerce” has been in the broad sense which 
has been suggested by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. Is that the language here? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, sir. 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier engaged in inter- 
state or foreign commerce, etc. 

In the application of the safety-appliance law I think the 
decisions of the courts have been that railroads, though local 
in their organization and local so far as their termini are con- 
cerned, if they are engaged in the transportation of interstate 
commerce, are amenable to the provisions of the safety-appli- 
ance act. I know it is but a very short time ago that there was 
a suit in the United: States court in Denver, in which the 
Denver and Rio Grande Railroad Company was fined for not 
having equipped its locomotives with the appliances that tke 
law provides for. And yet the Denver and Rio Grande, so far 
as its termini are concerned, is strictly a local road, although 
it . a part of what may be termed the Gould transcontinental 
system. 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator from Georgia permit me 
to interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. The act providing for safety appliances pre- 
scribes that the vehicles employed by the road shall be engaged 
in interstate commerce. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. MALLORY. And a court in Kentucky recently—the 
United States circuit court—I think, makes that distinction very 
clear. It seems that the first part of the pending bill is de- 
signed to meet the opinion of Judge Evans in that case. 

Mr. PATTERSON. To continue about the construction of 
language of this character, although I am not familiar with 
the precise langnage used in the safety-appliance act, there 
was a suit against another road at the same time, a little road 
whose line was confined within one county. That road, through 
its management, had taken particular pains to receive no con- 


Signments of goods that were shipped from without the State. 


In that particular case the United States circuit court held. 
that the road was not amenable to the provisions of the safety- 
appliance law because it was not engaged in interstate com- 
merce. 

But as I recall the decision, it was that where roads were en- 
gaged in receiving goods and cars to be transported under con- 
tract from without the State on the cars of the company or over 
the line of the company, it came within the provisions of the 
safety-appliance law, and therefore, for noncompliance with the 
law as to certain of the locomotives of the Denver and Rio 
Grande Railroad, the company was declared to have violated 
the law and was required to pay a fine. 

Mr. BACON. I am very much obliged to the learned Senator 
from Colorado for the suggestions which he has made, and also 
to the Senator from Florida, equally learned, for the information 
he gives us as to the precise language of the former act of Con- 
gress relative to appliances. 

This is certainly a most serious matter, and we are very near 
to the time when we will be called upon to vote on this bill with- 
out further opportunity for its examination or discussion rela- 
tive thereto. It would be very difficult to conceive of a bill more 


far-reaching in its effect than this will be if the construction can 


be put upon it to which it now appears it is legitimately open. 
I think we ought to give it very careful consideration. It ought 
to be examined with the most minute particularity. 

I desire to say that personally, Mr. President, I am in favor 
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of such regulations as will protect the public against dangers 
which arise from the employment of the officers and other em- 
ployees of the company for a length of time which renders them 
incompetent to properly handle trains and protect the public; 
and also that I am in favor of such regulations as will protect 
the employees from undue burdens in the way of employment 
beyond the physical and mental powers of the men to sustain 


the continued strain and exertion. But, Mr. President, it is not 
always safe to be guided by a desire to accomplish an end, and 
I am afraid we are too frequently controlled by that desire. 

The end may be laudable, but the means may be improper and 
unsafe, and the evils which are mixed up with some remedies 
may sometimes be greater than the evils which it is sought to 
cure. 

Now, just for a moment, let me call attention to the extent of 
this bill, if the language is open to the construction which I 
suggest; und I think it is a most important fact to be noted 
that on the eve of determining this most tremendous question 
Senators have not considered this particular phase of it. So far 
as I have been able to learn from the adyocates of the bill, the 
question of the constitutionality of it, as well as the propriety 
of it, has largely been answered affirmatively upon the prior 
legislation with reference to safety appliances on trains, and 
yet a very slight inspection will show the very vast difference 
between the two. As stated by the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Matrory], in the safety appliances act it is limited to a control 
of cars engaged in interstate commerce. There is no effort in 
the safety appliance act to prescribe that all railroads engaged 
in interstate commerce shall thus equip all of their trains, be- 
cause that would manifestly be beyond the power of Congress, 
but it is within the power of Congress to say that all engines 
and cars actually engaged in interstate commerce, regardless of 
what railroads they may belong to, shall be thus and so equipped. 

Now, it might be said that upon the same reasoning a bill 
seeking to protect employees against undue length of continu- 
ous service would be constitutional if it limited it to employees 
on trains engaged in interstate commerce. But that is not what 
this bill does. This bill does not say it shall be unlawful for 
employees engaged in interstate commerce to be employed more 
than a certain length of time, but it says—I will read that 
portion of the bill— 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier by railroad in any 
Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia, or any of 
its officers or agents, to require or permit any employee engaged in or 
connected with the movement of any train to remain on duty, etc. 

I see upon inspection (I had not examined the bill, and I was 
asking the author of the bill for information upon the subject) 
that it is limited to railroads within the Territories of the United 
States and the District of Columbia. Of course that is within 
the power of Congress, 

Mr. KNOX. Look at the top of page 5. ; 

Mr. BACON. The top of page 5? Possibly the Senator fro 
Pennsylvania means page 4. 

Mr. KNOX. Page 5. 

Mr. BACON. It is page 4 in the copy I have. 

That it shall be unlawful— 

It may be that this is the provision which relates more par- 
ticularly to roads in the States and not to those in the Territories 
of the United States or the District of Columbia. I have not 
had an opportunity to read it. 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier engaged in inter- 
state or foreign commerce by railroad, or any of its officers or agents, 
to require or permit any employee engaged in or connected with the 
movement of any train in which such commerce is hauled or to 
require or rmit any employee engaged in or connected with the 
movement of any train by w ich such commerce is affected to remain on 
duty more than sixteen consecutive hours, except when, by casualty 
occurring after such employee has started on his trip, he is prevented 
from reaching his terminal; or to require or permit any such employee 
to go on duty without having had at least ten hours for rest. 

I am not sure but that that language is sufficiently guarded. 
I would be very glad, however, to have the judgment of Senators 
who have given the matter more careful attention than I haye. 
I am not sure whether that language would limit the require- 
ment to employees upon trains actually engaged in interstate 
commerce, because it goes further and makes it apply to “ any 
train by which such commerce is affected,” which is language of 
a very general character. 

I rose, Mr. President, more for the purpose of seeking infor- 
mation than for the purpose of submitting any remarks upon the 
character of the bill. I am inclined to think that the provision 
of the bill found on the fourth page of the copy I have in my 
hand is not open to the objections which the language found on 
page 3 of this bill would have suggested as being objectionable. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 


Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. KNOX. Does not that depend somewhat upon the con- 
struction to be placed upon the word “ affected?” 

Mr. BACON. Yes. That is the language which I suggest 
is possibly too broad. 

Mr. SPOONER. What does it mean? 

Mr. BACON. I do not know. That is the reason why I 
think it is too broad. I think we ought to know what lan- 
guage means when it is put into a bill. I will read that lan- 
guage again: 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier engaged in inter- 
state or foreign commerce by railroad, or any of its officers or agents, 
to require or permit any employee engaged in or connected with the 
movement of any train in which such commerce is hauled— 

I doubt very much if that is a proper provision, because it 
would relate to a railroad entirely within a State over which 
there had been such a consignment as that which I have sug- 
gested, because, although the road may be entirely within a 
State, if it has accepted a consignment from another State on 
a through bill of lading, it is hauling a train carrying commerce 
subject to interstate- commerce law, and yet it would not 
itself be a railroad passing from one State to another and not 
within the design or spirit of the law. 

As is suggested to me by the Senator from Colorado, the prac- 
tical effect of it is to put it within the power of Congress by 
this legislation to require that every employee engaged in han- 
dling cars upon a railroad shall be subject to the provisions of 
this proposed law. This is not a bill upon which I have pre- 
pared myself to make any suggestions which I have thought 
would be of any special value, and it is not a bill which I am 
prepared to discuss in such a manner as one should discuss it 
who is in charge of a bill, or who has particularly undertaken to 
controvert or oppose any of its features. But upon a casual read- 
ing of the bill these are objections which strike me, and it seems 
to me the time has come when other matters should be laid 
aside and when this matter should be perfected as we are to 
vote upon it. There are other matters which are pressing—I 
know that—but none of them is in the position of this bill. 
There is none of them where we are face to face with the 
proposition that we have to vote on it at a certain time. That 
being the case, it seems to me this bill should now be given the 
precedence. 

I want to ask the Senator from Wisconsin and others who 
are particularly interested in the bill whether it is their pur- 
pose, or whether they understand it to be the purpose of the 
bill, that practically the length of time when an employee shall 
be permitted to work continuously upon a railroad shall here- 
after be under the control and regulation of the Federal Goy- 
ernment, to the exclusion of the right of the States as to those 
roads limited entirely within their borders? That is the effect 
I think of this bill, even of the section which I have just read. 
Upon a casual reading of it I was inclined to think at first there 
was no material objection to it, but on a more careful reading 
of it I think practically the same objections exist as those which 
I thought at first existed, reading, as I did, the clauses with ref- 
erence to the Territories and the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It seems to me manifest that the lan- 
guage in line 7, page 5, is intended to be just as broad as that— 
that is, wherever the operation of trains within States affect 
directly the interstate commerce it is intended by the language 
of that section to bring the operation of those lines and the em- 
ployment of the men on those lines within the control of the 
provisions of the act. 

Mr. BACON. Even though the railroad may be entirely 
within a State? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTEH. Otherwise a train carrying interstate 
commerce, moving upon a line of road on which the same com- 
pany operates a train engaged solely in State commerce, might 
be put at jeopardy by having the crew operating the train en- 
gaged in State commerce employed for fifty hours consecutively. 
The jeopardy to the interstate commerce and passengers travel- 
ing upon trains engaged in interstate commerce would be quite 
as great from collision with a crew that has been employed an 
excessive number of hours, even though it is operating a train 
engaged purely in State commerce. As I said before, I did not 
draft the bill, but I think it is manifest that it is the purpose 
of the language in line 7—“ any train by which such commerce 
is affected to reach such cases as I have illustrated. 

Mr. BACON. In other words, without elaboration, it means 
to affect every railroad in the United States, long or short, 
within a State or crossing from one State to another. x 
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Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Where the operation of the trains upon 
the line would jeopardize the lives of people who were being 
conveyed by a train engaged in interstate traffic. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I presume none of us differ as to 
the desirability that there shall be protection as to the trains, 
whether they are trains upon railroads which are limited en- 
tirely to one State or trains upon railroads which pass from one 
State to another. But that does not necessarily carry with it 
the conclusion that the Federal Government should be given 
charge of the business of furnishing this desired protection. It 
is the desire of us all, without difference, that there shall be no 
murder committed, and that all who commit murder shall be 
punished. That does not in any manner make it proper that the 
Federal Government, because the end is desirable, shall overstep 
its legitimate power for the purpose of accomplishing it. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. KNOX. Recalling what the Senator from Georgia said 
about not haying risen for the purpose of imparting information 
on this subject, but knowing that he always can, and haying dis- 
cussed these words and ‘studied the question as to what trains 
this proposed act would apply to, I should like to call his atten- 
tion, for his criticism or his answer, to the language on page 5, 
line 5, that the act is only intended to apply and by its terms 
only does apply to “the movement of any train in which such 
commerce is hauled.” I should like to have the Senator, or 
some one else, tell me how you can haul commerce. Commerce 
is a system; it is a relation; it is not the goods which are the 
_ subject of commerce. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It should read “articles of commerce.” 

Mr. KNOX. It seems to me that the bill in that respect is vi- 
tally defective. In other words, it does not describe any class 
of trains which exist or can exist. 

Mr. BACON. That is very true. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was about to suggest to insert before 
the word “commerce” the words “articles of,” which would 
meet the objection of the Senator from Pennsylvania, would it 
not? 

Mr. KNOX. There is no question about its being susceptible 
of amendment. I am only calling attention to the necessity for 
amendment. I think the words suggested by the Senator from 
Indiana would adequate. 

Mr. BACON. I think the suggestion of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania and also the amendment suggested by the Senator 
from Indiana are both of them worthy of. consideration, and 
certainly indicate the necessity that we should continue to 
examine this bill minutely. 

But, Mr. President, outside of the particular defect which has 
just been suggested, we are brought face to face with this 
proposition, as construed by the Senator from Wisconsin in 
charge of the bill, and I think as correctly construed by him. 
This is practically a bill which undertakes by an act of Con- 
gress to regulate the hours of labor of every employee upon 
any train of every railroad in the United States, regardless of 
whether it is a railroad which crosses from one State to another 
or whether it is a railroad limited altogether within the borders 
of one State. Like the personal liability bill, which was 
passed at the last session of Congress, it is a tremendous stride. 
an almost immeasurable stride, in the direction of turning over 
to the Federal Government the management of all the internal 
affairs and business affairs and relations of people in the 
various States, not only with the people of other States but 
within their own borders. 

I am not prepared to say that if the language of the bill were 
so changed that it would be limited to employees upon trains 
actually engaged in interstate commerce, so far as that may be 
construed in the passage of trains from one State to another, 
that I would not give it my support, because, believing in the 
general proposition that there should be a limitation of hours, 
of course the States themselves can not reach a case beyond 
their own borders, and a railroad which is located partly 
in one State and partly in another or which carries cars from 
one State into another State may be beyond the reach of a 
State to correct an evil of this kind, and it may be necessary 
that there should be Federal regulation. But there is no neces- 
sity for it—that is, I mean necessity so far as that it can not 
be otherwise accomplished—in the case of a railroad limited 
entirely within the borders of a State. 


But however that may be, Mr. President, it is important that 
we should know what we are voting upon when we come to vote 
upon so wide-reaching a proposition as that which is contained 
in this bill, As I said, I am not now prepared to discuss it, but 
I thought it was a suggestion worthy being brought to the atten- 
tion of the Senate. I am very glad to have the construction of 
the Senator from Wisconsin, because I am at least put in a posi- 
tion where I am better prepared to judge whether or not the bill 
is entitled to my support according to my view. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I understand the last print 
of the bill has been exhausted. I have been endeavoring to get 
a copy of it and have not succeeded. I ask unanimous consent 
that a reprint of the last print of the bill be ordered printed by 
to-morrow for the use of the Senate. . 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator from Florida that 
in addition to the amendments which are printed in the bill now 
under consideration the amendments offered to-day be likewise 
included in the reprint. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to a reprint of 
the bill with the amendments? 

Mr. MALLORY. It is just possible that there would be 
some confusion arising out of the incorporation of al! the amend- 
ments that have been offered. The amendments will be printed 
anyhow, and I think if we could have the bill reprinted it would 
give us a very good idea of what are its main features. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will not insist upon my suggestion if 
the Senator prefers to have the bill reprinted precisely as it is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to a reprint of 
the bill? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. CARTER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr, CARTER. Most assuredly. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to offer, for the purpose of having 
it printed for the attention of the Senate, an amendment to the 
bill in the nature of a substitute for the bill and amendments. I 
will add that I am not sure that I will press this amendment, 
but I desire to have it printed and brought to the attention of 
the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed and 
lie on the table, 

Mr. KEAN. I ask the Senator from Iowa if he will not also 
ask to have it printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the proposed 
substitute will be printed in the RECORD. . 

Mr. DoLitver’s proposed. amendment is as follows: 

That on and after August 1, 1907, it shall be unlawful for any com- 
mon carrier by railroad in any Territory of the United States, or the 
District of Columbia, or any of its officers or agents, or any common car- 
rier engaged in interstate or foreign commerce by railroad, or any of its 
officers or agents, to require or permit any employee engaged in or con- 
nected with the movement of any train to remain in service more than 
sixteen consecutive hours, or to require or permit any such emplo 
who has been in service sixteen consecutive hours to perform fu 
service without oes had at Jeast ten hours for rest: Provided, That 
prior to August 1, 1907, the Interstate Commerce Commission may, af- 
ter full hearing and for, cause, specify extraordinary circumstances 
or special cases under which any such common carrier by railroad and 
5 and agents shall be exempted from the provisions of this 

on, 

> tee 2. That any such common carrier, or any of its officers or agents, 
5 any of the provisions of this act hereby declared to be 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and u conviction thereof shall be liable to 
a penalty of $1,000 for each and every such violation, to be recovered in 
a suit or suits to be brought by the United States district attorney in 
the district court of the United States having jurisdiction in the locality 
where such violation shall have been committed; and it shall be the 
duty of such district attorney. to bring such suits upon duly verified in- 
formation being lodged with him of such violation having occurred; 
and it shall also be the duty of the Interstate Commerce Commission to 
fully investigate all cases of the violation of this act, and to lodge with 
the proper district attorneys information of any such violations as may 
come to its knowledge. 

That to enable the Commission to execute and enforce the provisions 
of this act it shall have the power to employ such inspectors or other 

s as may be necessary. To enforce the provisions of this act the 
ommission and its agents or employees thereunto duly authorized by 
order of said Commission shall haye the power to administer oaths, in- 
terrogate witnesses, take testimony, and require the production of books 
and papers. The Commission may also order depositions taken before 
any oficer in any State or Territory of the United States or the District 
of Columbia q ed by law to take the same. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Montana will yield to 
me for a moment, a very illuminating editorial from the Com- 
mercial and Financial Chronicle, under date of December 29, 
1906, on the subject that is under discussion, is in my hand, and 
I ask that it may be printed in the Recorp without being read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I hope Senators will read it. 
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The matter referred to is as follows: 
The Commercial and Financial Chronicle, December 28, 1906. 
HOURS OF LABOR OF RAILWAY TRAINMEN. 
On January 10 next the United States Senate, under a unanimous-con- 


psi, oppo made at the first session of the present Congress, will 
roc to yote upon a bill to fix by statute the maximum hours of 
bor of railway trainmen and the minimum duration of their intervals 
of rest, first voting upon all the pending amendments. The bil in 
question (S. 5133) was Introduced by Senator La FOLLETTR and pro- 
hibits all tours of duty exceeding sixteen hours, except in cases of acci- 
dents occurring after their trains haye left the initial point, and to re- 

uire a rest interval of at least ten hours between each period of service. 
The 8 violation of the statute which is proposed is a fine of 
$1,000, to paid by the employer; there is no penalty running against 
the employee, even should the violation be the result of his fraudulent 
concealment of material facts concerning the length of time he has ac- 
tually been on duty. 

The proposed enactment seeks to deal with conditions with which 
railway managers have struggled for generations, and which are never 
more difficult than when the pressure of traffic demanding movement 
taxes, as it is now taxing, every resource at the command of the car- 
riers. There are, 3 certain industries in which the regulation 
of the hours of labor according to the standards which seem to the ma- 
jority to be ideal is impossible. 
shi ey must submit to the arduous toil, often prolonged through 
. of excessive and exhaustive duration. The farmer, in the har- 
vest season at least, can not, without suffering losses to which he is un- 
willing to submit, limit his labor to a number of hours which would suit 
his city brother in the building trades. 

In a measurable degree the railway industry is controlled by similar 
conditions. ‘Traffic appears for movement, especially in the regions 
where production is specialized along a few lines, and particularly 
where those lines are agricultural, in irregular volume. Yet when it 
seeks movement it must be moved proms. or loss and suffering are 
pretty certain to ensue. This fact is well illustrated by the present 
clamor for the moyement of coal in the Northwest and by the com- 
plaint which has hitherto been heard when the railways were tempo- 
rarily unable to handle without delay the tonnage offered for transpor- 
tation. The problem of the railway manager to provide men, mo- 
tive power, rolling stock, tracks, and terminals enough for the maxi- 
mum volume of traffic at any time seeking shipment. How shall he 
meet this problem if he may not be permitted, at any time, to utilize 
every locomotive, car, track, yard, and terminal facility to its utmost 
capacity in the performance of the services for which all of these fa- 
cilities exist? And in order to do so, may it not become necessary at 
times, and under the stress of emergencies growing out of extraordinary 

ressure for the movement of commodities, to lengthen for a short time 
he hours of labor of the men who make up the human and most es- 
sential factor in the prompt, safe, and rapid movement of traffic? No 
one wishes to impose excessive hours of duty upon railway trainmen. 
Certainly no railway manager wants to require the continuance of ex- 
hausting labor beyond the point of 3 safety to the persons and 

roperty employed in the service of the public, as well as those carried. 

ut within the reasonable limits thus fixed it ought to be lawful for the 
carriers to contract freely with their employees and to receive such 
service as the latter are willing to render. 

The way the men themselyes look at the matter was well stated be- 
fore the Industrial Commission by the present Commissioner of Immi- 
gration, Mr. F. P. Sargent, who was then Grand Master of the Broth- 
erhood of Locomotive Firemen. Mr. Sargent said: 

“You can not put railroad men in the transportation department 
upon the ge basis upon which men work at trades, in factories, and 
shops. The handling of transportation is an entirely different mat- 
ter. Those are conditions that can not be controlled by any 
specified law or regulation. We believe that there is manifest on the 
pari of the railways a 9 to be as fair and equitable in the es- 

blishment of hours of labor for train-service employees as is prac- 
ticable with the business to handle. * + It might be obviated 
to a certain extent by Increasing the number of employees and increas- 
ing the machinery; but when the dull time comes there would be that 
army of idle men. The men in the train service do not want an over- 
production; they do not want the railroads loaded down with a great 
army of men in order that they may have it easy the whole year round. 
They are willing to take it rougher and work a little harder in the busy 
season, and then when the dull season comes there is plenty of time 
to rest up and earn fair wages. The railroad employees have an un- 
derstanding with the employers that there shall be no more men em- 
pores than is necessary to move the traffic with dispatch, and during 
he 8515 times they take advantage of it and earn big wages, and when 
the dull season comes, of course they earn an average wage.” 

Mr. E. E. Clark, now an Interstate Commerce Commissioner, but then 
the chief of the Order of Railway Conductors; Mr. P. M. Arthur, chief 
of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, and Mr. W. V. Powell, 
chief of the Order of Railroad Telegraphers, united with Mr. Sargent in 
opposing, in most comprehensive terms, any statutory restriction of free- 
dom of contract in this particular between the tralnmen and the rail- 
ways. As the only possible support for the constitutionality of the pro- 
posed restriction rests upon the claim that it is in the interest of public 
safety, it is worth while to note that Commissioner Clark suggested that 
such a law would increase the danger of accidents by requiring the pro- 
53 A too many inexperienced men to places of unaccustomed re- 
spons y: 

What the present attitude of the more experienced railway employees 
toward this proposal is may be gathered from the fact that several nu- 
merous bodies of conductors have recently protested against the passage 
of the La Follette bill or any similar measure, saying that as “ the rail- 
way trainmen of the United States are of full age, possessed of sound 
minds, equip with an intelligent comprehension of their own interests 
and of the business in which they are engaged,” they are “ therefore 
fully able to look after themselves in their relations with their em- 
ployers.” In other words, these employees reject the idea of legislative 
restriction as an impairment of their liberties. 

But, whatever is to be said of the proposed statute, from the 
view of the trainmen or the railways or of fundamental 
is certain that the present is no time for the enactment of such a law. 
The whole industrial organization of the pounts is conditioned. upon 
the adequate performance of the functions for which railways exist, and 
everywhere the cry is for more cars, more terminals, more service. All 
railway facilities are strained to their utmost capacity. and yet the 
movement of traffic is too slow to satisfy the impatient demands of the 
country’s prosperity. In seeking to satisfy these demands the railways 
are in the market for more men, more cars, more locomotives, and more 
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rails. Yet, without discouraging delays, they can secure none of these. 
Qualified men are scarcer than ever before, they demand and get higher 
wages than ever, and yet the supply is inadequate. Cars, rails, and 
locomotives ordered now won't be promised for delivery earlier than 
1908, and every new order advances the delivery date. 

Yet the proposed restriction would place the railways where the only 
way to avoid freight blockades and traffic congestion of altogether un- 
p ented extent would be to secure multitudes of new men, vastly 
nereased terminal facilities, augmented sidings and yard tracks, tens 
of thousands more of cars, and thousands more of locomotives. A year's 
delay would inevitably be required to meet even considerable fractions 
of these demands. Is Congress going to jay the heavy hand of the law 
upon the business of the country without permitting the reasonable 
delay necessary for adjustment to the new requirements? That is a 
modest query. It is the least that those intrusted with the supervision 
of the railway business can ask of the National Legislature. 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILD LABOR IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I wish to change the notice 
I gave for remarks on January 14 to January 21, on account of 
the necessary absence of the chairman of the committee, who 
will be here at the later date. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CARTER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, Janu- 
ary 9, 1907, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 8, 1907. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


George A. Alba, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the 
district of St. Augustine, in the State of Florida, in place of 
Thomas B. George, whose term of service has expired by limi- 
tation. 

Antoine J. Murat, of Florida, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Apalachicola, in the State of Florida, in place of 
Jesse F. Warren, resigned. ' 

APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
General officer. 


Col. Edward S. Godfrey, Ninth Cavalry, to be brigadier-general, 
vice Bell, to be appointed major-general. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Commander George W. McElroy, an additional number 
in grade, to be a commander in the Navy from, the 7th day of 
January, 1906, with Lieut. Commander Roy C. ith, promoted. 

Frank H. Stibbens, a citizen of California, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 4th day of January, 1907, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Midshipman Roy F. Smith, United States Navy, to be an as- 
sistant civil engineer in the Navy from the 3d day of January, 
1907, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Gunner Wilhelm H. F. Schluter to be a chief gunner in the 
Navy from the ist day of August, 1906, upon the completion of 
six years’ service, in accordance with the provisions of an act 
of Congress approved March 3, 1899, as amended by the act of 
April 27, 1904. : 

POSTMASTERS, 
ALABAMA, 

Nelson C. Fuller to be postmaster at Centerville, in the county 
of Bibb and State of Alabama. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1907. 

Charles Hays, jr., to be postmaster at Eutaw, in the county of 
Greene and State of Alabama, in place of Charles Hays, jr. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires January 22, 1907. 

ARIZONA, 

Milton Bohall to be postmaster at Nogales, in the county of 
Santa Cruz and Territory of Arizona, in place of Milton Bohall. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 22, 1907. 

ARKANSAS, 

Eva V. Harrington to be postmaster at Earl, in the county of 
Crittenden and State of Arkansas, Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

CALIFORNIA. 

John L. Brown to be postmaster at Turlock, in the county of 
Stanislaus and State of California. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

Fred E. Cornell to be postmaster at Sunnyvale, in the county 
of Santa Clara and State of California. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1907. 

Grace E. Fuller to be postmaster at Anderson, in the county of 
Shasta and State of California. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1907. 
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John M. Johnson to be postmaster at Wheatland, in the county 
of Yuba and State of California. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1906. 

Isaac Purcell to be postmaster at Morgan Hill, in the county 
of Santa Clara and State of California. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1907. 

Morton E. Simmons to be postmaster at Chino, in the county 
of San Bernardino and State of California. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1906. 

CONNECTICUT. 

Asa E. S. Bush to be postmaster at Niantic, in the county of 
New London and State of Connecticut, in place of Asa E. S. 
Bush. Incumbent’s commission expired December 15, 1906. 

John McGinley to be postmaster at New London, in the county 
of New London and State of Connecticut, in place of John Me- 
Ginley. Incumbent's commission expired December 15, 1906. 

Wilbur W. Smith to be postmaster at Seymour, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in place of Wilbur W. 
Smith. Incumbent’s commission expires February 28, 1907. 

GEORGIA. 

Halbert F. Brimberry to be postmaster at Albany, in the 
county of Dougherty and State of Georgia, in place of Halbert 
F. Brinberry. Incumbents commission expired December 10, 
1906. 

John B. Crawford to be postmaster at Cairo, in the county of 
Grady and State of Georgia, in place of John B. Crawford. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires January 31, 1907. 

Alamo B. Harp to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county of 
Butts and State of Georgia, in place of Alamo B. Harp. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires January 22, 1907. 

Christopher E. Head to be postmaster at Tallapoosa, in the 
county of Haralson and State of Georgia, in place of Christo- 
pher E. Head. Incumbent's commission expired June 12, 1906. 

Frank P. Mitchell to be postmaster at Americus, in the county 
of Sumter and State of Georgia, in place of Frank P. Mitchell. 
` Incumbent’s commission expired December 17, 1906. 

IDAHO. 

William D. Hardwick to be postmaster at Nezperce, in the 
county of Nez Perce and State of Idaho, in place of William D. 
Hardwick. Incumbent’s commission expires February 28, 1907. 

ILLINOIS. 

Robert C. Boehm to be postmaster at White Hall, in the 
county of Greene and State of Illinois, in place of Robert C. 
Boehm. Incumbent’s commission expired December 10, 1906. 

Fred R. Brill to be postmaster at Hampshire, in the county of 
Kane and State of Illinois, in place of Fred R. Brill. Incum- 
bent's commission expires January 23, 1907. 

Anson J. Buck to be postmaster at Carpentersville, in the 
county of Kane and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1906. 

Rufus East to be postmaster at Coulterville, in the county of 
Randolph and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

Carrie Hovda to be postmaster at Leland, in the county of La 
Salle and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential January 
1, 1907. = 

Milton H. Spence to be postmaster at Elmwood, in the county 
of Peoria and State of Illinois, in place of Milton H. Spence. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires January 23, 1907. 

Fred M. Stoddard to be postmaster at Ramsey, in the county 
of Fayette and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

Adam Trapp to be postmaster at Hawthorne, in the county of 
Se State of Illinois. Office became Presidential October 

, 1906. 

Arch L. Wade to be postmaster at Farina, in the county of 
Fayette and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1907. 

Frank L. Wilkins to be postmaster at St. Anne, in the county 
of Kankakee and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

INDIANA. 

Z. C. McGary to be postmaster at Owensville, in the county of 
Gibson and State of Indiana, in place of F. W. Hall. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired December 20, 1906. 

Robert W. Morris to be postmaster at New Albany, in the 
county of Floyd and State of Indiana, in place of Robert W. 
Morris. Incumbent’s commission expires February 9, 1907. 

Edward Patton to be postmaster at Veedersburg, in the county 
of Fountain and State of Indiana, in place of John W. Cronk, 
resigned. 

Stanley S. Tull to be postmaster at Monon, in the county of 
White and State of Indiana, in place of Stanley S. Tull. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires February 18, 1907. 
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IOWA. 

William R. Boyd to be postmaster at Cedar Rapids, in the 
county of Linn and State of Iowa, in place of William R. 
Boyd. Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1907. 

Merritt S. Brown to be postmaster at North English, in the 
county of Iowa and State of Iowa, in place of Merritt S. 
Brown. Incumbents commission expires January 22, 1907. 

George A. Danforth to be postmaster at Hamburg, in the 
county of Fremont and State of Iowa, in place of George A. 
Danforth. Incumbent’s commission expired December 10, 1906. 

Francis H. Farley to be postmaster at Sloan, in the county 
of Woodbury and State of Iowa, in place of Francis H, Farley. 
Incumbent's commission expired January 7, 1907. 

Joseph W. Foster to be postmaster at Humboldt, in the county 
of Humboldt and State of Iowa, in place of Joseph W. Foster, 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1907. 

Alfred C. Harris to be postmaster at Eldora, in the county of 
Hardin and State of Iowa, in place of Alfred C. Harris. In- 
cumbent's commission expired January 7, 1907. 

Lewis B. Jenness to be postmaster at Danbury, in the county 
of Woodbury and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. i 

Emily L. Kerr to be postmaster at Victor, in the county of 
Iowa and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential January 1, 
1907. 

Edwin W. McCracken to be postmaster at Scranton, in the 
county of Greene and State of Iowa, in place of Edwin W. Me- 
Cracken. Incumbent’s commission expires February 19, 1907. 

Robert S. McNutt to be postmaster at Muscatine, in the county 
of Museatine and State of Iowa, in place of William D. Burk. 
Incumbent's commission expires February 4, 1907. 

James F. Mentzer to be postmaster at Knoxville, in the county 
of Marion and State of Iowa, in place of James F. Mentzer. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 9, 1906. 

William H. Needham to be postmaster at Sigourney, in the 
county of Keokuk and State of Iowa, in place of William H, 
Needham. Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1907. 

Charles S. Terwilliger to be postmaster at Garner, in the 
county of Hancock and State of Iowa, in place of Charles S. 
Terwilliger. Incumbent’s commission expires January 14, 1907. 

KANSAS. 

George B. Crooker to be postmaster at Anthony, in the county 
of Harper and State of Kansas, in place of George B. Crooker. 
Incumbent's commission expired June 28, 1906. 

Thomas W. Dare to be postmaster at Gardner, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

David K. Fretz to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 
McPherson and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1906. 

John M. McCammon to be postmaster at Esbon, in the county 
of Jewell and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

Henry Nickles to be postmaster at Hope, in the county of 
Dickinson and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. s 

Jonah E. Nickols to be postmaster at Atwood, in the county 
of Rawlins and State of Kansas, in place of Jonah E. Nickols. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 15, 1906. 

Joseph H. Woollen to be postmaster at Mankato, in the county 
of Jewell and State of Kansas, in place of Joseph H. Woollen. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 14, 1907. 

LOUISIANA. 

Frank E. Posey to be postmaster at Baton Rouge, in the 
parish of East Baton Rouge and State of Louisiana, in place ef 
Frank E. Posey. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
15, 1906. d 

MAINE. 

Charles F. Hammond to be postmaster at Van Buren, in the 
county of Aroostook and State of Maine. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1906. - 

MARYLAND. 

Thomas R. Greene to be postmaster at Denton, in the cnunty 
of Caroline and State of Maryland, in place of Thomas R. 
Greene. Incumbent’s commission expires January 22, 1907. 

Adolphus H. Harrington to be postmaster at Frederick, in the 
county of Frederick and State of Maryland, in place of Garrett 
S. De Grange. Incumbent’s commission expired December 10, 
1906. x 
John McFarland to be postmaster at Lonaconing, in the 
county of Allegany and State of Maryland, in place of John 
McFarland. Incumbents commission expires January 22, 1907. 

Morris L. Smith to be postmaster at Woodsboro, in the county 
of Frederick and State of Maryland. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 
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Robert R. Walker to be postmaster at Easton, in the county 
of Talbot and State of Maryland, in place of Joseph H. White. 
Incumbent's commission expires January 22, 1907. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Charles D. Brown to be postmaster at Gloucester, in the 
county of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in place of Charles 
D. Brown. Incumbent’s commission expired January 6, 1907. 

Charles E. Cook to be postmaster at Uxbridge, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of Charles E. 
Cook. Incumbent’s commission expired December 17, 1906. 

Charles W. Lincoln to be postmaster at Holbrook, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1907. 

Fred H. Torrey to be postmaster at Groton, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in place of Fred H. Tor- 
rey. Incumbent’s commission expired December 9, 1906. 


MICHIGAN. 

Frank D. Ball to be postmaster at Crystal Falls, in the county 
of Iron and State of Michigan, in place of Frank D. Ball. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1906. 

Lawson E. Becker to be postmaster at Fenton, in the county 
of Genesee and State of Michigan, in place of Lawson E. Becker. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 10, 1906. 

James W. Dey to be postmaster at Springport, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Michigan. Office became Presidential 
October 3, 1906. 

John Harwood to be postmaster at White Cloud, in the county 
of Newaygo and State of Michigan. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

E. Jefferson Hall to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of 
Osceola and State of Michigan. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

George W. Minchin to be postmaster at Evart, in the county 
of Osceola and State of Michigan, in place of George W. Min- 
chin. Incumbent’s commission expired March 19, 1906. 

Philip P. Schnorbach to be postmaster at Muskegon, in the 
county of Muskegon and State of Michigan, in place of Horace 


L. Delano, deceased. 
MINNESOTA. 


John Chermak to be postmaster at Chatfield, in the county of 
Fillmore and State of Minnesota, in place of John Chermak. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 13, 1907. 

Chester A. Coborn to be postmaster at Sauk Rapids, in the 
county of Benton and State of Minnesota, Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1907. 

Anders Glimme to be postmaster at Kenyon, in the county of 
Goodhue and State of Minnesota, in place of Anders Glimme. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 1907. 

Samuel ©. Johnson to be postmaster at Rush City, in the 
county of Chisago and State of Minnesota, in place of Samuel C. 
Johnson. Incumbent’s commission expired February 5, 1906. 

Ernest P. Le Masurier to be postmaster at Hallock, in the 
county of Kittson and State of Minnesota, in place of Ernest P. 
Le Masurier. Incumbent's commission expires January 13, 
1907. 

John Lohn to be postmaster at Fosston, in the county of Polk 
and State of Minnesota, in place of John Lohn. Incumbent's 
commission expires January 13, 1907. 

Emma F. Marshall to be postmaster at Red Lake Falls, in the 
county of Red Lake and State of Minnesota, in place of Emma F. 
Marshall. Incumbent's commission expires January 13, 1907. 

Severin Mattson to be postmaster at Braham, in the county 
of Isanti and State of Minnesota. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

Charles A. Pearson to be postmaster at Roseau, in the county 
of Koseau and State of Minnesota. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

William Peterson to be postmaster at Atwater, in the county 
of Kandiyohi and State of Minnesota, in place of William Peter- 
son. Incumbent's commission expires January 13, 1907. 

Frederick T. Schlegel to be postmaster at Arlington, in the 
county of Sibley and State of Minnesota. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1907. 

Benjamin A. Shaver to be postmaster at Kasson, in the county 
of Dodge and State of Minnesota, in place of Benjamin A. 
Shaver. Incumbent's commission expires January 13, 1907. 

Olaves A. Wilson to be postmaster at McIntosh, in the county 
of Polk and State of Minnesota, in place of Olaves A. Wilson. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 15, 1906. 

MISSISSIPPI. 

Thaddeus C. Barrier to be postmaster at Philadelphia, in the 
county of Neshoba and State of Mississippi. Office became Pres- 
idential January 1, 1907. 

John B. Collier to be postmaster at Leland, in the county of 


Washington and State of Mississippi, in place of John B. Collier. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 22, 1907. 

Mellicent R. McInnis to be postmaster at Moss Point, in the 
county of Jackson and State of Mississippi, in place of Mellicent 
R. McInnis. Incumbent's commission expires January 19, 1907. . 

MISSOURI. 

R. N. Hillard to be postmaster at Hayti, in the county of 
Pemiscot and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

NEBRASKA. 

James H. Logan to be postmaster at Ponca, in the county of 
Dixon and State of Nebraska, in place of James H. Logan. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires January 22, 1907. j 

NEW YORK. X 

George Anderson to be postmaster at Castleton, in the county 
of Renssalaer and State of New York, in place of George Ander- 
son. Incumbents commission expired January 7, 1907. 

Andrew D. Annable to be postmaster at Otego, in the county 
of Otsego and State of New York. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. z 

Clarence M. Bates to be postmaster at Cherry Valley in the 
county of Otsego and State of New York, in place of Clarence 
M. Bates. Incumbent's commission expired December 9, 1906. 

Paul R. Clark to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county of 
Cayuga and State of New York, in place of Paul R. Clark. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1907. 

David Doremus to be postmaster at Piermont, in the county of 
Rockland and State of New York. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1906. 

Mary L. McRoberts to be postmaster at Tompkinsville, in the 
county of Richmond and State of New York, in place of Mary 
„ Incumbent’s commission expires January 22, 

Amelia L. Tyler to be postmaster at Hurleyville, in the county 
of Sullivan and State of New York. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. s 

J. Wesley Van Tassell to be postmaster at Hopewell Junction, 
in the county of Dutchess and State of New York. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1907. 

Sarah H. Young to be postmaster at Cornwall Landing, in the 
county of Orange and State of New York. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1907. 

NEW MEXICO. 

‘Tennessee C. Hill to be postmaster at Dawson, in the county 
of Colfax and Territory of New Mexico. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1907. 7 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

William J. Flowers to be postmaster at Mount Olive, in the 
county of Wayne and State of North Carolina, in place of Wil- 
liam J. Flowers. Incumbent's commission expires January 19, 
1907. 

OHIO. 

Charles C. Chappelear to be postmaster at Circleville, in the 
county of Pickaway and State of Ohio, in place of Charles C. 
Chappelear. Incumbent’s commission expires January 19, 1907. 

Edward P. Flynn to be postmaster at South Charleston, in the 
county of Clark and State of Ohio, in place of Edward P. Flynn. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 26, 1907. 

Rolla A. Perry to be postmaster at Plain City, in the county 
of Madison and State of Ohio; in place of Rolla A. Perry. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires January 19, 1907. 

Delmar M. Starkey to be postmaster at Freeport, in the county 
of Harrison and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1907. 

OKLAHOMA. 

John D. Warford to be postmaster at Erick, in the county of 
Greer and Territory of Oklahoma. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

OREGON. 

Thomas L. Ambler to be postmaster at Mount Angel, in the 
county of Marion and State of Oregon, in place of Thomas L. 
Ambler. Incumbent's commission expires January 14, 1907. 

Henry Proctor to be postmaster at Elgin, in the county of 
Union and State of Oregon, in place of Henry Proctor. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired January 7, 1907. 

Finley E. Roberts to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county 
of Lane and State of Oregon.. Office became Presidential Octo- 


ber 1, 1906. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 


John N. Brosius to be postmaster at Middleburg, in the county 
of Snyder and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presiden- 
tial January 1, 1907. 

Alfred W. Christy to be postmaster at Slippery Rock, in the 
county of Butler and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Alfred 
W. Christy. Incumbent's commission expires January 26, 1907. 
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John C. F. Miller to be postmaster at Rockwood, in the county 
of Somerset and State of Pennsylvania, in place of John C. F. 
Miller. Incumbent’s commission expires January 26, 1907. 

Jesse Oren to be postmaster at New Cumberland, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1906. 

Calvin B. Philips to be postmaster at Frackville, in the county 
of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1907. 

RHODE ISLAND, 

George E. Gardner to be postmaster at Wickford, in the 
county of Washington and State of Rhode Island, in place of 
George E. Gardner. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
26, 1907. : 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 

James P. Bodie to be postmaster at Leesyille, in the county of 
Lexington and State of South Carolina. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1907. 

Levi S. Bowers to be postmaster at Prosperity, in the county 
of Newberry and State of South Carolina. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1907. 

Benjamin II. Massey to be postmaster at Fort Mill, in the 
county of York and State of South Carolina. Office became 
Presidential October 1, 1906. 

TENNESSEE. 

William F. Millican to be postmaster at Rockwood, in the 
county of Roane and State of Tennessee, in place of William F. 
Millican, Incumbent’s commission expires February 12, 1907. 

Abraham L. Williams to be postmaster at Oliver Springs, in 
the county of Roane and State of Tennessee. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1907, $ 

TEXAS. 

George W. Brown to be postmaster at Devine, in the county of 
Medina and State of Texas. Office became Presidential October 
1, 1906. 

Robert H. Walton to be postmaster at Walnut Springs, in the 
county of Bosque and State of Texas. Office became Presiden- 
tial October 1, 1906. 

George 8. Ziegler to be postmaster at Eagle Lake, in the county 
of Colorado and State of Texas, in place of George S. Ziegler, 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 20, 1907. 

UTAH. 

John A. Smith to be postmaster at Heber, in the county of 
Wasatch and State of Utah. Office became Presidential July 1, 
1906. 

VIRGINIA. 

Charles A. McKinney to be postmaster at Cape Charles, in the 
county of Northampton and State of Virginia, in place of 
Charles A. McKinney. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 22, 1907. . 

Annie E. Martin to be postmaster at Waverly, in the county 
of Sussex and State of Virginia. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

Robert L. Poage to be postmaster at Wytheville, in the county 
of Wythe and State of Virginia, in place of Robèrt L. Poage. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 22, 1907. 

WASHINGTON. 

Thomas Bollman to be postmaster at Cashmere, in the county 
of Chelan and State of Washington. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

Theo Hall to be postmaster at Medical Lake, in the county of 
Spokane and State of Washington. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1906. 

Roderick R. Harding to be postmaster at Port Angeles, in the 
county of Clallam and State of Washington, in place of Roderick 
R. Harding. Incumbent's commission expired January 7, 1907. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

Isaae M. Adams to be postmaster at Ravenswood, in the county 
of Jackson and State of West Virginia, in place of Isaac M. 
Adams. Incumbent’s commission expired December 16, 1906. 

Charles Edwards to be postmaster at Montgomery, in the 
county of Fayette and State of West Virginia, in place of Charles 
Edwards. Incumbent’s commission expired January 5, 1907. 

James N. Knox to be postmaster at Shinnston, in the county 
of Harrison and State of West Virginia. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1906. 

Benjamin R. Twyman to be postmaster at Cairo, in the county 
of Ritchie and State of West Virginia, in place of Benjamin R. 
Twyman. Incumbent's commission expired January 13, 1906. 

WISCONSIN. 

Morris F. Barteau to be postmaster at Appleton, in the county 
of Outagamie and State of Wisconsin, in place of Morris F. Bar- 
teau. Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 1907. 

John W. Bell to be postmaster at Chetek, in the county of 
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Barron and State of Wisconsin, in place of John W. Bell. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1907. 

Charles P. Brechler to be postmaster at Fennimore, in the 
county of Grant and State of Wisconsin, in place of Charles P. 
Brechler. Incumbent's commission expires January 23, 1907. 

Harry C. Hall to be postmaster at Iron River, in the county 
of Bayfield and State of Wisconsin, in place of Harry C. Hall. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 1907. 

Nicholas A. Lee to be postmaster at Colfax, in the county of 
Dunn and State of Wisconsin. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1907. 

Egbert Marks to be postmaster at Menomonie, in the county 
of Dunn and State of Wisconsin, in place of Egbert Marks. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1907. 

George A. Packard to be postmaster at Bayfield, in the county 
of Bayfield and State of Wisconsin, in place of George A. 
Packard. Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1906. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 8, 1907, 
PROMOTION IN PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Asst. Surg. John S. Boggess to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States, to rank as such from December 5, 1906. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 


First Lieut. Preston Henry Uberroth to be a captain in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from December 25, 1906. 


Second Lieut. Henry Ulke, jr., to be a first lieutenant in the 


Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from December 25, 1906. 

Third Lieut. Ralph Waldo Dempwolf to be a second lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from October 1, 1906. 

Third Lieut. Roger Chew Weightman to be a second lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from November 4, 1906. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

John Embry, of Oklahoma, who was appointed during the last 
recess of the Senate, in the place of Horace Speed, removed, to 
be United States attorney for the Territory of Oklahoma. 

MARSHAL. 

William H. Mackey, jr., of Kansas, to be United States mar- 

shal for the district of Kansas. 
POSTMASTERS. 
INDIANA, 

James P. Clark to be postmaster at Morocco, in the county of 
Newton and State of Indiana. 

Laron E. Street to be postmaster at Brookston, in the county 
of White and State of Indiana. 

IOWA. 

Robert S. McNutt to be postmaster at Muscatine, in the county 

of Muscatine and State of Iowa. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Turspay, January 8, 1907. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENT. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks unanimous consent for the 


appointment of the Delegate named on the Committee on Terri- 


tories. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Waskey, Delegate from Alaska, a member of the Committee on 
Territories. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 
MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON LATE SENATOR GORMAN. 
Mr. TALBOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the order which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Ordered, That the session of Saturday, February 2, 1907, at 2 o'clock 
p. m., shall be set apart for memorial addresses on the life, character, 
and public services of Hon. ARTHUR P. GORMAN, late a United States 
Senator from the State of Maryland. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 
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LEAVE TO SIT DURING SESSIONS OF THE HOUSE. I suppose it is impossible for the Government to continue its 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Commit- | arm of defense without, in the near future, showing a much 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce to ask unanimous con- | larger increase than this. The Committee on Appropriations 
sent that that committee may be permitted to sit during the ses- | from year to year report in the fortifications bill large sums of 


sions of the House during this week. money for the erection of coast fortifications and the emplace- 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The ment of large coast-defense guns. There has already been ex- 
Chair hears none. ¥ pended, as I now remember, about $73,000,000 for this purpose, 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. and it is proposed tò continue the expenditures until in the 


neighborhood of $125,000, hall haye bee 5 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 5705 renee, e 1 . in ite 5 is not 


into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union x 
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 23551) making appropria- | Say of the auilliery is not aE to enable tte Gorerament 10 
tion for the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908. secure enlistments in that branch of the service. In the cavalry 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves that the | and infantry and Field Artillery there is not the same difficulty 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the | that exists with the Coast Artillery. In the Coast Artillery the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the Army appropria- | work is largely mechanical, and the man who enlists puts on his 
tion bill. overalls, takes his oil can, and becomes a skilled mechanic. In 
Mr. HULL, Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- the schools for the enlisted men of the Coast Artillery a man re- 
sent that general debate may run for six hours, one half of the ceiyes instruction in electricity and general mechanism, and 
time to be controlled by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] | the result is that when his one term of enlistment expires he 
and the other half by myself. can retire to private life and receive a large advance of wages 


The SPEAKER.. The gentieman from Iowa asks unanimous | on account of the education the Government has given him. 
consent that general debate may be closed at the end of six We have a bill now before the Military Committee, which I 


hours, to be equally divided between the majority and the minor- | hope will be reported here in the near future, that will give to 
ity, and to be controlled by the gentleman from Iowa, three | the noncommissioned officérs, the electricians, and the skilled 
hours, and by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay], three | men of the artillery an advance in pay that will be sufficient to 
hours. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears | secure reenlistments, and a bill that will give an increased num- 
none. f i ber of men, so that these expensive guns can be cared for in 

The question was taken on the motion to go into Committee | time of peace with a small force, but the organization to be such 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. that it can be expanded to a larger force in time of war. 

The motion was agreed to. This Congress either should increase the artillery arm of the 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the | service and increase the pay of th 
y of the skilled men of the Coast Artil- 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. CURRIER in the chair. | Jery, or it should refuse from now on to appropriate one dollar 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole | p t defense. I ifi- 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill E BEEN 5 8 3 e N 


H. R. 23551, Which the Clerk will report. utterly worthless when war shall come, because of the lack of 
The Clerk read as follows: care in time of peace. 


A bill (II. R. 23551) making . for the support of the Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908. Mr. HULL. Yes. 
Mr. HULL. I ask unanimous consent that the first reading of Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman tell us what the pay is now 

the bill be dispensed with. in the artillery, and also whether there is any proposition to in- 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous | crease it in this bill? 

consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. Is there Mr. HULL. Not in this bill. The pay of the artillery, in- 

objection? fantry, and cavalry are practically the same. I will say to the 
Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I should like to ask | gentleman that in the Navy 

the gentleman from Iowa whether it is his intention in any Mr. MANN. Is not the gentleman mistaken in saying that 

event to ask for the reading of the bill for amendment to-day? the pay of the artillery is the same as the pay of the infantry? 
Mr. HULL. Oh, no; we can not conclude the general debate Mr. HULL. Substantially the same. They get increased pay 

to-day. for expert gunners in the artillery and they get increased pay 
Mr. MANN. You could conclude it very easily if the time was | for expert riflemen in the infantry. 

exhausted. Mr. MANN. I thought we had increased the pay of the artil- 
Mr. HULL. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that, of course, when- | lery at one time. 

eyer debate is exhausted and the House is in session I shall ask Mr. HULL. Increased the number. 

that we proceed under the five-minute rule. Mr. MANN. What is the pay now? 
Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman propose, then, to-day, if de- Mr. HULL. I should have to have the Army Register to give 

bate is exhausted, to proceed under the five-minute rule? it in detail. I will look it up and give it to the gentleman. I 
Mr. HULL. Unless the House indicates a desire to adjourn. | think it runs about $34 a month for sergeants and less for other 
Mr. MANN. If the gentleman says that he will, I shall ask | noncommissioned. 

for the first reading of the bill. We have not been able to see Mr. MANN. The gentleman was discussing that subject. 

the bill before to-day. Mr. HULL. The pay is exactly the same for the three arms 
Mr. PAYNE. If debate should be concluded, we could read | of the service. The gentleman probably knows that one reason 

one paragraph, and then the gentleman could move to adjourn. the Navy can retain their skilled electricians is because their 
Mr. HULL. If the gentleman from Illinois desires to hear the | pay is fixed by the President, and it corresponds better with 

bill read, I have no objection. what is given in private life, although no one proposes to in- 
Mr. MANN. Neither the gentleman from Illinois nor any | crease the pay to what they can make by serving large corpo- 

other gentleman in the House (except those in charge of the | rations. 

bill) has had any chance to see the bill until now. We have an Mr. ROBERTS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 


opportunity to hear it now. The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman gentleman from Massachusetts? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois object? Mr. HULL. I will. 
Mr. MANN. I object. Mr. ROBERTS. Did I understand the gentleman to say a 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. moment ago that there are not enough men in the Coast Artillery 
The Clerk read the bill at length. to man the guns now in place? 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, it was not originally my purpose Mr. HULL. I so stated. 
to take any considerable time for debate on this bill, as I always Mr. ROBERTS. How many guns have you in place now? 
prefer to discuss different items as they come up for consid- Mr. HULL. The committee having charge of coast fortifica- 
eration by the committee under the five-minute rule; but I do | tions can tell better than I can. 
want to call attention briefly to a few items in the bill. Mr. ROBERTS. How many men are in the Coast Artillery? 
First, the total appropriation this year amounts to $73,339,039. Mr. HULL. The whole number authorized under the acc of 
The total appropriation for last year amounted to $70,626,003. | 1901 is a little over 18,000 men in Coast and Field Artillery. I 
In other words, there is an increase of a little over-two and a | think we have in the Coast Artillery and the Field Artillery 
half million dollars in spite of the utmost effort of the com- | actually about 14,000 men, although the Chief of Artillery this 
mittee to keep the amount within the sum appropriated for the | morning stated in committee that they were not quite 3,000 
current fiscal year, „Short. 
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Mr. ROBERTS. I would like to ask the gentleman a further 

question. Can not the Field Artillery man the Coast Artillery 
s? 

Mr. HULL. No; not unless you disband the Field Artillery. 
One is a mobile branch and the other stationary. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Can the gentleman tell us how many men are 
necessary to man the guns of the Coast Artillery when all the 
guns are in place? 

Mr. HULL. With a full equipment, at least forty-eight 
thousand. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Is it not a fact that it will require fifty-odd 
thousand men to man all the guns? : 

Mr. HULL. I can not answer that question. 

Mr. MANN. The Secretary of War says in his report that 
when the defenses are completed it will require 1,754 officers, 
.41,833 enlisted men, and that there are now available 514 officers 
and 14,153 enlisted men. ‘ 

Mr. HULL. That includes both branches of the artillery. 

Mr. MANN. No. 

Mr. HULL. If they had it recruited to the full amount, there 
would be 18,000 men. The men now in Field Artillery are not 
available for Coast Artillery. 

Mr. MANN. Those are the numbers now available. 

Mr. HULL. But they are short of the number authorized by 
existing law. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I would like to ask the gentleman a further 
question. With a full complement of men in the Coast Artillery, 
as stated by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], what will 
be the annual charge for the pay and maintenance of these 
men, based upon the present rate of pay? 

Mr. HULL. That would be a computation the gentleman 
could sit down and figure out with his pencil. It would cost 
substantially just as much more as we would increase the Army 
in proportion to what we now haye. We have now 62,000 en- 
listed men, as I understand from the hearings we have recently 
had. 

Mr. ROBERTS. What is the cost per man? 

Mr. HULL. The appropriations for enlisted force, based on 
the present rate of payment—and that is not for the whole 
62,000, for a part is for Hospital Corps—but for the enlisted 
men of the line of the Army now it costs $9,000,000 each year. 

Mr. ROBERTS. And if we double that it will be nine mil- 
lions more annually? 

Mr. HULL. Yes; and with all the clothing and other allow- 
ances it would be a great deal more. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Is it not a fact that with all the coast forti- 
fications that we have, they are inadequate to defend the ports? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I am not going into an expert 
opinion on the floor of the House upon such a question as that. 
The Government has entered upon a line of policy and is from 
year to year carrying it out. The men charged with this work 
are experts, and I assume are doing the work well. My opinion 
as to the value of the work is not valuable. I am inclined to 
doubt the great value of the opinion of the gentleman on this 
question, much as I respect his ability. 

The Government has decided, under the lead of distinguished 
officers, to go into the fortification of all our seacoast places. 
The Government is carrying out that policy. Congress has 
adopted it. We are making appropriations from year to year 
to complete it; and whether we have done wisely or not is 
something that I ought not to be asked, and would not undertake 
to answer. I am not expert enough to answer. The gentleman 
lives on the coast and should know more about this than I. 
I live in the interior. As one of the Representatives of the inte- 
rior of the country, having pride enough in my Government and 
its people, I have been willing to vote appropriations to make 
every foot of our seacoast absolutely safe from invasion, not 
because it could interfere with me or my people, but because it 
interferes with my country to have any foreign invader set foot 
upon our shores, If the experts haye made a mistake 

Mr. ROBERTS. That is what I am getting at. 

Mr. HULL. I can not answer it. But until we have better 
information, as long as the Committee on Appropriations sub- 
mits each year under the rules additional sums to carry on this 
work, as one Member of the House I am in favor of it. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Is it not a fact that the Department is rec- 
ommending the replacing of some of the big 12-inch guns with 
guns of larger caliber because the 12-inch guns have not range 
enough to defend the places they are supposed to defend? 

Mr. HULL. That would come before the Committee on For- 
tifications, The gentleman undoubtedly can get all that infor- 
mation when the bill continuing the fortifications of the country 
shall be before us. It does not come before the Military Com- 
mittee at all. 

Mr. ROBERTS. The reason I ask this is because the gentle- 


man a moment ago, I understood, made the statement that if 
we did not go ahead with this fortification scheme, we had 
better stop where we are. 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman did not understand me cor- 
rectly. 

Mr. ROBERTS. And I think we had better stop where we are 
and see what we have got in the way of coast defense and see if 
it is worth while spending the enormous sum he mentions. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, how much time does the gentleman want? 
I will yield to him in a few minutes. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I merely asked the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, no; the gentleman is making a speech, and a 
very good one. What I said was that unless we provided enough 
men to at least care for the guns in time of peace, it was foolish 
policy for the Government to continue to emplace guns and 
erect fortifications, abandoning them to the destruction of the 
weather, to the destruction of time, without proper care. 

Mr. ROBERTS. The gentleman opens up a new line right 
there. I understand him to say that we ought to have enough 
men to take care of the guns in time of peace. Is it not a fact 
that these guns are very intricate machines, and that it takes a 
long time for men to learn how to manage them, to fire them; 
and to have the guns of any use whatever in time of war should 
not we have at least one shift for all the guns in place at one 
time, so that when war comes we would have men trained in 
the handling of the guns? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the Chief of Artillery in his, hear- 
ings this session states that with the concentration and organi- 
zation now being worked out for the artillery that that is not 
necessary—to have a full shift for each gun—but to have within 
a radius of the concentration camps enough men to work the 
different guns at different times, and to have men so trained 
that in the event of necessity, if we have a large increase of 
the Army on account of war, to have enough trained men to put 
at the principal places with each gun and recruits to do the 
gun work that could be done with unskilled labor. 

Mr. ROBERTS. That is on the theory that we know just 
where the enemy are going to attack us, is it not? They do not 
usually send word in advance where they are going to make 
their attack, do they? 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman knows that we will never get in 
this country enough artillerymen to have all of them trained 
men, but it is exceedingly important for the Government to 
have such legislation as will keep a nucleus of trained men in 
this branch of the service. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Now, I would like to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. HULL. I will not yield any longer to the gentleman. I 
am tired of this. I decline to yield any further on this. It is 
not in good faith at all. I yield to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. WII EVI. 

Mr. WILEY. of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to 
say that I understand the gentleman's impression is that an 
artilleryman has to be trained by months of service. During the 
civil war I happened to be for a portion of my service in the 
artillery. It took three months to turn out an artilleryman of 
any value, and this applied to the old muzzle-loading gun, be- 
cause the civil war was fought with muzzle-loading guns. In 
this day of the breech-loading gun used at the present time, it 
takes much more time and a great deal more care to properly 
train an artilleryman. In fact, a man to be an artilleryman 
properly trained to use a breech-loading gun must nearly be a 
machinist and something of an electrician. He has to have 
such knowledge of electricity as will enable him to understand 
its application to a breechloader. Those factors all come in. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Now, Mr. Chairman, perhaps the gentleman 
from New Jersey will answer the question I want to ask the 
gentleman from Iowa. Is it not a fact that these big modern 
12, 14, and 16 inch guns are very intricate machines and deteri- 
orate rapidly unless the best care is taken of them? 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. That is true. 

Mr. ROBERTS. And if these guns are left idle until wanted, 
they will not be in a condition for use. Is not that true? 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. They will be in condition for 
use if the Government provides a sufficient number of men to 
care for them when idle. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Is there a sufficient number now? 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. There is not. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I would like to ask the gentleman if he 
knows the fact, or, rather, if it is not the fact that the War 
Department have been obliged to withdraw men from the various 
forts where these big guns are emplaced and consolidate them in 
one or two forts in order to haye enough men to train up in the 
handling of the guns? 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. Well, I do not think the gentle- 
man is quite correct in saying one or two ports. I believe the 
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gentleman’s statement is correct that they have had to with- 
draw them. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Is it not a fact there are five forts in this 
new scheme of fortification around the port of Boston; that the 
men haye been withdrawn and consolidated in one or two forts 
and they haye not men enough to man the guns there? 

Mr. WILEY of New Jersey. I do not know as to that, but I 
want to say to the gentleman that a party of engineers, of which 
I was one, went down to Sandy Hook to see the fortification, 
and went in charge of General Murray, a personal friend of 
mine, whom I have known since he was first lieutenant, and he 
took some trouble to explain all this business to me which I am 
now explaining to the House, and he was strenuous on the point 
that the artillery force should be increased, and I sincerely hope 
that that phase of this bill will prevail, because if we do not do 
it we certainly will not have the men, in case of an emergency. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, there is nothing in this bill in- 
creasing the enlisted force of the artillery. I am only explain- 
ing what might come, but I want a word further on this artillery 
business, and that is that only recently the Congress transferred 
from the Engineer Corps to the artillery the torpedo. defense of 
the country, and that requires more men than would have been 
required for the artillery alone if it had been simply for the 
care of the guns, and it is certainly as important that the Goy- 
ernment should have skilled men in the artillery service as it is 
in the torpedo service. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
seems to carry out the idea that coast defenses are not of any 
particular benefit to the country. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, 
that where cities are properly fortified with modern guns and 
modern defenses no battle ship can pass them. 

Mr. WATSON. Is it not a fact that our friend from Massa- 
chusetts is more interested in the submarine proposition than in 
the coast-defense proposition? ; 

Mr. HULL. I am unable to answer. 

Mr. WATSON. And is he not attacking the inadequacy of the 
coast fortifications in order thereby indirectly to show the ne- 
cessity for the submarine defense? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman : 

Mr. HULL. I am unable to answer the question. I yielded 
to the gentleman a little while ago, and I would like to haye the 
privilege of three minutes’ consecutive talk. It is hard to go 
back and pick up a line when one’s statement is so much 
broken up. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts? 


Mr. HULL. I will not yield until I get through with what I 
am saying. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa declines to 
yield. 


Mr. HULL. The question of fortifications, as I say, where a 
city is properly fortified, where it has modern guns emplaced, 
where it commands the entrance to the harbor, no vessel of war 
can pass them. They can destroy any fleet. The only way they 
ean be taken is by landing an armed force and coming up from 
the rear. You had an illustration of that in the Japanese-Rus- 
sian war. You had a splendid illustration of that at Port 
Arthur, where all the fleet of Japan could haye made no impres- 
sion on that place, never could have taken the fortress, never 
disturbed the land occupation except by coming from the rear by 
slow approaches and capturing the fortifications by a land force. 
And the torpedo played a wonderful part in that war, Mr. Chair- 
man, by destroying vessels that would break through the outer 
lines before they could get near enough for their guns to do any 
damage-on shore. So far as the submarine boat is concerned, 
that is an experiment yet. Let us hope that it will be another 
important arm of defense, but so far in no war has it demon- 
strated its usefulness. The mines have done so and the guns 
have done so, and the Coast Artillery now lay the mines. 

The committee has submitted, under the “ Pay of the line of 
the Army,” the same proposition, practically, submitted at the 
last session of Congress in this proviso: 

Provided, That when the office of Lieutenant-General shall become 
vacant it shall not thereafter be filled, but said office shall cease and 
determine: Provided further, That nothing in this proyision shall affect 
the retired list. 

The last proviso is additional to what was submitted before. 
The question was raised that unless the last proviso was in- 
serted, when the office became vacant on the active list it would 
cease and determine altogether. We be''eved that at the last 
session of Congress a large majority of the Members of the 
House were in favor of abolishing the office of Lieutenant- 
General. It went out on a point of order, because there were 
still two distinguished officers who had served during the civil 
war and were slated for this office. This now takes care of 
every officer who served in the civil war who could eyer hope or 


expect to be Lieutenant-General. The present officer, General 
MacArthur, holds it until, I think, 1909. It does not disturb his 
tenure, but when he shall be placed on the retired list it does 
provide that it shall not thereafter be filled, and I hope no point 
of order will be raised against it this time. It is subject to it, 
of course. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Hutt] yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor]. 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think the expression of opinion in the 
House on the question that was made last year, which involved 
putting an end to the office of Lieutenant-General even earlier 
than the provision of this bill, indicates that the House was 
very strongly in favor of suspending any further promotions 
to that rank. I thought that was a fair expression. 

Mr. HULL. I think that was a fair expression of the House. 
We have inserted a provision of law in the bill as follows: 


Provided further, That section 169 of the Revised Statutes of 1878 
be amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 169. That each head of a Department or Independent bureau 
or officer of the Army in command of any army headquarters or post 
or the office of the Chief of Staff is authorized to — in his depart- 
ment or bureau, or in any branch or division thereof or at such army 
headquarters or post or in the office of the Chief of Staff, wheresoever 
located, such number of clerks of the several classes recognized by law, 
and such messengers, assistant messengers, copyists, watchmen, la- 
borers, and other employees at such rates of compensation, respec- 
tively, as may be appropriated for by Congress from year to year.” 


The law as it has stood since the passage of the original sec- 
tion provided for departments. Under that provision there has 
every year been appropriations for clerks at divisions and de- 
partments and in the office of Chief of Staff. Originally, 
some thirty-five years ago, it was carried by an army-service 
detachment. I think when the Committee on Appropriations 
had both appropriation bills they decided it was too expensive, 
because it paid them practically the pay of clerks and gave 
them the privilege of retirement, and it was changed to a civil 
clerk list and has been carried as such ever since. Last year, 
on a point of order, the Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House decided it would not be in order to appropriate for 
these clerks at all. There was no question raised as to the 
absolute necessity of the clerks. There could not be any, be- 
cause they had been carried for all these years on one bill or 
the other, so that the necessity for them had been recognized 
by every Congress, and it was impossible to carry on the busi- 
ness of the Government without them. To obviate that a bill 
was introduced changing the law to the form we have reported 
itin. It went to the Committee on the Judiciary, and the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary reported it back with the recommenda- 
tion that it pass. The committee has incorporated it in this 
bill. In order to obviate all trouble, reporting, as we do, for 
the full pay of the clerks, we also incorporate this change of 
the law, so that hereafter there can be no question as to the 
right to pay these clerks employed by the Government. We 
put in another proviso here that changes the law in regard to 
rations. We provide that where an emergency ration is issued 
it will not, as the law now stands, be in lieu of the regular ra- 
tions, but shall be in addition, and that is made necessary by 
this fact—that an emergency ration is not issued to be used the 
day it is issued. 

It is to give them to troops away from the source of supply. 
If the law stands as it is, a soldier the day an emergency ration 
is issued will go without anything to eat. Therefore having the 
reservation in this, we provide they may issue the regular ra- 
tion the same day they issue the emergency ration. 

There is another provision here, for the sale of stores of the 
Army, that we were not willing to give as full authority as the 
Department asked. They claimed that on account of the Army 
in Cuba and the Philippines it frequently became necessary to 
sell stores which were not condemned. Under the law to-day 
stores can be condemned and sold, but this allows the sale of 
stores still good; but it would cost more to retain them and 
bring them back to this country and distribute them than to sell 
them and get what they could out of them. As originally sub- 
mitted it applied to the whole country, but the committee has 
limited it to Cuba and the Philippine Islands alone. So that we 
think it can do no harm and, possibly, do great good. 

There is one other amendment, or change of law, to which I 
desire to call the special attention of the House. ‘That is in re- 


gard to the increased allowance for commutation of quarters. 
Under the law now every officer of the Army is allowed quar- 
ters where the Government has them, two rooms for a second 
lieutenant, two rooms for a first lieutenant; three rooms for a 
captain; four rooms for a major; four rooms for a lieutenant- 
colonel, and five rooms for a colonel, and six rooms for a briga- 
dier-general; seyen rooms for a major-general, and $100 per 
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month for a lieutenant-general. If an officer is stationed where 
there are no quarters owned by the Government he is allowed 
$12 a month in lieu of quarters for each room. In this provision 
here we have, beginning with a first lieutenant, given an in- 
erease of number of rooms allowed to each officer. It gives the 
first lieutenant one increase, making his three; a captain four, 
a major five, a lieutenant-colonel six, a colonel seven, and so 
on, eight and nine rooms; and in lieu of these rooms, if he is 
stationed in Washington, Chicago, or San Francisco, or any‘ of 
the cities where the Government has no quarters, he gets $12 
a room. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say that there is not a Member of 
the House who does not know that there is not any officer sta- 
tioned in cities like New York, Chicago, San Francisco, Omaha, 
St. Louis, Washington who is not compelled to pay more for a 
house for himself and family to live in than this increase we 
have given. It is virtually am increase of $12 a month to an 
officer on detached service where rooms can not be furnished by 
the Government. 

Mr. MANN. This is a virtual increase in the salary of cer- 
tain officers? 

Mr. HULL. No; hardly that, but the effect is the same. 

Mr. MANN. That is what it amounts to. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, no; it is not an increase in the salary, for 
this reason: Practically nine-tenths of the officers are furnished 
with quarters. 

Mr. MANN. I said an increase in the salaries of certain 
officers. 

Mr. HULL. It only applies to a few officers. An officer who 
is on detached service. An officer, who is ordered to Washing- 
ton has no right to question whether he will come or not. It 
is not an increase of salary, because he is compelled to come 
here, and he is compelled to rent some quarters for himself and 
family. The Government now says that a first lieutenant. shall 
be given two rooms. - As a general proposition, when a man has 
got to be first lieutenant he has been long enough in the Army 
to be married and have a family. It now gives the captain 
three, and the major four, and so on. Now, the first lieutenant 
can have three rooms, in lieu of which he can have $36. 

Mr. MANN. Why do you make a distinction between the 
first and second lieutenants? 

Mr. HULL. Because a second lieutenant has just gradu- 
ated and very rarely is a married man at all, and he is given 
two rooms. When a man gets to be a first lieutenant he has 
likely been in the Army long enough to want to get married. 

Mr. MANN. You make this proposed increase because of the 
increased cost there has been in rent? 

Mr. HULL. There has been a large increase in rent. 

Mr. MANN. And you recognize the increased cost of rent, 
but do not recognize the increased cost of anything else? 

Mr. HULL. Of course there has been an increase in all liv- 
ing expenses, but we have not dealt here with any increase in 
salaries in the Army. 

Mr. MANN. It seems to me that, as a rule, there has been 
less increase in rent than in anything else. 

Mr. HULL. There has been a material increase in rents in 
Washington since I have been here. I do not know how it is 
elsewhere. 

Mr. MANN. There has been no increase in rents since I have 
been here. 

Mr. HULL. I think the gentleman is mistaken, because I 
rented a house here since the gentleman has been here and gave 
it up because of an advance in rent and rented another one. 

Mr. MANN. That is possible. The gentleman probably de- 
sired to live in better quarters; but being content to live always 
in a modest house, I have paid the same rent for years. 

Mr. HULL. I have always lived in a modest house. I want 
to say to the gentleman that I think the testimony everywhere 
is that there is an increase in the cost of providing rooms, and 
I want to say to the gentleman that, in my judgment, there never 
was as much commutation of quarters as should have been given 
in lieu of the quarters that are furnished by the Government. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman, after all,-think there is 
some question about the whole theory of furnishing commuta- 
tion of quarters? 

Mr. HULL. Oh, certainly not. It is a part of the contract. 
When an officer goes into the service he gets quarters. That 
has always been a part of his pay. 

Mr. MANN. I understand that. 

Mr. HULL. You take the theory 

Mr. MANN. I am talking about the theory. Why was it not 
made a part of the pay direct? We give the pay and then we 
give extra allowances and then we give commutation of quar- 
ters, and then we furnish wood at so much a cord 

Mr. HULL. One minute. 


Mr. MANN. Then we do this thing and that thing. 

Mr. HULL. It would not be fair to give every man of the 
Army this increase, because nine-tenths of them get it in quar- 
ters at posts in larger measure than this proposes to give it to 
them away from the posts; and you would then take them 
away from their commands and make them live in the city at 
an increased expense, and give them the same pay as you do at 
the posts where quarters are furnished them. The gentleman 
knows that would not be fair. 

Mr. MANN. I notice they are mighty anxious, generally, to 
get from the posts into the cities. 

Mr. HULL. Some are. A great many are not. 

Mr. MANN. A great many who are not are not sent there. 
Those who want to get into the cities are sent there. 

Mr. HULL. I know a great many officers who consider it a 
hardship to be compelled to serve in the cities, and who would 
prefer to be with their commands; but their preference is not 
considered. Of course, this provision is subject to a point of 
-| order, but I wanted to explain it now, thinking that it would 

so appeal to the fairness of every Member of the House that 
5 man would raise a point of order against it. We have made 
some changes in the bill in regard to appropriations for bar- 
racks and quarters. 

Mr. KAHN. I thought the gentleman was talking about 
quarters. 

Mr. HULL. It is commutation of quarters that we have 
been talking about. Now, under the head of “ Barracks and 
quarters“ we are met with the embarrassment of two committees 
legislating for the same thing. The Appropriations Committee 
have always carried appropriations for what are called Mili- 
tary posts.” The Military Committee have carried appropria- 
tions for “ Barracks and quarters,” and yet the two are identical, 
there being no difference in them at all; but it gives a certain 
amount of indefiniteness as to the amount of money that Con- 
gress is going to appropriate. 

We have this year a very large estimate for the artillery for 
coust-defense posts, asking of us $1,872,000 for the erection of 
buildings for the Ceast Artillery, ahd asking in another place for 
$635,000 for military posts. Altogether there was over $2,000,000 
for military posts, and for this one item of the artillery $635,000. 
The Chief of Artillery in his statement before the committee 
said that the entire amount that he wanted this year to com- 
plete all that he hoped for this year would be $1,400,000; and 
yet here in these two appropriations they ask us for the artillery 
alone over $2,000,000, not counting the Field Artillery at that. 
There seems to haye been a large increase in the amount of ap- 
propriations proposed. The way the bills have always been 
passed they would estimate for a million and a half dollars 
for artillery, and a million and a half for all other posts, and 
if the amount was cut down, they could expend all that was 
given in any place, for there was nothing in the law to desig- 
nate what proportion should be expended for any particular 
purpose. This year we have divided it; we believe that there 
is a large increase in the expenditure in this line that should 
be checked; whether right or wrong the House can determine. 

We have spent since the Spanish war more than $50,000,000 
in erecting buildings to house the Army. We started out, when 
Mr. Outhwaite was chairman of the committee, with the theory 
of abandoning the small posts on the frontier and establishing 
regimental posts as far as practicable, distributing them in the 
different States for two purposes—one to popularize the Army 
by bringing it in contact with the people and another to give 
to the children the benefit of better schools and maintenance of 
the Army at a less cost, as they claimed, for administration. 
The posts on the frontier required not only a long haul by rail 
for supplies, but frequently a long haul by wagon, so that it 
was expensive to maintain them. Congress started out on that 
plan, and we have established a large number of regimental 
posts. It is proposed now that they go in and establish brigade 
posts. The testimony before us was that we now have quarters 


enough to care for the Army, including all those that are in 


Cuba, but not including all those in the Philippine Islands. 
If it were necessary, or if it were probable that in a short time 
we would cease to keep our soldiers in the Philippine Islands, 
it might be necessary to continue larger appropriations for bar- 
racks and quarters, but no man believes that in the near future 
the United States Army will be moved out of the Philippine 
Islands. So that we have, outside of the Coast Artillery, com- 
pleted the absolutely necessary housing for the care of the Army. 

Last year the appropriations were a little over $3,000,000 for 
barracks and quarters, and our information at that time was 
that that would substantially complete this line of large appro- 
priations and that hereafter it would be mostly for repairs. 
That was a large reduction on what we had been appropriating 
from year to year. This year they want about six millions and 
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a half from the Army bill and more than two millions from an- 
other committee. We have taken off three millions and separated 
it, so that we give two millions for barracks and quarters in 
the country generally, and we give $1,300,000 under another 


head, specifying that it is for Coast Artillery. We make sepa- 
rate provision, and we have added a proviso there that I 
think, by striking out the word “ hereafter,” is not subject to a 
point of order, because it is a limitation only. It is as follows: 

Provided, That hereafter no part of the appropriations for barracks 
and quarters shall be expended at brigade posts unless by authority of 
Congress, and no part of this appropriation shall be expended at posts 
proposed to be abandoned, 

We haye been hearing for years a proposition to abandon a 
great many posts. If posts are going to be abandoned there is 
no sense in spending money on them; and we want the proper 
authorities to formulate some plan by which Congress can retain 
control of where the money goes, and that these posts that should 
be abandoned will be abandoned ; and when it becomes necessary 
to establish a new line of policy, abandoning the regimental 
posts and going into brigade posts by which the Army can 
all be maintained at four or five places., If that is the better 
policy, the Committee on Military Affairs believe that Congress 
should have full information and full knowledge, so that it can 
maintain control. Otherwise, Mr. Chairman, there is no cer- 
tainty what line of policy will be followed by the Administration 
more than four years at a time. Since I have been chairman of 
this committee we have had two or three changes of policy in 
this matter, and what guaranty have we after we go ahead and 
erect brigade posts, with the abandonment at least of two-thirds 
of the money expended for the last ten years, that the next Ad- 
ministration may not be of such a character that they would 
want to do something to show that they, too, were working for 
the good of the country and change the policy of the present Ad- 
ministration. But if Congress is to have jurisdiction, as it 
should have over every dollar of money that is expended for the 
public service, wherever a change is submitted, let it come here, 
and if it meets with the approval of the majority of Congress it 
will be adopted, and it can not be changed except by a majority 
of Congress. So I hope that this restriction will be held. I 
want to say frankly that the Secretary of War is opposed to it, 
and that he said to-day that he did not believe this restriction 
would accomplish what we desired, but I told him if it did not ac- 
complish what we desired, it then would do no harm to anybody. 

Mr. MANN. Where is the restriction? 

Mr. HULL. It is on page 31 of the bill. There has been a 
change in many lines of policy brought about by changes of Ad- 
ministration—naturally so. 

Mr. KEIFER tose. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
man from Ohio? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understood the gentleman to say that there 
was no appropriation specifically made in this bill for any quar- 
ters or barracks in the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, yes; there is. 

Mr. KEIFER. Specifically? 

Mr. HULL. Oh, yes; in another provision. That is separate 
and always has been separate, but I said that heretofore the 
appropriation for the barracks and quarters did not differen- 
tiate the amount that was to be expended in the Coast Artillery 
and the interior posts of the country. But there is specific ap- 
propriations for the Philippine Islands, and I will say to the 
gentleman that while I think we have been going pretty rapidly 
on that, yet I was not willing to cut down one dollar that the 
Department said was necessary in order to properly care for 
our troops in the Philippine Islands, and we gave them all they 
asked for. 

There is another proposition in this bill that I do not cor- 
dially indorse and yet the committee is for it, and that is for 
maneuvers every year. In my judgment, once in two years is 
often enough to have these general maneuvers. It costs directly 
about $2,000,000 a year, and may largely exceed that, counting 
all the expenses. I do not believe it benefits the militia as 
much as if the Government would appropriate and send a regi- 
ment of infantry, a squadron of cayalry, and two batteries of 
artillery to the State encampments, with a brigadier-general in 
command, to teach all that can be taught in time of peace of 
the methods of war. In that way all the militia would have the 
benefit from these maneuvers. In this way one régiment from 
‘each State has the benefit of the maneuvers. I think no nation 
has its regular army all in maneuvers every year. I think in 
Germany it is once in three years. Their army is so large that 
it takes three years to make the rounds. In France it is once 
in three years for the same reason. But we are proposing to 
have these maneuvers every year, when all of our regular troops 
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can have the privilege of participating, but not all the militia. 
Congress in adopting this policy did so with a view of having 
the National Guard benefited, and only about one regiment 
from the State getting any benefit from it. I believe that in 
these maneuvers the best thing that can happen the Army, 
both the regular and the volunteer, is to march them to the 
different places, and when they are there keep them under 
tents and not in houses. I am not one of those that believe 
that a sham battle teaches much of war anyhow. The place 
is all agreed upon by the opposing generals, where they are to 
come together, and which is to try to get there first. Every 
man knows that he is not in a particle of danger, and so he 
goes into it with perfectly calm nerves, knowing that he may 
have to burn powder but will not hear the whizz of the bullets. 
In actual war one general may try to bring on an action at a 
certain place and the other general may be interested in haying 
it at some other place, and they are liable to meet between the 
two places, neither of them getting exactly what he wants, 

So I do not believe that prearranged maneuyers—sham bat- 
tles—are worth much except for the exercise they give and for 
the training in rapid firing they may afford. I believe that 
when they do have them the Army should always live in tents 
and act the part of soldiers in time of war. I do not know 
that I care to take up the time of the House further. There are 
other provisions that will probably call up some discussion. I 
propose to take them up when we reach the bill under the five- 
minute rule, and I hope that we will have the attention of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] when we are considering 
the bill under the five-minute rule, and that he will be glad to 
aid the committee in getting these reforms I have suggested in- 
corporated in the bill. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I understand the gentleman. has concluded 
his remarks, so it will not interfere with the continuity of his 
argument if I ask him a question or two. If he feels like 
shedding a little light on the fortifications matter and will an- 
swer a question or two I will ask them; if he does not care to 
go into that any more I will not disturb him. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the only part of the fortifications 
matter I have anything to do with whatever is to provide the 
line of the Army, the enlisted force of the artillery. If it is 
determined we do not want fortifications we do not need an 
increase of the artillery. If it is determined to carry out the 
fortifications and care even for those you have, you do need 
enlisted men, and that is all I have to do with it. To go into 
the other question which the gentleman is trying to exploit, 
which comes from another committee, I do not propose to be 
drawn into a fruitless discussion. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. SLAYDEN] such time as he may desire. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, although I have had the privi- 
lege of serving in this House for ten years, I have not quite 
grown accustomed to the habit of speaking to one bill while 
another was being considered. But I have just had an illus- 
trious example of how it may be done, and it has put me some- 
what at my ease in that respect. For nearly half an hour we 
have had an active discussion of a bill for an increase of the 
Artillery Corps, a bill that is not before the House, and which, 
so far as I am informed, has not even been considered yet by 
the committee to which it was referred. With this example to 
guide me, I shall now, Mr. Chairman, beg the indulgence of the 
House while I talk upon a matter that I wish to state frankly 
is not here in the form of a bill. 

Mr. Chairman, at the beginning of the present session I sub- 
mitted a bill to amend the military laws so that after July 1, 
1907, there would be no negro regiments in the Army of the 
United States. 

For a long time I have looked upon it as a desirable military 
reform. Recent events of a startling and deplorable nature have 
convinced me that it is urgent. It can not be delayed, I appre- 
hend, without risking a collision between white citizens and 
negro troops. There is reason to fear that occasional assassi- 
nation and riot may be succeeded by disasters that will measure 
up to the standard of battle. Firmly believing that, as I did, I 
regarded it as a duty to try to prevent such a condition by 
amending the law. A series of violent outbreaks on the part of 
negro soldiers, culminating in a murderous assault on the unof- 
fending citizens of Brownsville; decided me to offer the bill with- 
out further delay. The bill was not offered for buncombe. I 
proposed it because I am absolutely convinced that it is a meas- 
ure of reform which must ultimately commend itself to the 
judgment of the American Congress, I very much regret to 
say, however, that there does not appear to be any immediate 
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prospect of success. Like many good legislative suggestions, it 
will probably have to die the death many times before the mind 
and conscience of a majority can be awakened. The lack of 
active sympathy for my measure among such of my Republican 
colleagues as I have spoken to about it makes me realize that I 
am not apt to have an opportunity to discuss the bill as pending 
before the House, and so, Mr. Chairman, I shall avail myself of 
this occasion to speak of it. 

In the history of the negré troops of the United States one 
finds many chapters that tell of- violent breaches of discipline, 
of riotous and mutinous conduct, of murder and race hostility. 
All these are to be found in the cold, formal, official reports 
filed in the Department of War. These reports are not written 
with any consideration of the great politico-social question on 
which they have an important bearing, but it takes no very 
alert student to find the race question running all through 
them. As a rule, official reports are lacking in vitality, but 
these, when they touch even remotely the great, hopeless, 
and insoluble question—and if any question about the affairs 
of men is hopeless and insoluble this is—that confronts a 
large section of the country, throb and vibrate with human 
interest. 

In declaring their unfitness to be American soldiers I haye 
in view only the circumstances of their service. I do not im- 
peach their physical courage. That is a virtue that belongs to 
nearly all men, and if there is any difference between savage 
and civilized man in this respect it possibly lies with the 
savage, who is undeterred from rash ventures by thought of 
the consequences. f 

But courage is only one of the qualities required in a good 
soldier. There should be between him and the people whose 
uniform he wears perfect sympathy and a common aspiration. 
This sympathy, this aspiration, does not exist between the 
blacks and whites, and in the very nature of things can never 
exist. It is prevented by basic and unalterable differences. 

This may be denied by some gentlemen who have only theo- 
retical knowledge of the negro or who have at odd moments 
studied in a casual and superficial manner the occasional speci- 
mens that have been brought to their attention; but it is true 
as gospel, as all men know who have studied the question at 
close range. Sympathy of the sort that welds people into a 
homogeneous political and social mass never has existed and 
never will exist between negroes and Caucasians. It is not 
only contrary to nature, but so contradictory of human experi- 
ence that it is folly to expect and crime to build upon it. The in- 
compatibility of races of a pronounced physical dissimilarity has 
been recognized and pointed out by many writers and travelers. 
Froude, in his fascinating book, The English in the West Indles, 
speaks of it. That distinguished gentleman, whose clear mind 
and high character all Americans admire and who will soon be- 
come the British Ambassador to this Government, Mr. James 
Bryce, speaks of the negroes in this country as “ really a differ- 
ent nation dwelling beside or among, but not intermingled with, 
the white nation.” As a philosopher and a statesman, and from 
a plane far above partisanship, he discusses the relations be- 
tween the colored and the white races, or, as he terms them, the 
“advanced and the backward races of mankind.” 

Speaking at the University at Oxford, in 1902, about the natu- 
ral hostility between the races of men who are physically dis- 
similar, he said: 

Nothing really arrests intermarriage except physical Retro and 
physical repulsion exists only where there is a marked difference in 
physical aspect, and especially in color. 

In the same lecture Mr. Bryce directed the attention of his 
audience to the fact that the feeling of repulsion existed between 
all dissimilar races and was more or less intense as the differ- 
ence in color was more or less pronounced. There undoubtedly 
exists a marked race antipathy between the white and the 
Asiatic races, though less intense than that between the Cau- 
easian and the negroid types. 

Charles Francis Adams, of Massachusetts, than whom, I take 
it, the negroes never had a better friend, who has made a careful 
study of the race question, who has eyen gone to Africa for first- 
hand information, says “the race prejudice seems insurmount- 
able.“ 

It is not my duty, nor is this the time or place, to explain, jus- 
tify, or condemn the feeling. I merely assert as a fact that mu- 
tual race antipathy does exist, that its existence has been recog- 
nized by students of the question who have considered it on a 
plane far above partisan polities, and that it is folly to ignore it 
in our legislation. If we persist in the folly, we will surely end 
in disaster, 

This deep-seated and ineradicable race hostility, which grows 
daily more acute, is not peculiar to the United States. Although 
dormant when apart, it-is unfailingly developed everywhere by 
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contact and competition. It has written tragic chapters into 
the history of Asia, Africa, and Europe. The Moors were as 
unwelcome to the people of the Spanish Peninsula as the Chi- 
nese and Japanese are to our fellow-citizens on the Pacific 
coast, and it will not do to dismiss the Pacific coast race ques- 
tion by saying that the objection to Asiatic immigration in Cal- 
ifornia is only from the hoodlum element. It runs through all 
classes of society. 

It was my privilege to visit the city of San Francisco in com- 
pany with a distinguished citizen of that.city, then and now a 
Member of this House. With him I visited the Chinese quarter 
in that great and unfortunate city. Under his intelligent direc- 
tion I was shown how the Chinese question impinged upon every 
phase of the life of the citizens of the city of San Francisco. 
He indicated to me in an unmistakable way the physical dan- 
gers from contact, the danger from disease, the opportunities 
for and tendency to crime, the increase of all sorts of social and 
sanitary conditions which are to be avoided if possible, all due 
to the Asiatic congestion. Furthermore, he showed me by ex- 
amples the disastrous competition of the Asiatics with the citi- 
zens of San Francisco and California, his constituents. He con- 
vinced me that if this Congress did its duty to the people of the 
American Union who reside upon the Pacific coast it would for- 
ever make it impossible that those competitors in great numbers 
should be permitted to come in from Asiatic countries. There- 
fore, Mr. Chairman, I think I risk nothing in saying that what I 
assert about this race question will be confirmed by every citizen 
of California. 

The race prejudice which exists on the Pacific coast is only 
another form of the race question which is presented to us in 
the South and is not confined to the hoodlum element of the city 
of San Francisco, as many theoretical students of the question 
residing in the eastern part of the United States have held. 
It sometimes happens that the man who is slowest to think is 
quickest to act, and I have no doubt, Mr. Chairman, that the 
violence which occasionally occurs in handling that question 
in the city of San Francisco has been as much in the thoughts 
of the higher as in the lower classes of society. 

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. With pleasure. 

Mr. KAHN. In that very connection I desire to call the gen- 
tleman's attention to the report that was spoken of in the news- 
papers, which was presented in the British Parliament some 
months ago, with reference to the condition of the coolies in the 
South African gold fields. The people of California have always 
maintained that the oriental has vices which contaminate the 
white race, and the report which was presented in the British 
Parliament showed that the coolies in South Africa were so 
vicious in morals and indulged in vices so abhorrent to our civili- 
zation that the report was proclaimed to be absolutely unprint- 
able. That shows conclusively that the people of California, 
who are thrown in direct contact with these Asiatics, are not in 
error in their estimate of the morality of the oriental. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I will say to my friend from 
California [Mr. Kaun] that my information is as he has stated, 
that that report was not printed because it would not do to 
print; but I will also say to him that while I sympathize with 
him, and while I mean as a Member of Congress, so long as I 
may have the honor of being a Member of this body, to help 
him solve that question properly, I am not altogether sorry that 
he has an acute phase of it presented for his consideration and 
that of his fellow-citizens out there on the Pacific. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Being greatly distressed at home by what Mr. Adams, of 
Massachusetts, calls “ the insoluble question,” my sympathy goes 
out to the white people of California who have a similar but 
lesser trouble. 

Admitting the existence of hostility between dissimilar races 
who, because of circumstances that this generation can not in- 


fluence, occupy the same territory and live under the same politi- 


eal institutions, is it not unwise to arm the backward and less 
responsible people and station them in the neighborhood of the 
others? I think so, and upon that belief my bill was predi- 
eated. 

Let us now see what facts bearing on this question the rec- 
ords of the Department of War will disclose. 


FORT MEADE INCIDENT. 


The Twenty-fifth Infantry, three companies of which were 
recently dismissed the service by Executive order, has a particu- 
larly vicious record. There seems to be in the minds of some 
Members of this House a good deal of confusion on that point. 
No companies, as companies, were discharged. Men were dis- 
charged out of three companies, and it so happens that most of 
the men out of three companies were discharged.. The units 
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established by law, the company and the regiment, were not dis- 
turbed. 

To resume: 

While stationed at Fort Meade, Dak., in the summer, 1885, 
Corporal Hallon of that regiment murdered a citizen. The 
people of the community lynched the murderer. It is worth 
noting that even as far north as Dakota an outraged public 
does not always, as it certainly should, await the slow formalities 
of the law to punish the crime of assassination. About three 
weeks after the lynching of the murderer fifteen or twenty negro 
soldiers raided and “shot up” the town of Sturgis, which is 
only a mile and a half from the post, at about 1 o'clock in the 
morning. They fired into dwellings and business houses and 
killed one man. According to the testimony taken by the coro- 
ner, the raiding, shooting, and killing was done in a thorough 
military manner. The murderers marched as an organized body 
and responded with fatal accuracy to the commands “ ready, 
load, fire, etc.” 

There are two points in the official account of the Sturgis raid 
which are particularly well worth consideration. A gentleman 
who was present immediately wrote an interesting account of 
it to the President. I will quote one paragraph of his letter: 

I happened to be at the fort last Saturday night when this last 
wholesale shooting took place. I was standing in front of General 


Sturgis's quarters pectic | with him. We were abont going into the 
house when Lieutenant Sickles approached with a sergeant, and told 


the general that he had seen some fifteen or twenty colored soldiers 
going toward Sturgis with their guns. General Sturgis immediately 
ordered Lieutenant Sickles to take a detachment of his men and go 
at once and bring them back. A few minutes afterwards another lleu- 
tenant came to the house and said he heard firing from the direction 
of Sturgis, but he thought it was at the “ Half-Way House.” 

Perhaps I should have stated, Mr. Chairman, that Fort Meade, 
where the troops were stationed, is a mile and a half from 
Sturgis. 

The general then ordered him to take another detachment and arrest 
the soldiers. 

It is well worth while keeping in mind the fact that all this 
was prior to the commitment of any crime beyond the slight 
breach of discipline in going out of barracks without orders. 
It was in anticipation of what really happened that the general 
acted. The letter, written on the spot at once, goes on to say: 

In about a half hour afterwards a horseman came riding up in 
great haste and informed the general that the soldiers had fired into 
Abe Hill's house and killed an inoffensive cowboy who was standing 
there, and that they had also fired volleys into one or two other houses. 
General Sturgis then ordered that Captain Ord should make a check 
roll call, examine the arms, and bring in such as had the appearance 
of being recently fired. This was done. But the fellows had scampered 
back by short cuts over the hills and had gotten into their bunks before 
the roll call, which disclosed the absence of only three, who, I think, 
were satisfactorily accounted for. 

Again I ask that it be observed, Mr. Chairman, that the gen- 
eral commanding and other officers were advised of this raid 
before any harm was done; that immediate and active steps 
were taken to prevent mischief; yet, and notwithstanding, 
fifteen or twenty soldiers did travel 14 miles to the town of 
Sturgis, raid it in military form, fire their guns in-a military 
way, kill a citizen, and travel the same distance back to the post 
and escape identification. And yet there are eminent gentlemen 
who say that it was impossible for men out of the three com- 
panies at Brownsville to go two squares and back without de- 
tection when the officers were not forewarned. The other point 
that particularly merits attention is the fact that no negro who 
had knowledge of the identity of the raiders and murderers 
would tell what he knew. Moreover, I may say to gentlemen 
on the other side of the aisle, the conspiracy of silence is a habit 
in the Twenty-fifth Infantry and a well-known characteristic of 
the race. j 

AT WINNEMUCCA. 

Winnemucca, Nev., is the next scene of a criminal outbreak 
by this regiment. 
Philippines, a train load of the men of the Twenty-fifth was 
halted at Winnemucca for supper. As soon as the station was 
reached the officers went to the hotel for supper, and the men, 
who were under no restraint whatever, according to the judge- 
advocate, Major Groesbeck, scattered through the town. They 
invaded a saloon in large numbers and soon became boisterous 
and took possession of the bar. They seized and took away 
the liquors and shot and wounded the barkeeper. All efforts 


to identify the perpetrators of the outrage were futile. No 
negro would tell, and so the guilty, aided again by the con- 
spiracy of silence, escaped detection and punishment. 
THB SAN CARLOS AFFAIR. 
In October, 1899, at the San Carlos Indian Agency, Ariz., 
twelve or fifteen men of the company of the Twenty-fifth In- 
fantry then stationed there made a murderous attack upon four 
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peaceful Indians, beating them to insensibility with clubs. In 
this instance four of the would-be murderers turned states evi- 
dence, and I presume the others were punished. General Mer- 
riam, who commanded the department at the time, advised the 
removal of the negro soldiers and expressed the opinion that 
“white men would likely make less trouble.” 

I regret, Mr. Chairman, that General Merriam failed to say 
why white men would be apt to make less trouble, but that he 
did say so and that he must have had an es cellent military reason 
for it is beyond all doubt. I commend his suggestion to the 
Members of this House and ask them to consider why the recom- 
mendation made by the commanding officer at the time that 
the guard was sent to replace those who had been mutinous, 
boisterous, and murderous should be for white men. 


AT EL Paso. 

Apparently when the War Department has been in doubt as to 
where negro troops are to be stationed they are sent to Texas, 
and so, after the murderous assault on the Indians made it 
necessary to remove them from the San Carlos Agency, Company 
C, of the Twenty-fifth Infantry, was sent to El Paso. I dare 
say there was no other place they could be sent without meet- 
ing with a protest, for no place, North or South, seems to want 
them. As bearing on this point, I ask attention to a letter writ- 
ten to Senator CULBERSON on the 4th day of June, two months 
and nine days before the trouble at Brownsville, in which Secre- 
tary Taft said: ` : 

The fact is that a certain amount of race prejudice between white 
and black seems to bave become almost universal throughout the coun- 


try, and no matter where colored troops are sent there are always some 
who make objections to their coming. 


Mr. Chairman, I would that I had the privilege of taking 
this House into my confidence and telling them some stories 
about the stationing of these colored troops which I have re- 
ceived from such sources and from gentlemen whose identity 
I can not reveal. Suffice it to say, however, that the most 
vehement protest against the stationing of these colored troops 
in the vicinity of the communities represented by the spokesmen 
in protest have been received from the North, and very far 
North at that—a large part of it. `t 

However, they were sent to El Paso in 1899 and took sta- 
tion at Fort Bliss. They arrived at El Paso about the middle 
of November, 1899, and in just three months their deviltry 
began. A number of men out of Company A took rifles from 
the arms racks and went to the city jail of El Paso, where 
two soldiers were held for trial by the city authorities on charge 
of drunk and disorderly,.fired into the city jail, killing one 
Iceman on duty there.” I quote this from the language of 
Captain Loughborough, who reported the affair to the Adjutant- 
General of the Department of Texas. The well-attested facts 
in this case are these: On the night of February 16 Corporal 
Dyson, of Company A, Twenty-fifth Infantry, was arrested 
for being drunk and disorderly and confined in the city lockup. 
Sergt. John Kipper and two privates went to the jail and en- 
deavored to secure Dyson’s release by offering to give a bond 
for his appearance, but was informed that the only officer who 
had authority to release Dyson had gone home and would not 
return until morning. 

Kipper and the others then went away, but returned to the jail 
at 5 o’clock in the morning with guns and axes and undertook 
to release their comrade by force. In the resulting mêlée Po- 
liceman Newton Stewart was killed, as was one of the soldiers. 
Eight Army rifies, it developed, had been taken from the gun 
racks, and six of them were ultimately recovered. The guilty 
nien were arrested, with the exception of one who deserted and 
ran away from the country. One noncommissioned officer, Cor- 
poral Powell, confessed. If is a pleasure to say that to Captain 
Loughborough, a zealous and capable officer, is very largely due 
the credit of securing the evidence which convicted the mur- 
derers. Sergeant Kipper, one of the noncommissioned officers 
in whom some people place so much confidence, was tried and 
convicted, and, on appeal, the conviction was affirmed. The report 
of Gen. Cyrus A. Roberts, then lieutenant-colonel of the Thir- 
teenth Infantry, and acting adjutant-general, Department of 
Texas, who examined into the circumstances, is an interesting 
review of the situation and of the incidents leading up to the 
crime. While he dees not say in the same direct, blunt way that 
Major Blocksom did when he reported on the Brownsville affair 
that “the causes of the disturbance are racial,” it means the 
same thing. 

To some extent I am trying to follow these reports on the mis- 
deeds of the Twenty-fifth Infantry in chronological order, and 
the next on the list is the occurrence at Fort Niobrata, Nebr. 
I shal] not weary the House with a repetition of the details. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If my colleague will permit me, 
I desire to state that at the time of the incident at El Paso it 
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was a part of the district I then represented, and I am well ac- 
quainted with the circumstances that occurred there. This man 
who was killed was an ex-soldier of the Spanish war. His 
name was Stewart. He was the only support of his father and 
mother, who were very old and poor and were dependent upon 
him. He was at the time of the incident a jail guard. When 
these parties were arrested and put in jail, this young man was 
on guard and was killed. I tried to get them a house built, and 
endeayored to secure a pension for these old people, but failed, 
as the bill was turned down by the committee, and I am unable 
to state their condition at the present time; but it certainly was 
horrible. 

Mr. SLAYDEN,. I think that the committee, under the circum- 
stances, might have departed from its rule and granted a pen- 
sion to these unfortunate people, who had been deprived of their 
support by soldiers of the country. 

Suffice it to say that it has been described by C. H. Cornell, 
chairman of the Republican Congressional committee of the 
Sixth Nebraska district, as a “wanton and cold-blooded mur- 
der,” committed by soldiers of the Twenty-fifth Infantry with 
Krag-Jérgensen guns. In commenting a few days ago on the 
outbreak at Brownsville, Mr. Cornell says of the Niobrara in- 
cident: 

Although the murdered one was of their own color and without 
character, the act was no less a crime than the like one which fol- 
lowed it in Brownsville, and only emphasizes the necessity of some form 
of salutary punishment. While the soldiers might justify silence in 
the latter case on account of fear lest a fair trial could not be had in 
Texas, no such excuse could prevail here, since the murdered one was 
not a citizen of this community, but a woman of their own race in 
whom no one would have any special interest, and the trial could have 
been purely on its merits without prejudice against the prisoners. 
Yet those who possessed the necessary information were as silent in 
the former as in the latter instance. 


I want to assure Mr. Cornell that there was no more need for 
the conspiracy of silence at Brownsyille, Tex., than at Valen- 
tine, Nebr. He should not forget that Sergeant Kipper, who 
murdered an officer of the city of El Paso, had a fair trial and 
was conyicted on the testimony of his fellow-eriminals. 

For a few minutes, Mr. Chairman, I will leave the history of 
the Twenty-fifth Infantry—that regiment which so richly de- 
serves the title of “ Bloody Twenty-fifth ”—and ask your atten- 
tion to the conduct of other colored organizations in the Army. 

AT SUGGS, WYO. 

In June, 1892, Suggs, Wyo., was the scene of disorders, and 
some of the men of the Ninth Cavalry (colored) were the evil- 
doers. Maj. ©. S. Ilsley, of the Ninth Cavalry, said that the 
trouble was due to quarrels about lewd women, but he says 
there was a bitter feeling between the citizens of Suggs and the 
troopers on account of the color of the soldiers. 

Twenty of the troopers, armed with carbines and revolvers, 
raided the town and fired “volley after volley,” according to 
Major Guilfoyle, into the houses of the citizens. Major Guil- 
foyle says, in his report to the camp adjutant, that “the feeling 
against the troops has been and is very bitter, being perhaps 
intensified by race prejudice.” The soldiers acted in military 
concert in this as in other cases. 

AT HUNTSVILLE, ALA. 

The members of the Tenth Cavalry (colored), at Huntsville, 
Ala., in October, 1898, made an attack on the provost guard in 
an effort to release one of their comrades who was under arrest 
for the use of vile and abusive language. Maj. E. D. Thomas 
said of it: 


This unprovoked assault and mutinous interference with the provost 
uard caused the shedding of innocent blood, bad feeling between organ- 
zations, and endangered the lives of peaceable citizens, terrorized the 
community in the vicinity of the railroad depot,-and scandalized and 

disgraced the military service, which calls for the severest condemnation. 

He also said: 

It is ae Sages for me to give the names of the ringleaders. This 
could not ascertained by any known means. The people connected 
with the colored organization throughout this investigation have studi- 
ously avoided stating or giving names of principal instigators of the 
riot, in my opinion trying to shield the organization from censure’ and 
endeavoring to shift the responsibility and blame for this disgraceful 
affray on other and innocent parties. 


Here it will be observed, Mr. Chairman, as elsewhere, there 

was a conspiracy of silence on the part of the black troops. 
THE AFFAIR AT FORT CONCHO. 

In 1881 men from the Sixteenth Infantry and Tenth Cayalry, 
stationed at Fort Concho, in Texas, numbering about 150, raided 
and “shot up” the town of San Angelo, a mile or two distant. 
General Grierson, who commanded at the post, said that he had 
reason to believe that three noncommissioned officers and two 
privates were the leading spirits. 

This again helps to destroy faith in the suggestion that the 
noncommissioned officers of these negro regiments can be relied 
on to keep their men in order and restrain them from the per- 


petration of crime. Residents of the city of San Angelo have 
lately written me that hundreds of shots were fired into build- 
ings occupied by citizens of both sexes and all ages. Fortunately 
only one person was wounded. These negro soldiers arrested 
the sheriff of the county and demanded that a prisoner held by 
him on the charge of murder be turned over to them, mani- 
festly with the idea of lynching him. 

They defied and held in contempt the civil authorities. 

AT SAN ANTONIO, 

On the 9th of April, 1867, as the records of the War Depart- 
ment will show, Company E, of the Ninth United States Cavalry, 
colored, while stationed at San Antonio, Tex., was guilty of 
mutiny. The first sergeant at the head of his company attacked 
and killed Lieutenant Griffin and seriously wounded Lieutenants 
Heyl and Smith. 

KEY WEST INCIDENT. 

However, the Twenty-fifth Infantry has been conspicuous, 
even among the negro troops, for its persistent career of crime 
and mutiny. In 1898, while on the way to Cuba, the regiment 
was delayed a few days in Key West. What they did there to 
maintain their record of insurrection and contempt for law is 
told in the following language by the sheriff of Monroe County. 
Please observe that the statement is sworn to. I have a letter 
from an attorney of Key West, who was then police judge, 
which confirms the statement of the sheriff and which also says 
that a drunken soldier, whom he was arresting, fired his pistol 
at the officer. 

STATE or FLORIDA, Monroe County: 

Before the undersigned authority personally ‘appeared Frank W. 
Knight, who, being duly sworn, says: That I was sheriff of Monroe 
County, Fla., in May, 1898, and that the Twenty-fifth United States 
Infantry (colored) was at that time in the city of Key West awaiting 
orders for Cuba. That on the 20th day of April, anno Domini 1898, 
at about, 10 p. m, of the same day, one Henry A. Williams (colored) 
and one of the men belonging to the Twenty-fifth United States Infan 
was brought to gan by the city police, rged with an assault wit 
intent to kill; that at about 1 a. m, next morning at least thirty or 
forty of the soldiers belonging to said Twenty-fifth United States In- 
fantry, armed with their guns, came to the jail and surrounded the 
jail, and came to the door of said jail and demanded the said Williams 
saying that if he was not delivered to them they would break the jail 
down. I being overpowered and no arms to defend myself and the rest 
of the prisoners in jail and fearing trouble might come to all in 
jail, thought it best to deliver said prisoner to them, intending to re- 
port the matter to the commanding officer at the barracks the next 
morning. Deponent further says that another reason why he delivered 
the prisoner over to them was because he had other prisoners in jail 
charged with murder, and he feared that if he did not turn over this 
man they would carry their threats into execution, and he would then 
lose those who he had confined for murder. That the conduct of these 
men was boisterous, and they were crying out all the time that if I 
did not turn this man over they would riddle me with bullets and that 
there would not be a brick left in the building. i 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this the 27th 
A. D. 1906. Tth day of December, 


F. W. KNIGHT, 
Sheriff Monroe County, Fla. 


L. W. BETHEL, 
Notary Public, State of Florida at Large. 
BROWNSVILLE, 

And now, Mr. Chairman, I shall say a few words about the 
latest outbreak of negro soldiers—that of Brownsville on the 
night of the 13th of August, 1906. 

The main facts in this case are too well known to require re- 
statement. I merely want to comment on some of the pleas put 
forward for the defense. The theory advanced by some emi- 
nent gentlemen about the murder of Frank Natus and the 
wounding of Policeman Dominguez is so preposterous that citi- 
zens of Brownsyille, when advised that it would be made, re- 
fused to believe it. The Secretary of War well says: 

The suggestion that a body of men sharing the hostility of 
of the town should dress themselves in the 3 AA = $ poopie 
ored soldiers; should visit the army target range some 15 or 20 miles 
from the post for the purpose of obtaining used cartridge shells and 
clips, and then go through the town firing from 100 to 150 shots into 
houses where women and children were likely to be killed; should ac- 
tually kill one man and attack the police of the town and nearly kill its 
lieutenant, and should then sprinkle the cartridge shells and clips on the 
streets of the town, all merely for the purpose of making a case of 
murder and riot against the colored troops and of thus securing their 
removal in the interest of the townspeople whose lives had been thus 


taken or endangered, is so grotesque in its improbability and 
as hardly to call for discussion or comment. “A absurdity 


In reply to those gentlemen who say that the soldiers could 
not have left their barracks, made the raid through the streets 
of Brownsville, fired into the Miller Hotel and other buildings, 
killed Frank Natus and wounded Dominguez, and then haye 
returned to the post in the time claimed and without detection, 
I direct their attention to what men of the same regiment did at 
Sturgis, in Dakota. In that case they went 13 miles from Fort 
Meade to the town of Sturgis, “shot up” the town, and killed 
one man, and got back to their post without being iden‘ ified. 
Thun it will be observed, they must have traveled approximately 
miles. 
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At Brownsville the post is separated from the town by only 
a stone wall, and the entire raid did not cover over 750 yards. 
At Fort Meade the commanding officer and his subordinates 
were advised of the raid as soon as it was undertaken, and 
General Sturgis, in the language of an eyewitness, “ immediately 
ordered Lieutenant Sickles to take a detachment of his men 
and go at once and bring them—the raiders—back.” ; 

At Brownsville the commanding officer, Major Penrose, knew 
nothing of the raid until it was over, and refused to believe 
that his men were in it until convinced by evidence of their 

ilt. 5 
9 Sturgis, commanding at Fort Meade, at once ordered 
Captain Ord to make a check roll call, examine the arms and 
bring in all that had the appearance of being recently fired. 
Major Penrose, I believe, did order a roll call, but the arms 
were not inspected until the next morning, and when inspected 
were, of course, found to be bright and clean. To pull a small 
piece of cloth through a gun barrel is the work of a second, and 
so far as evidence in this case goes the inspection might as well 
have been delayed a week. 

THE MOTIVE. 


I fancy very few crimes are committed without the criminal 
having some reason for his acts—either revenge or gain. In 
this case it is not difficult to find the causes—at least some of 
the minor causes, In his telegram of the 20th to the Military 
Secretary, Major Blocksom mentions what he thinks are the 
causes. The first he names is racial hostility. Then he men- 
tions the fact that the soldiers were made to drink at separate 
bars, and personal encounters between soldiers and citizens as 
other reasons. He might have stopped with the first reason 
given, for it embraces the second and is the explanation of the 
others. The soldiers had been advised that the people of 
Brownsville did not want them there, and they arrived in an 
ugly mood. I have letters stating that on the way down they 
asked the conductor of the Brownsville train if there were white 
women in the town whose favor they might expect. They were 
insolent in their bearing with citizens and particularly rude to- 
ward women. 

Fortunately for the citizens of Brownsville, whose polities 
might be thought by some gentlemen to haye caused the trouble, 
in the only two occasions on which soldiers were personally as- 
saulted the rows were with Federal officeholders who are Repub- 
licans. ; 

Fred Tate, inspector of customs, in his report to the collector, 
says that a negro soldier pushed and elbowed his way through a 
crowd of ladies, one of whom was Mrs. Tate, and jostled and 
rubbed against them in a rude manner. This act of deliberate 
rudeness provoked the anger of Mr. Tate, who did what most 
men under the circumstances would have done, and what was 
perfectly proper for him to do, in knocking the soldier down. 

Mounted Inspector Baker, another Republican Federal office 
holder, tried to prevent a quarrel between two drunken soldiers 
and a ferryman and to stop a torrent of foul abuse pouring out 
of the mouths of the soldiers, and in doing so, to use his own 
language, “ pushed one of them forward.” The soldier was too 
drunk to keep his balance on the sidewalk and stepped off into 
a mudhole. Baker adds, “As the negro walked off he said, We 
will see about this to-morrow.’ ” 

Two soldiers did hunt Baker the next day and, as he believes, 
for the purpose of making a row, but finding him prepared and 
evidently willing, they became discreet and left without doing 
any harm. 

On the 12th of August, just twenty-four hours before the as- 
sault on the town, Mrs. Evans, a highly respectable woman and 
wife of a worthy citizen, was seized by the hair and thrown vio- 
lently to the ground by a soldier in uniform. 

These incidents accentuated the feeling of hostility between the 
soldiers and citizens—a hostility which always and most signifi- 
cantly runs along race lines. They show a state of mind which 
leads up to and explains the actual assault on the town, and, in 
my opinion, they clearly show the unwisdom of putting negro 
soldiers in a station near communities of white people. 

It seems too absurd, Mr. Chairman, that at this late day we 
should be asking who did the shooting. I fail to see how there 
is room for honest doubt. If the soldiers had been white and 
the circumstances the same, if the same mass of clear, strong 
evidence against them had been submitted, and if the President 
had dismissed them from the service in the same manner, there 
not only would have been no doubt as to who were the murder- 
ers, but the action of the President would have been almost 
unanimously approved. But, then, the whites are not a val- 
uable political asset handled in bulk, which explains many 
things. 


Does any sane man believe the stupid suggestion that the 
white citizens of Brownsville, because of their hostility toward 


black soldiers, fired into their own houses and killed one of 
their own people, at the same time endangering the lives of 
their women and children? Such a theory is an insult to the 
intelligence of the country and seeks to put the people of 
Brownsville below the beasts of the field. Even the dumb 
brutes love their young and will protect them. Shots were de- 
liberately fired into a house which only a few minutes before 
had been the scene of a children’s party and which still had a 
number of occupants. By the merest chance no one was killed, 
for the shots took effect only 41 feet above the floor. Surely 
sectional and political prejudice has gone the limit in this cruel 
suggestion. 

If it is seriously urged, Mr. Chairman, that the people of 
Brownsville did this shooting, I most solemnly protest against 
the reflection on their marksmanship. I do not belieye that you 
could find any community in the United States, even that least 
accustomed to the use of arms, who could not hit the barracks 
buildings at Fort Brown, at which the people of this Texas town 
are said to have fired. I know there is no such community in 
the State of Texas. Had the people of Brownsville been armed 
with these rifles and doing the shooting on that awful August 
night the list of casualties would have been longer and the dead 
and wounded would not all have come from one side. [Ap- 
plause.] 

A few days ago I read in the Washington Herald a statement 
made by a retired officer of the British army who, although he 
spoke guardedly, as becomes a visitor to the country, did not 
conceal his surprise at the fact that black soldiers are kept in 
our Army for service in times of peace. He said that Great 
britain, even under the stress of war and in the face of repeated 
disasters, did not employ them against the Boers in South 
Africa. He assigned as a reason for the British policy the ad- 
mitted prejudice, mutually entertained, of the races. I mention 
this, Mr. Chairman, to show that the people of the United 
States are not peculiar in this respect. I say the people of the 
United States, instead of the people of the South, because of 
comparatively recent events which show that this prejudice 
does not stop at Mason and Dixon's line. Lynchings are a dis- 
grace, I admit, and they should be made impossible by the en- 
actment of such intelligent laws and by such prompt and rigid 
enforcement of them that no man’s thoughts would ever turn in 
that direction for the punishment of crime. But they are not 
peculiar to the South. They are only more frequent there be- 
cause of multiplied instances of crime of a frightful sort. Even 
Springfield, Ohio, if the press and that entertaining essayist, 
Ray Stannard Baker, tell the truth, has on occasions resorted to 
lynching. And strangely enough the mob spirit was largely di- 
rected by race prejudice. The lynching of a negro criminal at 
Springfield in March, 1904, was followed by a very carnival of 
crime directed at the black inhabitants of that city. Not only 
was there evidence of prejudice against the particular criminals, 
but it seemed to have been directed against the whole negro 
race. They were hunted out of their homes and their property 
destroyed by fire. Mr. Baker describes the situation in this 
way: 

The public was apathetic. 
been hanged. 

Danville, III., was also the scene of a manifestation of race 
prejudice, which the writer says is growing with the growth of 
the negro population. It would not be difficult to muitiply 
these illustrations of the fact that the race prejudice which 
exists in the South, and which we admit, is also to be found in 
the North, but usually denied. The newspapers give us over- 
whelming evidence of it every day. 

As I have already said, I fear that we have not yet reached 
the stage where we will legislate on this matter intelligently 
and for conditions as we find them. But we will reach it by 
and by. 

After a few incidents like those at Fort Meade, San Carlos, 
El Paso, and Brownsville Congress will be really aroused to a 
discharge of its duty in this matter. Repeat the Brownsville 
affair with a change of locus—let it occur in Michigan, New 
York, or Illinois—and a new light will be seen. Until then we 
will be as patient as possible, having faith that finally the sym- 
pathy of the whole country will be given to that section which 
has been so tried in the school of disaster, a section which 
stands face to face with the perplexities and dangers of the 
most difficult question any. people on earth were ever called 
on to meet and solve. When all the States comprehend this 
question, which now they barely apprehend, they will help us 
of the South to make it certain that the homes of white men in 
a white man’s country will be protected by white men only. 
[Loud applause. ] 

Mr. HAY. I yield one hour to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. ZENOR]. 


No one seemed to care; only a nigger had 
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Mr. ZENOR. Mr. Chairman, on the 28th day of April, 1904, 
by virtue of an act of Congress there was appointed a commis- 
sion, composed of five Members of the House of Representatives 
and five members of the Senate, since known as the Merchant 
Marine Commission, whose duty it was made to inquire into and 
make investigation of the conditions affecting the American 
merchant marine, the cause of its decay, and the best means to 
promote its growth and restoration, and to make report to the 
Congress of the result of such inquiry, together with such sug- 
gestions and recommendations by bill or otherwise as might in 
its judgment seem best calculated to accomplish the objects 
contemplated. Pursuant to this authority, the members of the 
Commission met, organized, and entered upon the discharge of 
their duties. It proceeded at once to hold meetings, grant hear- 
ings, and take testimony at various points throughout the 
country. It held its first meeting and public session at New 
York in the early spring of that year, closing at Washington 
in December, 1904. At each of these meetings public hearings 
were had and every interest is supposed to haye had opportunity 
to fully present its views. 

The testimony taken by this Commission is very extensive 
and covers many pages of printed matter embraced in the pub- 
lished reports of its proceedings. As a result of its work and 
labor we have now pending before the Congress and the coun- 
try Senate bill 529, reported from the Senate Committee on Com- 
merce by Senator GALLINGER. It passed the Senate February 
14, 1906, and is now pending before the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries of this House. This bill, though 
comparatively short, containing only ten sections, embodies pro- 
visions which, in my judgment, proposes to establish a scheme 
that is vicious, undemocratic, and plutocratic. It proposes a 
policy at variance with fundamental principles and the theory 
and teachings of the founders of our Government. From the 
earliest colonial times down to the very inception of our Goy- 
ernment it was the policy of Great Britain, not only with her 
American colonies, but her other dependencies, to keep them in 
subjection and under tribute; and the most effective means by 
which she accomplished this was her system of trade and navi- 
gation laws. One of the maxims of England was, “Give us con- 
trol of the trade and transportation of the seas” and we will 
rule the world. 

The idea of commerce as a means of national wealth and in- 
dependence was most thoroughly understood and developed as 
part of the policy of that country. It was the one subject to 
which she had given exhaustive study, and her statesmen were 
ever preoccupied with the question how best to promote and 
secure it. Naturally, the colonists, at that time confined to a 
comparatively small area of our country along the Atlantic sea- 
board, and mainly to the pursuit of agriculture as their prin- 
cipal means of securing a living, turned their early attention to 
the sea and to the more lucrative occupation of trade and com- 
merce. They early began to embark in ventures upon the high 
seas, not only as a means of transporting their own surplus 


products to the markets of the mother country, but to such other, 


foreign ports and markets as would afford them the best returns. 

England, with that sagacity, foresight, and jealous concern 
with which she has ever regarded rival interests and competi- 
tion, immediately resorted to measures of repression. She en- 


acted laws forbidding her colonies to manufacture, to carry | 


cargoes to other than British markets, and in such small craft 
or sloops as to be unprofitable. She thus exploited and preyed 
upon the American colonies and rendered them helpless and de- 
pendent, She not only did this to maintain and perpetuate her 
own predominance upon the ocean, but she employed Tory mer- 
chants, agents, and factors and stationed them in the colonies to 
control and direet their cargoes of freight shipped to British 
markets on board of British vessels. 

This harsh and grinding process was carried to such an ex- 
tent by Great Britain with her American colonies that finally 
the export freight rates on such articles-as tobacco, lumber, and 
other bulky merchandise equaled from one-third to one-half of 
the value of the goods and the import rates to from 15 to 30 
and 40 per cent of their cost. It was clear that this state of 
things could not always continue, and demonstrated that if the 
colonies should ever become independent, free, and prosperous 
as a people they would be compelled to sever their relations 
with the mother country. With the revolution came the inde- 
pendence of the people of the colonies and the establishment 
of an independent government. Under the form of government 
existing at the time of the adoption of the Constitution each 
State possessed the sovereign power to exercise many functions 
of government that they subsequently surrendered up when the 
Constitution was adopted, and among these powers were in- 
cluded the right to regulate commerce with foreign nations and 
between the several States. Up to this time each State for 


itself adopted such measures of protection to its trade and com- 
merce as its wisdom and judgment suggested was best suited to 
its needs and situation. Experience under this system soon 
revealed its imperfection and weakness, and clearly demon- 
strated the incapacity of the several States to cope with the 
powers of other governments to make and enforce their laws. 
It further resulted in creating a different system of regulation 
in the several States and in many instances of irreconcilable 
conflicts. 

To meet this situation the Confederate Congress asked the 
several States to surrender over to the General Government the 
power to enact and enforce regulations of commerce, in the in- 
terests and for the protection of the shipping of all the States 
against impositions and arbitrary exactions of foreign nations. 
This authority was declined by the States, and each of them 
continued to act for themselves, and enacted discriminating 
duties, both of tonnage and of tariff in their efforts to protect 
their shipping. As stated, in the course of a short time there 
was a multiplicity of.“ navigation laws,“ all designed to protect 
against foreign shipping, but acting as well against the vessels 
of the several States, thus showing the necessity of concentrat- 
ing the power of regulating commerce not only with “ for- 
eign nations,” but as well among the several States in some 
department of the Federal Government. This attempt of the 
several States by the enactment of separate navigation laws to 
protect their own vessels and commerce, an interest common to 
all the States, was not only wholly inadequate to the purpose, 
but furnished the most conclusive illustration of the need of a 
national law upon the subject. Hence the protection of our 
commerce and shipping became a problem of vital concern in 
the movement to form a more “ perfect union,” which followed 
the founding of the Federal Government. 

Up to this time, it will be observed, in tracing the history of 
legislation upon the subject of the regulation of shipping and 
commerce, either by England with her colonies or by the States 
for themselves, it embraced a series of enactments defining the 
terms, conditions, and circumstances under which the vessels 
of à foreign country might enter and clear port. These laws 
consisted of provisions imposing prohibitions and discriminating 
tariff and tonnage duties. This was the system of regulation in 
vogue prior to and at the time the Constitution was formulated 
and adopted and at the time it was proposed to incorporate into 
that instrument the only provision that is claimed to confer upon 
Congress the power to regulate commerce, namely, clause 3 of 
section 8 of Article I of the Constitution. To understand more 


clearly what was meant by the framers of the Constitution by . 


the insertion of this clause it is both edifying and instructive 
to revert to the discussion of the eminent statesman who partici- 
pated in the debates of the Constitutional Convention, and espe- 
cially of this particular clause and section as it was first pro- 
posed and finally adopted. In the plan of the Constitution re- 
ported to the convention by the committee appointed therefor 
August 6, 1787, section 2 of Article VII—the second of “ enumer- 
ated powers ” to be granted to Congress—provided for the “ regu- 
lation of commerce with foreign nations and between the States.” 
This meant the taking over of the method of the States as to 
foreign nations, no other course appearing practicable. South 
Carolina and Georgia desiring for a time the continuance of 
African migration, their delegates urged that without this stipu- 
lation their States would not adopt the Constitution. The Con- 
vention was unprepared to adopt the idea, and the matter was 
referred to a special committee of eleven. General Pinckney 
contending for the passage of “ navigation laws,” by a two-thirds 
vote of each House this, too, was referred to the same commit- 
tee, Livingston, of New York, chairman. He reported in favor 
of African migration until A. D. 1800. 

In the convention the figure was made 1808. When the report 
was again taken up Mr. Pinckney moved to postpone it in fayor 
of his proposition—a two-thirds vote on navigation bills. A 
debate ensued. Mr. Pinckney did not carry his State. Only 
four States voted to postpone; whereupon the report, which 
favored a majority vote, was agreed to nem. con.—none dis- 
senting. Extracts from the debate show that General Pinckney 
said: He conceived it was the true interest of the Southern 
States to have no regulation of commerce, and that the power of 
regulating commerce was a pure concession on their part,” but, 
withal, he thought it proper that “no fetters should be imposed 
on the power of making regulations.” Mr. Clymer, of Pennsyl- 
vania, declared: “The Northern and Middle States will be 
ruined if not enabled to defend themselves against foreign regu- 
lations.” Mr. Sherman, of Connecticut, observed that “to re- 
quire more than a majority to decide a question was always 
embarrassing, as had been experienced in certain cases in Con- 
gress.” Mr. Gouverneur Morris, of New York, thought the 
object of the motion “ highly injurious.” Preference to Amer- 
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ican ships will multiply them till they can carry the southern 
produce cheaper than it is now carried. A marine was essential 
to security, particularly of the Southern States, and can only be 
had by a navigation act encouraging American bottoms and sea- 
men.” Mr. Williamson, of North Carolina, favored making two- 
thirds instead of a majority requisite, “as more satisfactory to 
the southern people.” 

Mr. Spaight, of Virginia, contended that the “ Southern States 
could at any time save themselves from oppression by building 
ships for their own use.” Mr. Butler, of South Carolina, for 
good reasons, would vote against the two-thirds proposition.” 
Colonel Mason, of Virginia, thought, as the Southern States were 
in the minority of interest, “it would be fair to guard against 
hasty regulations.” Mr. Wilson, of Pennsylvania, remarked: 
“ If every peculiar interest was to be secured, unanimity ought 
to be required. The majority would be no more governed by in- 
terest than the minority.” Mr. Madison, of Virginia, entered 
into a more elaborate exposition of the subject. He contended 
that: 

The disadvantage of the Southern States from a navigation act lay 
chiefly in a temporary rise of the freight, attended, however, with an 
increase of southern as well as northern shipping, with the emigration of 
northern seamen and merchants to the Southern States, and with a re- 
moval of the existing injurious retaliations among the States on each 
other. The power o: . — nations to obstruct our retaliatory meas- 
ures on them, by a corrupt influence; would also be less if a majority 
should. be made competent, than if two-thirds of each House should be 
required. * 

An abuse of the power would be qualified with all these 
good effects. But he thought an abuse was rendered im- 
probable by the provision of two branches; by the independ- 
ence of the Senate; by the negative of the President: by the 
interest of Connecticut and New Jersey, which were agricultural, 
not commercial, States; by the interior interest, which was also 
agricultural in the most commercial States; by the accession of 
Western States, which would be altogether agricultural. He 
added that the Southern States would derive an essential adyan- 
tage in the general security afforded by the increase of our mari- 
time strength. He stated the vulnerable situation of them all 
and of Virginia in particular. The increase of the coasting trade 
and seamen would be favorable to the Southern States by in- 
creasing the consumption of their produce. If the wealth of 
Eastern States should in a still greater proportion be augmented, 
that wealth would contribute the more to the public wants and 
be otherwise a national benefit. 

Mr. Rutledge, of South Carolina, opposed the motion of his 
colleague. “Jt did not follow,” said he, “from a grant of the 
power to regulate trade that it would be abused. At the worst 
a navigation act could bear hard a little while only on the 
Southern States. As we are laying the foundation for a great 
empire, we ought to. take 2 permanent view of the subject and 
not look at the present moment only.” 
of the necessity of securing the West India trade to this coun- 
try. That was the great object, and a navigation act was 
necessary for obtaining it. 

Mr. Chairman, these were in brief some of the views ex- 
pressed by the statesmen and founders of the Constitution in 
the discussions preceding its final adoption. In view of these 
opinions held and expressed at the very time clause 3 of sec- 
tion 8 of the Constitution was incorporated therein, granting 
power to Congress to regulate commerce with foreign nations 
and among the several States, etc., by the mentors of our Gov- 
ernment, there would seem to be no reasonable doubt of the 
meaning they meant to attach to this clause, and that they 
thereby intended to confer upon Congress the same powers 
theretofore exercised by the several States. Having arranged 
this grant, the several States were divested of all powers to 
thereafter lay or levy duties of tonnage or tariff for this same 
purpose. This power was surrendered and given up by the 
States, and taken over by the Federal Government, and the 
obligation and duty of shipping protection and the regulation 
of commerce was assumed by the national authority. The 
whole matter was arranged by the convention, and this action 
of the convention was afterwards ratified and approved by the 
States and the people, through the adoption of the Constitution. 
By this action of the States and people the States parted with 
this incidental prerogative of their power as separate States, 
and the United States, in virtue of the compact of union, 
assumed, promised, and undertook the performance of this duty. 

Indeed, the Federal Constitution has been styled by some as 
a compact between the States by which it was ratified. But 
however this may be, there is no diversity of opinion that the 
confederation which the Union supplanted was a compact be- 
“tween the States of which it was composed. That each grant 
of power contained in the Constitution was pro tanto a com- 
pact, trust, and promise to be relied upon while that instru- 
ment remained unchanged in the manner pointed out and pre- 
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scribed by its own provisions. If, then, we are right in our 
contention that the true intent and meaning of this clause of 
the Constitution, vesting Congress with the sole and exclusive 
power to regulate commerce, contemplates the exercise of such 
powers only and in such manner as were preyiously exercised 
by the several States, namely, by navigation laws, imposing 
discriminating tariff and tonnage duties, and prohibitions, the 
idea of subventions and gratuities could not have been and was 
not entertained as a constitutional scheme to carry out the 
object and purpose had in view by the framers of that instru- 
ment, and hence must necessarily be in violation of the Con- 
stitution. For years, indeed for more than thirty-nine years, 
after the policy of our Government was entered upon, by en- 
acting wise and prudent legislation for ship protection by 
means of tariff and tonnage duties, all went well, and our mer- 
chant marine forged to the front and became a sea power and 
dominating factor in our carrying trade that astonished the 
whole world. James Madison, to whom history accords the 
honor of being the “father of the Constitution,” being at the 
time an honored Member and distinguished leader of the House 
of Representatives, always clear as he was able, offered the 
first measure for ship encouragement and protection—a heavy 
discriminating tonnage duty, calculated to favor the upbuilding 
of an American marine. — 

The very first revenue act contained tariff discriminations in 
aid of tonnage duties, and thus a complete and perfect protective 
system was evolved in the course of time that illustrated in its 
beneficent results the wisdom of the work of the Constitutional 
Convention. This system, the system as understood by those 
whose statesmanship and foresight had done so much to create, 
to be the only one contemplated by the Constitution, had by the 
close of Washington’s Administration raised the percentage of 
carriage in our own commerce from less than 25 per cent to 
over 90. Our rapid advance and marvelous strides in the de- 
velopment of our merchant marine and carrying trade under the 
operation of these successful navigation laws were a source of 
national pride and profound satisfaction to the whole country. 
All foreign and competing nations were vitally affected by this 
policy of ours in favor of American shipowners and American 
commerce, and foreign vesseis and foreign tonnage rapidly disap- 
peared from our ports. We continued to maintain our national 
supremacy and prestige upon the high seas while this policy was 
continued and as long as we adhered to this early and approved 
practice of the Government. Then, as now, in order to regain 
some portion of the lost trade she had sustained, Great Britain 
| resorted to retaliatory measures and, with a view of forcing us 

to more liberal concessions, closed the ports of her colonial 
possessions to our ships and imposed other harsh and burden- 
| some restrictions upon our commerce in her home ports. In 


He reminded the House | return our Government closed all ports to vessels coming from 


ports or places not equally open to vessels of the United States. 
By this latter regulation Congress intended to compel or in- 
duce England to respect our commercial rights—that if they 
receiyed our products they should allow our vessels to trans- 
port them. 

But a little later on, and to meet conditions that had arisen 
in our commercial relations with some other countries, as well 
as Great Britain—and this was at the time, no doubt, done under 
the impression that it would operate in the interest of our trade 
and commerce—Congress was’ induced, through the urgent in- 
sistence of President John Quincy Adams, to enact the law of 
1828. This law in a general way proposed a general policy of 
reciprocity to any country that would accept the principle of an 
open trade for vessels and cargoes from all parts of the world. 
It was a substantial offer to all nations to abolish ship protec- 
tion, and was then and since regarded by many as a most unfor- 
tunate calamity to the American merchant marine. It is said 
that President Adams fondly cherished the idea that Great Brit- 
ain would gladly accept the proposition, and he would go down 
in history as a masterly statesman. Great Britain did not at the 
time, however, accept the terms of this law. This was followed 
by the act of 1849, and still later by the act of 1886. Under 
tbese several acts some thirty other countries entered into re- 
¢ciprocal agreements with us, and from that unfortunate hour 
our commerce began to dwindle and decay. This change in 
policy and its consequential effects is shown by the following 
figures, viz: 

1827, import carriage, 94.3; export carriage, 87.5; 1849, import car- 
riage, $1.4; export carriage, 68.9. 

Subsequent laws have been enacted which have still further 
embarrassed our merchant marine, such, for instance, as those 
forbidding registration to any vessel not American built. Our 
restrictive legislation unfavorable to the building up of our 
merchant fleets and the abolishment of our system of discrimi- 
nating duties in our navigation laws for their protection 
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have substantially destroyed the merchant marine and closed 
the ports of the world to our flag. And now, after these years 
of decay and national humiliation, the party in power propose to 
abandon constitutional principles, solemn compacts, old and 
successful precedents and adopt as the only remedy for our 
shipping malady the un-American and undemocratic proposi- 
tion of subsidy and graft set out in this Senate bill. The title 
of the bill, as is not infrequently the case with proposed meas- 
ures of legislation that can not afford to sail under their true 
colors, is falsely labeled “An act to promote the national de- 
fense, to create a naval reserve, to establish American ocean 
mail lines to foreign markets, and to promote commerce.” Its 
authors and promoters are entitled to credit at least for their in- 
genuity in masking this scheme under an attractive and captivat- 
ing title, but I imagine, sir, the misnomer is a disguise altogether 
too transparent and obvious to either mislead or deceive. The 
policy here proposed can not be justified or excused upon the 
ground, as has sometimes been stated and urged, that our mari- 
time reciprocity conventions, heretofore entered into with vari- 
ous countries, prevent us from returning to the former system 
of discriminating tariff and tonnage duties, for our treaties 
contain provisions for terminating these, upon a year’s notice 
by either party, even if any nation with whom we have such 
treaty stipulations—and we have none with Great Britain—was 
insisting upon us continuing such “ reciprocity ” system for its 
benefit. E : 

But the truth is—and it is a well-known fact—that for years 
these reciprocal stipulations in our treaties, for the most part 
at least, have long since been abandoned or violated and set 
aside by the action of foreign powers, and the United States is 
the only party that has or does make any pretense to observe 
and respect them. No, sir; the only reason for wanting this 
bill passed, for wanting this vicious, selfish, paternal policy en- 
tered upon, is private greed, not the public good; selfish consid- 
erations, not the general welfare; reward to individual and cor- 
porate favorites, not to promote and develop our ships of com- 
merce, cheapen freights, or otherwise benefit the great masses. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Will the gentleman yield for an interrup- 
tion? 

Mr. ZENOR. Yes. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Has the gentleman examined the treaties 
between this and other countries to know whether the proposi- 
tion of discriminating tonnage duties would in any manner 
conflict with existing treaties? 

Mr. ZENOR. I have examined them to some extent. 
not examined them exhaustively. 

Mr. HINSHAW. What is the gentleman’s opinion on that 
proposition? 

Mr. ZENOR. There are some of the existing treaties which 
unquestionably forbid a return to discriminating duties, but the 
proposition is not that the treaties as they now stand would 
permit us to return to this policy of the Government, but that 
in each of the treaties we reserve the right to terminate it by 

` giving notice of a certain length of time. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Your proposition, then, would be to termi- 
nate the existing treaties so far as they would infringe the 
right to assess discriminating duties? 

Mr. ZENOR. Precisely; and I contend further, Mr. Chair- 
man, that under many of these treaties to-day, to which the 
gentleman has called my attention, because of the neglect and 
absolute violation of certain of their provisions in the legisla- 
tion of some of those countries, the treaties are really set aside 
and abrogated. 

The policy inaugurated by the suspension of our “ navigation 
laws“ was at best merely experimental. It was not intended by 
Congress to sacrifice our marine, reduce our carriage, or in any 
manner to impair our efficiency upon the seas, though grave ap- 
prehensions were felt by many at the time that this might fol- 
low the result of the experiment. It was even contended at the 
time by some that “free trade” would secure a larger share of 
the carrying trade, but if the policy should prove otherwise our 
treaty conventions could be terminated. and we could retrace 
our steps and return to our former policy of protection under 
navigation laws and regulations, by giving the proper notice, 
after a satisfactory trial. Some of the European nations, think- 
ing, perhaps, they had crippled their shipping interests by these 
commercial treaties and engagements entered into with the 
United States, sought to countervail the mistake by instituting 
bounty and subsidy systems in contravention of the spirit, if not 
the letter of these conventions, and it is now proposed by the 
proposed bill to imitate their vicious example and make the tax- 
payers of the United States put up the cash to rehabilitate the 

; merchant marine and to support and maintain it out of the Gov- 
| ernment Treasury. Mr. Chairman, in addition to the fact that 
no warrant for such a course can be found in the Constitu- 


I have 


tion, precedents, or traditions of our country and that we 
ought and should not seek to justify such a departure in 
our policy by the example of foreign countries, there is still | 
the more important question of the propriety of selecting out 
and preferring as an especial object of the bounty of the Govern- 
ment “the shipping trade” to the exclusion of thousands of 
other equally worthy employments of our people, not one of 
which have any right whatever to share in such policy or call 
upon the Treasury for aid and assistance. 

Such a bald proposition of class distinction and odious dis- 
crimination can not fail, it seems to me, sir, to carry with it 
its own rebuke and condemnation. The protection, and the only 
protection to our shipping industry, provided for in the Consti- 
tution is to be found in the clause authorizing Congress to regu- 
late commerce, and nowhere else. It is not even pretended to 
exist under the power to lay duties for revenue. The two 
things are entirely different and involve the exercise of distinct - 
powers. The people of the United States have the right to de- 
mand of the Congress, under the compact entered into, protec- 
tion to our shipping. But this demand can be complied with 
only by the performance of its accepted duty, the honoring of its 
special agreement, the observance of the covenant to enact and 
enforce suitable and legitimate “ navigation laws.” This, and 
this only, is logical and proven by experience to be effectual. 
In the majority report of the Senate on this bill the report sets 
out quite a number of resolutions of various boards of trade, 
chambers of commerce, commercial clubs, and associations of 
different kinds, quoted as indorsing the passage of this or some 
substantially similar bill for the upbuilding of the American 
merchant marine. It will, however, be found upon examining 
these several resolutions that they are not unanimous in their 
support of this or any similar measure. They. are not all for 
ship subsidy. For instance, resolutions of the Trans-Missis- 
sippi Commercial Congress, held in 1903, cited by the committee, 
representing twenty-one States and Territories west of the 
Mississippi, in expressing its sense of the national humiliation 
at the decadence of our oyer-sea American merchant marine and 
its hopes that Congress would enact such laws as would tend 
to build it up and restore it to its former prestige on the seas, 
contain no expression of indorsement of this bill. Of the same 
tenor and to the same effect are the resolutions of the American 
Cotton Manufacturers’ Association, of May 11, 1905; the Board 
of Trade of the State of Maine, of September 22, 1905; the 
National Founders’ Association, of November 15, 1905; the 
Trans-Mississippi Commercial Congress, at Portland, Oreg., on 
August 19, 1905, and others of the number cited, in none of 
which was there any indorsement of this bill or any other pro- 
posing to grant subsidies. 

It is true, sir, that in most of these resolutions there is an 
indorsement of the Senate bill, but as is apparent from all these 
it was done as the only alternative to secure relief, in view of 
the conclusions reported by the majority of the Merchant 
Marine Commission. That Commission, having reported in 
favor of the plan proposed in this bill, it was accepted as a sort 
of ultimatum by the friends and advocates of our shipping in- 
terests and over-sea transportation. Confronted with this, the 
only remedy offered by the party in power, it is not at all amaz- 
ing that some portion of these associated interests, recog- 
nizing the pressing importance and urgent need of an improve- 
ment in our merchant marine, should yield to a policy, though 
obnoxious and offensive to their own sense of justice, rather 
than be denied all hope of relief. Be this as it may, these 
declarations reflect but a very small per cent of the general 
sentiment of the country, and as a rule come from sources that 
will not feel the oppression of the system to the same extent 
as would be suffered by the great masses, while at the same time 
they hope to share its greater benefits. 

The majority report very truthfully states that there is a 
national demand for more ships. This means, of course, in its 
broader sense that our commercial and industrial interests and 
growing trade throughout the country recognize the necessity 
of more American ships and cargo carriers to regain our propor- 
tion of the carrying trade in the commerce of the world, as well 
as to keep pace with the rapid expansion of our domestic and 
foreign commerce. This necessity is conclusively demonstrated 
by the universally admitted fact that we carry less than 10 per 
cent of our own export and import trade, while the balance, of 
over 90 per cent, is carried by foreign ships. All are agreed 
that this is a most deplorable and humiliating situation— 
a situation that is no less sincerely deplored by those who 
shall find themselves compelled to oppose the passage of this 
bill than by those of its most ardent advocates. The various 
objects sought to be accomplished, as specified in its title, meet 
the cordial and earnest approval, I doubt not, of every Mem- 
ber of this House, and would receive their unqualified support 
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if proposed to be accomplished in some legitimate and aceept- 
able way, at least to the extent that such objects may be at- 
tainable by legislation. It is not a question of difference as to 
the desirability of accomplishing the objects expressed in the 
title to this bill, but a difference as to the methods to be em- 
ployed in their attainment. This is the vital point of divergence 
in the views of those who favor and oppose this measure; and 
this difference is the difference between the effort now being 
made through the passage of this bill to donate to certain fa- 
vored interests moneys levied and collected by the Government for 
public purposes under its power of taxation, and the Democratic 
and constitutional method of reviving and restoring in their 
full force and vigor our navigation laws—our once successful 
system of ship protection by discriminating tonnage duties and 
tariff differentials in favor of our merchant marine—under the 
inspiration of which our merchant ships and cargo bearers 
triumphed over all obstacles and for years held the primacy in 
the world's competition in our trans-Atlantic over-sea trans- 
portation and trade. 

This latter system is the only one that comes within the un- 
doubted power of Congress under the commerce clause of the 
Constitution, and the only one which Congress has ever at- 
tempted to establish and enforce. It is the authority under 
which Congress has extended to our lake and coastwise trade 
such effectual and complete protection and made it so maryel- 
ously prosperous and profitable. It is beyond all cavil the only 
method to control and regulate the indirect trade in the com- 
merce of the seas, said to be the most profitable of all ocean 
traffic. Under this system Congress can prescribe the condi- 
tions and terms upon which foreign vessels shall enter and clear 
our ports; can prescribe the rates of tonnage duties to be paid 
by all foreign vessels and ships for the privilege and use of 
our ports and harbors, and may discriminate in the imposition 
of these rates between different countries as the exigencies of 
the situation or case may require. In the exercise of this 
power there is no limit to the discretion of Congress, and it may 
be employed and used to any extent deemed essential to-afford 
adequate protection to foster, promote, and build up our ship- 
ping interests. In aid of the tonnage duties and the protection 
resulting therefrom, if found essential to accomplish the object, 
differential tariff duties may be granted in favor of all articles 
of import brought to our ports in American ships. This policy 
of discriminating tonnage and tariff duties was the policy pur- 
sued which resulted in bringing up our merchant marine to 
such a high state of efficiency in the past, and there exists no 
reason now why a return to this tried and tested policy would 
not again bring similar results. And the beauty about this 
method of relief, is, that it imposes no additional taxes upon the 
people and demands no largess from the Public Treasury. 

But the signal failure of at least two previous efforts to 
pass ship-subsidy bills presented to Congress, though supported 
by the able and powerful advocacy of many of the most in- 
fluential men in the Republican party, is a confession of the 
unpopularity of the whole scheme and has compelled the advo- 
cates of this species of governmental aid to adopt some method 
of legislation that would appear to offer some return and con- 
sideration to the Government for its generosity. With this 
idea prominently in view, the framers of this bill have per- 
formed a feat for which their names deserve to be canonized 
by those who believe in the religion of ship or other sub- 
sidies, and for which their friends and coworkers may justly 
thank them. Realizing that any measure that proposes to 
donate public money to private parties to enable them to con- 
duct their private business is unwarranted by any grant of 
power that Congress possesses and involves a flagrant abuse 
of legislative functions, an inexcusable wrong to the taxpayers 
of the country, and if successful will establish a most vicious 
precedent for future class legislation, they have with apparently 
studied effort and commendable zeal sought to realize the ad- 
vantage of disabusing the public mind of any impression that 
this bill is to aid any such scheme by eliminating from its title 
and throughout its text all mention of the word “subsidy,” a 
term so well known and understood when used in connection 
with legislation of this kind, and the substitution therefor of 
the less familiar, if not more euphonious word “ subyention.” 
Mr. Chairman, it may be a question of speculation whether this 
change of phraseology employed by the architects of this re- 
formed draft of bill owes its inspiration to the patriotic desire 
and sense of obligation to conform to the Presidential fad of 
“simplified spelling” or was really occasioned by their still 
greater sense of obligation and duty to respond to the distress 
call of the poor, famishing ship syndicates for public charity. 

However this may be, it is nevertheless true that they have 
performed a most meritorious service in behalf of the special in- 
terests of shipowners and shipbuilders if they shall have suc- 


ceeded in deluding the public mind into the belief that the gift 
of $5 a ton—provided in the second section of the bill for their 
benefit—is to make any adequate return to the Government or 
to the people and taxpayers of the country. I am aware, sir, 
that it is proposed by the provisions of the third section to im- 
pose certain obligations and duties upon the owner or owners of 
vessels for the performance of which they are required to 
enter into contracts in writing, with sureties, with the Secre- 
tary of Commerce and Labor before they will be entitled to the 
benefits of the provisions of the law. This, it is claimed, fully 
justifies the expenditure proposed to be made by way of this 
“ subvention,” and will furnish an equivalent to the Government. 

Section 2 provides for the character of vessels engaged in our 
foreign trade or deep-sea fisheries that shall be entitled to re- 
ceive the benefits of this act and prescribes the terms and con- 
ditions upon which such payments shall be made. It provides 
that after a certain date mentioned there shall be paid, out of 
the Public Treasury upon estimates to be made and submitted 
therefor, to the owner or owners of any steam vessel of over 
1,000 gross tons, and of any sail vessel of over 200 tons, and 
any fishing vessel of over 20 gross tons hereafter built and reg- 
istered in the United States or now duly registered by a citizen 
or citizens of the United States, including as such citizens any 
corporation created under the laws of the United States or any 
of the States thereof, engaged exclusively as a common carrier 
for the service of the public, subyentions, namely, the sum of 
$5 per gross registered ton for each vessel engaged in the trade 
for a period of twelve months; the sum of $4 per ton for each 
vessel engaged in the trade for the period of nine months or 
over, but less than twelve months; the sum of $2.50 per ton for 
any vessel which, during any twelye months, has been engaged 
in trade for a period of six months or over, but less than nine 
months. 

It will be observed in reading this section that it confines the 
benefit of its provisions exclusively to vessels engaged in our 
foreign trade and the deep-sea fisheries. It has no reference 
to our lake and coastwise trade nor to vessels engaged in trade 
between the United States and the Philippines, except a small 
per cent of the rates prescribed for our foreign trade, until the 
year 1909, when this shall terminate. As suggested, section 3 
requires of each vessel before becoming entitled to share the 
benefits of the act to enter into agreements to perform certain 
conditions—six in all. These conditions are of such a nature 
and character as to make them of small, if any, consideration 
in determining the merits of the measure. The first require- 
ment for national defense or for any public purpose, at any 
time, upon payment to the owner or owners of the fair cash 
value or fair rate of hire, a power the Government already 
possesses and in suitable emergencies has always exercised. 
Second. That the vessel shall carry, free of charge, the 
mails of the United States when the Postmaster-General 
shali require, a thing not likely to happen with a slow freight 
or cargo carrier when we now have many high-speed mail 
lines doing this service. Third. That until July 1, 1912, upon 
each departure of such vessel from the United States at 
least one-sixth, and after July 1, 1912, one-fourth, of the crew 
shall be citizens of the United States, or men who have declared 
their intention to become such; and of the navigating force on 
deck, excluding licensed officers, at least one-half shall be able- 
bodied seamen, who are thereby defined to be men who have had 
two years or more experience on deck at sea or on the Great 
Lakes. 

Fourth. That vessels in the foreign trade shall be of a certain 
class and maintained at that, as shown by certain standards of 
certain associations. * * * 

Fifth. That all ordinary repair or overhauling of vessels shall 
be made in the United States, except in cases where dry docks 
are necessary and no American dry dock of sufficient capacity 
shall be within a distance of 500 miles of the location of the 
ship when the repairs shall be needed. 

Sixth. That a certain proportion of the crews of the vessel 
shall have been enrolled in the naval service after certain dates, 
namely, after July 1, 1908, one-eighth; after July 1, 1912, one- 
sixth; after July 1, 1917, one-fourth: Provided, * * +, 

Section 4 has reference merely to the manner and length of 
time contracts shall be made, as set out in section 3. 

Section 5 provides for the authority of the Postmaster-General 
to make and enter into contracts, for not less than five and not 
more than ten years in duration, with citizens of the United 
States for carrying the mails on steamships hereafter built and 
registered in the United States or now registered.“ * * þe- 
tween ports of the United States and ports on the routes and 
for the amounts prescribed in section 6 of this act... 

Section 6 provides that the Postmaster-General shall establish 
mail service, first, from a port of the Atlantic coast of the 
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United States to Brazil, on steamships of the United States of 
not less than 14 knots speed, for a monthly service, at a maxi- 
mum compensation not exceeding $150,000 a year, or a fort- 
nightly service at a maximum compensation not exceeding 
$300,000 a year. 

Second. From a port on the Atlantic coast of the United 
States to Uruguay and Argentina, on steamships of the United 
States of not less than 14 knots speed, for a monthly sery- 
ice at a maximum compensation not exceeding $187,500 a 
year, or for a fortnightly service at a maximum compensation 
not exceeding $375,000 a year, and so on in the third, fourth, 
fifth, sixth, seventh, eighth, ninth, tenth, and eleventh subdi- 
visions of this section, each providing for the establishment of 
steamship mail service from United States ports on the Atlan- 
tic, Pacific, and Gulf coasts to various foreign countries with 
certain prescribed speed requirements and at a compensation 
not exceeding a certain maximum. This section proposes the 
establishment of ten new mail routes to South America, Central 
America, Cuba, Africa, and Asia, and other southern countries, 
and authorizes the Postmaster-General to make contracts with 
shipowners at a maximum expenditure of $2,912,000 annu- 
ally as extra pay and compensation to the steamship owner 
or owners with which such contracts shall have been made for 
the mail service to be rendered by them under the terms of 
their contracts. This service is to be additional to that re- 
quired of the vessels sharing in the subventions, under sections 
two and three of the bill, and the compensation to be paid in 
addition to that provided for the vessels mentioned and de- 
scribed in said sections. So that the total cost of the proposed 
scheme of this bill will be the bounties paid out on the gross 
tonnage of ships and vessels engaged, or to hereafter engage in 
our foreign trade and deep-sea fisheries, without reference to 
the amount of freight or cargo they carry, together with the 
sum estimated to be paid to the new steamship mail lines, plus 
the sums authorized to be paid to members of the naval re- 
serve, authorized by the first section of the bill. 

It is difficult to say just how many of our registered vessels 
are to-day engaged in our foreign trade, but, excluding steamers 
drawing subyentions for carrying ocean mail, which are barred 
from the benefits of sections 2 and 3, the number of such vessels 
of all classes and dimensions that were employed in foreign com- 
merce for more than six months during the calendar year ending 
December 31, 1904, was 152, as stated in the minority report on 
this bill, and of these they state fully one-half were sail vessels 
of comparatively small tonnage. Of the 56 steamships, of which 
there were 23 on the Atlantic and 33 on the Pacific, there is 
said to be scarcely one of the type which is sought to be de- 
veloped by this bill. The eighth section of this bill is designed 
to exploit an additional source of profit and revenue for the 
shipping interests, under the guise and pretense of encouraging 
training and instruction of young boys and, young men in sea- 
manship or engineering in our foreign trade, and proposes to pay 
to any vessel of the United States that may have carried on any 
foreign voyage a boy or boys, a citizen or citizens of the United 
States under the age of 21 years, suitably trained during 
such yoyage in seamanship or engineering, in the proportion 
of one for such vessel, and in addition one for each 1,000 tons 
of her net registered tonnage, an allowance equal to 80 per 
cent of the tonnage duties paid in respect of the entry in the 
United States of that vessel from that voyage, provided, etc., 
+ „ + that this shall cease after July 1, 1908, except as to 
any such boy who may be enrolled as seaman, third class, in the 
naval reserve or is an apprentice indentured in accordance with 


law. 

Sir, this is but another of those skillful devices with which 
this whole bill is interwoyen, to cloak under cover of some 
plausible pretense of public benefit an extortion from the pub- 
lic Treasury of additional pelf to the poverty-stricken benefi- 
ciaries of this bill. If any possible advantage can accrue to the 
Government in return for this valuable favor, it is so infinitesi- 
mal that it has escaped the detection of its critics and has not 
been pointed out by its friends. The ninth and tenth sections 
of the bill are merely formal provisions that do not in any sub- 
stantial manner affect the merits of the questions, and hence 
are not important. It is estimated by the Commission that the 
total expenditures for the first year under the operation of this 
bill will be $1,283,250; second year, $3,517,000; third year, 
$5,282,000; fourth year, $5,882,000. The belief is further ex- 
pressed by the Commission that at the end of five years the 
increased draft upon the Treasury will be confined to the in- 
crease of tonnage of the hard-working cargo ships, and that 
this increase will probably amount to 150,000 tons annually, 
and will on the average result in an annual increase of expendi- 
ture of about $500,000. This estimate, however, is purely specu- 
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lative, and must, in the very nature of the case, be so in the 
absence of data to verify such calculations. But assuming that 
this is an approximately correct calculation, it would make the 
expenditure for the sixth year $6,382,000, and each year there- 
after add the sum of $500,000 during the continuance of the 
law. ‘This addition annually of 150,000 tons would only increase 
our merchant marine by from forty to fifty steamers or sail 
vessels according to the report, and assuming further, which 
assumption is not borne out by any facts or estimates contained 
in the report of either the committee or Commission, that un- 
der the practical operation of the bill it would add as many as 
forty to fifty vessels, aggregating a tonnage of as much as 
150,000 for each year of its existence, this would only increase 
the tonnage of our merchant marine 1,500,000 in the period of 
the ten years to which the law is limited, and would prove 
wholly inefficient and inadequate to realize the hopes of its ad- 
yocates. If our present merchant marine of 900,000 tons is only 
capable of carrying about 8 per cent of our present foreign trade, 
this addition of new tonnage of 1,500,000 would increase our 
carrying capacity to only about 21 per cent of our present vol- 
ume of trade, and this is not very reassuring to the advocates 
of this bill, who profess to have confidence in its efficiency to 
again restore our supremacy in the carrying trade of our foreign 
commerce. 

But it is further claimed that the mail subventions to the 
ten new regular lines would add from 200,000 to 300,000 tons 
of high-class steam tonnage to the Naval Reserve. Even admit- 
ting this to be true, it does not materially aid our friends who 
are pressing this bill, as I understand; in the interests of our 
cargo and freight carriers and to benefit our people in the ad- 
vantages they are supposed to derive in the saving of freight 
rates and charges and the economies of increased shipping fa- 
cilities for their over-sea commerce, and not from any pressing 
needs in our foreign mail facilities; and this additional tonnage 
of fast-mail steamers is less important and does not afford the 
same benefit to our commerce as do the steam and sail vessels, 
especially adapted to cargo and freight transportation. It may 
be, and doubtless would be, true, that these mail steamers would 
carry more or less cargo and would prove valuable adjuncts to 
our merchant marine, as well as aid to the Navy and Naval Re- 
serve. But, conceding all that can be claimed for them and al- 
lowing that they would constitute an efficient part of our mer- 
chant marine, this additional tonnage of, say, 300,000 to the 
merchant tonnage would bring it up to 2,700,000 tons. This 
amount of tonnage would still be less by 14,269,000 tons than 
Great Britain possessed in 1904, and less than Germany now 
has by 693,000 tons, and would, according to the ratio of effi- 
ciency of our present merchant ships, have the capacity to carry 
only about 24 per cent of our foreign commerce. According to 
the estimate made, it requires about 112,516 tons of our Amer- 
ican merchant marine to carry 1 per cent of our foreign over-sea 
trade, and the 2,700,000 tons, the highest point attainable under 
the provisions of this bill, according to the niost extravagant 
estimate of its friends, would therefore have a carrying capacity 
of about $712,800,000 in value of our over-sea trade. If, there- 
fore, the total product of tonnage created by this bill, added to 
our present 900,000 tons, will have a carrying capacity of only 
$712,800,000 in value of our trade—just 24 per cent of the total 
then it is perfectly apparent that the statement made in thé 
majority report—that this bill will enable the United States to 
carry under its own flag from 30 to 40 per cent—is not only a 
gross exaggeration of its potentiality, but wholly misleading and 
deceptive. 

If, sir, this estimate is anything near a correct computation of 
the benefits to be received under the provisions of the bill as re- 
gards our increased carrying capacity of exports and imports, 
the vital feature of the measure, it falls far short of realizing 
the claims of its proponents and advocates. They claim. and 
with apparently much confidence assert, that with this bill en- 
acted into law it would enable the United States to carry under 
its own flag, not 10 per cent as now, of its own imports and ex- 
ports, but 30 or 40 per cent, earning for our own country, instead 
of $20,000,000, from $60,000,000 to $80,000,000 a year in freight 
and passenger receipts. And it is this phase of the argument 
that most strongly appeals to popular favor. If, then, it is ca- 
pable of demonstration that this assurance can not be realized, 
and that these predictions in behalf of the measure are not well 
founded; if it is once made manifest that, however candid the 
arguments advanced, they stand unsupported and lack the con- 
firmation of facts, reason, or precedents to sustain them, as we 
think we have shown they do, then I take it that the position of 
the friends of this bill is greatly weakened if not entirely de- 
stroyed. I know, sir, that it is suggested in the report of the 
majority of the committee that of the 900,000 tons of registered 
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shipping, of vessels classed as engaged in our over-sea voyages, 
there is not to exceed 500,000 tons, or a little over one-half of it 
regularly engaged in this service. That there is a large per cent 
of these old and unprofitable to operate, but if this be true, as it 
doubtless is, the same will in a large measure also be true with 
our proposed new additions thereto. As new vessels are built 
and placed in commission, old ones will become worn, disabled, 
and retired from active service. There will always be of any 
merchant marine that may be established a certain per cent of 
the vessels included in the estimated tonnage that is unsea- 
worthy and useless-to the trade. Hence for this, if for no other 
reason, it may be safely concluded that the earning capacity of 
our foreign shipping proposed to be created by this bill will fall 
short of expectations. 

Then again, Mr. Chairman, when you come to analyze the 
situation and soberly reflect upon the theory of this bill, it 
fails utterly to satisfy the inquiring and thoughtful mind that 
it will be worth its cost to the Government. When we consider 
that Great Britain has a merchant marine of about 17,000,000 
tons; Germany a merchant marine of about 3,500,000 tons; 
France over 1,500,000 tons, and Norway and Italy about the 
same, all engaged in active competition for their share of the 
world’s trade upon the open seas; and when in addition to 
this we are told that England is now paying out large sums in 
aid of her marine service, and will continue to expend yearly 
about $6,000,000 in subventions for the encouragement of her 
imperial shipping and commerce; that France is annually ex- 
pending about $8,000,000 for this same purpose; that Italy and 
Japan, with less than half our population and much greater 
disproportion in resources, are each expending from $3,000,000 
to $4,000,000 annually for a like purpose, we can begin to appre- 
ciate how futile the attempt made by this bill to meet and 
‘overcome such competition and reduce in any material degree 
the rate of freight charges now prevailing. But the claim is 
made in behalf of this bill, through its advocates, that we 
should adopt a like policy of government subsidy with those of 
our foreign competitors in order to equalize or neutralize the 
advantages thus given them. This is founded upon an assump- 
tion that has no foundation in fact. This theory is based upon the 
unwarranted assumption that these, our foreign rivals, have 
been granting subsidies to their merchant ships and vessels. 
This is, however, untrue, and in every instance to which ref- 
erence has been made, investigation will prove that what pur- 
ports to be a “subvention” or relief granted by these foreign 
governments to their shipping interests, are not in reality sub- 
sidies at all, in the sense that this bill proposes, but were in 
every case granted and paid to certain vessels of approved pat- 
terns as compensation for some special service rendered the 
government; as for instance, to facilitate the carrying of mail 
or some other governmental service required to be rendered 
under special contract or agreement, just as we are to-day pay- 
ing and have been paying for several years under the postal-aid 
law of 1891 to the 20-knot speed American line of steamers from 
New York to Plymouth, Cherbourg, and Southampton, for 
carrying our mail under contract at the rate of $757,000 an- 
nually; and as we are paying some others of our fast-line 
steamers engaged in the United States mail and other serv- 
ice. 

This kind of Government aid, if it may be so designated, has 
never been regarded in the nature of a gratuity, but compensa- 
tion for valuable services performed. And while in some cases 
it may be that the amount of compensation paid is so dispro- 
portionate to the amount and value of the service rendered that 
it might well be suspected that the formality of a pretended con- 
tract for this purpose was a mere disguise to mask a real sub- 
sidy, yet the ostensible object in view was compensation for a 
supposed adequate return to the Government. So it is with the 
alleged subsidies and subventions claimed to have been paid by 
these foreign governments to their shipping industries. And in 
this bill it is likewise proposed to pay an annual sum of $2,665,- 
000 of mail subventions to new lines to be established under its 
provisions. How much more it may finally amount too, if the 
policy here proposed is once adopted, no one can venture to pre- 
dict. But this bill proposes to go further than this. It pro- 
poses to enter upon an entirely new and untried experiment— 
to inaugurate a scheme of governmental aid to the business of 
one class of our citizens to the exclusion of all others, but at 
their expense—of granting a subsidy, pure and simple, to our 
shipowners and shipbuilders. It proposes to make, or authorize 
to be made, an appropriation out of the Public Treasury of the 
sum of at least $1,050,000 for the first year, $1,250,000 for the 
second year, $1,750,000 for the third year, $2,250,000 for the 
fourth year; and so on with this annual geometrical increase 
until it reaches the sum of $5,250,000 for the tenth year, at which 
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point the beneficent and all-merciful authors of this bill have 
kindly set the limit. 
These are some of the harsh and cruel exactions of the ship- 


owners and shipbuilders of the United States from the Amer- 
‘ican taxpayers for which they offer no return. Oh,“ they say, ` 


“it will furnish the United States Navy a naval reserve of 
10,000 well-trained and experienced men to enter that service 
in the event of war or public danger;” that a certain per cent 
of the officers and crew of each of the vessels sharing in this 
governmental generosity shall be enrolled as volunteers in the 
Naval’ Reserve, until it shall reach the maximum of 10,000, 
who shall be subject to certain instructions, rules, and regula- 
tions to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy, and to do 
service in the Navy when called upon by the Government; 
that these men and officers shall be enrolled for a period of 
four years and shall be citizens by birth or naturalization, and 
shall be paid a retainer for each year they are so enrolled as 
a gratuity out of the public treasury at the end of each year 
at from $110 to $24 each, according to the rating of capacity 
to perform such service. The total annual expenditure for this 
purpose as provided in the bill is estimated by the majority 
report, for the first year at $150,000; for the second year, 
$300,000; for the third year, $400,000; for the fourth year, 
$500,000, when it shall have reached the maximum, and from 
this on it shall remain a perpetual charge on the Government 
at the rate of one-half million annually. 

Now, will some gentleman kindly answer what is proposed 
as a return for this enormous expenditure of the people’s taxes? 
Nothing, except that in the remote contingency of war we might 
have this little army of paid and pampered recruits from all 
sections of the world enlisted and organized as a band of re- 
tainers through questionable if not purely mercenary motives 
in many cases, and without ever expecting or hoping to be called 
upon to perform the service contemplated. How many would 
respond to the call when made, if ever? Who can tell? No 
penalty or punishment is prescribed for failure. What general 
or admiral trained to his duties and conscious of his responsi- 
bilities would care to risk the fate of his army or ships in the 
hands of such volunteers? Sir, I apprehend he would prefer the 
ranks of his fighting force to come from the great body of pa- 
triotic citizens; men who when they volunteer in the service of 
their country to do so from lofty, patriotic motives, and with an 
appreciation of and courage to meet the dangers and perils of 
war. I believe, sir, that this would be a far better and more 
reliable resource on which to rely in such a national emergency 
than the heterogeneous organization proposed by this bill. 

Again, what will be thought, what must be thought, by the 
taxpayers and great body of our people of the proposition of 
organizing and maintaining at the public expense, at a cost 
of one-half million dollars annually, this army of 10,000 men 
constituting a part. of the crews and officers of our steamers 
and ships and ocean vessels, who are already engaged in em- 
ployments in the service of the rich and powerful corporations, 
at far better wages than a large per cent of our laboring peo- 
ple are receiving in other fields of toil upon the mere ground 
that we might some time im the future—when, no one knows; 
no one can tell; perhaps never—have occasion to use them in 
the service of the Navy in a war that is not likely soon to hap- 
pen. If I know anything of the temper of the American peo- 
ple, and of their sentiment upon this subject, I believe, sir, if 
given a chance to express themselves, they would tein to 
this demand by an overwhelming protest. 

Not only so, Mr. Chairman, but, sir, this protest 18 already 
being made, and, strange to say, by the very men in whose in- 
terest they would have the country believe they, in large meas- 
ure, propose this legislation. It is maintained that one of the 
reasons why our shipbuilders and shipowners should be granted 
this bounty is that they are compelled to pay higher wages to 
American seamen and wage-workers in the construction of our 
ships and their operation than European countries, and that 
this subsidy is therefore necessary to maintain this high rate 
of wages and equalize the difference between these high Ameri- 
can rates and the low European cost of labor. They further 
attempt to convey the impression that our American seamen 
are favoring this bill. Let them speak for themselves. I have 
here, sir, a copy of the resolutions adopted by the International 
Seamen’s Union at a meeting held in Boston, Mass., December 
3 to 12, 1906, sent to me through the mail by its secretary and 
treasurer, one William H. Frazier, on January 2, 1907, and I 
have no doubt that other Members of this House have received 
similar copies. These resolutions are so pertinent, strong, and 
expressive of the views held by this large class of men engaged 
in and dependent upon their employment in this branch of the 
sea service, and speak with such intelligence, force, and knowl- 
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edge of the subject, that I think they deserve a permanent place 
in the records of this House and of the country, and I there- 
fore propose to incorporate them as part of my remarks at this 
very point. They are as follows: 


OFFICE OF SECRETARY-TREASURER, 
INTERNATIONAL SEAMEN’S UNION OF AMERICA, 
14 Lewis STREET, Boston, Mass. 


Whereas the so-called “ship-subsidy bill” is still being vigorously 
pushed; and 

Whereas we are informed that threats are applied to public men, and 
especially Members of Congress who refuse to indorse or assist in the 
passage of the same through the House of Representatives; and 

Whereas some body calling itself the Maritime Trades Council of New 
York and vicinity,” probably maritime because there are no mariners 
in it, are either consciously or unconsciously misrepresenting the nature 
of the bill in communications sent to all local or national trades 
unions whose address they can obtain, including in the same blank 
forms or resolutions to be adopted, signed, sealed, and forwarded to 
Congressmen urging the passage of this measure: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, By the eleventh annual convention of the International Sea- 
men’s Union of America, that we hereby warn all organizations of work- 
pees against these communications coming from this so-called 
“ Maritime Trades Council” concerning such shipping bill; and we 
hereby declare the information sent out to be misleading to the reader 
in this, that it misrepresents both the shipping bill itself, the purpose 
S it was drawn, and what it will accomplish if enacted; 

urther 

Resolved, That as seamen, representing seamen, and having given 
careful consideration to the bill, we protest against its enactment into 
law for the following reasons: 

1. Section 1 provides for the establishment of a Naval Reserve into 
which seamen within a certain standard of health and age shall be ad- 
mitted, and offers us a bonus, for which we never asked and against 
which we most emphatically protest. When this country need men 
we always volunteered, and Congress has no right to assume that we 
will do otherwise in the future. 

2. Subsection 6 of section 3 and section 7 provide: That the owners 
are not to receive the subsidy unless an increasingly large number of 
naval reserves be carried in their vessels. This makes industrial em- 
ployment contingent upon enlistment in the Navy during the seaman's 
entire military age, and it is a more drastic form of conscription than 
is pow practiced by any country. 

. Section 1 puts us absolutely under the authority of the Secretary 
of the Navy after this compulsory enlistment has been completed, to 
“receive such instructions and be subject to such regulations as the 
Secretary of the Navy may prescribe.” To refuse would mean punish- 
ment for desertion under naval regulations. 

4. The bonus shall only be paid on condition that we have served 
in some private vessel to the satisfaction of the owner thereof for six 
months or more during the pronona twelve months. The bonus shall 
be paid “on certificate by the Commissioner of Navigation that such 
member has served satisfactorily for at least six months—on some mer- 
chant vessel of. the United States.” Since none but the owner or 
master of the vessel ean give such certificate, the receipt of the bonus 
will depend upon the g will of the owner of the vessel. The em- 
ployer therefore could, and, as we know him, we know that ke would 
reduce the present all too-low wages by so much as the Government 
would be paying. To dispute his right to determine the rate of wages 
would be to fail in getting that certificate of good conduct necessary to 
get the bonus. 

5. This bill makes the seaman’s bread dependent, first. upon service 
in the Navy in both peace and war, second, being capable of obtaining 
and retaining the good will of his individual employer. 

6. He can not, like an honest man, refuse to accept money which he 
has not eartied; he must either so behave himself as to fail to get a 
certificate of good conduct, he must leave the calling or he must ac- 
cept, no matter if what self-respect he may possess is thereby wounded 
or destroyed. = 

7. He must at all times be ready to go to war upon call of the Presi- 
dent against anybody, in any cause, for anybody; he may not, like a 
citizen may, refuse to serve until the President shall, by the need of 
pe country, deem it proper to call upon all men in the country's 

efense. 

8. We protest against being used as a key to open the Treasury and 
as a pack mule fo carry away the plunder. We are too ill paid and 
poor to live like other men; but we have yet, in spite of our status 
under the law and the pity with which we are considered, sufficient 
self-respect to appreciate the true value of the gift which this bill con- 
templates forcing upon us. 


Sir, in view of this comment upon the provisions of this bill 
by the men who constitute the crews and operating force of our 
merchant marine, and from whose ranks it is proposed to re- 
cruit and enroll the contingent naval reserve, it would seem 
that much of the glare and glitter of its patriotic features, its 
patriotic pretensions, have vanished like Ben Adhem’s vision. 
No, sir, I will not permit myself to believe that any ingenuous 
advocate of this proposed measure will further imperil its fate 
or prospect of success, if any it has, by any such folly as this. 
Nor do I imagine that he will persist in the equally absurd effort 
to justify the exceptional claims of our shipowners and ship- 
builders and other kindred predatory millionaires upon the 
Public Treasury or taxpayers of the country. Sir, it will not 
do to insist upon or attempt to justify any such a theory as this 
until its sponsors are ready and willing to admit its equal ap- 
plication to the wheat grower, corn grower, and cotton planter. 
They, too, many of them, have become embarrassed and cramped. 
They, too, many of them, have been left in the race of competi- 
tion with other more fayored and fortunate competitors; this 
most worthy and deserving class of our citizens would doubtless 
appreciate the advantages of having the difference between the 
productive capacities of their worn and exhausted farms and 
plantations, and the expense of fertilizing stimulus, and the 
fresh and vigorous soils of the better improved and newer fields 


with which they are compelled to compete equalized through 


some governmental agency—by a subsidy or bounty—but if one 


or more of these should be moved by the hard lines into which 
they have fallen to ask the Government for a subsidy or bounty, 
a howl of indignant protest would first be heard from these 
guardian saints and patriotic defenders of the national honor 
and its Public Treasury. 

The only reasons assigned by the majority why they think the 
policy proposed by this bill is preferable to the old historic policy 
of discriminating duties which this Government maintained 
from its beginning down to 1849, and even as late as 1886, with 
certain intervening changes and modifications, is, first, the dif- 
ference in our mercantile conditions between the first half ef 
the nineteenth century and our present conditions. Since then 
it is contended that under the liberal provisions of the laws of 
1815, 1828, 1849, and 1886, offering reciprocity to the various 
foreign countries who were willing to accept the terms proposed 
in those laws, there have been made and entered into some thirty 
commercial treaties with foreign powers, by the terms of which 
discriminating tariff and tonnage duties are prohibited. It is 
admitted that this is not an insuperable objection and that these 
treaties may all be abrogated by one year’s notice, ete. As al- 
ready stated, most of these treaties are now obsolete by reason 
of the violation of their terms by foreign governments and other 
failures to observe them. But where this is not the case it is 
not pretended that any particular difficulty would likely be ex- 
perienced in terminating them by notice, as provided by their 
terms. Secondly, it is insisted that if we returned to this policy 
of discriminating duties that other governments would retaliate 
by assessing against our vessels and exports discriminating 
duties, especially our agricultural and manufactured products. | 

An all-sufficient answer to this argument is that the principal 
European countries, who are our strongest rivals in the com- 
merce upon the ocean and which own most of the merchant 
ships engaged in over-sea trade in competition with us, can not 
afford to invite a commercial war of this kind for the reason, 
among many others, that they are dependent upon us for much 
of their food products and other necessary supplies, and if they 
might by retaliatory measures have the power to cripple our 
merchant fleets, they would be deterred from this course by 
self-interest. It must be remembered that while many changes 
have taken place since the early part of the nineteenth century 
in our commercial conditions and relations, these changes have 
not been against, but in our favor; then we were a compara- 
tively weak nation so far as our foreign trade was concerned, 
with a small and insignificant Navy, undeveloped national re- 
sources, and our industrial system yet in its infancy. We were 
then a debtor nation with the balance of trade against us. 
If with all these disadvantages against us we were then able 
to maintain our system of trade regulations and successfully 
protect our shipping interest against the old, strong, and well- 
established Governments of Great Britain, Germany, France, 
and other less powerful governments of Europe, and controlled 
at that time with our merchant marine as much as 94 per cent 
of our entire over-sea trade, it would seem now, standing as we 
do the acknowledged greatest power among the nations of the 
earth in the strength of our national resources, in our credit, 
the volume of our domestic and foreign commerce, and in the 
development of our manufacturing and industrial system, we 
need have, it seems to me, sir, but little fear of the claim urged 
that other nations might or would be able, by any system of re- 
taliation to which they might resort, defeat that policy so suc- 
cessfully pursued in the earlier days of the Republic. I, for 
one, sir, refuse to believe this. 

I for one refuse to give up my faith in the plan and policy de- 
vised by the wisdom of the fathers, under which our merchant 
marine achieyed such remarkable success, at the bidding of the 
cohorts of modern graft and greed. But, say the advocates of 
this special interest, this old policy can not now be made effec- 
tual, because under the provisions of the Dingley tariff law the 
large per cent of our imports are on the free list, and unless a 
change is made and these articles are placed on the dutiable 
list our discriminating tariff duties could not be made effective; 
that from 45 to 47 per cent of our entire imports come in free of 
duty—that is, in value, and in bulk probably as much as 60 or 
70 per cent. In other words, unless the free list is abolished, 
discriminating duties can not be applied to the encouragement 
of more than 40 per cent, or a little less than one-half, of our 
American shipping engaged in foreign trade. It is said that 
when the policy of tariff discriminations was so successfully ap- 
plied for the encouragement of our foreign shipping nearly all 
imports were dutiable, and such a thing as a free list was 
scarcely known. And then they suggest that if the free list is 
abolished and these free articles are made dutiable it would so 
enhance the cost of living and of certain crude materials for our 
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manufacturing that the people would never submit to it. This 
character of argument is, to say the least, a little strange to come 
from these orthodox stand-patters and high priests of protection, 
but they can always be relied upon in emergencies, and this is 
one of them, and hence they employ an argument to support a 
ship-subsidy steal which they just as readily repudiate in the 
defense of a tariff robbery. 

But what is consistency between friends, especially between 
friends of ship subsidy and high-tariff protection? This argu- 
ment is invoked evidently but for one purpose and one purpose 
only, and that is to induce the belief, if possible, that if the 
policy for which the Democratic party stands—to encourage and 
again build up our American merchant marine by wholesome 
navigation laws and discriminating duties—it would require all 
articles now on the free list to be placed on the dutiable list, 
and thereby raise the price of living in order to make that policy 
effective. Democrats, however, are not so unfortunate as Re- 
publicans in this contest. They do not haye to reverse their posi- 
tion on any question or ask for the imposition of any additional 
burdens on the people to secure the relief for which they con- 
tend. It is true, sir, that we have many articles of imports on 
the free list, and only wish there were more, if this brings to the 
people such a boon as our Republican friends now say it does. 
. The shipowners and shipbuilders of this country have no right 
to expect, much less to demand, that they be given protection at 
the expense of the sacrifice of the whole earth. 

It is said in the majority report that when the Merchant Ma- 
rine Commission was first organized and started out upon its 
investigation of this subject that probably a majority of its 
members who had any positive views upon the subject were 
strongly in favor of another trial of the policy of discriminating 
duties, and believed that that course would be recommended to 
Congress. That from the very beginning of the inquiry power- 
ful arguments for the discriminating-duty plan was advanced 
by the Maritime Association of the Port of New York and 
other prominent bodies interested in our foreign shipping, ii- 
cluding many leading shipowners and shipbuilders, merchants, 
and manufacturers throughout the country. But when they 
came to investigate our trade conditions they found that the 
trade with South America and the Orient could not be gained 
for American ships unless the free list was abolished; that they 
discovered that about 82 per cent of our entire import trade 
from South and Central America was on the free list; that in 
our trade with China, Japan, India, and the Orient about 61 
per cent of our imports were on the free list, and hence dis- 
criminating duties could not adequately encourage American 
shipping to engage more largely in the commerce of these coun- 
tries unless we abolished the free list and made these imports 
dutiable. 

In answer to this argument it may be replied that while it 
may be true, as suggested, that our free list now is much larger 
than it was when the policy of discriminating duties was so ef- 
fectual, yet it is equally true that the volume of our trade with 
those countries has grown marvelously since then and the per 
cent of dutiable articles now will favorably compare with our 
total trade at that time, and this leaves us a fair margin in that 
trade against which this policy can be enforced. Besides it is 
conceded, or if not conceded it is a well-known fact that none of 
these countries are ship-owning and ship-operating countries, and 
that the great bulk of their commerce is being carried in foreigu 
vessels and by foreign tonnage, principally owned and con- 
trolled by European countries, with whom the very large per 
cent of our foreign trade is had; and it is admitted that if like 
conditions existed between our country and the South and Cen- 
tral American countries and the Far East as prevail between 
this country and those of Europe, this objection would not be 
tenable, for it is stated in the Commission’s report that not to 
exceed 28 per cent of our imports from Europe are on the free 
list, and not to exceed 17 per cent of those from Cuba. 

“ But,” says the majority report, “ having given careful and 
painstaking investigation to the subject, the majority of the 
Commission were induced to change their minds from discrimi- 
nating duties to the scheme of ‘subventions,’ as provided in this 
Senate bill.“ And this, by the way, Mr. Chairman, was neither 
new nor novel, for it may be here recalled that the Republican 
party, to which, I am informed, the members joining in the ma- 
jority report of the Commission belong, and with whose views 
and sentiments upon this subject they are in entire accord and 
sympathy, performed a like feat with great, if not equal, facility 
immediately after the campaign of 1896. Sir, the Republican 
party can no longer surprise the country or achieve new no- 
toriety by this kind of acrobatic performance, and it would be a 
vain and thankless task for any of its adherents at this late 
day to attempt to redeem it from a fault, if such it be, that not 
only inheres in its warf and woof, but in which it glories, and 


for which it has become historic. At the St. Louis convention 
in 1896 the Republican party, the party now in control, and 
which has been in control since that time of every department 
of the Government, incorporated in its platform the following 
declaration upon this identical subject. It reads as follows: 


We favor restoring the American policy of discriminating duties for the 
9 of our merchant marine and the protection of our shipping in 
the foreign carrying trade, so that American ships, the product of 
American labor employed in American shipyards, sailing under the Stars 
and Stripes, and manned, officered, and owned by Americans, may regain 
the carrying of our foreign commerce. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, here is the record of the Republican 
party, and, I submit, a more emphatic, clear cut, and unequivocal 
declaration could not well be phrased in the English language, 
indorsing and pledging your party to what you here say is the 
“American policy,” the policy that the Democratic party has 
always maintained and now maintains is the only proper, legit- 
imate, and effective policy to rebuild and restore our merchant 
marine to its wonted prestige, power, and glory upon the seas. 

But, Mr. Chairman, in addition to all this we have now 
reached the high-water mark of our history in our foreign and 
international trade. Our imports during the year just closed 
aggregated the stupendous sum of $1,226,562,446, and our exports 
the no less astonishing sum of $1,740,864,500, making the total 
aggregate of our foreign trade $2,970,426,946, an increase of 
$334,000,000 over that for the preceding year of 1905. Not only 
this, Mr, Chairman, but the annual report of the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor for the year just passed—1906—shows 


that of this increase in our imports and exports it occurred ` 


chiefly in our trade with Europe, North America, and Asia. 
Here is what he says. I quote from his report at page 27: 

The increase in imports during the year occurred chiefly in trade with 
Europe, North America, and Asia, the increase in imports from Europe 
being ninety-three millions; from North America, eight millions; from 
Asia, eighteen millions, while imports from South erica showed a 
decrease of ten millions, due mainly to a reduction in the quantity of 
coffee imported from Brazil. The exports to 8 increased one hun- 
dred and seventy-nine millions, due chiefly to an increase in the quan- 
tity of breadstuffs and provisions available for foreign markets—to 
North America forty-eight millions and to South America eighteen and 
one-fourth millions. e exports to Asia show a decrease of $23,000,- 
000, occurring chiefly in trade with Japan and China. The exports to 
Japan during the year were thirteen millions less than those of 1905, 
and those to China ten millions less. 


These figures, Mr. Chairman, confirm and more than vindicate 
the position taken by the opponents of this measure, namely, 
that_the strongest argument advanced in its favor, to wit, that 
we can not safely return to the policy of protection by discrimi- 
nating duties, is wholly unsupported by facts and is without 
justification in reason. But this is not all. To still further show 
the utter fallacy of the contention thus made, I call attention in 
this connection to the receipts of the Government for the fiscal 
year 1906 and the amount of revenue derived from our customs 
duties alone. The total amount of receipts from all-sources is 
$594,454,121.67; total receipts from customs duties, $300,251,- 
877.77, an increase of $38,453,020.86 from this same source over 
the previous year, with an estimated total reyenue for the year 
1907 of $607,243,037.41. An analysis of the items and sources 
of these receipts, as shown by the report of thé Treasurer of the 
United States, shows that the burden of taxation falls about 
equally upon foreign imports and domestic products. When, 
therefore, we contrast this array of facts and figures shown from 
official sources with the statements made in support of the con- 
tention urged by the ship subsidy advocates it furnishes a com- 
plete refutation and demonstrates most conclusively the soph- 
istry of their arguments and hopelessness of their cause. 

Now, in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, let us concede all that is 
claimed by the honorable and learned gentlemen who made 
and submitted the majority report in favor of this bill, and all 
that is contended by those who are supporting this measure 
upon the point of the difference in our commercial conditions 
and the situation between the earlier days of the Republic and 
to-day, and contrast those conditions with reference to our mer- 
chant marine. It is said that at the close of Washington's 
Administration our merchant vessels carried 92 per cent of our 
entire over-sea trade. At that time our total registered ton- 
nage was only 123,893, but a small per cent more of tonnage 
than is now required to carry 1 per cent of our present immense 
volume of foreign trade. Now we have more than 900,000 tons 
of registered shipping engaged in our foreign trade, and it hus 
a capacity to carry less than 8 per cent of our trade. A most 
striking and interesting contrast, indeed, Mr. Chairman. Again, 
if we shall realize the full measure of the productive capacity 
of this bill, if it should ever become a law, and I sincerely 
trust it may not, we will then have, potentially at least, a 
merchant marine with a carrying capacity of not to exceed 
$712,800,000 in value of our foreign over-sea commerce, less than 
one-fourth of the whole, and in order that we might be able 
to carry even half of our imports and exports we would have 
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to have just double the amount of tonnage proposed by this 
bill, or an increase to at least 5,400,000 tons, and if we carried 
three-fourths we would have to have three times as much, or 
8,100,000 tons, and if we carried all we would be required to 
have four times as much, or 10,800,000 tons. 

Our foreign shipping at this time is carrying 92 per cent of 
our commerce—last year amounting to $2,970,426,954. A high 
authority of world-wide reputation as a statistician, M. G. 
Mulhall, estimates average sea freights at 8 per cent of the 
value of the goods. This makes our annual freight bill $237,- 
638,156, of which sum we pay to foreign shipping the sum of 
$212,466,113. The proposed “subvention scheme” of this bill 
would not reduce this drain to any perceptible extent. When 
we carried this 92 per cent of our commerce, we could import 
far beyond our export mark with perfect safety. Now we 
ean not. It requires over $500,000,000 annually to balance our 
commerce—in exports or cash. A change, say the friends of 
this scheme, has taken place since the first half of the nine- 
teenth century in our commercial and trade conditions. Yes, 
indeed, sir; aud if it were possible for the men who wrought 
and achieved in the beginning of the nineteenth century to view 
the dawn of the twentieth with all the marvelous changes and 
wonderful development in the means and methods of our pro- 
duction and transportation, our national industrial and manu- 
facturing resources, their astonishment would defy expression. 
And not the least of the things that would challenge their sur- 
prise and excite their amazement would be.the proposition of the 
Republican part¥ to reverse and set aside a policy instituted by 
their wisdom and sanctioned by the experience and traditions 
of the Republic and to substitute therefor this modern Re- 
publican system of spoliation, graft, and greed. 

Yes, sir; we are proud of our achievements in the past, but 
our national pride is still more exalted when we view and con- 
trast our conditions as a nation in the early half of the nine- 
teenth century with the phenomenal achievements of the inter- 
vening years of our history, with the sum total of our national 
wealth, strength, and power at the beginning of the twentieth 
century. Verily, indeed, we stand to-day upon the very verge of 
realizing the prophecy of Tennyson— 


For I dipt into the future, far as human eye could see, 
Saw the vision of the world and all the wonders that would be; 
w the heavens fill with commerce, argosies of magic sails, 
ilots of the purple twilight, dropping down with costly bales. 


But, sir, all this boasted wealth, strength, and power has not 
been the result of always wise, judicious, and patriotic laws. 
Indeed, quite the contrary has often been true, as, for instance, 
in the case of our merchant marine. If, therefore, we shall 
hope to meet the just expectations of the American people and 
realize their anticipations—always deeply concerned in all that 
involves the honor, integrity, and renown of their country, 
ready and willing at all times, with the sacrifice of life and 
treasure, if needs be, to protect, defend, and preserve its insti- 
tutions—we must turn from the “dead sea fruit“ of this bill, 
that would impose a burden of more than $25,000,000 annually 
upon the taxpayers of the nation and all this without hope of the 
fulfillment of its prophecy, to that historic policy of the early 
days òf the Republic, so aply and eloquently described in the Re- 
publican platform of 1896 as the true American policy ”—the 
policy for which the Democratic party has ever stood and now 
stands—the policy which has justified its claims to the confi- 
dence of the country by its past record of achievements and 
accomplished results. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. HAY. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. GAINES]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, ninety-two years 
ago to-day Andrew Jackson and his raw troops defeated, at 
New Orleans, and drove the English army, finally, I hope, from 
the jurisdiction of the United States. It is a coincidence that 
we are to-day engaged in the consideration of a bill “ making 
appropriation for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1908.” 8 

It is not my purpose now, Mr. Chairman, to speak of the 
patriotic deeds of Andrew Jackson, nor to elaborate the history 
of the great battle of New Orleans, but I have some pertinent 
and timely matter that I wish to read to the House. My main 
purpose to-day is to call the attention of this House to the fact 
that this is the ninety-second anniversary of that great event, 
and that the American Congress in 1815 passed a resolution of 
thanks to General Jackson and his troops and ordered a gold 
medal to be giyen him at the public expense. 8 

I will ask the Clerk to read that resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolutions expressive of the thanks of Congress to Major-General 


Jackson and the troops under his command for their gallantry and 
good conduct in the defense of New Orleans. 


: Resolved, etc., That the thanks of Congress be, and they are hereb 
given to Major-General Jackson, and, through him, to the officers pra 


soldiers of the Regular Army, of the militia, and of the volunteers 
under his command, the greater p rtion of which troops consisted of 
militia and volunteers suddenly collected together, for their uniform 
gallantry and good conduct conspicuously displayed against the enemy 
from the time of- his landing before New Orleans until his final ex- 
8 therefrom, and Papacy a for the valor, skill, and good con- 


uct on the 8th of January last 
numerous British army, of chosen veteran troops, when attempting, by 
a bold and daring attack, to carry by storm the works hastily thrown 
up for the protection of New Orleans, and thereby obtaining a most 

gnal victory over the enemy, with a disparity of loss on part, 
unexampled in military annals. 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to 
cause to be struck a gold medal, with devices emblematical of this 
splendid achievement, and presented to Major-General Jackson as a 
testimony of the high sense entertained by Congress of his judicious 
and distinguished conduct on that memorable occasion. 

5 That the President of the United States be requested to 
cause the fo ing resolutions to be communicated to Major-General 
Jackson in such terms as he may deem best calculated to give effect to 
the objects thereof. 

Approved February 27, 1815, (30th Cong., 3d sess., resolution 10.) 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, on January 21, 1815, 
General. Jackson had “read at the head of each of the corps 
composing the line below New Orleans” an address, and amongst 
other things he spoke of this marvelous victory, which prompted 
the Congress to unanimously pass this resolution of thanks. 
General Jackson, in this address to his troops, in part said: - 


On the 8th of January the final effort was made. At the dawn of 
yes A the batteries opened and the columns advanced. Knowing that the 
volunteers from Tennessee and the militia from Kentucky were stationed 
on your left, it was there they directed their chief attack. 

Reasoning always from false principles, they expected little opposition 
from men whose officers eyen were not uniform, who were ignorant 
trestle 518 of dress, and who had never been caned into discipline. 

cs his. 

Fatal mistake! A fire 5 kept up, directed with a calmness 
and unerring aim, strewed the field with the bravest officers and men 
of the column which slowly advanced according to the most approved 
rules of European tactics and was cut down by the untutored courage 
of American militia. 

Unable to sustain this galling and unerring fire, some hundreds near- 
est the intrenchments called for quarter; the rest, retreating, were ral- 
lied at some distance, but only to make them a surer mark for the grape 
and canister shot of our artillery, which, without exaggeration, mowed 
down whole ranks at every d e, and at length they precipitately 
retreated from the field. 

Our right had only a short contest to sustain with a few rash men, 
who, fatally for themselves, forced their entrance into the unfinished re- 
doubt on the river. 

‘They were quickly dispossessed, and this glorious day terminated with 
a loss to the enemy of their commander in chief and one major-general 
killed, another major-general wounded, and the most experienced and 
bravest of their officers, and more than 3,000 men killed, wounded, and 
missing, while our ranks, my pee were thinned only by the loss o 
7 of our brave companions killed and 6 disabled by wounds—twond. 
interposition of heaven! Unexampled event in the his of war! 

Let us be grateful to the God of battles, who has direc the arrows 
of indignation against our invaders, while he covered with his protecting 
shield the brave defenders of their country. 

After this unsuccessful and disastrous attempt, their spirits were 
broken, their force was destroyed, and their whole attention was em- 

loyed in 8 the means of escape. This they have effected; leav- 
ng their heavy artillery in our power, and many of their wounded to 
our clemency. The consequences of this short, but decisive, campaign 
are incalculably important. The pride of our arrogant enemy humbled, 
his forces broken, his leaders killed, his insolent hopes of our disunion 
frustrated, his expectation of rioting in our ils and wasting our 
country chan into ignominious defeat, shameful flight, and a reluct- 
ant acknowledgment of the humanity and kindness of those whom he 
had doomed to all the horrors and humiliation of a conquered state. 


I have before me, Mr. Chairman, the speeches delivered in 
the House in February, 1815, touching upon this resolution and 
upon this wonderful military feat of our forces. Mr. Troop, of 
Georgia, reported the resolution. He said: 


That he 1 the House on the return of peace; if the peace 
be honorable, he might be permitted to congratulate the House on the 
glorious termination of the war. He might be permitted to congratu- 
late them on the glorious termination of the most glorious war ever 
waged by any ple. To the glory of it General Jackson and his — 
lant army had contributed not a little. I can not, sir, perhaps - 
guage can not, do justice to the merits of General Jackson and the 
troops under his command, or to the sensibility of the House, I will 
therefore forbear to trouble the House with the usual prefatory re- 
marks; it is a fit subject for the genius of Homer. 

But there was a spectacle connected with this subject upon which the 
human mind would delight to dwell—upon which the human mind 
could not fail to dwell with peculiar pride and exultation. It was the 
eomen of the country marching to the defense of the city of Orleans, 
eavying their wives and children and firesides at a moment’s warning. 
On the one side, committing themselyes to the bosom of the mother of 
rivers ; on the other, taking the route of the trackless and savage wilder- 
ness for hundreds of miles. Meeting at the place of rendezvous ; seeking, 
attacking, and beating the enemy in a pitched battle; ulsing three 
desperate assaults with great loss to him; killing, wounding, and ca) 
turing more than 4,000 of his force, and finally ep peed him to fly 
precipitately the coun he had boldly invaded. e farmers of the 
country triumphantly victorious over the conquerors of the conquerors 
of Europe. “I came, I saw, I conquered,” says the American husband- 
man, fresh from his plow. 

The proud veteran who triumphed in Spain and carried terror into 
the warlike population of France was humbled beneath the power of 
my arm. The God of Battles and of Righteousness took part with the 


repulsing, with great slaughter, a 


defenders of their country, and the foe was scattered before us as 
before the-wind. It is, indeed, a fit subject for the genius of Homer, of 
Ossian, or Milton. 

That militia should be beaten by militia is of natural and ordinary 
occurrence; that regular troops should be beaten by militia is not with- 
out example; the examples are as numerous, or more numerous, in our 


own. country than in any other; but that lar 95 5 75 the best dis- 
45 7 55 and most veteran of Europe, should beaten by undisciplined 
militia, with the disproportion of loss of a hundred to one, is, to 
use the language of the commanding general, almost incredible. The 
disparity of the loss, the equality of force, the difference in the char- 
acter of the force, all combine to render the battle of the 8th of January 
at once the most brilliant and extraordinary of modern times. Nothing 
can account for it but the rare merits of the commanding general and 
the Targ patriotism and military ardor of the troops under his com- 
mand. 

Glorious, sir, as are these events to the American arms, honorable as 
they are to the American character, they are not more glorious and 
honorable than are the immediate consequences full of usefulness to the 
country. If the war had continued the men of the country would have 
been inspired with a noble ardor and a generous emulation in defense 
of the country; they would have struck terror into the invader, and 
given confidence to the invaded. Europe has seen that to be formidable 
on the ocean we need but will it. Europe will see that to be invincible 
on land it is only necessary that we judiciously empoy the means which 
God and nature have bountifully placed at our d l. The men of 
Europe, bred in camps, trained to war, with all the science and all the 
experience of modern war, are not a match for the men of America taken 
from the closet, the bar, the court-house, and the plow. If, sir, it be 

ardonable at any time to indulge the sentiments and feelings, it may 
te deemed pardonable on the present occasion. 


Mr. Robertson, a Member of Congress from Louisiana—and I 
dare say an ancester of the present Member from Louisiana of 
the same name, the Hon, Sam RosErtson—said : 


Mr. Speaker, representing alone on this floor an interesting part of 
our country, saved by heroism unmatched from horrors which can not 
be described, I shall be excused for expressing my admiration of General 
Jackson, his great achievements, and the splendid battles which we now 
commemorate, 


He then spoke of the fidelity of the Louisiana French to Jack- 
son in this crisis. Many of them that came under the command 
of General Jackson were French or of French descent, and it was 
expected that they would not faithfully fight. Yet they not only 
did that, but this same Congress passed a resolution of thanks 
specially to the people of Louisiana for the great assistance they 
gave General Jackson on this occasion. 

Mr. Robertson then continues in describing Jackson’s army 
and his rough breastworks : 


Hasty levies of half-armed, undisciplined militia from the interior o 
our vast continent, from the banks of the Tennessee, the Cumberland, 
and the Ohio, traversing wide and trackless regions, precipitate them- 
selves to the scene of conflict, resolute to defend their distant brethren 
from the dangers with which they are menaced. There the hardy sons 
of the West, with the yeomanry of the adjacent territory and the in- 
vaded State, with a handful of regulars and a few armed vessels, con- 
stituted that force from which the tremendous armament of our enemy 
was to experience the most signal overthrow the world has ever wit- 
nessed. But Jackson was their leader, and though inexpert in scien- 
title warfare they were animated by something more valuable than dis- 
-eipline, more irresistible than all the energy which mere machinery can 
display; they were animated by pariona by that holy enthusiasm 
which surmounts all difficulties and points the way to triumph. Happy 
if a parallel to their conduct may be found. It must be looked for in 
the achievements of those who, like themselves, fought for the liberties 
of their country. History records, to the consolation of freemen, that 
the Poles, unarmed and ignorant of tactics, beat the veteran troops of 
Frederick and Catharine in many pitched battles, never less than three 
times their numbers, but their leader was Kosciusko. In the early 
stages of the Revolution the peasantry of France, under Custine and 
Du Mourier, repulsed from their soil the disciplined thousands of the 
Duke of Brunswick; but it was not the Poles nor the Frenchmen ; it was 
love of country. It was the cause. 


He speaks of the 8th of January in these words: 


On the 8th of January, a day destined to form an era in history, this 
army of invincibles, led on by gallant chiefs, advanced to the charge 
with firm step, according to methods most approved—trenches hastil 
thrown up, defended by what they consider a mob, a vagabond mi- 
litia, promised an enterprise destitute alike of hazard and of honor. 
They were met by an incessant and murderous discharge of. musketry 
and artillery; the whole line was a continuous sheet of fire; intrepidity 
stood appalled, their generals slain, the ditch filled, the field strewed 
with the dying and the dead; a miserable remnant of their thousands 
fled back to their intrenchments. The battle closed, a battle whose 
character, from the nature of the 5 engaged and the disparity of 
loss, is the most wonderful, whose effects are as important, as any that 
was ever fought. And now we are invited to the contemplation of a 
scene which reflects immortal honor on the inhabitants of New Orleans 
and, by contrast, eternal shame on the enemy. 

The dead were interred, the agonies of the dying assuaged, the 
wounded relieved; that property which was to have been given up to 
plunder was willingly yiclded to their wants, and the very individuals, 
the marked victims of their licentiousness, vied with each other in ex- 
tending to them every proof of tenderness and humanity. 


Mr. Speaker, I am reminded in reading that paragraph of one 
of the things that made the troops under Jackson fight so. The 
enemy said victory meant “booty and beauty” to them. It 
meant not only plunder, but inyasion of all that is sacred to 
you—wife and daughters—and yet so humane were the soldiers 
of Jackson—the Tennesseans, the Kentuckians, and the Mis- 
sissippians—who fought that battle and the people of New Or- 
leans that they cared for the wounded and they buried the dead, 
and Jackson secured before the battle ended a suspension of the 
fight in one place to attend to this humane duty. Mr. Chairman, 
just a few steps more in this.great debate about this resolution 
and then I am done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman’s time be extended ten minutes. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 8, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chairman would state to the gentle- 
man that the time is controlled by the gentleman from Iowa and 
the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. HAY. I yield the gentleman ten minutes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Ingersoll, from the great 
State of Pennsylvania, on this occasion said: 

Mr. Speaker, I regret that these resolutions require any amendment. 
I am persuaded, however, that their final passage will be unanimous. 
The House will excuse me, I hope, if I indulge myself in a few observa- 
tions on this occasion. I speak impromptu, sir, without premedita- 
tion—lI haye found it impossible to think—I have been able only to feel 
these last three days. he unexpected, the grateful termination of the 
glorious struggle we have just concluded is calculated to excite emo- 
tions such as can be understood by those only who can feel them. 

For the first time during this long, arduous, and trying session we 
can all feel alike—we are all of one mind—all hearts leap to the em- 
braces of each other. Such a spectacle as that now exhibited by the 
Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
was never presented to the world before. 

While the Senate are ratifying a treaty of peace, the House of Repre- 
sentatives are voting heartfelt thanks to those noble patriots, those gal- 
lant eitizen-soldlers who have crowned that peace with imperishable 
luster. The terms of the treaty are yet unknown to us. But the vic- 
tory at New Orleans has rendered them glorious and hanorable, be they 
what they may. ‘They must be honorable under such a termination of 

e war. 

Those commissioners who have afforded us such signal credentials of 
their firmness heretofore, can not possibly have swerved. The Gov- 
ernment has not betrayed its trust. The nation now can not be dis- 
credited. It has done its duty and is above disgrace. 

Within five and thirty years of our national existence we have achieved 
a second acknowledgment of our national sovereignty. 

In the war of the Revolution we had allies in arms, reinforcements 
from abroad on our own soil, and the wishes of all Europe on our side. 
But in this late conflict we stood single-handed.” Not an auxiliar: 
to support us, not a bosom in Europe that dared beat on our behalf, 
not one but what was constrained to stifle its hopes, if it entertained 
any in our favor. The 72 15 signed at Paris on the 30th of last May 

placed us in a situation of the utmost emergency. 

Mr. Chairman, peace had been agreed to before the battle of 
New Orleans had been fought, but Jackson did not know it, 
nor did the English generals; otherwise this battle would not 
have been fought. 

Mr. Chairman, I must be brief. I loye to read after those old 
statesmen—the old patriots. It is well for us to quit reading 
a whole lot of modern trash and “ go away back up the creek ” 
and read the words of patriots who were unbought and unpur- 
chasable, who would not sell their independence, their own 
thoughts, their own belief, their influence, or their power of 
speech for pelf or power. [Applause.] Hence I have read 
these resolutions and from those old speeches of 1815, which 
you seem to enjoy. 

The victory of Jackson and his troops, to use a short expres- 
sion, “set up” this country, and, as one of these speakers said, 
made it a “sovereign” in the eyes of the world. This, Jack- 
son’s victory, has compelled the world to respect American 
arms—the Stars and Stripes—as no other one military act has 
done. 

Before this I should have said there was only one known sol- 
dier who deserted from Jackson’s army. He went over and told 
the English where he thought the weak places in Jackson's 
forces were, and I find in a little red-backed book somebody sent 
me to-day, entitled “An Official and Full Detail of the Battle of 
New Orleans,” by Maj. B. M. Davis, a footnote that states that 
as a fact, as follows: . 

This man was the only deserter from Jackson's army. He told Sir 
Edward where the weakest parts of the American lines were, havin 
nothing but Tennessee and Kentucky militia to defend it. The principa 
column attacked that point. After the defeat they railed at the de- 
serter and hung him. 

No one can blame the British for that hanging. It is rather 
remarkable enough were left alive to make a good job of it. 

I read now, Mr. Chairman, from a fellow-citizen from the city 
of Nashville, Col. Arthur S. Colyar, who has recently written 
a book entitled The Life and Times of Andrew Jackson.” This 
splendid old man—statesman, lawyer, patriot, and author—son 
of a Kings Mountain hero, still survives and will be out to-night, 
I dare say, at the Hermitage Club, Nashville, where the Ladies’ 
Hermitage Association, which takes care of the“ Hermitage,” 
where Jackson lived and died, will celebrate the victory of New 
Orleans, as they do annually. 

Indeed, he will not only be out to-night, but I dare say he 
will be out to-morrow, for he is still an active practitioner at 
the Nashville bar, though about 84 years of age. Here is what 
he says about this marvelous victory of Jackson: 

The battle of the 8th of January is a mystery. It is dificult to be- 
lieve the well-established facts. 

That is what Jackson himself said when he reported only 
6 killed on the 8th of January. 

Colonel Colyar continues: 

Historians have been slow to admit the facts as ay are. In these 
chapters I am undertaking to account for this marvelous triumph by 
untrained militia over one of the best armies England ever sent into 
the field, and I trust my readers will not be impatient to have me 
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reach that memorable day in our history, because to know and be 
satisfied about the result of the 8th and the complete triumph of 
General Jackson, contending with more than double his number, and 
how it was done, the whole facts must be given, though it may seem 
tedious. No writer that I have found has satisfactorily accounted for 
this marvelous chapter in war. Jackson, by a generalship that has 
no counterpart, whipped this great battle before he got to it. If I 
take what may seem to be more time than is necessary in reaching 
the final struggle, let it be remembered that nothing like it is re- 
corded in history: 

Two thous dead British and less than a dozen men lost on the 
American side is the wonder in war's record, the loss from the time 
of landing being more than 3,000. 


Colonel Colyar then quotes at length from Jackson and New 
Orleans, by Walker, who graphically describes Jackson's troops 
between December 28, 1814, and the Ist of January, 1815, when 
the two armies were confronting each other on a level plain, as 
follows: 


These wily frontiersmen, habituated to the Indian mode of warfare, 


never missed a chance of picking up a straggler or sentinel. Clad in 
their dusky, brown 3 they would glide unpercelved through 
the woods and, taking a cool view of the enemy's lines, would cover the 
first Briton who came within range of their long, small-bored rifles. 
Nor did they waste their ammunition. Whenever they drew a bead 
on any object it was certain to fall. The cool indifference with which 
they would perform the most daring acts would be amazing. 

_ Mr. Chairman, those men fought with flintlock guns, with shot- 
guns, and with the squirrel rifles, such as they could hurriedly 
gather together in Tennessee and Kentucky and Mississippi, and 
accomplished this wonderful victory over the pride of British 
troops. 

How much, Mr. Chairman, since then the burden has increased 
upon the American people! We have been benefited by the fruits 
of that great victory as individuals and as a nation. We have 
millions and millions of money with which to buy and make the 
greatest, strongest, and most dangerous guns and men-of-war. 
How much greater now, in time of peace, is the responsibility 
on us to avoid war. Our ability is greater now to do so than 
ever before. Let us be actually at peace with all the world; 
speed the day by our example-and by our teachings to at least a 
gradual removal of the causes of war—thus bar all its evils at 
a near day. Let us aid other countries that have been strug- 
gling so long at the mouth of the cannon and in front of the 
bloody bayonet for the same glorious principles and privileges 
which Jackson and his troops on the 8th day of January fought 
for, and that we, their children, are enjoying here to-day, but 
which we can aid others to get without bloodshed. [Applause.] 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. CURRIER, the Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that the 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 23551) 
making appropriation for the support of the Army for the fiscal 
er ending June 30, 1908, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States for his approval the following bills: 

H. R. 2315. An act granting a pension to Miranda Birkhead; 

H. R. 2978. An act granting a pension to Amanda M. Webb; 

H. R. 4292. An act granting a pension to George W. Kelley; 

II. R. 9107. An act granting a pension to James W. Russell; 

II. R. 9465. An act granting a pension to Ella Q. Parrish; 

H. R. 10814. An act granting a pension to Eugene A. Myers; 

H. R. 11483. An act granting a pension to Maria Niles; 

II. R. 12517. An act granting a pension to William Bays; 

H. R. 14144. An act granting a pension to Allen M. Cameron; 

H. R. 16342. An act granting a pension to Matilda Foster; 

H. R. 16747. An act granting a pension to Sherman Jacobs; 

H. R. 17481. An act granting a pension to Eliza F. Wads- 
worth; 

II. R. 17918. An act granting a pension to Walter S. Harman; 

II. R. 19483. An act granting a pension to Lydia A. Patnaude; 

II. R. 1871. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
Cooper; S 

H. R. 2715. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Martine; 

II. R. 3338. An act granting an increase of pension to La- 
fayette Franks; 

II. R. 4205. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda 
W. Ritchie; 

H. R. 4689. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Reeder; E 

H. R. 4690. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Slinger ; z 
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An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 


H. R. 4707. 
Pitman ; 
ee R.5728. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

arvey ; s s > 

H. R. 5846. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Chandler ; 

H. R. 6956. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
L. Johnson ; 

H. R. 7580. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Stewart; 

H. R. 7719. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Fetterman ; 

H. R. 8273. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Pearson ; 

H. R. 8481. An act granting an increase óf pension to Richard 
Callaghan ; 

H. R. 8712. An act granting an increase of pension to Josiah 
Hall; 

H. R. 9262. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Farrar; 

H. R. 9836. An act granting an increase of pension to Dier 
Collett ; 

H. R. 11142. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
MeQuade; 

H. R. 12128. An act granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
A. Litzinger ; f, 

H. R. 12190. An act granting an increase of pension to. Milton 
R. Dungan ; : 

H. R. 12339. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
T. Murray; 

II. R. 12482. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
B. McLean ; 7 

II. R. 12667. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Weber ; 

H. R. 13057. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
S. Salsberry ; 

H. R. 14199. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Ewing; 

H. R. 14480. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
Moore; : 

H. R. 14537. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
B. Crawford; 

H. R. 14680. An act granting an increase of pension to Samp- 


son Parker; 

H. R. 15619. 
W. Atkinson ; 

H. R. 15620. 
D. Owens; 

H. R. 15713. 
liam McCrea ; 

H. R. 16211. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Montgomery: 

II. R. 16397. An act granting an increase of pension to Allie 
Williams; - 

H. R. 16513. An act granting an increase of pension to Bridget 
M. Duffy ; 

H. R. 16741. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam J. Girvan; 

II. R. 16748. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucius 
C. Fletcher ; 

H. R. 16856. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
McBride; 

H. R. 17651. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Riley: 

H. R. 17675. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonas 
M. Sees; 

H. R. 17691. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Henrie; 

H. R. 17874. An act granting an increase of pension to Rose- 
anna Hughes ; 

H. R. 18018. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Evans; 

H. R. 18045. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Webb; 

H. R. 18066. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander M. Fergus ; 

H. R. 18113. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
M. Sees; 

H. R. 18193. An act granting an increase of pension to Walden 
Kelly; 

II. R. 18214. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Ingram; 

H. R. 18227. An act granting an increase of pension to Catha- 
rine F. Fitzgerald; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
An act granting an increase of pension to David 


An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
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x 15 5 18343. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
J. Oliver; 
D R. 18363. An act granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 

ntz; 

H. R. 18403. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Jane Ragan; 

H. R. 18429. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Mitchell; 

H. R. 18493. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Reeder; 

II. R. 18705. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
T. Page; 

II. R. 18860. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Anderson; 

II. R. 19080. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Fienop; 

II. R. 19101. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
C. A. Scott; 

II. R. 19119. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
M. Osborn; 

II. R. 19161. An act granting an increase of pension to Marcus 
D. Tenney ; 

II. R. 19162. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Van Tine; 

H. R. 19174. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
A. Billings ; 

H. R. 19215. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Lingenfelder ; 

H. R. 19256. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
J. Birthright; 

H. R. 19293. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Colvin; 

H. R. 192! An act granting an increase of pension to Job B. 
Crabtree ; 

H. R. 19300. An act granting an increase of pension to Phebe 
Easley ; 


H. R. 21408. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to regu- 
late the keeping of employment agencies in the District of Co- 
lumbia where fees are charged for procuring employment or 
situations,” approved June 19, 1906; 

H. J. Res. 196. Joint resolution relating to the construction of 
a bridge at Fort Snelling, Minn. ; 

H. R. 21678. An act to provide for the extension of time within 
which homestead entrymen may establish their residence upon 
certain lands which were heretofore a part of-the Crow Indian 
Reservation, within the counties of Yellowstone and Rosebud, 
in the State of Montana ; 

H. R. 19321. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Turner; 

H. R. 19318. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Rivers; 
HI. R. 19319. 
beth Spruell; 

II. R. 19320. 
J. Pratt; 

II. R. 19322. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Isabella Rykard; 

H. R. 19323. An act granting an increase of pension to Orlando 
L. Levy 

H.R. 19324. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
M. Long; 

II. R. 19325. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Oppel ; 

HI. R. 19326. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet R. Vandiver; 

H. R. 19357. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 
Lamar Walker; 

H. R. 19359. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Brader ; 

II. R. 19404. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias S. 
Falkenburg ; 

H. R. 19415. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Ann Reavis; 

H. R. 19416. An act granting an increase of pension to An- 
tonio Macello ; 

H. R. 19463. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 
L. Patterson ; 

H. R. 19503. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
S. Jones; 

H. R. 19504. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet E. Walker; 

II. R. 19511. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander Dixson ; 

II. R. 19514. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Stimpson ; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
An act granting an increase of pension to Louise 


H. R. 19529. An act granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
Elizabeth Hutcheson ; 

5 155 R. 19530. An act granting an increase of penslon to Charles 
ray; 

II. R. 19534. An act granting an increase of pension to Noah 
Ressequle ; 

H. R. 19587. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
Ann Jones; 

H. R. 19601. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
E. Kingsbury ; 

H. R. 19611. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Kinkerly ; 

H. R. 19626. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Campbell ; 

H. R. 19748. An act granting an increase of pension to W. P. 
MeMichael ; 

H. R. 19744. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Casper Homan Hummel, alias George C. Homan; 

H. R. 19819. An act granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
hanna Kearney ; 

H. R. 19889. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Melson ; 

H. R. 19922. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Sutherland ; 

H. R. 4554. An act to remove the charge of absence without 
leave and reported desertion from the military record of J. F. 
Wisnewski; and 

II. R. 21200. An act to authorize the county of Allegheny, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, to construct a bridge across the 
Allegheny River in Allegheny County, Pa. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, 

Mr. RAINEY was granted leave to withdraw from the files of 
the House, without leaving copies, the papers in the case of 
James T. Dodson, H. R. 3458, Forty-ninth Congress, no adyerse 
report having been made thereon. 

Mr. Surrn of Kentucky, to withdraw from the files of the 
House, without leaving copies, the papers in the case of the 
estate of Levi Fields, H. R. 702, Fifty-sixth Congress, no ad- 
verse report having been made thereon. 

Mr. Dovener, to withdraw from the files of the House, with- 
out leaving copies, the papers in the case of James A. Smith, 
H. R. 7864, Forty-eighth Congress, no adverse report haying 
been made thereon. 

ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House 


adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting a 
statement as to the necessity of refunding certain securities 
held by the Treasury Department for the benefit of the South 
Carolina school fund—to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of the Navy submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for water-system extension at 
nayal station, Guantanamo, Cuba—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for refund to G. H. La Fountaine & Co., 
of Plattsburg, N. Y.—to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of plans and estimates 
of cost of navigable waterway from Lockport, Ill., to St. Louis, 
Mo.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Newport Harbor, Rhode Island—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, a statement as to the employ- 
ment of civil engineers in river and harbor works for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1906—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed, 
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A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, submitting a state- 
ment of appointments, promotions, and changes in salaries paid 
from lump sums in his Department—to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Department of Agriculture, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting a draft 
of legislation for permitting a patent in fee simple to be issued 
to Kaw pa she no quah, or Esta Beaver, a Peoria allottee—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bill of the following title was re- 
ported from committee, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the Calendar therein named, as follows: 

Mr. DAVEY, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
22238) to bridge Bayou Bartholomew, in Louisiana, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6053) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliy- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23122) granting 
an increase of pension to Melissa D. Whitman, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5886) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 23133) granting an increase of pension 
to John Cowan, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5887) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22932) granting 
an increase of pension to Bryngel Severson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5888); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22926) granting 
a pension to Louisa Bartlett, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5889) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22858) granting 
an increase of pension to John A. Henry, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5890); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22757) granting 
an increase of pension to Joshua E. Hyatt, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5891); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22711) granting 
an inerease of pension to Jacob Kures, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5892); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22706) granting 
an inerease of pension to William Smoker, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5893) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22447) granting an increase of pension 
to Frank Schadler, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5894) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22238) granting 
an increase of pension to James Stinson, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5895); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21915) granting 
an increase of pension to John A. Smith, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5896) ; which said bill 
and report were referred to the Priyate Calendar. 


Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21648) granting 
an increase of pension to Michael Gaus, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5897); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21603) granting 
an increase of pension to Calvin S. Mullins, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5898) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21280) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaac Cain, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5899); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21270) granting 
an increase of pension to Ellen Sullivan, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5900); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20931) granting 
an increase of pension to John N, Shear, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5901); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20733) granting 
an increase of pension to Oscar Andrews, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5902); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20188) granting 
an increase of pension to John H. McCain, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5903); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19832) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Smith, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5904); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Commitee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19401) granting 
an increase of pension to Campbell Cowan, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5905); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18574) granting 
an inerease of pension to Leyi Miles, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5906); which said 
bill.and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14995) granting 


an increase of pension to James H. Bell, reported the same with- 


out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5907) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4346) granting 
an increase of pension to T. H. B. Schooling, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5908); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2175) granting 
an increase of pension to James W. Bliss, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5909); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20730) granting 
an increase of pension to John Carpenter, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5910) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21913) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Pieper, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5911); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22237) granting 
an increase of pension to Nathan Lawson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5912); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22445) granting an increase of pension 
to Adaline T. Fisher, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5913); which said bill and report 
were referred tọ the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22710) granting 
an increase of pension to Nelson Cornell, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5914); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Priyate Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2826) granting an increase of pension 
to Samuel Prochel, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5915) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 10) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Roswell Prescott, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5916); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Priyate Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 123) granting an 
increase of pension to William M. Morgan, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5917); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 480) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas A. Reynolds, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5918) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 677) granting an 
increase of pension to Albert G. Peabody, jr., reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5919) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 679) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Kelly, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5920); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 768) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Rhoads, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5921); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 771) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel G. Kreidler, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5922); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 774) granting an increase of pension to 
August Krueger, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5923) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 831) granting an 
increase of pension to Isaac G. Clark, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5924); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1257) granting an 
increase of pension to Patrick O’Day, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5925); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1347) granting a 
pension to Martha W. Pollard, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5926) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1493) granting an 
increase of pension to Cathrin Huff, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (Ne. 5927); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1857) granting an 
increase of pension to William Vantilburgh, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5928) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1891) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles F. M. Morgan, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5929) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1941) granting an 
increase of pension to Elvira A. Kelly, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5930) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2249) granting an 
increase of ion to George W. Smith, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5931) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2541) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas W. Murray, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5932) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2563) granting a 
pension to Isaac Carter, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5933) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2643) granting an 
increase of pension to James H. Thrasher, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5934); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2669) granting an increase of pension to 
Winfield S. Ramsay, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5935); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2734) 
granting an increase of pension to John R. Conyngham, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5936) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2737) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Hains, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5937) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2749) granting 
an inerease of pension to John H. Brooks, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5938); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2794) granting 
an increase of pension to John H. Allison, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5939); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3220) granting 
an increase of pension to Wilbur H. Clark, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5940) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3221) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Mills, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5941); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3671) granting an 
increase of pension to Louis Castinette, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5942); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3763) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary A. Baker, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5943); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3767) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel Turner, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5944); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3931) granting an 
increase of pension to Fanny A. Pearsons, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5945) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4032) granting an 
increase of pension to Solomon Craighton, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5946) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
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sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4053) 
granting an increase of pension to William A. Smith, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5947) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4127) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel Paine, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5948); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4406) 
granting an increase of pension to Susan N. Fowler, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5949) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4771) granting 
an increase of pension to George R. Turner, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5950) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4772) granting an increase of pension to 
Gertrude McNeil, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5951); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4894) granting an 

‘increase of pension to Robert Ramsey, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5952) ; which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4979) granting an 
increase of pension to Don C. Smith, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5953) ; which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5067) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Schultz, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5954) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5073) granting an 
increase of pension to Daniel G. Smith, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5955) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5156) granting an increase of pension to 
Granville F. North, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5956) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5176) granting an 
increase of pension to Lewis ©. Janes, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5957); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5443) granting an increase of pension to 
James D. Merrill, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5958); Which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. s 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5493) granting an 
increase of pension to Marcus Wood, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5959); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5502) 
granting an increase of pension to John B. Coyle, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5960) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5573) granting an 
increase of pension to Gustayus A. Thompson, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5961) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5599) granting an increase of pension to 
Dennis Flaherty, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5962); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5685) granting an 
increase of pension to James M. Jenkins, reported the same with- 


out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5963); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5725) 
granting an increase of pension to Alonzo S. Prather, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5964) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5727) granting an 
increase of pension to Lucius Rumrill, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5965) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. ` 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5740) granting an 
increase of pension to Jared Ayer, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5966); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5741) granting an increase of pension to 
Amelia M. Hawes, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5967); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5771) 
granting a pension to Mary E. Thompson, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5968) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5823) granting an 
increase of pension to Nelson Virgin, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5969); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5826) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac C. Phillips, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5970) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. is 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5892) granting an 
increase of pension to Daniel W. Redfield, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5971); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5963) granting an increase of pension to 
James Reed, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 5972); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5980) 
granting an increase of pension to Jacob Smith, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5973) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6005) granting an 
increase of pension to John G. Bridaham, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5974) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6008) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph Lamont, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5975) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6019) granting a pension to Harriet 
O’Donald, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 5976); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6035) granting an 
increase of pension to John Fox, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5977); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6051) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary A. Duncan, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5978); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6052) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Redmond, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5979) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
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bill of the Senate (S. 6126) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Speake, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5980); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6131) granting an 
increase of pension to Frances A. Jepson, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5981) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6163) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Westcott, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5982); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6186) granting an 
increase of pension to James L. Estlow, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5983) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. (203) granting an 
increase of pension to Francis W. Crommett, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5984) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6232) 
granting an increase of pension to John L. Anthony, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a repert (No. 5985); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6238) granting an 
increase of pension to Hugh S. Strain, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5986); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6239) granting an 
increase of „pension to Kate M. Miner, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5987); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6250) 
granting an increase of pension to Alice G. Clark, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5988); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6267) granting an 
increase of pension to Denis A. Manning, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5989); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6347) granting an 
increase of pension to Edward R. Cunningham, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5990) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6353) granting an 
increase of pension to Dolores S. Foster, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5991); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6429) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary L. Beardsley, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5992) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6438) granting an 
increase of pension to Martha J. Haller, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5993); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6466) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel Moser, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5994); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6485) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel Cook, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5995); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6506) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry Z. Bowman, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5996) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 


Mr. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6537) granting an 
increase of pension to William Eppinger, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5997); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6560) granting an 
increase of pension to Reuben D. Dodge, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5998); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensfons, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6561) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Blair, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5999); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which-was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6568) granting an 
increase of pension to Wilbur F. Hodge, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6000); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to whiclr was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6569) granting an increase of pension to 
George Porter, reported the same without. amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6001) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6572) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron L. Roberts, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6002); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6574) granting an increase of pension to 
Maria H. Waggoner, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6003); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6576) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Meyers, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6004) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which. was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6579) granting an 
increase of pension to Ezekiel Morrill, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6005) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6580) granting an increase of pension to 
Ella B. Greene, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6006) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6581) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Lowell, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6007) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6583) granting an increase of pension to 
Abram P. Colby, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6008); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6585) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos Ham, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 6009) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6586) granting an increase of pension to 
Wesley J. Ladd, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6010) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6591) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Campbell, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6011); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6596) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus W. Cobb, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6012) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6597) granting an 
increase of pension to Frank H. Read, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6013) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6631) 
granting an increase of pension to George W. Hodgman, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6014) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6632) granting an increase of pension to 
William Davis, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6015) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6636) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Grover, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6016); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6645) granting an 
increase of pension to Timothy C. Stilwell, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6017) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6650) granting an 
increase of pension to John A. McGinty, ‘reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6018) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6705) 
granting an increase of pension to Holmes Clayton, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6019) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6707) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen E. Lemon, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6020); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6709) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Shawver, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6021); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ie also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6712) granting an increase of pension to 
Orin Ingram, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6022) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6714) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph Bolshaw, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6023); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6717) granting an increase of pension to 
Manasa T. Houser, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6024); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6718) granting an increase of pension to 
Augustus L. Holbrook, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6025) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6767) 
granting an increase of pension to John C. Brown, reported the 
-same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6026); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6814) granting a 
pension to Alice Bosworth, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6027) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6819) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson Bigalow, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6028) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6821) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan M. Adams, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6029) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6822) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher Christopherson, reported the same without amend- 


ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6030) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6824) granting an increase of pension to 
Byron Canfield, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6031) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6825) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas M. Roberts, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6032); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bil! of the Senate (S. 6826) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Turner, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by: a report (No. 6033); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6829) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas P. Cheney, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6034); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6881) granting an 
increase of pension to Jefferson Bush, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6035); which- 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6882) granting an increase of pension to 
Elisha H. Stephens, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6036); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6883) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas W. White, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6037); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6942) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Dow, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6038); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6997) 
granting an increase of pension to William Kennedy, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6039); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7065) granting an 
increase of pension to Lovisa Donaldson, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6040) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.“ 

He also, from the same committee; to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. TOTT) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Hattan, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6041) ; which said bili and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7160) granting an 
increase of pension to Kate Myers, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6042); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1240) granting an 
increase of pension to Dana W. Hartshorn, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6043) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4389) granting an 
increase of pension to Florence B. Plato, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6044) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4909) granting an 
increase of pension to Louis Sidel, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6045) ; which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5693) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret L. Houlihan, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6046) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6505) granting an 
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increase of pension to Theodore M. Benton, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6047) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6514) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred A. Stocker, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6048); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
- bill of the Senate (S. 6558) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel A. Pearce, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6049); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6723) granting an increase of pension to 
Agusta P. Morgan, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6050); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. y 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6885) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Anderson, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6051) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4586) for the 
relief of Mrs. R. E. Miller, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6052); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 23713) permitting the 
erection of a dam or dams across the Black Warrior River, Ala- 
bama, at Squaw shoals on said river—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 23714) for the erection of a 
monument to the memory of Lieut. Commander George Washing- 
ton De Long and his comrades who lost their lives in the 
Jeanette Arctic expedition—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. McGUIRRE: A bill (H. R. 23715) granting the rights 
of citizenship to Indians in Oklahoma and Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 23716) to amend section 
4919 of the Revised Statutes of the United States to provide ad- 
ditional protection for owners of patents of the United States, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. OLCOTT: A bill (H. R. 23717) providing for the tax- 
ation of foreign insurance companies doing business in the 
United States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. } 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 23718) to authorize 
the Chicago, Lake Shore and South Bend Railway Company to 
construct a bridge across the Calumet River in the State of In- 
diana—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 23719) to 
amend an act entitled “An act for the protection of game in 
Alaska, and for other purposes,” approved June 7, 1902—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 23720) to aid the Coun- 
cil City and Solomon River Railroad Company—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 23721) to appropriate 
$100,000 for the establishment of demonstration farms, for the 
inyestigation on farm practice, and the inauguration of systems 
of farm management throughout the United States—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GRONNA: A bill (H. R. 23722) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act for the withdrawal from bond, tax free, of domes- 
tic alcohol when rendered unfit for beverage or liquid medicinal 
uses by mixture with suitable denaturing materials,” approved 
June 7, 1906—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 23723) authorizing 
the erection of a post-office building at Buford, Ga.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23724) authorizing the erection of a post- 
office building at Commerce, Ga.—to the Committee on Publie 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 23725) authorizing the erection of a post- 
office building at Jefferson, Ga.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (II. R. 23726) to authorize the Secre- 
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tary of the Treasury to appoint a deputy collector of customs at 
Belhayen, N. C.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 23727) for the estab- 
lishment of a light-house and fog-signal station at Carbarandum 
Point, in the vicinity of Split Rock, on the north shore of Lake 
Superior, Minnesota—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. : 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 23728) for the resurvey of 
a portion of the east boundary of Wyoming—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. LEGARE: A resolution (H. Res. 670) increasing the 
compensation of the Deputy Sergeant-at-Arms of the House— 
to the Committee on Accounts, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and seyerally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 23729) granting an increase 
of pension to John Vandegrift—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 23730) granting an increase 
of pension to Michael Banzhof—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 23731) granting an increase 
of pension to Isaac W. Corgill—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 23732) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Rosanna Kaogan—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 23788) granting an increase 
of pension to Gifford M. Bridge—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23734) granting an increase of pension to 
Matthew N. Chappell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 23735) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry C. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23736) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. H. Stout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23737) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23788) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus Bryant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23739) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Pillow—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23740) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin C. Swan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 23741) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William P. Youkey—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23742) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23743) granting a pension to Eva Whittle- 
berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 23744) granting an 
increase of pension to John O. Crayens—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 23745) granting an increase 
of pension to N. W. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 23746) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Perry Wells—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23747) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse M. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23748) granting an increase of pension to 
Emily J. Vanbeber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23749) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy Lipps—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23750) for the relief of J. B. Mason, Theo. 
G. Moren, D. R. Brock, and J. C. McKee, trustees of Laurel 
Seminary (now London Graded Common School No. 1), of 
London, Laurel County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 28751) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles D. Moody—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 23752) granting an increase 
of pension to Elijah Hallett—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 5 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 23753) granting an increase 
of pension to Chauncey Harris—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 23754) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. W. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 23755) granting an increase 
8 pension to David Vickers to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23756) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Stalker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,.a bill (H. R. 23757) granting an increase of pension to 
Gideon M. Combs—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 23758) granting an increase 
of pension to Oliver Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 28759) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Spanton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 23760) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Todd—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23761) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip B. Thompson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23762) granting an increase of pension to 
Adelaide Wagner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23763) granting an increase of pension to 
James Riley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILHAMS: A bill (H. R. 23764) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph C. Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: A bill (H. R. 23765) granting an increase 
of pension to John H. H. Babcock—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 23766) granting an increase of 
pension to Alonzo Harter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23767) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward G. Rockhold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 23768) granting a pension to II. G. 
Shull—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 23769) granting an increase 
of pension to Beulah Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 28770) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry D. Combs—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 23771) for 
the relief of Edward Simmons—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 23772) granting an 
increase of pension to Temperance Davis—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLEPPER: A bill (H. R. 23773) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel H. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23774) granting an increase of pension to 
James Kelley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23775) granting a pension to Norma J. Hen- 
derson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23776) removing charge of desertion from 
military record of James M. Smith—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 28777) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James Marshall—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23778) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Clapper—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 23779) grant- 
ing a pension to Delia Wight—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23780) granting a pension to Hattie L. 
Benedict—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23781) granting a pension to Honora Hig- 
gins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 23782) for the relief of 
Theophilus D. Hoffman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 23783) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Buzzell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 23784) for the relief of Rufus 
L. King—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 23785) for the relief of An- 
tonio Hook, late seaman United States Navy—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23786) for the relief of the heirs of the 
a of Patrick Dooling, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 23787) to provide for the 
division of a penalty recovered under the alien contract-labor 
law—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 23788) granting an increase 
of pension to Elza Cameron—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 23789) for the relief of the 
McCall-Dinning Company, of Baltimore City—to the Committee 
on Claims. > 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 23790) granting an increase 
of pension to George Hemminger—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 23791) 
granting an increase of pension to Calvin B. Fowlkes—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 23792) granting an increase 
of pension to Zenrial McCullock—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 23793) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Nelson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A Dill (H. R. 23794) 
granting an increase of pension to John W. Suits—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIORDAN: A bill (H. R. 28795) granting an increase 
of pension to Patrick McMahon—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: A bill (H. R. 23796) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob S. Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid 
Peusions, 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 23797) granting an 
increase of pension to James D. Tomson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 23798) granting a pension to 
Thomas M. Dayis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23799) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Alford—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 23800) granting 
an increase of pension to Elijah Fentress—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 23801) granting an 
increase of pension to Steth M. Carter—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 23802) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas J. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 23803) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David C. Jones—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23804) granting an increase of pension to 
Phoebe E. Sparkman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 23805) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Hamilton—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 23806) granting an increase 
of pension to William F. Barker—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23807) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert K. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H. R. 23808) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Pond—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R 23809) granting a pension 
to James M. Thurston—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23810) granting an increase of pension to 
Ira J. Everson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 23811) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Theron Cross—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23812) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Dewhurst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHBURN.: A bill (H. R. 23813) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edwin May—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 23814) granting 
a pension to Mary E. Hoffman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13875) granting a pension to Ada Richards— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 22018) granting an increase of pension to 


800 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


J ANUARY 8, 


Charles Sells—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 22625) granting an increase of pension to George 
Young—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. : 

A bill (H. R. 22709) granting a pension to Martha E. Muh- 
lenfeld—Conunittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. - 4 

A bill (H. R. 22276) granting an increase of pension to War- 
ren Sherweod—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petitions of various commercial bodies of 
Philadelphia, for improvement of harbor of Philadelphia—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Joint Executive Committee on 
Improvement of Harbor of Philadelphia, for a 35-foot channel in 
the Delaware—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: Petitions of various commer- 
cial bodies of Philadelphia, for deepening Delaware River at 
Philadelphia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Mission Promoting Association, for remission 
of duty on lumber for rebuilding purposes in San Francisco—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of New Immigrants’ Protective League, against 
certain obnoxious provisions of the Lodge-Gardner bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

‘By Mr. BELL of Georgia: Papers to accompany House bill 
9321, for establishing a mint at. Dahlonega, Ga.—to the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Petition of Harlem Re- 
porter and Bronx Chronicle, against tariff on linotype ma- 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Petition of the Courier, Waterloo, Iowa ; 
the Daily Times and Tribune, Waterloo, Iowa, the Telegraph- 
Herald, Dubuque, Iowa, against tariff on linotype machines—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. s 

Also, petition of yeteran soldiers of the civil war, for restora- 
tion of the Army canteen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Petition of Hampton Council, No. 142, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Richmond Jones et al., prisoners of war in 
rebel prisons, for passage of pension bill introduced by Hon. 
Joun Datzett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Good Will Council, No. 56, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. $ 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of International Seamen’s Union 
of America, against ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Petition of Sylvania Council, No. 71, 
Daughters of Liberty, Marietta, Pa., favoring restriction of im- 
migration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Petition of New York 
State Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring restric- 
tion of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Sanford D. Payne—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Memorandum to accompany bill to amend 
section 4919, Revised Statutes of the United States—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of citizens of Clinton, Iowa, for 
special pension for Mrs. James Tompkins, an Army nurse— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. r 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of Joint Executive Committee on 
Improyement of Harbor of Philadelphia, for 35-foot channel in 
Delaware River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 
Charles Sells (referred previously to Committee on Invalid 
Pensions)—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
Hurst and W. H. Linscott—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Mrs. Celia Scott, 
widow of John G. Scott—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief of Benjamin Maple— 
to the Committee on Pensions. c- ; 

By Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: Petition of Iron Molders’ 
Union No. 51, Evansville, Ind., against employment of Asiatics 
within Canal Zone—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. , 

Also, petition of Germania Maennerchor, against passage of 
Dillingham-Gardner bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. FOWLER: Petitions of citizens of Roselle Park, N. J., 
and citizens of Rahway, N. J., for the McCumber-Sperry-Tirrell 
bill—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. . 

Also, petition of Evening ‘Times, Elizabeth, N. J., against tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Charles F. Connery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Thomas F. Adkin, for the Crumpacker bill 
relative to post-office fraud orders (previously referred to Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads)—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief of Oliver Davis—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of A. J. Holmquist, for the Crumpacker bill 
(H. R. 16548) relative to postal fraud orders—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. ; 

Also, petition of F. E. Sterling, for the Garrett bill (H. R. 
22476) relative to right to exchange of newspaper stock in trade 
(advertising) for railroad stock in trade (transportation) to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Thomas Spanton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT: Paper to accompany House bill 21399, au- 
thorizing a survey of Forked Deer River, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of Beatrice Commercial Club, 
for appropriation to enlarge post-office building at Beatrice, 
Nebr. (previously referred to Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads)—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. ? 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ed- 
ward Judkins (previously referred to Committee on Invalid 
Pensions )—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: Petition of General Pro- 
tective Board of Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, Union Pa- 
cific Railway, against restriction of hours of labor on railways— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Omaha Commercial Club and Grain Exchange, 
for an appropriation for improvement of the Mississippi River 
at or near Omaha—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union, 
Canton, Ohio, against employmént of Asiatic coolies in Panama 
Zone—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of San Francisco Labor Council, against utter- 
ances of the President relative to the Japanese in said city—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of The Telegram, Youngstown, Ohio, against 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Youngstown, Ohio, for investiga- 
tion of Kongo Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of locomotive engineers and train- 
men of the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy system railways, 
Ottumwa, against restriction of hours of employment on rail- 
ways—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of Evening Telegram, Holyoke, 
Mass., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LEVER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of George 
Young (referred previously to Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions)—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: Petition of New Haven 
Chamber of Commerce, for establishment of forest reseryes--to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, paper to accompany biil for relief of Honora Higgins, 
Hattie L. Benedict, and Delia A, Wight—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of Joint Executive Committee on 
Improvement of Harbor of Philadelphia, for 35-foot channel in 
Delaware River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William D. Edwards—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCALL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Frank 
R. Chisholm—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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By Mr. MANN: Petition of Bankers’ Club, Chicago. for leg- 
islation in harmony with enunciations of currency commission 
of American Bankers’ Association, sitting at Washington—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Chicago Christian Endeavor Union, for in- 
vestigation of affairs in Kongo Free State—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Chicago Typographical Union, No. 16, favor- 
ing investigation of status of women and child workers of the 
United States by Secretary of Commerce and Labor—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Monmouth Commercial Club, favoring legis- 
lation for improvement of navigable streams in United States, 
especially upper Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of The University of Chicago Press, against tar- 
iff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MEYER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Anto- 
nio Hook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs of Patrick 
Dooling—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of various commer- 
cial bodies of Philadelphia, for deepening of the Delaware 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Petition of Joint Executive Committee, 
for the improvement of the Delaware and Schuylkill rivers—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: Petition of Union No. 4, 
A. S. M. W. I. A., of Memphis, Tenn., favoring merchant marine 
commission shipping bill passed by the Senate of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Joint Executive Committee on the Improve- 
ment of the Harbor of Philadelphia, for deepening Delaware 
River to 35 feet—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of San Francisco Labor Council, against ut- 
terances of the President relative to Japanese in schools of 
said city—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of Republican Register, Gales- 
burg, Ill., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of various commercial bodies 
of Philadelphia, for appropriation to deepen the Delaware River 
at Philadelphia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Numismatic and Antiquarian Society of 
Philadelphia, for removal of duty on works of art—to the Com- 
mittee.on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of International Seamen’s Union of 
America, against ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of various commercial bodies of Philadelphia, 
for deepening the Delaware Riyer—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: Petition of joint executive committee 
on improvement of harbor of Philadelphia, for deepening chan- 
nel of the Delaware to 35 feet—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Paper te accompany bill for relief of 
B. O. Mahaffey and J. A. Clevyeland—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Valleant, Ind. T.; citizens of 
Brookston, Tex.; Hon. Lee Cruce; Hon. Sidney Suggs, et al.; 
Hon. W. H. Murray; Governor Johnson, et al.; citizens of Tisho- 
mingo, Ind. T.; citizens of Atoka, Ind. T., and citizens of Paris, 
Tex., for appropriation to improve -upper Red River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Edward J. Warner—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Paper to accompany Dill for 
relief of Elijah Fentress, Emanuel Sandusky, and E. F. Hacker 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Paper to accompany Dill for 
relief of James E. Arnold—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STERLING: Petition of News-Herald, Lincoln, Nebr., 
Pentegraph Printing and Stationery Company, and Lincoln 
Courier, against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of Fred L. Baker, Nunda, 
N. Y., for amending post-office laws so as to admit paper of 
certain size as fourth-rate matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Edwin May—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHARTON: Petition of Packing Trade Council, 
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Chicago, for passage of bills H. R. 17562 and S. 5469, investi- 
gating social, moral. educational, and physical condition of 
women and child workers of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. : 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Petition of Daily True Ameri- 
can, against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 


ALLOTMENT OF INDIAN LANDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs submitting the draft 
of an item of proposed legislation for the purpose of permitting 
a patent in fee simple to be issued to Esta Beaver, Peoria al- 
lottee No. 62, for lands allotted to her in Indian Territory; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


COMPILATION BY BUREAU OF INSULAR AFFAIRS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a compilation pre- 
pared by the Bureau of Insular Affairs consisting of all legis- 
lation enacted by the Fifty-eighth Congress from March 4, 1903, 
to March 3, 1905, pertaining to Alaska, Cuba, Guam, Philippine 
Islands, etc., together with all treaties and conventions entered 
into by the United States affecting any of this territory, and 
also all proclamations issued by the President concerning any of 
this territory, ete.; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
telegram in the nature of a petition, which will be read. 
The Secretary read the telegram, as follows: 


SPOKANE, WASH., January 8. 
President of United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Whereas the increased cost of living is a condition and not a theory; 


an 

Whereas the present salary of our national representatives is inade- 
quate to the dignity and n of the office; and 

Whereas spera is no power but Congress that can raise Congressional 
Salaries; an 

Whereas scruples of delicacy prevent our representatives from voting 
more money into their own pockets: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Spokane Chamber of Commerce in annual meeting as- 
sembled: That we would favor a salary for our United States Senators 
and Congressmen, exclusive of traveling expenses, of $8,000 per annum, 
and would recommend and urge that that sum be fixed by act of Con- 
gress now in session. 

Resolved, That these resolutions be transmitted by wire to the Presi- 
dent of the Senate and Speaker of the House of Representatives, with 
request that they be read in open session of each House, and that 
through the press we request every commercial organization throughout 
the United States to take similar action. 

> SPOKANE CHAMPER OF COMMERCE, 
By F. E. GOODALL, President. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I moye that the telegram be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented memorials of sundry trainmen em- 
ployed on the Pennsylvania lines in Chicago, Ill., remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called“ sixteen-hour bill; ” which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Chicago, 
III., praying that the Isthmian Canal Commission operate one- 
third of the Government shipping out of the Gulf ports, with 
New Orleans as the most practicable port; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

He also presented petitions of sundry newspaper publishers 
of Clinton, Crystal Lake, Dwight, Harvard, Eureka, Pana, Mor- 
ris, Pontiac, Grayville, Elgin, Monticello, Rockford, Newton, Du- 
quoin, Bushnell, Greenville, Fairfield, Dahlgren, Flora, Reynolds, 
Mount Sterling, Nauvoo, Ashton, Marshall, and Morrison, all in 
the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
permit newspapers to contract with railroads for transportation 
to be paid for in advertising at regular rates; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. STONE presented a petition of Louis A. Craig Camp, 
Army of the Philippines, of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the 
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enactment of legislation providing foreign campaign badges for 
all persons who served honorably in the United States Army, 
Navy, and Marine Corps in campaigns in foreign countries; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Dark Tobacco Planters’ 
Protective Association of Kentucky, Tennessee, and Virginia, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to repeal the tax on 
leaf tobacco; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


He also presented the petition of John E. Weber of the State | 


of Missouri, praying for the enactment of legislation for the re- 
lief of Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of the Philip- 
pine volunteers; which was referred to the Committee on 

_ Claims. `: 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Sedalia, 
Mo., praying for tke ratification of certain treaties for the en- 
largement of the jurisdiction of The Hague tribunal, and also 
for the enactment of legislation providing for an increase in the 
efficiency of the Navy; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Laredo, Slater, 
and Brookfield, all in the State of Missouri, praying for the 
passage of the so-called “sixteen-hour bill;” which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

- He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Kansas 
City and Stansberry, Mo., and of Omaha, Nebr., remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called“ sixteen-hour bill;“ which 
were ordered*to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Morley, 
Huntsville, St. Yoseph, Thayer, Little Rock, Mount Vernon, 
Wentworth, Arcola, Hermann, Clinton, Mound City, Charleston, 
Green Ridge, Bakersfield, Bloomfield, Speed, Granby, and Els- 
berry, all in the State of Missouri, praying that an appropria- 
tion of $50,000,000 be made for river and harbor improvements 
in the United States, and particularly for the construction of a 
14-foot waterway trom the Lakes to the Gulf; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. OVERMAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
the State of North Carolina, and a memorial of Local Division, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Asheville, N. C., remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called “ sixteen-hour 
bill; ” which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PILES presented a petition of sundry citizens of Shelton, 
Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of Casselton, N. Dak., praying for the adoption of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DU PONT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mar- 
shallton, Del., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HEMENWAY presented a petition of the Associated 
Charities of South Bend, Ind., praying for an investigation into 
the existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SIMMONS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Hickory, N. C., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion requiring certain places of business in the District of Co- 
lumbia to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Elizabeth 
City and Weldon, in the State of North Carolina, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of Local Division No. 535, 
Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of St. Albans, Vt., praying 


for the passage of the so-called“ sixteen-hour bill; ” which was 


ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry railway conductors, 
engineers, firemen, and brakemen of the Central Vermont Rail- 
way Company, of St. Albans, Vt., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the so-called“ sixteen-hour bill ;” which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. KNOX presented petitions of C. B. Sowash, chairman of 
the grievance committee of trainmen, Pennsylvania lines west 
of Pittsburg, Pa.; of O. Irwin, representing the conductors, and 
of sundry employees of the northwest and southwest systems 
of Pennsylvania Railroad lines west of Pittsburg, Pa., praying 
for a modification of the so-called “ sixteen-hour bill;” which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Local Lodge No. 179, Brother- 


hood of Railroad Trainmen, of Pittsburg; of Local Lodge No. 
94, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Carbondale; of Local 
Lodge No. 703, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Browns- 
ville; of Local Lodge, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of 
Meadville; of Local Lodge No. 633, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Firemen and Enginemen, of Pittsburg, all in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the passage of the so-called “ sixteen-hour 
bill; ” which were ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 6810) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to amend section 2455 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States,’ approved February 
26, 1895,” approved June 27, 1906, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 362) granting an increase of 
pension to James M. Bullard, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 7295) granting an increase of pension to Gabriel Camp- 
bell, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. ; g 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 7428) granting an increase of pension to Helen C. 
Lettenmayer ; and 

A bill (S. 5586) granting an increase of pension to Albert F. 
Pepoon. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
with amendments, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 6226) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Mickler; and ` 

A bill (S. 5699) granting an increase of pension to Adelaide 
Ð. Merritt. 

GIFT OF SAILBOAT TO NAVAL ACADEMY. 


Mr. HALE. I report back favorably from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, without amendment, the bill (S. 7372) to author- 
ize the acceptance by the Secretary of the Navy, as a gift, of a 
sailboat for the use of the midshipmen at the Naval Academy, 
and I submit a report thereon. I ask for the immediate consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. It authorizes the Secretary of the Navy to accept as a 
gift, from a member of the family of the late Assistant Naval 
Constructor Joseph E. McDonald, a sailboat for the use of the 
midshipmen at the Naval Academy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

COMMITTEE ON VENTILATION AND ACOUSTICS. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Conunittee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolu- 
tion submitted by Mr. Hare on the 8th instant, reported it with- 
out amendment, and it was considered by unanimous consent 
and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics 


be authorized to employ a mag seme yp? at $1,440 per annum, the same to 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. : 


JOANNA C. KELLEY. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolu- 
tion submitted by Mr. RAYNER on the 8th instant, reported it 
without amendment, and it was considered by unanimous consent 
and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, from the contingent fund of the Senate, to 
Joanna C. Kelley, widow of T. A. Kelley, late a fireman in the employ 
of the Senate of the United States, a sum equal to six months’ salary ut 
the rate he was receiving braan at the time of his demise, said sum to 
be considered as including eral expenses and all other allowances. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. z 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 7645) to grant an exten-, 
sion of certain letters patent to Will F. Hoyt, of Dowagiac, 
Mich.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 7646) providing for 
the establishment of a publie park at Fort Thayer, in the District 
of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 7647) for the relief of the 
estate of Joseph L. Richardson; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7648) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
Suits; 

A bill (8. 
Elias; and 

A bill (8. 
Kort. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND introduced a bill (S. 7651) granting 
rights of way and easements for the construction, use, main- 
tenance, and operation of roads, highways, canals, ditches, 
reservoirs, telephone and telegraph lines, and lines for the 
transmission of electric light and power within and through 
forest reserves on the public lands of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (S. 7652) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel F. Lee; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 7653) for the relief of the 
Mille Lac band of Chippewa Indians of the State of Minnesota ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7654) granting an increase of pension to John 


7649) granting an increase of pension to William 


7650) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


. Young; 


A bill (S. 7655) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
G. Brown; 

A bill (S. 7656) granting an increase of pension to Edwin R. 
Hill; 

A bill (S. 7657) granting an increase of pension to Herman 
Grass; and 

A bill (S. 7658) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
C. Gearey. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (S. 7659) to change the 
time of holding the United States district courts in the eastern 
district of North Carolina, and to provide for the appointment 
of a clerk of the courts at Washington, N. C.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7660) granting a pension to 
Julia Elgie; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7661) for the relief of Mrs. A. M. 
Bacon; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 7662) granting a pension 
to Victoria Ficker; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYD introduced a bill (S. 7663) to increase the efficiency 
of the personnel of the Revenue-Cutter Service; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 7664) to amend the code of law for the District of 
Columbia, and providing for the appointment of probation 
officers for adults; and 

A bill (S. 7665) for the relief of John J. Sanborn. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7666) granting an increase of pension to True San- 
born, jr.; 

A bill (S. 7667) granting a pension to Henry Lunn; and 

A bill (S. 7668) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
Buzzell. 

Mr. BULKELEY introduced a bill (S. 7669) to amend an act 
approved June 29, 1906, entitled “An act to amend an act en- 
titled ‘An act to regulate commerce,’ approyed February 4, 1887, 
and all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission;” which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

Mr. DU PONT introduced a bill (S. 7670) granting a pension 
to Sarah E. Lungren; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7671) granting an increase of pension to C. H. 
Alden ; 2 

A bill (S. 7672) granting an increase of pension to Elvina 
Adams; and ; 

A bill (S. 7673) granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Jordan. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana introduced a bill (S. 7674) to sur- 
vey and allot the lands embraced within the limits of the Black- 
feet Indian Reservation, in the State of Montana, and to open 
the surplus lands to settlement; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 7675) to establish a fish-cul- 
tural station on the Kennebec River, in the State of Maine; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Fisheries. 

Mr. KNOX introduced a bill (S. 7676) to amend section 4919 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to provide addi- 
tional protection for owners of patents of the United States, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 7677) to appoint Warren 
C. Beach a captain in the Army and place him on the retired 
list; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE FOR HOMESTEAD SETTLERS. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 81) 
authorizing temporary leaves of absence for homestead settlers ; 
which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask for the present consideration of 
the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as 
follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That homestead settlers upon 
the public domain, in those sections where climatic conditions and 
other causes of an unnatural nature exists resulting in personal hard- 
ship, are hereby granted a leave of absence from their land for a period 
of three months from the date of the approval of this resolution. All 
homesteaders seriously affected by such conditions or causes shall 
make application, supported by affidavit, setting forth the facts justi- 
fring the leave of absence applied for to the register and receiver of 
the land office of the district in which their land is situated, and set- 
tlers granted such leave shall forfeit no rights by reason of the absence 
allowed hereunder: Provided, That the period of such actual absence 
shall not be deducted from the full time of residence required by law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? : 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment relative to the 
pay and allowances of professors of mathematics in the Navy, 
etc., intended to be proposed by him to the naval appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. j 

He also submitted an amendment providing for an examina- 
tion and survey of Pepperell Cove, Maine, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CLAPP submitted an amendment authorizing the issuance 
of sixty Springfield cadet rifles to the Indian school at Phoenix, 
Ariz., intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment proposing that all 
lands allotted to Indians in severalty or reserved for their use 
in common, susceptible of irrigation, may be leased for a terra 
not exceeding twenty-five years for cultivation under irrigation, 
etc., intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENTS TO RAILROAD EMPLOYEES BILL, 


Mr. SCOTT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 5133) to promote the safety of employees 
and travelers upon railroads by limiting the hours of service of 
employees thereon; which was ordered to lie on the table, and 
be printed. 
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Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (S. 5133) to promote the safety of 
employees and travelers upon railroads by limiting the hours of 
service of employees thereon; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 


SUNDAY OPENINGS OF POST-OFFICES. 


Mr. BURKETT submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to inform the 
Senate by what authority post-offices are to be 
Sunday, together with the regulations of Sunday y 
tent of the business that may be transacted, and also what the pro- 
visions are for clerical help, and whether postal clerks or carriers are 
required to work more than six days per week. 


ISSUANCE OF LAND PATENTS. 


Mr. CARTER submitted the following resolution, which was 
read: 

Resolved, That under the homestead laws of the United States a duly 
qualiSed entryman furnishing competent evidence of full compliance 
with said laws and all rules and regulations promulgated by authority 
thereof is, in the absence of contest or of any charge or evidence of 
fraud cr mistake, legally entitled to a patent for the land embraced in 
the entry as to which final proof has been so furnished, and no execu- 
tive officer is authorized to forbid and prevent the issuance and de- 
livery of such patent. 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, at an early day I will ask the 
indulgence of the Senate for sufficient time to express certain 
views concerning an order issued by the Secretary of the In- 
terior on the 18th day-of last month prohibiting the issuance 
of patents under all laws of the United States, regardless of the 
conditions. I intend to make it plain, if I can, to the Senate 
that that order was illegal and unwarranted; that it was issued 
and is being executed in violation of law, and that the Land 
Office records show that the issuance of the order is wholly in- 
defensible. . 

I ask that the resolution may lie on the table, and be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table. 


DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


Mr. PETTUS. I ask leave to call up House bill 21951, pro- 
viding for the building of a bridge across a river in Alabama. 
It is a matter that requires some haste. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There was a unanimous-consent 
agreement yesterday that the resolution respecting the Browns- 
ville matter should be taken up at the conclusion of the morning 
business. The Senator from Alabama asks unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of a bill, which will be read for 
the information of the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator from Alabama will yield to 
me for a moment, I think we can avoid any conflict with the 
agreement made yesterday. I have just received a message from 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Turisman], stating that he 
is unable to be here to-day. He thinks he will be here to-mor- 
row, and asks that the Brownsville matter may go over until 
to-morrow morning. I ask that the agreement under which the 
resolution went over until this morning may be continued until 
‘to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent that the consideration of the resolution respecting 
the Brownsville matter may be postponed from this morning un- 
til to-morrow morning after the routine business. 

Mr. FORAKER. To come up then. : 4 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To come up after the close of the 
routine morning business to-morrow. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


TOMBIGBEE RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. PETTUS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 21951) to authorize the Alabama, 
Tennessee and Northern Railroad Company to construct a bridge 
across the Tombigbee River, in the State of Alabama. : 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SALE OF PROVISIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER] asks that I shall yield to him, that he may have a 
very short bill considered, which I am pleased to do. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I thank the Senator from North Dakota. 

I ask for the immediate consideration of the bill (S. 6578) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to provide for the appointment 
of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights and measures in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved March 


3 1 and to amend an act amendatory thereof approved June 
* 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. It proposes to amend section 10 of the act approved 
March 2, 1895, and the act amendatory thereof approved June 
20, 1906, so as to read as follows: 


Serc. 10, No person shall sell or offer for sale anywhere in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia any provisions or produce or commodities of any 
kind for a weight or measure greater than the actual or true weight 
or measure thereof: and all ions, produce, or commodities 
of any kind shall be weighed scales, weights, or balances, or 
measured in measures duly tes and sealed by the sealer or an 
assistant sealer of weights and measures: Provided, That berries, 
when offered for sale in an original package or basket containing a 
5 measure, may be sold in said package or basket without the 
same having been first tested and sealed; but in no case shall said 
basket be refilled for use in the sale of berries or produce of any kind 
whatsoever: And provided further, That poultry and vegetables, usually 
sold by the head or bunch, may be offered for sale and sold in other 
manner than by weight or measure; but in all cases where the person 
intending to purchase shall so desire and 1 ee shall be 
weighed, as hereinbefore prescribed: And provided further, That scales 
reported not in use shall be sealed down, and said seal shall not be 
broken except by authority of the sealer of weights and measures. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

SERVICE PENSION BILL. 
Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, the resolution relating to 


the Brownsville affairs having gone over for the day, I presume 
that that will leave the time between this period and 2 o'clock 


in the afternoon for such discussion as Senators may desire to - 


make of the bill which I ask to bring up this morning. I sin- 
cerely hope that Senators will give the matter their attention 
and that such as may desire will give the Senate the benefit of 
the expressions of their opinion upon each phase of the bill. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 976) granting pensions to certain enlisted men, 
soldiers, and officers who seryed in the war of the rebellion, 
which was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, the subject of service pen- 
sions has been agitated more or less during the last ten or fif- 
teen years, and it has demanded and received continuing and 
greater and eyer greater consideration as the accumulating 
years have added to the distress and the destitution of a large 
number of the survivors of the great conflict. 

There are few persons, Mr. President, who will not concede 
that at some period after the close of the civil war a general 
service pension bill should be enacted. Those who have given 
the subject more than casual consideration have contended that 
such a bill should have been enacted at least ten years ago. It 
may be barely possible that there may be those who consider 
that the time has not yet arrived for such character of legisla- 
tion, The opinion of the Committee on Pensions, who expressed 
that opinion, as I remember, by a unanimous vote, is that the 
debt of gratitude which we owe to the survivors of the civil 
war ought not longer to be delayed. 

This bill was reported to the Senate on the 2d day of April 
of last year. It has, therefore, been public property for more 
than nine months. It has been considered by the press generally 
throughout the States, and its provisions have been given con- 
siderable publicity; and I have yet to hear the first criticism 
from any source against any provisions of the bill. The only 
things that I have received in the shape of criticisms have been 
letters from private individuals whose cases fall without the 
provisions and benefits of the bill. I can only say to them that 
it seems to me we should not modify the bill to any great extent. 
We have followed the rules that have been followed in other 
legislation as to time in reference to pension acts, and if in the 
future it is proper to so modify a general service bill it can be 
done whenever the requirements become manifest. 

Mr. President, I feel personally that there is a greater obliga- 
tion for the payment of a general service pension to the suryiy- 
ors of the civil war than for the payment of a like pension to 
the survivors of any other war in the history of this nation or of 
any war which we will be liable to enter into. It not only re- 
quired a different character of patriotism to furnish the material 
to carry on that war of more than four years, but it also re- 
quired a different character and a more intense and fervent 
quality of patriotism to furnish the material to conduct such a 
war. 

In the first place, Mr. President, the nation and the world 
can never overestimate the devotion of the armies of the Union 
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in the battles for the suppression of the rebellion and the strug- 
gle for the upholding of the Union cause and to make us and 
continue us as one undivided nation. 

More than one hundred years prior to 1776 the American peo- 
ple had become practically a separate nation, almost independ- 
ent of the British Empire. Without those instrumentalities of 
international communication—steam and electricity—which 
bring all nations info neighborly fellowship, there had grown 
up on this side of the Atlantic practically a separate nation, with 
little affiliation with the mother country, and when the soldiers 
of 1776 were summoned to war they were required to do battle, 
not against Americans, not against the men of adjoining colonies, 
but practically against a foreign invader. They were defending 
their own rights and their own homes against invasion, and 
every man understands that it requires less to fire the emotion 
of patriotism into a feryent defense of home and of our own land 
than it does to carry on aggressive warfare into the land of the 
enemy. Not so were the conditions in the war of 1861 to 1865. 
Many a nation whose armies have failed in an aggressive warfare 
against inferior foes has won glorious victories in the defense 
of home against overwhelming odds. 

If, therefore, I admire and honor the heroes of 1776 in their 
struggle for independence, if I admire the impulses of our Army 
in attempting to release and in succeeding in releasing them- 
selves from a monarchical form of government which threatened 
the rights which had been guaranteed to all English-speaking 
people, how much greater must be my admiration for the men 
of 1861 to 1865, who left their own homes, who went into the 
land of the enemy and followed the flag during those four long 
years of desperate warfare that its honor might not be lessened 
and that its glory might not be diminished. 

Now, Mr. President, not only this, but the men of 1865 were 
called upon to do battle not against a foreign foe, but against 
men of their own blood, men of their own character, men of 
their own fighting qualities, men as brave and as well organ- 
ized as themselves, men as heroic and as equally patriofic, 
aceording to their ideas of the patriotism of that day, as were 
the soldiers of the Union Army. And not only this, they knew, 
Mr. President, when they entered into the war that they were 
not to stand behind forts to repel invasion, but that they were 
to be the invaders themselves. They knew that they were to 
be the aggressors all along the line, and that this aggression 
meant increase and disproportionate dangers. They knew that 
they were to battle father against son in the border warfare 
and brother against brother. Even the old Commonwealth of 
Kentucky furnished about 90,000 soldiers, I believe, to each 
one of the great contending armies. They knew in addition to 
that, Mr. President, that the ancestors of the men of the South 
had fought side by side with their ancestors in the great strug- 
gle for independence; that men of the South had fought side 
by side with their grandfathers in the war of 1812, shoulder to 
shoulder with their grandfathers and fathers and elder brothers 
in the war with Mexico, and that their ashes commingled on 
many battle plains. ; 

I repeat, Mr. President, that it required a greater deyotion 
to principle to carry on that war, as against Americans of our 
own blood, than it ever required to carry on any other war on 
the face of the earth, and that call was met with a patriotism 
and a devotion unexcelled in all the world’s long history. 

Now, Mr. President, the debt of gratitude which any nation 
owes to its soldiers who constitute its armies in any conilict 
must necessarily be measured by the sacrifice that is endured 
and by the results of that conflict and the devotion of those 
engaged in it. When I compare those conditions with the condi- 
tions of any other war in which we have been engaged, I have a 
right to insist that the soldiers of the war of 1861 to 1865 
should not only receive equal consideration, but greater con- 
sideration than the soldiers of any other war. Even in cur 
enlightened policy and notwithstanding the claim that we have 
dealt more liberally with the soldiers of the civil war than with 
the soldiers of any other war, I desire to demonstrate very 
briefly that in very many respects we have not dealt with them 
as liberally as we have. with the soldiers of other wars. 

Mr. President, it must be remembered that the soldiers of 
the Philippines or the Spanish war received at the close of 
that war a compensation for wounds and disabilities incurred 
in service equal to that which the enlightened policy, the greater 
wealth, and the sounder judgment of the nation had accorded 
to the soldiers of the civil war thirty or forty years after the 
expiration of that war. It must be remembered also that the 


small amounts which were paid at the close of the civil war in 
the shape of pensions for injuries received at that time were a 
mere bagatelle as compared with the amounts which are paid 
to-day to the young men who have just come out of the Spanish 
or the Philippine wars. 


And not only is this the case, Mr. President, but the small 
$13 a month which was paid to the soldiers who fought during 
all of those long years was paid in a currency which, when com- 
pared with the standard of money at that time, was not equal 
to more than 50 per cent of its face value, and at a time, in ad- 
dition, when even the common necessaries of life were more ex- 
cessive in cost than they have ever been in the history of the 
United States. The amount received by the soldier of the civil 
war as he came out of that war, disabled by reason of it, did 
not purchase one-tenth of the comforts that the amount that 
is received by the soldier of this later war coming out under 
similar disabilities. 

The country now, Mr. President, is wealthy. The Treasury 
is bursting with its load of coin. Under these conditions extrav- 
agances of every character are creeping into our legislation, ex- 
travagances which well might be abandoned until we have per- 
formed our entire duty toward the survivors of that war which 
made it possible that we have a country of this wealth and which 
could indulge in those extravagances. 

Mr. President, in order to show the disparagement between 
the character of pensions that were granted at the close of the 
war of 1861 to 1865 and the war with Spain, I wish to give 
very briefly what was received by each soldier at the close of 
each of those respéctive wars under like disabilities. This is 
well worthy the consideration of every Senator, and can not 
but impress him with the conviction that his duty is at the 
present time to at least place the soldiers of the war of 1861 to 
1865 on an equal footing with the soldiers of the late war. 

Let us take some of the specific disabilities. The soldier of 
the civil war at the close of that war received for the loss of 
both hands $25 per month. The soldier of the Philippine war 
receives $100 per month for the same disability. 

The soldier of the civil war received at the close of that war 
for the loss of both feet $20 per month. The soldier of the Phil- 
ippines receives for the same disability $100 per month. 

The soldier of the war of the rebellion received for the loss 
of the sight of both eyes $20 per month. The soldier of the war 
with Spain receives $100 per month. 

For the loss of sight of one eye, the other eye being affected, 
the soldier of the war of the rebellion received $25; of the war 
with Spain $72 per month. 

For the loss of one hand and one foot the soldier of the war 
of the rebellion received $20 per month. ‘The soldier of the war 
with Spain receives $60 a month. 

For the loss of an arm at or above the elbow or a leg at or 
above the knee the soldier of the civil war received $15 per 
month; the soldier of the war with Spain $46 per month. 

For the loss of a leg at the hip joint the soldier of the first 
war received $15, of the latter, $55 per month. 

For total disability in one hand or one foot the soldier of the 
former war received $20, of the latter war, $60 per month. 

For an incapacity requiring regular aid and attendance the 
soldier of the war of the rebellion received $25; the soldier of 
the recent war receives $72. 

For total deafness the soldier of the war of the rebellion re- 
ceived $13; the soldier of the war in the Philippines re- 
ceived $40. 

Mr. President, the men who received these comparatively 
small sums received no greater relief until within a very few 
years ago. So if we should pass this pension bill which I am 
now discussing, which grants but $12 per month at the age of 
62, $15 at the age of 70, and $20 at the age of 75, it would not by 
any possibility equal the amount that would be received during 
the life of the soldiers of the Philippine war, assuming that they 
will live as long as those of the civil war. If, therefore, we 
should grant this partial justice, comparing the two wars and 
what each of the soldiers would receive, there would still be 
an injustice to the survivors of the great civil war. Justice 
demands, Mr. President, that we equalize this matter as nearly 
as possible. f 2 Í 

The subject has been discussed here, and a great many of the 
newspapers have taken it up, of an increase of the salaries of 
the clerks in our Departments. It is stated that- those clerks 
have salaries averaging about $100 per month, and it is pur- 
posed to increase those salaries 20 per cent, or $20 per month, 
for services amounting to about seven hours per day. It is 
inconceivable to me how anyone should favor the granting of 
that great allowance in the matter of a mere addition, while, 
at the same time, he would refuse to allow the same amount 
to the men who fought four years during the rebellion, who 
have reached the age of 75 years, and in all probability can not 
remain outside of their graves for more than four years longer. 
Twenty dollars per month, Mr. President, would not equalize 
even the amount that the soldier ought to have received during 
those four long years of strife; and if he then received but 
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about $4 in the then standard of money, he ought to receive for 
the balance of his life, if he should live from 75 to 79 years, at 
least an additional $20 per month. 

Mr. President, some twelve or fifteen years ago we increased 
the pensions of those who served from six months to one year. 
We raised them to $12 per month, while the majority of the 
soldiers who fought in the open for four years are receiving 
less than $10 a month. I point out these incongruities and these 
inconsistencies that we may better know what justice ought to 
be meted out to the survivors. 

Mr. President, the soldier of the Mexican war has been 
granted $12 per month for his sixty days’ service. One-half of 
the soldiers of the rebellion of the same age have not yet re- 
ceived a pension of $10 per month, although the service was very 
much longer. Whenever we select one arm of the service, or 
the pensioners of one arm, considering the hardships they suf- 
fered and the struggles that were necessary to carry on that 
war and the miseries they endured, and allow them a pension 
which is disproportionate to what we allow other soldiers of 
other wars, or other arms of the same army, we are doing an 
injustice that can not but be keenly felt by everyone who has 
engaged in any one of those wars. 

It is my hope, Mr. President, therefore, that we will do this 
slight act of justice to those of the civil war, who made it pos- 
sible for us to have a nation that is capable of doing justice. 

Mr. President, it has been suggested here, and suggested in 
other places, that this bill should be amended so as to give a 
flat rate of $12 per month to all who served in that war, irre- 
spective of time. It seems to me that a glance at this will show 
its injustice. In the first place, the older soldiers are those of 
the longer service. The man who receives $20 per month be- 
cause he has reached the age of 75 years is in nearly every in- 
stance a soldier who served during the entire four years. The 
short-service men were the younger men, who were too young 
to go into the Army at the beginning of the war, and went in 
at 15, 16, or 17 years of age toward its close. Therefore, con- 
sidering the longer service of the older men, it is but just that 
they should receive the greater amount. In addition to this, 
Mr. President, as we all understand, their necessities become 
greater as they grow older. 

We haye taken 62 years as the basis for the pension of $12 
per month. The only reason we have taken that is that there 
seems to have been a kind of precedent for it. It was the pre- 
cedent in the case of the general pension law in favor of the 
survivors of the war with Mexico; it was the precedent estab- 
lished by Order No. 78, under which the conclusive presump- 
tion is that when a soldier has reached the age of 62 years he is 
totally incapacitated from performing manual labor. 

Mr. President, I assume that the query will naturally: arise 
as to what amount this bill, if enacted into law, will increase the 
present pension appropriation. About a year ago—on March 28, 
1906—this bill was submitted to the Commissioner of Pensions, 
and a letter was received from him, from which I will simply 
quote rather than to insert the entire letter. It will show gen- 
erally the amount estimated to be required if this bill be enacted 
into law. Of course we all understand that a year’s difference 
in the age of the pensioner will make considerable difference 
in the result that will be obtained under this bill. 

It appears that on March 28, 1906, from the estimate made 
from a previous year, that: 

The number of civil-war soldiers on the roll June 30, 1905, receiv- 
ing less than $12 per month on that date, who will be between the 
ages of 62 and 70 years on June 30, 1906, is estimated at 148,000. 

Of this number 37,000 are receiving $6 per month; 66,600 are re- 
ceiving $8 per month, and 44,400 are receiving $10 per month. The 


roposed bill grants them $12 r month, and the annual increase to 
Bess pensioners would be as follows. yiz— 


This is the important table— 
37, 000 would receive an increase of $72 per year, or — $2, 664, 000 


66, 600 would receive an increase of 524 per year, or___ 3, 196, 800 
44,400 would receive an increase of $24 per year, or 1, 065, 600 
148, 000 Total —-- 6, 926, 400 


Of the 230,000 civil-war soldiers pensioned at $12 per month, and the 
21,000 who are pensioned at $14 per month, it is believed that about 
53,000 are between 70 and 75 years of age, and therefore would take 
$15 under the bill. Of this number— 


48,000 would receive an increase of 112 per year, or $1, 728, 000 
5, 000 would receive an increase of $12 per year, or 60, 000 


53, 000 Total_.--.--_--_-.-+ —----~---=---- === - 5 1, 788, 000 
Then the Commissioner proceeds : . 


Of the number of soldiers pensioned at rates between $12 and $20 per 
month, it is believed that 30,000 will be over 75 years of age on June 
30, 1906. The increase to the roll caused by granting them $20 per 
month would be about $2,000,000 per year. 

This would bring the whole matter up to about $10,714,000 


per year. 
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But, Mr. President, as you will observe, the Commissioner of - 


Pensions makes his prediction upon the assumption that all of 
these soldiers will immediately apply, and that their applica- 
tion will be immediately heard for the larger pension when they 
reach the respective ages covered by the bill. As a matter of 
fact, very many of them will probably not apply at all, and 
others will apply some time thereafter. It will not only take a 
year, but it will take years before all have applied.. There are 
many—lI believe 130,000, it is now estimated—in the unknown 
army who have never made any application. Considering a 
still further addition to this number, the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions has assumed that a great many of them will also make 
application under the bill. I believe, therefore, Mr. President, 
that it is safe to assume that within the next year there will 
not be an increase of more than about $6,000,000 to the cost of 
the pension roll. 

Mr. President, I do not know that I desire to say anything 
further on this subject than to call attention to another feature 
of the pension laws and to another reason why this bill should be 
enacted. I desire to call attention to the period which had elapsed 
after each war before a service pension was provided for the sol- 
diers of such war. Let us take the war of the Revolution. March 
18, 1818, thirty-five years after the termination of the Reyo- 
lution, was passed the first act of general pension legislation. 
Pensioners under this act must have been in indigent circum- 
stances, in need of assistance. May 15, 1828, forty-five years 
after the close of that war, a general pension was granted to 
all who served to the end of the war; and June 7, 1832, forty- 
nine years after the war, the pension provisions were extended 
to all who served not less than six months. Considering that, 
in comparison with the war of 1812, we find that on February 
14, 1871, fifty-six years after the close of the war, was the first 
general pension legislation for the survivors of that war. That 
act required sixty days’ service. March 9, 1878, sixty-three 
years after the close of that war, this period was reduced to 
fourteen days. 

As to the war with Mexico, on January 29, 1887, thirty-nine 
years after the close of the war, a pension act was passed which 
required sixty days’ service, and applied to those who were 62 
years of age or disabled or dependent. As to the Indian wars, 
the first pension legislation was passed July 27, 1892, fifty years 
after the close of the Black Hawk, Creek, Cherokee, and Semi- 
nole wars. That was the first law which applied to all who 
served not less than thirty days. 

So, by a recapitulation, we will observe that the first general 
act pensioning soldiers of the Revolutionary war was but 
thirty-five years after the close of that war; and as to the war 
of 1812, it was fifty-six years afterwards, and the war with 
Mexico thirty-nine years thereafter. So, Mr. President, it may 
be observed that the first act in relation to the war of 1812 
required only sixty days’ service, the next only fourteen days’ 
service; that the first act with reference to the war with 
Mexico required but sixty days’ service, and the acts in refer- 
ence to the Indian wars required but thirty days’ service, while 
the only act of a general service character concerning the vet- 
erans of the war of the rebellion required ninety days’ service. 
So it will be at once seen that, both in reference to the time 
elapsing after the close of the war and the length of service 
necessary to entitle a soldier to the benefits of the law, and in 
reference to the amount received, the soldiers of previous wars 
have in some respects been treated with greater consideration 
than those of the civil war. 

This, Mr. President, it seems to me, ought to be rectified. It 
is not a matter of mere sentimentality. We owe a duty and 
are under a moral obligation to every survivor of the civil war. 
That obligation is to make as pleasant, as agreeable, and as 
comfortable as possible the declining days of those old soldiers. 
We can not fulfill that obligation by a mere love for the country 
which they saved or by a mere admiration of their deeds of 
valor. That obligation can only be fulfilled when we have 
done our complete duty to every one of those soldiers, not by 
the erection of monuments after they are dead, but by assisting 
them while they are on this side of the grave. I sincerely hope 
that this act of justice, so long delayed, will find supporters at 
the present session of Congress. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I do not know that it is worth 
while for me to enter into a discussion of this bill. If Senators 
eare to know my views on this question, I think I can do no 
better than refer them to some remarks which I made on Tues- 
day, January 27, 1903, when I advocated a similar proposition 
presented in the form of a resolution. 

I have long felt, Mr. President, that we are not doing justice 
to the soldiers who served in the war from 1861 to 1865. They 
are all growing old, and many of them are suffering from dis- 
ease contracted in the service, although possibly at the time 
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they were in the service they had no hospital records upon 
which to base a claim for pension. I can cite the case of one 
soldier from my own State who served his full enlistment of 
three years and then served as a veteran for one year additional. 
He was engaged in thirty-one battles and skirmishes, but was 
fortunate enough never to have been wounded or to have been in 
the hospital; consequently he has no hospital record. At the 
advanced age of 69 he writes me that because of the arduous 
service and duty he performed during the war he finds himself 
unable to perform manual labor. He is possessed of a little 
house, with a quarter of an acre of ground, which, he says, is 
not sufficient for him to make a living for himself and “ mother,” 
meaning his wife. He wanted to know of me how I could get 
him a pension. 

Mr. President, that is one of the many cases that come before 
those of us who are on the Pension Committee. I have been 
trying for at least five or six years to get passed through the 
Senate and through the House a bill that would give to these 
old soldiers at least a small pittance upon which they might 
live, if not in comfort, at any rate without being compelled to 
go hungry the balance of their few years. 

There was no man called into the service of the United States 
in the dark days of 1861 who was not needed. There was no 
man called whose name, if he makes application for pension, 
does not have to appear upon the muster rolls, and he must 
show that he had an honorable discharge. We are too great, 
we are too rich a nation to turn the veterans aside and say, 
“Oh, well, we made you the promise to care for you in your old 
age, and your widows and your orphans, but that was forty-two 
or forty-three years ago.” We can not afford to be unjust to the 
brave old defenders of the flag who fought in the civil war. 
We should care for them as we have cared for the Mexican war 
veterans, 

In this connection I want to pay a tribute to my friends of 
the South who have, by State enactment and by taxation upon 
themselves, cared and are to-day caring better in proportion 
for the soldiers of the South who wore the gray than we are 
for the soldiers of the North who wore the blue. I admire my 
southern brethren and friends. I admire their States for enact- 
ing such laws to care for their veterans in their old age. 

I do not believe that I could possibly say more in favor of this 
bill than I said in the speech to which I have referred. If any 
Senator cares to look over and ascertain my views and my rea- 
sons for supporting a bill of this kind at more length than in the 
few remarks that I have made this morning, I will ask him to 
send for a copy of the speech in which I endeavored at length to 
express my views upon a resolution similar to the bill which is 
now pending. 7 

I do hope that it will be the pleasure of the Senate to pass 
this bill, and to relieve us from the great number of special 
bills that we are called upon every day to consider and very 
few of which are ever turned down. We report them favorably 
and the Senate passes them. Why not, 2s the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. McCumser] has very well said, give us 
this bill, which will establish exactly what the old soldiers may 
expect and what we intend to do for them? 

Mr. President, we are abundantly able, with more gold in our 
Treasury than was ever within the vaults of any government on 
earth before. Our rapid growth and development and the splen- 
dor of our genius stand the wonder and study of mankind. Mr. 
President, the harvest is plentiful, and the laborers must by the 
laws of nature grow fewer each year. Over the span of forty- 
two years many of our comrades will have marched in triumph 
to that final victory. Let our gratitude cheer the hearts and 
our bounty brighten the pathway of the survivors. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I do not intend to enter into a 
discussion of this question at this time. I note that this bill 
was reported to the Senate nine months ago the 2d of this 
month, and, if legislation is to be had, certainly at this Congress, 
the bill ought to be set down for a vote at an early day. I ask 
the Senator in charge of the bill if it is his purpose to ask that 
a vote may be had on this bill at an early day, so that we may 
do something more than to make speeches and declare our good 
intentions toward the old veterans? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Replying to the Senator’s question, I de- 
sire to state that it was my intention after the bill had been dis- 
cussed this morning to ask that it be made the unfinished busi- 
ness after we dispose of the unfinished business now on the Cal- 
endar, and that then at a future time we fix a day certain on 
which a vote might be had. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have been interested in 
the remarks of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumner] 
and the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr], and I confess 
in advance, in view of the fact that at a former time I was 
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prominently connected with the Committee on Pensions, that I 
am reluctant even to rise for the purpose of discussing the 
measure. Yet there are some features of it that I think ought 
to be placed more directly before the Senate in advance of a 
vote on the bill. 

The Senator from North Dakota gave correctly the time that 
elapsed before service-pension acts were passed in the wars that 
preceded the civil war. An examination of that record will 
show that there is no discrimination against the civil-war vet- 
erans up to the present time in that respect. Just forty years 
have elapsed since the close of the civil war. 

Mr. SCOTT. Forty-two years. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I beg the Senator’s pardon; officially the 
wer closed in 1866. If it closed in 1865, forty-one years have 
elapsed. 

Following the Revolutionary war, the first bill was enacted 
thirty-five years after the war closed, but it was a very narrow 
bill. It granted a small pension, infinitely smaller than is pro- 
posed in this bill, and it was only to be paid to soldiers who 
were in indigent circumstances and in need of assistance. So 
that it was an exceedingly narrow bill. Afterwards a further 
enactment was made, and the original law was broadened to 
some extent, but no general pénsion was granted to survivors 
of that war until forty-five years after its close. 

After the war of 1812 fifty-six years elapsed before any pen- 
sion was granted, and that was a very small pension, as I re- 
member, of $6 or $8 per month. 

After the close of the war with Mexico we passed three acts, 
I want to call attention to those acts. The original pension act 
growing out of the Mexican war was passed January 29, 1887, 
thirty-nine years after the close of the war. That act simply 
provided that the survivors should be placed on the roll at the 
rate of $8 per month when they attained the age of 62 years. 

Subsequently, April 23, 1900, that was amended so that it was 
provided that soldiers of that war who were in necessitous cir- 
cumstances and wholly disabled for the performance of manual 
labor should receive $12 per month. March 3, 1903, it was 
again amended so as to grant all survivors of that war, every 
one of whom is a very old man and a very feeble man, $12 per 
month, and that is the law to-day. That is the way we have 
dealt with the soldiers of the war with Mexico. The soldiers 
of the Indian wars were granted, fifty years after the close of 
the war, a pension of $8 per month. 

Mr. President, there is a special reason, which it is well 
enough to put into the Rrconb, why we have not before the 
present time passed a service-pension bill for the survivors of 
the civil war, although the time elapsed averages just about the 
same as that which elapsed before we passed service-pension 
bills for survivors of the other wars. 

Commissioner Evans, under date of March 8, 1902, in a com- 


„munication addressed to me when a service (per diem) pen- 


sion bill was under consideration at that time by the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, suggested the reason. He says: 

* ty of the legislation proposed the 
bin . to a R it has —— mx pellet 0 r 
diem service pension should have been granted in 1890 in lieu cf that 

rovided by the act of June 27, 1890, and that such an act would have 
— more equitable and just in many respects; but as more than $600,- 
000,000 have now been paid out under the act of June 27, 1890, and as 
substantial relief is being daily afforded to hundreds of ay licants under 
that act the propriety of additional legislation at this time extendin 
the provisions of the pension laws, which are now exceedingly liberal, 
should be carefully considered. 

Mr. McCUMBER. What is the date of that? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is dated March 8, 1902. 

Mr. President, four years ago we had paid out under the act 
of June 27, 1890, $600,000,000, and it is safe to say that at the 
present time the amount reaches $S00,000,000. That enormous 
sum was paid out under a bill that was to all intents and pur- 
poses a service pension bill. That is to say, the requirements 
were that a man should have served ninety days and that he 
should, to a lesser or greater extent, be incapacitated for the 
performance of manual labor. He was not required to prove, 
that he had incurred any disability whatever in the service, but 
simply that he was incapacitated, partially or wholly, for the 
performance of manual labor; and the pensions allowed were 
six, eight, ten, and twelve dollars per month, according to the 
degree of disability. It is well to keep in mind that fact. I 
think it was an unfortunate piece of legislation. Had it not 
been enacted we would doubtless before now have had a service 
pension bill which would not have been restrictive in any par- 
ticular so far as concerns granting pensions to survivors of the 
civil war. 

Mr. President, it is absolutely impossible for us at this late 
day to legislate so as to grant equal and exact justice to every 
soldier. The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumprr] has 
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called attention to the discrepancy between the rates of pensions 
allowed to survivors of the civil war and those that are now be- 
ing allowed to survivors of the war with Spain; and there is a 
very striking and palpable injustice, if it could be corrected. 
But I call the attention of the Senator from North Dakota to 
the fact that if the bill which he advocates shall be enacted a 
very large proportion of the increase that will be paid out of 
the $15,000,000 a year, as estimated by the Commissioner of 
Pensions, will go to the men who have been drawing pensions 
under the act of June 27, 1890, and not to the men who have 
secured pensions under the general law because of disability in- 
curred in the service. An enormous percentage of it will go to 
the men who have been drawing pensions for sixteen years with- 
out having made even a pretense that they incurred any disabil- 
ity whatever as a result of Army service. 

One year ago the First Deputy Commissioner of Pensions, in 
answer to a letter I sent-him, gave his estimate of what it 
would cost to place all the surviving soldiers of the civil war on 
the pension rolls at $12 per month. That estimate, a year ago, 
was $15,383,190.84. I will say in passing that I have not a 
great deal of confidence in the accuracy of estimates, I think 
they are necessarily guesswork to some extent, but they are 
approximately correct. But what I want to say is that out of 
the $15,383,000 in that estimate $12,517,000 would go to the sol- 
diers who are on the roll under the act of June 27,.1890, who 
incurred no disability whatever in the service, and only $2,865,- 
000 to the men who had proved disability as the result of their 
Army service. 

Precisely the same result will be reached if the bill now under 
consideration shall be enacted. An enormous percentage of the 
money will go to the men who are now on the pension rolls with- 
out having incurred disability, and a very small proportion of it 
will go to the men who did incur disability as a result of Army 
service and who are on the roll on account of that fact. I do 
not know that I am at war with that condition; I do not know 
that I want to interpose any serious objection to it; indeed, there 
is no remedy for it; and yet it is well enough for us to under- 
stand precisely what the result of this legislation is to be. 

Mr. President, we have been extremely generous as a nation 
to our soldiers. Nobody doubts that. The men who served in 
the Army admit it, as did the Senator from West Virginia; and 
those of us, who for various reasons did not serve in the Army, 
know it to be a historical fact. We have dealt very generously 
with our soldiers of all the wars, but especially so with those 
who served in the civil war. 

I wish to give a few statistics, and they are yery brief. In all 
the wars in which we were engaged, 3,304,995 men gave service. 
Of these men 69 per cent served during the civil war and 31 per 
cent in the other wars, including the Revolutionary war, the 
war of 1812, the Mexican war, and the war with Spain. We 
have paid out in pensions $3,320,860,022.98, and this vast amount 
does not include what our Government, in its beneficence and 
generosity, has paid out for the maintenance of soldiers’ homes 
and other expenditures that have greatly added to the comfort 
of the men who served the country so patriotically from 1861 to 
1865. Of this amount, $3,320,000,000, 95 per cent, or $3,144,395,- 
405.26, has been paid to the soldiers of the civil war. While the 
soldiers of the civil war represent 69 per cent of the men who 
were engaged in all our wars, they have received 95 per cent of 
the pension money that has been paid out by the Government, in- 
cluding all those wars. So we have not been parsimonious to 
these men. We have dealt with them with the utmost liberality, 
as I view it. 

Mr. President, we have of recent years gone further in the 
matter of liberality than we have done at any previous time, and 
the soldiers of the civil war have been the beneficiaries. First, 
under an Executive order, which afterwards was crystallized into 
law, we made age a disability, and we have been granting pen- 
sions, first under that order and next under the law, to men who 
had reached certain ages without any reference to whether they 

shad incurred any disabilities in the service or whether any 
special disabilities existed when they reached that age. 

Now it is proposed that we shall differentiate as between 
those various classes and grant pensions at varying rates because 
of the matter of age. The present bill contemplates that we 
shall grant pensions at the rate of $12 per month to all soldiers 
of the age of 62 years, whether they incurred disabilities or 
not or whether they are sick or not; to all soldiers who have 
reached 70 years, $15 per month, and to all who have reached 75 
years, $20 per month. It is that feature of the bill to which I 
am inclined to object. I am fully persuaded that if we at the 
present time go as far as we have ever heretofore gone in the 
matter of a service pension and grant a pension of $12 a month 
to all soldiers who served during the civil war, irrespective of 
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age or physical or financial condition, we will be dealing with 
extreme generosity and, I think, in a more wise manner than is 
proposed in the bill under consideration. 

I do not know how much that would cost at the present time. 
As I have before stated, the First Deputy Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, who is a very careful man and knows about the Pension 
Bureau, I think, quite as much as any other man connected with 
it, one year ago gave an estimate that it would cost over 
$15,000,000. The old soldiers are dying off very rapidly; we 
all know it will not be many years before there will be but a 
remnant of them left; and for that reason there is no man in 
public or private life who has a greater desire to do equal and 
exact justice to those men and to deal liberally with them than 
I have. But if it will cost, say, $12,000,000 a year for the next 
five or ten years, as it probably will, to increase these pensions 
to $12 per month, which is the highest rate ever given in a sery- 
ice-pension bill in the history of the Government, it seems to me 
we would be doing quite as much as we ought to be asked to do 
at the present time. 

I wish to say to the Senator from North Dakota that while 
this body has always dealt generously with propositions of this 
kind when they have come before it, a bill does not end here, 
and I think he would be much more likely to secure what he 
has at heart—the relief of these worthy soldiers—if he amended 
his bill so as to make it a service-pension bill at $12 a month 
than he will if he keeps in it these different rates at different 
ages. If the Senator himself does not come to the conclusion 
that it is wise so to amend it, I may offer such an amendment 
and submit it to the consideration of the Senate before the bill 
is finally voted on. 

Mr. President, I am not here in antagonism to this bill.. I 
want that to be distinctly understood. Had it not been for the 
act of June 27, 1890, which granted pensions to every soldier 
who served ninety days, without regard to disability incurred 
in the service, under which almost a billion dollars has been 
paid out, I myself should have advocated a service-pension bill 
when I occupied the honorable position as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, which is now so well and ably filled by the 
Senator from-North Dakota. But the fact that these men have 
been drawing this money all through these years, while the men 
who served faithfully and for a longer time than they, who 
incurred disabilities, who went on the pension roll because of 
those disabilities, are, many of them, getting only $6 a month at 
the present time, was and is an obstacle that I could not over- 
come; and the further fact that a proportion, I think as large 
as 80 per cent, of the increased pensions that will be paid out 
under the bill which is now under consideration, if it shall 
become a law, will go to these same men, makes me hesitate to 
regard it as a wise and discreet measure. 

Mr. President, I wish to do all I can for the survivors of that 
great war; I want to go to the point of extreme generosity ; 
but I fee] that we may in our interest and zeal for them pos- 
sibly go beyond what is equal justice as between different 
classes and as between them and the soldiers who have fought 
the other wars of our country. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, for my own part the fact 
that 70 or 80 per cent of the increased appropriations would go 
to those who are now drawing pensions under the 1890 act 
would not in the slightest degree influence me in still insisting 
that the bill ought to be passed. Who are these men who are 
drawing pensions under the act of 1890? For the most part 
they are men who had the hardihood not to go into the hospitals 
upon every little sickness, and, therefore, had no hospital record 
to make a basis for the claim that any disease was incurred 
during service. 5 r 

Mr. President, it is so difficult to determine accurately that 
any of the ills of life with which the great army of survivors is 
suffering was of service origin, other than those that relate 
directly to wounds, that I have never had a great deal of faith 
in the service origin of most of the diseases. Although a sol- 
dier could not prove that his disability was of service origin, 
because he had no hospital record to fall back on, and therefore 
could not secure a pension, while another who possibly had a 
little hospital record to fall back upon did secure a pension, I 
believe the case of the former is equally meritorious and ought 
to be considered. The question with me that is more important 
than any other is whether he was a good and valiant soldier; 
whether he performed all of the duties that were required of 
him during those years of service. If he did, then he is entitled, 
in my opinion, to the benefit of a service-pension law. Every 
soldier who received wounds or who can establish the service 
origin of his disability will get his pension under another and 
different law. 

Mr. President, it seems to me scarcely proper to take the 
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meager pension which is granted to soldiers of the Revolution as 
any basis whatever for what should be granted by the Govern- 
ment in its present condition. The Senator will remember that 
the per capita circulation of money in the country at that time 
was less than $4, while to-day it is about $33. He will remem- 
ber also that the wealth of the country has increased not by 
the hundredfold, but by the thousandfold since that time. We 
are better able to-day to pay what this bill will require—far 
better able, a hundred times better able to pay it—than was the 
country able to pay the meager sum that was doled out to the 
soldiers of the Revolution. Our duty, I say, is somewhat com- 
mensurate with our ability to pay those soldiers, so that in their 
declining years they may at least have the comforts of life. 

Mr. President, the Senate has already passed a bill granting 
to the soldiers of the war with Mexico $20 per month. The 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] says they are 
old men, mostly aboye 75 years of age at the present time. The 
$20 a month that we propose to grant to soldiers under this bill 
will go only to men who are over 75 years of age. The amount 
is granted to the soldier of the Mexican war irrespective of his 
disability. Therefore the same amount should be granted to a 
soldier of the civil war of practically or nearly the same age, 
irrespective of his ability to prove that any derangement or ills 
of which he is suffering are of service origin. I have never, 
myself, had very much regard for any per diem pension. The 
man who served thirty days often saw more service and harder 
service than the man who served two years, and therefore it 
would be unequal and unjust to make per diem service the basis 
of any pension. 

Mr. President, just taking this bill as the Senator has read 
it, we granted to the survivors of the war with Mexico, at the 
age of 62 years, the sum of $8 per month. We afterwards 
raised it to $12 per month. What objection, then, can the Sena- 
tor have to granting to the men who served in the civil war, 
at the same age, 62 years, the sum of $12 per month? Twelve 
dollars per month now is not more than $8 per month was when 
we first granted to the soldiers of the war with Mexico their 
$8 per month. 

Then, again, taking the next period of 70 years, the Senator 
understands, as we all understand, that senility adyances more 
rapidly between 70 and 75 than it does between 62 and 70, and 
therefore the greater the reason for granting the extra amount 
of pension. 

Mr. GALLINGER rose. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Right here, before I yield to the Senator, 
I call his attention to the fact that we pass during a session 
three or four thousand special pension bills, generally granting 
pensions at about $30 per month. Most of those soldiers, who 
are in indigent circumstances, would to-day, under the same 
rules that we apply in private pension bills, receive probably 
$24 to $30 per month. Therefore, by a general bill we ought to 
reach them in such a manner that only those in the most indi- 
gent circumstances will hereafter apply for relief by special bill. 

Again, I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that probably 
if these men who are 75 years of age should receive $20 they 
would not apply for the other $10 per month by special bill. 
Now I yield to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Is the Senator from North Dakota 
through? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield the floor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rose to ask the Senator 
if I correctly understood him to interrogate me as to why I 
objected to granting a pension of $12 per month to soldiers of 
the civil war at the age of 62. I do not object to that at all, 
I will say to the Senator, and I must have been extremely un- 
fortunate in the observations I made on that point if there can 
be any mistake as to my attitude. 

Mr. McCUMBER. To be strictly correct, my query was not 
directed to the Senator to be answered, but was merely an in- 
quiry as to what reason there was for denying the soldier of 
the civil war 62 years of age $12 per month when we granted 
practically the same to the soldier of the war with Mexico— 
only $8, of course, in the first instance—and I desired to call at- 
tention to the parallel along each of those ages. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
ator and to the Senate, to granting pensions to soldiers of the 
civil war 62 years of age at the rate of $12 per month, not- 
withstanding that rate was not granted to the soldiers of any 
other war, except the war with Mexico, and that only three 
years ago. 

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr] and the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. McCumser] both have laid stress on 
the fact that this bill will decrease the private pension bills. 
Mr. President, I am not going to enter into the realm of propheey 
to-day, but I will venture a suggestion, that I do not claim is 


I have no objection, I will say to the Sen. 


prophetic, that the bill will have no such effect. We will have 
the same grist of pension bills to grind that we have had during 
the past ten years particularly, and it will increase, in my judg- 
ment, from year to year. I have never interposed any objection 
to it, and I certainly shall not in the future. 

Mr. President, I rose merely to move an amendment to the 
bill, which is purely one of verbiage. On page 3, lines 7 and 8, 
I move to strike out the words “Pension Office” and insert 
“Bureau of Pensions.” = 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 


“ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire. 


The SECRETARY. On page 3 of the bill, in the proposed amend- 
ment, strike out the words “ Pension Office” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ Bureau of Pensions.” 

Mr. McCUMBER. There is no objection to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
to the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 11, on the same page, I move the 
same amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 11, page 3, strike out “ Pension 
Office” and insert “ Bureau of Pensions.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
to the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. For the purpose of bringing the matter 
directly before the Senate—and I will say in advance that of 
course the will of the Senate after it has been expressed will be 
my will—I move to strike out in lines 3, 4, 5, and 6, on page 3, 
the words: 
as follows: In case such person has reached the age of 62 years, $12 
per month; 70 years, $15 per month; 75 years or over, $20 per month. 

And substitute the words: 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the pro- 
posed amendment to the amendment. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3 of the proposed amendment strike 
out, in line 3, after the word “ pension,” the following words: 
as follows: In case such person has reached the age of 62 years, $12 
per month; 70 years, $15 per month; 75 years or over, $20 per month. 

And insert in lieu the words: 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

Mr. McCUMBER obtained the floor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not ask that a vote shall be taken on 
the amendment to the amendment at the present time, if the 
bill is to go over. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is my understanding. It was the 
understanding that no vote would be taken upon this bill to-day, 
but that I would ask that it be made the unfinished business 
at some future time, whereby it might be taken up. 

I ask unanimous consent that the bill be made the unfinished 
business after to-morrow ; that is, the day after to-morrow. Of 
course it would not interfere with any appropriation bill, and I 
am sure that it will not be unduly pressed to take the place of 
anything else. I simply wish it so placed that we can call it 
up and have a vote on it in the near future. N 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
asks unanimous consent that the pending bill be made the un- 
finished business beginning on the 11th instant, not to interfere 
with appropriation bills. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, I am not entirely certain 
what the effect of such an agreement would be. If it is made the 
unfinished business from day after to-morrow, it might hold 
that place the balance of the session. I am not certain what 
the effect would be upon Senate resolution No. 142, which is a 
privileged matter, but I am inclined to think that an arrange- 
ment of that kind by unanimous consent would cut out the 
consideration of that resolution, which involves the right of a 
Senator to his seat. I shall therefore have to object, unless 
the Senator will except from his request Senate resolution 142. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I should like to ask the Chair, for informa- 
tion, whether the result would be as is anticipated by the 
Senator from Michigan. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It would be so, unless the Senate 
should by unanimous consent modify the agreement or by mo- 
tion displace the unfinished business. 

Mr. FRYE. Suppose the Senator from North Dakota simply 
asks that the bill be made the unfinished business on Friday next. 
Of course it can not take a great while to dispose of the bill. 
One morning ought to be sufficient. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will conform to the wish of the Senator 
from Michigan and will modify my request. I ask that the bill 
be made the unfinished business on Friday, at the close of the 
morning business. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I will venture a further suggestion be- 
fore the Chair puts the request. Some other bill by vote may be 
the unfinished business at that time. I think the Senator had 
better ask that it be taken up at the close of the routine morning 
business on Friday, and I am quite sure it will be disposed of. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Very well, if the Senator thinks that it 
will be disposed of. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator simply to make 
that request. 0 

Mr. McCUMBER. Very well. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota’ 


asks unanimous consent that the pension bill be taken up for 
consideration immediately after the close of the routine morn- 
ing business on Friday next. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

SHOSHONE INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Is there anything before the Sen- 
ate at the present moment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is nothing before the Senate. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I ask leave to report a bill from 
the Committee on Public Lands, and I request its immediate 
consideration. I am directed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 21202) fixing the time for 
homestead entrymen on lands embraced in the Wind River or 
Shoshone Indian Reservation to establish residence on same, to 
report it favorably without amendment, and I ask that the bill 
be put on its passage. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, it 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides 
that homestead entrymen on lands formerly embraced in the 
Wind River or Shoshone Indian Reservation, in Wyoming, which 
were opened to entry under the provisions of the act approved 
March 3, 1905, shall have six months after the date of filing 
upon their lands, or until May 15, 1907, to establish residence 
upon the lands entered by them. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARCUS M. CURRIER. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 6587) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Marcus M. Currier. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Marcus M. Currier, late musician, Company G, Eighth Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

GABRIEL CAMPBELL. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The bill (S. 7295) granting an increase 
of pension to Gabriel Campbell is one of great merit, in which 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] takes an interest 
as well as myself. I ask for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Gabriel Campbell, late captain Company E, Seventeenth Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
ORSON B. JOHNSON. 


Mr. PILES. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 7384) granting an increase of pension 
to Orson B. Johnson. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “ Infantry,” to strike 
out “ Volunteer;” and in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out “ fifty” and insert “thirty;” so as to make the bill 
read: 


„e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place om the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension la the name of Orson 
B. Johnson, late of Company C, Fourth Regiment United States Infan- 

per month in Heu of that 


try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $ 
he is now receiving. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


amendments were concurred in. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, arid passed. 


WALTER D. GREENE. 


Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 6828) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Walter D. Greene. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the 
name of Walter D. Greene, late first lieutenant Company E, 
Thirty-eighth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
ae pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

FANNIE L. PIKE. 


Mr. BULKELEY. I ask unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 6137) granting an increase of pension to 
Fannie L. Pike. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fannie L. Pike, widow of 
Calvin Pike, late of Company C, Seventh Regiment Connecticut Volun- 
teer Infantry, and second lieutenant Com y E, Seventy-fourth Regi- 
ment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ENOCH BOLLES. 


Mr. BULKELEY. I ask unanimous consent to call up the 
bill (S. 6145) granting an increase of pension to Enoch Bolles. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
5 7 1 ” and insert “twenty-four;” so as to make the 

ill read: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Enoch 
Bolles, late of Company I, Twenty-second Regiment Connecticut Volun- 
teer 8 and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ELI M. SKINNER. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 6656) granting an increase 
of pension to Eli M. Skinner. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, before the word “ Highteenth,” to insert 
“Second Battalion;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eli M. 
Skinner, late of Company D, Battalion, Eighteenth Reziment 
United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
JOHN H. HOLSEY. 


Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask for the present consideration of 
the bill (S. 6823) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Holsey. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll 
the name of John H. Holsey, late of Companies H and O, 
Twenty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and Com- 
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pany D, Twenty-second Regiment United States Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


HOURS OF LABOR OF RAILROAD EMPLOYEES. 


The VICH-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which is Senate bill 5133. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 5133) to promote the safety of em- 
ployees and travelers upon railroads by limiting the hours of 
service of employees thereon. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I do not know whether 
other Senators desire to discuss the unfinished business to-day 
or not. I have not been advised in respect to that. I have some 
matters which I desire to present in order that they may be 
printed in the Recorp, and Senators have an opportunity to ex- 
amine them before the yote is taken upon the bill. 

The measure is one, Mr. President, of very great importance, 
not only to the railroads and to the men employed in their sery- 
ice, but it is of vital importance to the public. Because of its 
importance to the public, I endeavored to secure its considera- 
tion and passage by the Senate at the last session. I realize, 
from such study as I have been able to make of this subject, 
that the hours of continuous service of the men in the employ 
of railroads is a matter which bears directly upon the quality 
and character of that service. Realizing that, I felt warranted 
in urging with some presistency the consideration of this 
measure. 

I think, from such information as I have been able to gather, 
that the railway employees were among the first to urge the con- 
sideration and enactment of legislation of this character. At 
the last session I presented, during the consideration of this bill 
by the Senate, the petitions of organizations of railway em- 
ployees representing, as I now remember, forty-three different 
States of the Union. I think perhaps I stated (I know, if I did 
not state it, I was cognizant of the fact) that there were some 
railway employees who have to do with the moving of trains 
who did not approve of this legislation. I thought at that time, 
and I still believe, that the number of railway employees op- 
posed to this legislation is very limited. 

Some of the railway employees have been persuaded that 
this bill if enacted into law would inflict hardship upon them. 
There is no just reason for this belief. I am confident that, ex- 
cepting as they have been thus persuaded, those of the railway 
employees who oppose this legislation oppose it because they 
desire to make a large earning, month by month, without due 
regard to the quality of the service rendered to the public. 

That this may be more clearly understood, let me say it is my 
understanding that, west of the Mississippi River particularly, 
the employees of railroads engaged in the moving of trains 
are paid upon the mileage basis. The number of miles those 
engaged directly in moving the trains make per month increases 
their monthly pay. In this, as in every other service, there 
are those who are oyeranxious, from one cause or another, to 
make a large earning for each month and who are not always 
considerate of the risks which they may take themselves and 
the risks which they may inflict upon the public, who are di- 
rectly concerned in the safe, or the reasonably safe, movement 
of the trains. ‘ 

I am not unmindful of the fact, Mr. President, that during 
the present session quite a number of protests against this legis- 
lation have been received by Senators from railway employees. 
Some have been presented to the Senate, some have not been 
presented to this body. I believe, sir, that the railway compa- 
nies have exerted themselves to secure from the employees a 
disapproval of this legislation. I need not enlarge, sir, upon the 
readiness with which it is possible in that service to in some 
measure coerce the judgment and the action of those who are 
working for railroad companies. 

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren] presented some 
letters, which were printed in the Recorp of yesterday, making 
protest against this legislation. I have been advised by other 
Senators of the receipt, upon their part, of letters from railroad 
employees in their respective States urging opposition to this 
bill. I have here, sir, a communication from a member of one of 
the railway organizations of this country. I will not give the 
name of the writer of this letter nor will I locate the lodge or 
the order of which he is a member. I will submit the letter 
very cheerfully to the examination of any Senator on this floor 
who inay desire to see it. This letter is addressed to Mr. Ful- 
ler, the legislative representative of the railway organizations of 


this country, who, I think, for some seven or eight years, has 
been in attendance upon the sessions of Congress. It is dated 
January 7, 1906. It was received but a few days ago, and since 
January 7, 1907. It reads as follows: 

Mr. H. R. FULLER. 


DEAR SIR AND BROTHER: The inclosed unsigned resolutions were 
handed to one of our members by Mr. E. T. Lamb, division superin- 
tendent of the Southern Railway, with a request that our division in- 
dorse the same, But we are not doing it with a rush. I am directed 
by my division to send the same to you to find out more particulars in 
reference to the same. 

Will you niet let us have this information at your earliest con- 
8 as would like to have it by our next meeting, Sunday, the 


Yours, fraternally, e 


I think, Mr. President, that I will read into the Recorp the 
inclosed copy of resolutions which accompanied this letter, and 
which were received by Mr. Fuller, who placed the letter and 
the resolutions in my hands: > 

Whereas the nature of the railway business imposes conditions little 
understood by the general public, among them the fluctuations in train 
movement from week to week, month to month, and season to season, 
which create corresponding variations in the quality of train service 
Bsa and consequently in the demand for the labor of trainmen ; 
a 

Whereas the efficient handling of the public business intrusted to 
interstate railway carriers requires the arrangement of the runs of 
train crews so that in many cases the distances covered can not al- 
ways be traversed when conditions are at all adverse within sixteen 
hours, and this is especially true of what are known as turn“ runs, 
which, howeyer, are universally preferred by train crews because they 
permit the layovers to be spent at thelr homes, with increased comfort 
and reduced expense; and 

Whereas the restriction of the hours of labor by imposing a statutory 
maximum of sixteen hours, with exceptions only in case of casualties 
occurring after the run begins, would require the railways to keep upon 
their pay rolls a greatly increased number of men to handle the traffic 
at the period of its greatest volume, but many of whom would be idle 
much of the time during most of the year, and would thus greatly reduce 
2 5 5 annual earnings of all classes of trainmen: Now, there- 
ore, 2 

Resolved, That we, members of , condemn any legislative pro- 
posal for the restriction of the number of hours during which railway 
trainmen shall be permitted to dispose of their labor, and that we es- 
pecially protest against the passage of the bill known as S. 5133, in- 
troduced by Senator La Foun or any similar measure; and 

Be it further resolved, That these resolutions be forwarded to the 
Congress from the State of , to the 
chairman of the Committee on Education and Labor of the United 
States Senate, and to the Speaker and the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. f 

With two blank lines for signatures. 

I am of the opinion, Mr. President, that Senators will readily 
understand, from the character of those resolutions and from 
their source, that in large part the opposition to this legislation, 
as presented by railway employees, is inspired, not to say com- 
inanded. That this set of resolutions is purposed to be used in 
move than one State is entirely apparent from its construction, 
and that the railroad companies of the country have been very 
busy moving upon their employees since the adjournment of last 
session need scarcely be stated.. That railway employees of the 
country should be concerned for the adoption of a statute which 
would afford them some protection against excessive hours of 
labor being required of them seems to me reasonable and natural, 
and that without any solicitation upon my part, and so far as 
I know without solicitation upon the part of anyone, I was 
able to present to the Senate, at the last session, scores and 
scores of petitions, representing the great organizations of rail- 
way employees of this country, emanating from forty-three of 
the States of this Union, is quite conclusive to my mind, sir, 
that, left to themselyes, the railway employees of this country 
would, excepting for such rare exceptions among their number, 
represented by those who are somewhat reckless with respect 
to the peril which they incur themselves in running beyond a 
reasonable. limit of hours and who are overeager to increase 
their earnings—excepting as to these, I believe that the great 
body, the overwhelming majority of the railway employees of 
the country are at heart for this legislation. One need but 
examine the record of accidents, reported to the Interstate Com- ` 
merce Commission by the railway companies of the country 
under the act adopted in 1901, to find ample cause for the rail- 
way employees of this country to favor the legislation proposed 
in the pending bill. 

I. have here a record of those cases reported by the railway 
companies of the country under the act of 1901 to the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission. The accidents set forth in this 
record are limited to those in which the reports disclose that 
the hours of service of the railway employees engaged in or 
having to do with the movement of the trains extended over a 
period of more than fifteen hours. This table, as I have said, 
covers all cases of accident in which the railroads reported 
more than fifteen hours of continuous service from July 1, 1901, 
to and including. the month of September, 1906, 
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In this table, which I shall ask to haye incorporated in my 
remarks and printed in the Rxconb, is stated the character of 
the accident, whether it was a collision or a derailment; 
whether individuals were killed or injured; the personal in- 
juries; the damages; the cause of the accident; the hours of 
duty of those engaged in the movement of the trains or hav- 
ing to do with the movement of the trains, and the hours 
of rest which these men had immediately preceding the trip 
during which the accident occurred. 

With respect to the statement of the cause of the accidents 
incorporated in this table, Mr. President, I desire to be clearly 
understood in saying that the language which assigns the 
cause is not the language of the compiler of the table, but is 
the language of the railroad company making the report. 
Therefore, I think no one will be inclined to question the ac- 
curacy of the statement of the cause; at least no one ought to 
assert that it is in any way prejudicial to the interests of the 
railway companies. 

I shall not.take the time of the Senate, sir, to go into this 
table very fully, but I will briefly run over the pages and call 
attention to a few of the cases reported in this table, because it 
seems to me they are pertinent to the consideration of the pend- 
ing bill. 

In one of the first or earlier cases reported in this table I find 
this entry: “Collision. Engineman asleep; hours on duty, 17; 
hours of rest preceding the service — which was interrupted by 
this aceident—“ hours of rest, 2.“ That is, this engineer who 
fell asleep upon his engine had been seventeen hours on duty, 
and had gone on duty—had been called by the company to go 
out upon his engine—after having had only two hours to rest 
following the preceding service. 

Another: “Collision. Train not under control” is stated as 
the cause of this collision. “The hours on duty, 42.“ No state- 
ment accompanies this report by the company showing that there 
had been any rest accorded to those in charge of that train im- 
mediately preceding their call to go upon this duty. 

Another: “Collision. The engineman dozing; 17 hours on 
duty,” and with only six hours’ rest immediately preceding his 
call to this service. 

Another, resulting in the killing of one man, the cause being 
stated as follows: “ Signalman went back to flag; fell asleep; 
20 hours on service.” No previous hours of rest reported. 

Another, resulting in collision: “ Engineman asleep; twenty 

hours on service.“ He had had twenty hours of rest immedi- 
ately preceding his service; but it needs no statement of mine, 
sir, to remind anybody seriously considering this subject that 
no man is physically capable of rendering any service to which 
responsibility is attached when he has been twenty hours in con- 
tinuous service, I care not how long a rest he had preceding that 
service. 
Another case, resulting in collision; cause reported by the 
railway company: Flagman neglected to flag; hours on duty, 
nineteen.” It is not very strange, Mr. President, that he neg- 
lected to flag. 

Another, resulting in collision: “ Engineman dozing; twenty 
hours on service.” Twenty hours on duty, following twenty- 
four hours of rest. 

Another, resulting in collision: “Engineman mistaking sig- 
nals.” This poor fellow had twenty-seven hours on duty, after 
nineteen hours of rest. It would have been strange, Mr. Presi- 
dent, if he had been capable of understanding signals with 
twenty-seven hours of continuous service. 

Another, resulting in collision: “ Engineman going to sleep; 
fifteen hours on duty, with five hours of rest immediately pre- 
ceding the call for that service.” 

Mr. President, I pause for a moment to say that while this 
bill limits the service to sixteen consecutive hours T would be 
glad indeed, sir, to see adopted a bill with a much shorter limi- 
tation. Whatever rest may be allotted to one preceding six- 
teen hours of continuous service it is hardly rational to expect 
from that man a full and complete command of all his powers; 
and, sir, if there be any service in which men engage where the 
concentration of all the faculties, where the greatest alertness 
of the mind, where the largest possible reserve of vitality are 
absolutely essential to the discharge of that service it is surely 
in this very important work of conducting the trains which carry 
the passengers of this country upon the railroads. 

I cite another case from this record, following very closely 

upon the heels of the one last submitted, which resulted in 
collision in which there was loss of life and injury to persons: 
“Train orders overlooked.” Twenty-two hours on service, with 
three hours of rest immediately pr ng the call to duty on 
the part of the men engaged in running the train. 

Another, where the cause is stated as follows: “Engineman 


falling asleep.” Twenty hours on service, following twenty-one 
hours of rest. 

Another, where the cause of the trouble is stated as follows: 
“Train standing on siding; trainman, sleeping, fell from the 
engine.” Twenty-five hours on duty. Had twenty-four hours 
of rest preceding that call to duty. 

Another, where the conductor went. back upon the track to 
flag, sat down upon the end of a tie, went to sleep, and was 
struck; twenty hours on service, following nine hours of rest. 

Another: “Trainman sent out to flag; fell asleep on track; 
struck by a passing train.” Sixteen hours on duty; no hours of 
rest preceding this call to duty reported. 

Another: “ Brakeman sent out to protect train; sat down on 
end of tie, and went to sleep; struck.” Seventeen hours on 
duty; no hours of rest reported. : 

Another: Brakeman out flagging; went to sleep sitting on 
end of tie; hand lamp hidden from view; struck by relief 
train.” Sixteen hours on duty; no hours of rest reported. 

Another, resulting in collision, cause stated: “Engineman 
using poor judgment by stopping on a curve.” Forty-three 
hours on duty; no rest reported previous to this call to service. 
It is not to be marveled at, Mr. President, that this man exer- 
cised what is termed by the company reporting this case as 
“ poor judgment.” * 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What road is that? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Answering the question of the Senator 
from Indiana, I will say that this table, as prepared, does not, 
for manifest reasons, state the names of the companies. ‘This 
information, under the law requiring the companies to report, is 
received by the Interstate Commerce Commission, and is in a 
measure in the nature of a confidential communication—that is, 
to this extent: That it is not to be used in such a way as to 
subject the company to litigation. If the table so prepared con- 
tained the statement of the names of the companies in this case, 
it might result in the violation of that statute. They are not 
here given. I will state, however, Mr. President, that I think I 
have a copy of the record here, which will verify each one of 
these statements, which I have in my possession temporarily 
and which I will show personally to any Senator who would 
care to see it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTD. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I want to assure the Senator from Wis- 
consin that my inquiry from my seat was not because I had 
any doubt of the accuracy of these reports. The reason I asked 
the question in the particular example given was that I was 
shocked, as I am sure every Senator here was who heard it, 
that any road would be capable of keeping any man on duty 
forty-three hours without rest. I should be very glad, if it were 
possible, to have a road that would subject men to such inhuman 
treatment known to the American people. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It is but just, Mr. President, to say, in 
response to the statement of the Senator from Indiana, that 
some cases to which I will call attention, where I think the 
hours of service extended over as long a period of time as in this 
case which excites the indignation of the Senator from Indiana, 
are cases where the men are responsible, apparently, from the 
statement given here, so far as the initiative is concerned, for 
such extended hours of service. I say that, Mr. President, to 
emphasize the point to which I adverted briefly earlier in my 
remarks, that we can not always trust this matter to the 
pleasure of the railway employees themselves. Some of them 
are so anxious to extend their runs within the month and so de- 
sirous of adding to their earnings that they will take great risks 
themselves and inflict upon the public very great risks in so 
doing. 

Following the case last reported is another, resulting in colli- 
sion, where the cause stated by the company is as follows: 
“Engineman asleep and running by board.” I take that to 
mean some signal that should have arrested him; but he had 
been twenty hours on duty, as shown by this statement. 

Another, resulting in collision, stated as follows: “ Engine- 
man failing to have engine under control approaching protected 
water station.”. But he had been nineteen hours on duty. 

Another, resulting in collision: “Engineman of one train 
asleep;” eighteen hours on duty; three hours of rest imme- 
diately preceding that call to duty. “Conductor and flagman of 
approaching train also asleep;” thirteen hours of duty, pre- 
ceded by only seven hours of rest. 

Another, resulting in collision, where the cause is stated by 
the railway company as follows: “ Responsibility rests with 
engineman and conductor for running train at high speed in 
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block entered under caution signal.” ‘Thirty-four hours on 
duty; fourteen hours of rest preceding this call to service. 

Another, resulting in collision: “Failure of engineman to 
obey order” is stated by the railway company as the cause; 
but this man had been twenty-four hours on duty with no rest 
reported preceding this call to service. 

Another, resulting in collision; cause, as stated by company: 
“Train not under control; engineman and brakeman responsi- 
ble.” Nineteen hours on duty, with only eight hours of rest 
preceding. 

Another, collision, the cause stated by the company as follows: 
“ Failure of engineman to comply with rules requiring all extra 
trains to approach side tracks under control.” Nineteen hours 
on duty; only ten hours of rest immediately preceding. 

Another: “ Brakeman struck by bridge and knocked off tender 
of engine; instantly killed.” Twenty-one hours on duty. 

Another: “ Brakeman sent out to flag train sat down on end 
of tie and fell asleep.” Twenty-three hours on duty; no rest 
reported. 

Another: “Failure of engineman to stop train in time to 
ayoid rear collision.” ‘Twenty-three hours on duty. 

Another: “ Failure to protect rear end of train by flag; con- 
ductor and engineman responsible.” Thirty hours on duty; only 
eight hours of rest preceding this call to service. 

Another, resulting in collision; cause stated by the company: 
“ Engineman running train through yard not under control.” 
But he had been twenty hours on duty. 

Another; “ Failure of conductor to properly protect his train.” 
Twelve hours on duty. The conductor of the other train, as 
stated by the company, “failed to have engineman reduce 
speed.” ‘Twenty-two hours on duty. 

Another: Engineman going to sleep on duty and allowing 
train to approach a wreck at high speed.” He had been fifteen 
hours on duty without any previous rest since his last preceding 
call, so far as reported by the company. 3 

Another: “ Engineman asleep; did not stop train in time.” 
Twenty-two hours on duty. 

Another, collision: Both engineman and head brakeman 

asleep when passing switch.” Nineteen hours on duty. 

- Another, resulting in collision: “Engineman on rear extra did 
not have train under control approaching end of double track.” 
Twenty-four hours on duty. 

Another, resulting in collision: Engineman did not have his 
train under control approaching, derail.” Twenty hours on duty. 

Another, resulting in collision: “ Engineman falling asleep.” 
Nineteen hours on duty, only five hours of rest immediately pre- 
ceding. 

Another, resulting in collision: “Engineman fell asleep ap- 
proaching tunnel.” Twenty hourson duty. No rest immediately 
preceding his call to duty is reported by the company. 

Another, resulting in collision: “ Train not properly protected ; 
conductor, brakeman, and engineman at feult.” Twenty-two 
hours on duty. Seventeen hours of rest preceding. ` 

Another, resulting in collision; cause stated by the railroad 
company: “ Engineman asleep; had made two straight double 
runs previous to this on account of shortage of men; record 
good.” Forty-eight hours on duty. Only six hours of rest. 

Another, collision ; cause stated by the company: Engineman 
dropping to sleep after he had been flagged: was on his fourth 
trip and had had but two hours’ rest at end of each; was not 
required to make so many continuous trips, but desired to earn 
the additional wages.” Forty-five hours of service. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that cases like that to whieh I 
have just called attention are a sufficient answer to the claim 
made by nearly every Senator who opposed this legislation at 
the last session, that this matter of the regulation of the hours 
of service was something that ought to be left to the parties 
directly interested, to wit, the railroad companies and the men; 
that they could settle and determine it best by contract, and that 
almost all the roads of the country had entered into contracts 
which provided ample protection to the public in this respect. 
Eyen where such contracts exist they are constantly violated, 
not only by the companies, but also by the men. In many in- 
stances the contracts provide that the men may overrun the 
limit fixed in the contract when they desire to do so, or, to state 
it differently, the limitation is not enforced excepting as the men 
inyoke its protection. 

It is hardly necessary to add, Mr. President, that the desire 
on the part of the railway employee to have a good standing 
with those who are immediately in authority over him, those 
who issue the calls for him to go on service and who have to do 
directly with his promotion, if he succeeds in securing promo- 
tion—it is hardly necessary for me to say that the desire on the 
part of these men to have good standing with and to secure a 


favorable report from those in authority who call them into 
service will inevitably force men, even against their will, 
against their better judgment, to comply with every call that is 
made. It would be rare indeed, I believe, to find cases where 
men have refused, whatever may be the contract with the com- 
pany, to go into service no matter how exhausted and wearied 
they may have been by previous service. 

I call the attention of the Senate to another case resulting 
in collision. The cause as stated by the company is as follows: 
“Freight train standing on track without protection; flagman 
in caboose asleep; conductor and flagman responsible.” Twenty- 
two hours on duty, with twelve hours of rest preceding. 

Another, collision; the cause assigned by the company: “ Con- 
ductor and engineman of extra freight train disregarded orders.” 
They had, however, been on duty for twenty-one hours. Pre- 
ceding this call to duty they had a full period of rest. This only 
emphasizes the fact that whatever rest may be given these men 
prior to their call to duty the term of the hours of continuous 
service should be limited if they are to be protected or if the 
public is to be accorded any protection. 

Another case reported is as follows: The cause of this injury 
was “watchman sitting on ends of ties asleep; struck by train.” 
Twenty-one hours on duty without any previous report of hours 
of rest. 

Another case, where the cause stated by the company is this: 
“Freight brakeman sent back to flag, sat down on rail and is 
Supposed to have gone to sleep; struck and killed?’ Nineteen 
hours on duty. 

Another, collision: “Failure of brakeman to haye his train 
move into track carefully, so as to be prepared to stop promptly.” 
Twenty hours of service; twenty hours on duty, with only three 
hours of rest immediately preceding this call to service. 

Another case: “ Failure of crew to flag and of engineman to 
keep lookout.” Twenty-one hours of service. 

Another, collision: “ Extra train passed red Hall signal; flag- 
man asleep in caboose.” Twenty-one hours on duty. 

Another case reported: “ Yard trainman lying on main track 
asleep; struck and run over by passenger train.” Twenty-two 
hours of duty; only five hours of rest immediately preceding 
this eall to duty. 

Another, collision: “ Rear-end collision on account of en- 
gineman not keeping his train under proper control; did not 
handle air brake properly.” But he had been nineteen hours on 
service without any rest preceding this call to service. 

Another, where the switch tender is reported as “ failing to 
close the switch.” He had been eighteen hours on duty without 
any rest reported prior to this call to duty. 

Another, where the cause of the collision is stated as follows: 
“Work extra on the time of extra train, which was running on 
schedule; conductor and engineman responsible.” Twenty hours 
on duty; only six hours of rest preceding that call to duty. 

Another, resulting in injury: “Fireman on freight train 
dropped off to sleep and fell, striking his head on deck of engine 
cab.” Twenty-two hours on duty; no rest reported. 

Another: “ Brakeman sent out to flag discovered sitting on end 
of tie; struck and knocked off before train could be stopped.” 
Nineteen hours on duty; no rest reported. 

Another, where the case is stated as follows: “ Freight brake- 


-man sent back to flag fell asleep while sitting on rail; struck 


and killed by engine; fog prevailing.” Twenty hours of service, 
with only seven hours of rest preceding. Possibly if the fog 
had not been prevailing the engineer who struck him might have 
seen him and stopped his engine, unless he, too, had been on serv- 
ice for the same length of time or longer. 

The following, reported in this table, Mr. President, are cases 
which have occurred since the close of the last session of Con- 
gress. $ 

Mr. OVERMAN. What period is covered by the cases the 
Senator has cited? : 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. In answer I will say that the entire 
table from which I have read covers the time from July 1, 1901, 
down to and including the month of September, 1906. I will 
put it in the Record. It embraces only such cases reported 
where the hours of service were at least fifteen or more. Some 
twenty-one cases of accident have occurred, as here reported, 
since Congress adjourned. I have no doubt, Mr. President, and 
I do not believe anyone will have who examines these reports, 
that at least twenty of the twenty-one accidents would have been 
averted had the bill which is pending to-day been enacted at the 
last session of Congress and the hours of limitation upon serv- 
ice enforced. . 

From the remaining twenty-one cases I will quote only briefly. 
I call attention to one case Where the cause reported is as fol- 
lows: “ Brakeman, while his train was on siding waiting for 
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passenger train to pass, sat down on main track and went to 


sleep; struck and killed by passenger train.“ He had been 
eighteen hours on service. 

Another, resulting in collision; cause stated by the company 
as follows: “ Engineman overlooked his order and ran by meet- 
ing point.” Thirty-nine hours of service. Nine hours of rest re- 
ported immediately preceding this call to service. 

Another, resulting in collision; cause stated by the com- 
pany: “Chain broke on a crippled car in train; flagman left 
the rear end to inform conductor; in his absence rear end ran 
down grade, owing to insufficient number of brakes being set up; 
head end collided.” Thirty-one hours in service; only two hours 
of rest preceding the call to duty. 

Another, collision: “ East-bound freight collided with rear end 
of extra east-bound freight, due to crew of extra not flagging ”— 
twenty-two hours of service—‘ and crew of freight train fol- 
lowing not exercising proper caution, knowing the extra to be 
ahead.” But they had been on service nineteen hours. 

Mr. President, I shall ask leave to have printed in the Recorp 
the entire table from which I have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and permission is granted. 

The table is as follows: 


Hours | Hours 


Train not under control 
entering yard and no 
lookout on head car, 

oto dieegartiog fag 

n g flag. ` 

Freight train standing on 
main line without be- 
ing protected by flag. 

Train backed out of sid- 
ing and struck another 
train, account of con- 
ductor neglecting his 
duties, 

One train running into 
rear of another train 
standing on main line 
not properly protected, 


as per rule, 
5 falling asleep. 
Rear brakeman falling 

asleepand failing to flag 
PR ped 1 ja 

agman to 

back with danger 75 

nals to protect his train. 
Carelessness of conduct- 

ors and enginemen in 

utting train in on sid- 


ng. 

N ene of enginemen 
in charge of double 
header not observing 
train on track. 

Failure of rear brakeman 
to go back and properly 
protect train, and ex- 
cessive speed. 

Brakeman unable to get 
switch properly ad- 

usted 


8 


16 


= 


j k 
Enginemanfallingasleep. 
Train gettingbeyondcon- 
trol on down grade. 
Hot cinder in exe 
Engineman not having 
his train under proper 
control, 
Engineman aslee 
Train getting beyond 
control while running 
at high speed. 
Failure to close main line 
switch. 
Train not under control.. 
Engineman dozing....... 
Flagman not being back. 19 
Engine, running for wa- 


man totakestop signals 

from rear brakeman 

and transmit same to 
engineman. 

Carelessness of trainmen, 
in neglecting to secure 
rear portion of train, 

Engineman lost his bear- 
ings on account of 
heavy fog. 

Only 23 cars out of the 52 
in train were working 
with air. 

Failure of conductor 


17 


17 
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Hours} Hours 
Cause. on of 
duty. | rest. 
Conductor's failure to ob- 15 8 
serve rule regarding a 
superior train. 
Too high rate ofspeedand 1808 
notunderpropercontrol. 
Failure of switchman le 
and foreman of switch 17 48 
engine. 
neman's failure to 15 48 
observe rule regarding 
superior train. 
Signalman went back to e 
ag; fell asleep. 
Struck on head by timber 3 
while coupling cars. 
Flagman not back proper 3 
distance. 
Failure of engineman to 18 24 
respect als, 
Freight train occupying 17 9 
main track op time of 
passenger train. 
Failure of a head brake- 18 24 
man to deliver a train 
order to engineman. 
Flagman, sent ahead to 15 7 
set switch to side track, 
went to sleep. 
Engineman asleep 20 20 
Error of train dispatcher 18 7 
and failure of con- 
ductor to have histrain 
protected by flagman. 
Engineman dozing....... 15 26 
Failure to protect train as 18 36 
requi. by rales. 
Soft track, due to heavy 15 12 
rains. 
5 Eugine and caboose, back- 15 6 
ing up, struck cow. 
400 Flagman neglected to fla, EUN ESE 
900 | Brakeman leaving swite 15 28 
open. 
500 | Engineman dozing....... 20 24 
330 | Failure of engineman to 20 19 
control train while run- 
ning under a green 
block. 
800 8 mistaking 27 19 
signals. 
850 | Failure of engineman to 24 12 
stop to avoid hand car 
on track. 
173 | Failure of engineman to 15 12 
set air in time to stop. 
400 | Train occupying main 17 24 
line unprotected. 
1,017 | Failure of engineman.... 19 18 
415 | Engine without lights i RAT, 
except classification 
insis 
200 | Failure of engineman to 33 
protect himself while 
running within yard 
limits, as requi by 
900 pagine ingtosl 15 
ngineman goingtosleep. 5 
1,500 | Engineman not using 
proper pee in 
approaching station, 15 7 
| sand improper flagging. 
Failure of engineman to W 
see open switch. 
900 | Conductor and engine- 20 18 
man claimed theymade 
a mistake of five min- 
utes in looking at their 
watches, 
5,270 | Train order overlooked.. 22 3 
240 | Helping engine followed 22 Pere 
train too close, 
1,615 | Engineman not having 18 24 
his train under proper 
control in yard limits. 
247 | Brakeman threw switch 16 9 
for main track instead 
of side track. 
4,000 | Front trucks of refrigera- 18 |. 
tor car left track; cause 
unknown. 
400 | Conductor allowed cars 3 . 
to stand on spur with- 
out permission or pro- 
tection. 
173 Failure of brakeman to 15 11 
set brakes. 
200 | Crew not keeping proper N 
lookout. 
1,321 | Flagman failed to get out 4 
proper distance; high 
200 | Engineman running at 23 28 
high rate of | 
through yard 
Engineman ran by 17 8 


gi 
switch; heavy fog. 


eben of engine- 


A Failure to display lights. 
BI 3 noco that 
: teh was not proper- 
y adjusted. 
U E SRT Ir Engine ran into side of 


train while pulling out 
of siding; fault of en- 
gineman. 

Engineman forgot hisin- 
structions to get an or- 
der to meet another 
train. 

Failure of engineman 
and conductor. 

ineman not havin. 
his train under con 

Train stopping in ay lo- 
cation and bein 
properly protect 


T Failure of e; agineman to 
ran slowerand exercise 
greater caution. 

I Engineman backing up 
without signal. 

J Engineman overlooking 
location of cars. 

A Train standing on main 


line unprotected by 
pia weather very 


fog, 
Ps 3S failed to flag 


1 duos 
train. 
1 Engineman not having 
5 under proper con- 
L Patel asleep. 
A ure of ne- 
menandrearbrakeman. 
9 “ego ay failing tostop 
when fi 
Brakeman while org 
ling had foot crush 
Trainman sent out to flag; 


struck by train. 
Car derailed; brakeman 


jumped off. 
Train standing on sidi 
trainman, sleeping, fe i 
from engine. 
— Brakeman, sent out to 
flag, fell asleep on end 
of tle; struck by engine. 
„ Flagman sent out to flag 
train; went to sleep on 
main track; struck by 
train. 
TE Conductor went back 
upon track to flag; sat 
down upon end of a tie 
and went to sleep; 


struck. 

Engineman lying on his 
stomach alongside 
track; struck by oil box 
on rear of engine ten- 
der. 

T ATT Brakeman, while mak- 
ing coupling, struck by 

1 — —.— -hinge of car. 
rainman sentout one: 
Tril asleep on trac 
struck by passenger 
train. 

Brakeman sent out to 
protect train; sat down 
on end of tie and went 
to sleep; struck. 

Brakeman, out flagging, 
went to sleep sittin 
on end of tie; han 
lamp hidden from 
2 struck by relief 


EE E E IE 


5 e ahead 
to u sw 

aud fell, strikin Piet 

knee against end of a 


tie. 
„ Trainman lost his balance 
and fell to the track, 
8 passing over 


3 Fireman’s foot hippos 
causing him to all 
from engine and ‘trike 
his head on rail. 
33 Conductoron top of train 
orming duties; sud- 
f 55 stop caused to him 
all. 
33 Engineman taking en- 
gine into yard; struck 
is head against lum- 
ber projecting from fiat 
cars on siding. 
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173 


810 


5,602 


Fireman 
down the ie rods of 
engine; left foot 
mash 


Engineman using 
judgment by —— 
on a curve. 

8 asleep and 
runni: ng board. 

Failure of engineman to 
ee Nigel freight) 
with ai es; ex- 
tremely Told weather, 

Engineman not having 
engine under control. 

Failure of brakemen to 
onthe cars that were 


rg fae ht train head- 
“De ite yard collided 
th cars standing on 
track; fault of engine- 
man. 

Crossing obscured by 
steam and smoke; 
engineman also at 
ine failing to 

eman g 
have train under con- 
trol a 8 pro- 
tected water station. 

Failure of crew to pro- 
tect train. 

Engineman of one train 


aslee) 
Conductor and 13 
s Lr 


Drain petting from un- 
der 3 of engine- 


couplers passing each 
er on account of de- 


— — in track 21 


nches. 

Engineman running 
train too fast within 
yard limits. 

Failnre of conductor to 
properly fi 

Engineman and fireman . 

Responsibility rests with 
engineman and con- 
ductor for running 
train at high speed in 
block entered under 
caution signal. 

Engineman not having 
pe ip 3 full con- 
trol an isregarding 
yard limit boards. 

Train crew disregarding 
Yaa ig and to thor- 

hly inspect train 

be efore descending 
heavy pode: also rules 
- — t pplication of 
hand brakes in case of 

Ensi Sener A asl 
gineman ngasleep 
on engine and failin, 
to notice position d 


target. 
Crew not observing order 
to es against work 


"strain under not 2 775 5 
fullcon- 


Fallare of engineman to 
obey order. 

Switch improperly set; 
conductor responsible. 
Rear brakeman at fault; 
net out sufficient 

tance to flag. 

Train parted; cause not 
determined; conduetor 
is rear bekoa not 

n proper ons. 

Crew asleep and failed to 
protect train. 

Engineman failed to see 
ears ahead of im; 
valve onen 
steam an 
vision. 

Train parted; cause not 
determined; conductor 
did not have his men 
properly stationed. 

Failure of brakeman to 


agent. 


M8 9 
20 a 
pn Ws 
15 37 
20 3 
16 2 
1 
10 17 
W 

7 
8 
e 
15 10 
5 5 
33| 18 
314. 14 
W 
15 21 
2748 
15 
24 
3 
18) a 
10 10 
15 a 
16 15 
20 12 
15] 10 
15 8 
. 
144 Ww 


Engineman misjudging 

stance between train 
and engine, and back- 
ing into train too 
hard 


Train not under control; 
engineman and brake- 
man responsible. 

Conductor permitted cut- 
off cars to go intosidin 
without engine a 
tached to control 
them, 

Failure of engineman to 
aut ng all extra trains 

approach side tracks 
er control, 

view obstructed by curve 
and darkness, 

Failure of flagman to go 
back far enough to pro- 
tect rear end of his 

train. 


Crew on cere freight, en- 
deavoring to make sid- 
ing, failed to get all of 
train in. 

Fireman while hooking 
fire mashed index fin- 


ger. 

asak nse | 5 Brakeman jumped off en- 
pos badly crushing 

7 amputated, 
deeascenlacesensSalatanensene Fireman While gwen 
fire mashed right han 
I Brakeman struck b. 
bridge and knocked o 
tender of engine; in- 
stantly killed. 
Brakeman, carrying coil 
of wire from car, stum- 
bled and fell, striking 
his head on rail. 

5 12 . Fireman sitting at win- 
dow of engine cab, with 
one hand holding hood 
outside; hood ke, 
causing him to fall oft 
and strike head on a 
cattle guard. 

— 1... . Conductor, while mak- 
ing coupling. caught 
between platform and 
cars, 

1 3 sent out to 


5 é 5 . 
of te and fell 
3 N eee sent out to 


protect front of his 
train, struck and fa- 
— 55 injured; heavy 


res re FF Engineman, Pos be a 
telegraphoflice,step 
in front of train; struck 
and killed. 


A Conductor jumped from 


moving train; back se- 
verely wrenched, 
. Fireman, attempting to 


get off his engine, 
slipped on icy stepsand 
500 


fell to adjoining track; 
17 55 7 and fatally in: 


Failure of engineman 
to stop train in time 
to avoid rear colli- 
sion. 

$25 | Failure to protect rear 
end of train by flag; 
conductor and engine- 
man responsible. 

825 | Engineman running 
train through yard not 


under control. 

4,100 | First extra passing switch 
into siding when sec- 
ond extra struck rear 
end; misunderstanding 
of engineman on sec- 
ond extra. 

2,491 | Train running at exces- 
sive speed; brakes 
failed to take hold. 

650 | Failure of conductor to 
set switch properly. 

200 | Conductor and flagman 
failing 1 75 give stop 
5 t the proper 


tect rear of their t 
while backing. 


bSufficient. 


pee with rule re- 


265 | Failure of crew to pro- | 
rain 


19 


19 


12 
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a Fnll rest. 


JANUARY 9, 


Train a; joron ching sta- 
tion cab windows 
closed and train not 
under control; enginc- 
man and brakeman at 
fault. 

Failure of conductor to 

rly protect his 


Conductor of other train 
failed to have engine- 
man reduce 

nes going to 

eep on duty and al- 
low train toa 
proach a wreck at hig 


Engineman asleep; did 
not stop train in time. 
Both enginemen and 

head brakeman asleep 
when passing switch. 
Train being pulled by a 
switch engine to sta- 
iain een by another 
switsh engine; respon- 
sibility not fixed, 
Engineman on rear extra 
d not have train un- 
der control approach- 


ing end of double track, 


Engineman did not have 
pi train under control 
8 derail, 
neman carelessly let 
W run out at end 
of switch and foul 
main truck. 
Freight train left track, 
mae to excessive 


ineman falling asleep. 


Faffure of engineman to 
properly handle air. 

Enginemen could not see 
each other, on account 
of sharp curvein track, 
until very close to- 
gether. 

Failure of crew to observe 
ue i AEN aa 
passing order 8 

Crew of other train con- 
cerned, 

Freight train standing on 
main track without 
flag protection: en- 
gineman and fireman 
at fault. 

Crew on freight train at- 
tempted to make switch 
on tooclose time ahead 
of passenger train with- 
out proper protection, 

Conductor ofa work train 
not taking proper pre- 
cautions to protect his 

train. 

Engineman fell asleep 
approaching tunnel. 

Train being moved with- 


ont protecting rear end. 


Engineman devoting his 
time to slight lubri- 
Syed repair, instead of 

ing proper watch 
hile running through 


yard 

West-bound freight train 
collided with rear end 
of another westbound 
freightthathadstopped 
for orders; engine- 
man and flagman at 
fault. 


Engine going to junction 
eet th june en- 


3 going to slee 
on side of track an 
failing to flag train. 

Train not properly pro- 
tected; conductor, 
brakeman, and engine- 
man at fault. 

Engineman asleep: had 
made two straig: tdou- 
ble runs previous to 
this on account of short- 
age of men; record 


good. 

Drawbar pull out of 
car, causing four cars 
and caboose to run back 
and collide with switch 
engine; conductor 
asleep. 


b Sufficient. 


19 


15 


18 
15 


17 
15 


15 


l4 


10 


12 


b Several weeks, 
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agged; was on his 
fourth trip and had had 
but two hours’ rest at 
end of each; was not 
required to make so 
ny continuous trips, 
but desired to earn the 
additional wages, 

Flag not sent out to pro- 
tect rear end of train; 
confusion of signals; 
engineman running too 


fast. 

Conductor failing to prop- 
erly protect rear end of 
train with flag; on ac- 
count of curve éngine- 
man of extra was un- 
able to see train occu- 
pying main line in time 


$1,500 | Engineman dropping to 
10 eep after he had been 
to stop. 

Engineman failed to re- 
aero to signals in coup- 
ling up train, letting 
the parts strike too 
hard, 

Freight train standing 
on track without pro- 
tection; flagman in ca- 
boose asleep; condue- 
tor and flagman re- 
sponsible. ` 

Fiagman failing to g 
back the distance re- 
quired by the rules; en- 
gineman running train 
at excessive speed. 

700 | Engineman approaching 
station with train not 
undercontrol. 

600 | Engineman 8 
station at too hig 
speed; fireman and 
head brakeman not 
keeping proper lookout. 

Air hose bursted, setting 
the airand stopping the 
train; collided with by 
two engines following. 

Engineman running at 
too -high rate of speed; 
brakes would not hold 
sufficiently to stop 
train. 

Conductor and brakeman 
failing to notice hot 


box. 

Train not properly pro- 
tected; engineman not 
ike park proper lookout 
while running. 

Failure of enginemanand 
brakeman to closely ob- 
serve crossing signal, 
which stood against 
them. 

Road engine pulling out 
of yard ran into side of 
switch train; 
man at fault. 

Freight train broke in 
two, the two parts col- 
liding; engineman used 
bad judgment in mak- 
ing stop. 

Train running at too high 
speed on down g ale; 
conductor and engine- 
man at fault. 

Failure of en: 
stop when flagged. 

Conductor and_ rear 
brakeman. failed to see 
that rear end of train 
was properly protected 


engine- 


1,500 neman to 


y flag. 

Engineman at fault, in- 
toxicated; dismissed. 

Engineman not havin; 
his train under contro. 
approaching station. 

Engineman and conduct- 
or violated rule in not 
observing 10-minute 
block on freight trains; 
followed preceding 
train too close. 

Engine backing down 
main line ran into rear 
of extra which had 
been left standing on 
track, 


o Sufficient. 


11 
23 


15 


16 


. 19 


2 


10 


Failure of conductor to 
protect rear end of his 


train. 

Rear brakeman failed to 
Lapis von rules; did 
not goout the uired 
distance. * 

Conductor and engine- 
man of extra freight 
train disregarded or- 
ders, 

Engineman running 
train by signal at ** dan- 


r.“ 

while shaking grates en- 
gineman _ severely 
sprained back. 

Brakeman on top of box 
carsingnaling; lantern 
went out, causing him 
to step off car; run 
over. ` 

Watchman sitting on 
ends of ties asleep; 
struck by train. 

Brakeman, walking over 
train toward engine, 
= =< fell off, 
wheels passing over 
right foot. 

Firemen lying downwith 
feet against railon main 
truck; three toes run 
over by passing train. 

Brakeman, sent out to 
flag, sat down on ends 
of ties and dozed off; 
struck by engine of 
freight train. 

Trainman, standing at 

car door, slip- 

ed on a piece of ice on 
car floor, falling to the 
ground and breaking 


an arm. 
Conductor slip) off 
step on pilot of engine 
spraining muscles 
his right forearm. 
Section foreman knock- 
ing angle bars off of 
„ Which flew back 
and strnek his right 
leg, breaking itin two 


sasesesssjeresessese 


places, 

Freight brakeman, sent 
back to fag, sat down 
on rail and is supposed 
to have gone to sleep; 
struck and killed. 

L Essia . Brakeman standing on 

rear platform of ca- 

boose; engineman set 
air emergency, throw- 
ing brakeman against 
iron rod on end win- 


dow. 

Laborer, left to watch 
a small landslide, went 
to sleep on track; 
struck by train and fa- 
tally injured. 

Flagman not out to pro- 
tect rear of train; con- 


ductor and rear brake-- 


man responsible. 
Conductor neglecting to 
cot ada in 
tion after 
train in siding, 
Train placing cecal in 
chutes pushed car over 
end of chute; due to 
engineman not stop- 
ping at proper time. 
Flagman failed to obey 
conductor's instruc- 
tions, and also to dis- 
play his red lantern as 
= required by the rules, 
n 
Conductor overlooking 
derail, 
Derailment at roy 2 
due to snow and ice in 


placing 


fange; brakeman 
jum from top of 
an 4ícet, bruising left 


nee, 

Failure of brakeman to 
have his train move 
into track carefully, so 
as to be prepa: to 
stop promptly. 


neman falling asleep. 


8 


18 


17 


(9) 


10 


ab 


@Through coast train; length of time on duty does not indicate lack ot rest. 


Personal in- 
juries. 


1. E 


—— 


eee yard. trainman lying on 


Taenia Brakeman, settin 


Train ran away and into 
rear end of another; 
due to failure to tie 
down train when en- 
gine was cut off for 


water. 

Failure of crew to flag 
and of engineman to 
keep lookout, 

Conductor failed to flag 
properly. 

Conductor and brake- 
man ed to signal 
ao george to = i in 
coupling, overlooking 
that there were three 
sections. 

Train ed and the two 
po of train ran 
together; not discov- 
ered in time to use 
hand brakes. 

Engine and tof train 

lowed to occupy 
main track on time of 
superior class train 
without proper protec- 
— crew responsi- 
e. 
900 Extra train red 
Hall 3 
asleep in caboose. 

Failure 8 conductor to 
properly protect rear 
Tod of — 

Engineman running by 
aes ne at 

anger, an agman 
failing to go back a 
sufficient distance. 

51,248 Cree asleep, allow- 

ng train to go by sta- 
tion where order had 
been given 0 to 
stop: Operator volun- 
karliy working part of 
track of the 

night operator, who 
had gone off ou 

235 | Fail ‘flag 

nilure o an to pro- 
tect rear of train. 3 

Threecars derailed while 
pasing over switch; 
3 not Sannina 

nmen not on proper 
lookout. 

1,500 | Improper flagging on part 
of crew. 

Engineman not having 
train under control en- 
tering station. 


3 Brakeman while out flag- 


sat down on trac. 
and fell asleep; run 
over by train. 


Se Conductor coupling u 


snow plow and outfit 
car; point of plow 
caught his heel, break- 
ing his ankle; careless- 


ness 
n Brakeman climbing up 
e 


side of box car whil 
train was 
struck against 


standpi an was 
knocked 1 to the ground; 


main track asleep: 
struck and run over by 
passenger train. 


TREN Brakeman while making 


ht his 
il frog; 
instantly 


train 
off junction, fell from 
car, on 5 o3 slip- 
y and icy ladders; 
Fun over and instant] 


a cut of cars ca 
foot in sprin, 
run over an 
killed. 


run over an y 
killed. 
200 | Work extra pulling out 


on main line, with 
markerson caboose, but 
which engineman fol- 
Jowing was unable to 
see owing to the dark- 
ness; flagman at- 
tempted to flag with 
red lantern, which 
went out. 


a Sufficient. 


16 


15 


16 


16 


10 


Dama 
to — — Cause. 
$1,850 Rear- end collision of 
senger and freight 
trains; engineman of 


former failed to run 
carefully and keep a 
sharp lookout. 
Conductor of the freight 
did not go back a sufi- 
cient distance to prop- 
erly protect his train. 
Extra engine ſollowiug 
8 train at too 
ig ha rate of speed; en- 
ineman unable to see 
anonaccountof fog. 
950 | Train struck rock slide in 
yard and derailed; ac- 
cident unavoidsble— 
Engine crew.......... 
Train ere. 
100 | Switchman turned adrait 
of cars into a siding, 
which collided with an 
engine ing there. 
Rear-end collision on ac- 
count of engineman 
not keeping his train 
under proper control; 
did not handle air 
brake properly. 
593 | Journal under car break- 
` ing; brakeman and con- 
ductor responsible for 
not giving train proper 
attention. 
813 | Crew violating rules 
16,083 | Failure of conductor and 
engineman to properly 
read and understand 
orders, 
Switch tender failing to 
close switch. 
Brakeman leayingswitch 


open. 
Brakeman taking block 
out from under car, 
which ran down into 
empty cars attached to 


2, 187 


e. 
Rear-end collision on ac- 
— ba crew 
not ing proper 
lookout for en aiai 
as notified to do by 


flagman., 

300 | Engineman and switch- 
man leaving ears with- 
out protection— 

Engineman .:-......-. 
Switchman 

690 Work extra on the time 
of extra train, which 
was running on sched- 
ule; conductor and en- 
gineman responsible. 

600 | Engineman of south- 
bound extra ran train 

ast red signal, collid- 
In with work train. 
Conductorand fireman of 
work train alsoat fault 
for failing to properly 
rotect their train. 

TOC Fireman on freight train 
dropped off tosleepand 
feil, striking his head 
on deck of engine cab. 

-++--;----| Trainman unloading cars 
from car to platform 
stepped off edgeof 
bridge and fell to 
ground, 

3 Brakeman sitting on ten- 
der ol engine fellasleep 
and slipped off, 

3 Brakemansent nt to flag 
discovered sitting on 
end of tie; strück and 
knocked off before 
train could be stopped. 

e Brakeman put off to flag 
fell asleep on track; 
struck and killed by en- 


gine. 
RARAS IFSA din ype sent back to flag 
fe asleep on track; 
engine of freight train 
ran over and mashed 
lower part of right leg. 
Freight brakeman, sent 
back to flag, fcll aslee 
while sitting on rail; 
struck and killed by 
engine; fog prevailing. 


bSeveral days’ rest. 


Eww 


(a) 


—— 


( 


1907. 


Colli- 
sions. 


E 4 1 


TEA E T Vane 1 


ETE PER A aves 1 


11... 2 1 


Cause. 


Brakeman between cars, 
coupled with links, to 
make a cut; cars from 
rear bumped in, fatally 
squeezing him. 

Car repairer, crossing 
tracks in yard, steppe: 
out of the way of one 
engine and in front of 
another; knocked 
down and run over; 
died same day. 

Trainman sat down on 
track andwenttosleep; 
struck by train. 

Trainman, while out 0 
ging, sat down on trac 

nd fell asleep; struck 
by train, 

Trainman, out flagging, 
went to sleep; bot 
legs run over by en- 
gine, necessitating am- 

utation below the 
Lees, 

Trainman, sent out to 
flag, sat down on side 
of track; struck and 
run over by passenger 


train. 

Brakeman, while his 
train was on siding 
waiting for passenger 
train to pass, sat down 
on main track and went 
to sleep; struck and 
killed by passenger 
train, 

Trainman, sent back to 
flag, lay down in grass 
with head resting on 
track; seen andcaution- 


ä ꝓ—— 


ed by road master five 
minutes before arrival 
of train which struck 
and killed him. 

Trainman, sent back to 
fiag, sat down on rail 
and went to sleep; ca- 
boose, backing to pick 
him up, struck and ran 
overhim. 

F 
sat down on end of tie 
and went to sleep; 
struck by train. 

Engineman overlooked 
his order and ran by 
meeting point. 

Conductor helping to un- 
load freight, when a 
barrel of merchandise 
fell from door of car 
and badly mashed his 
left foot. 

Failure of brakeman to 
go back a sufficient dis- 
tance to flag; conductor 

rossly negligent also 
n not properly protect- 
ing his train. 

Second section left sta- 
tion too close on the 
time of the first section; 
engineman and con- 
ductor of second sec- 
tion did not have their 
train under full con- 
trol, resulting in a rear- 
end collision. 

Crew had stopped to take 
midnight lunch; fire- 
man, left alone on en- 
gine, is supposed to 

ave pat cold water in 
on a hot boiler, which 
had been allowed to 
get too low, causing it 
to mgt 

Chain broke on a crip- 
pled car in train; flag- 
man left the rear end 
to inform conductor; in 
his absence rear end 
ran down grade, owing 
to insufficient number 
of brakes being set up; 
head end collided, 

Extra freight waiting on 
siding; fireman got off 
engine and saton main 
track; fell asleep and 
was struck and killed 
by a passenger train. 


a Working in another man's place, 


L I... ebe 


1 I. eee eee 


16 


16 


18 


17 


16 


16 


17 


17 


16 


31 
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on of 
duty. | rest. 


i 


(a) 


sions. 


Eastbound freight col- 
lided with rear end of 
extra eastbound 
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Mr. BACON. I do not want to interrupt the Senator from 
Wisconsin in his presentation, but before he takes his seat I 
should like to ask him a question or two about the practical 
operation of the bill. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will answer the questions if I can. 

Mr. BACON. Whenever the Senator is ready. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Proceed. 

Mr. BACON. All that the Senator from Wisconsin has said 
to-day is to illustrate the importance of some measures—legis- 
lation, if you please—by which the employment of railroad 
operatives for an undue length of time may be controlled. I 
presume we all agree with him on that matter; that it is a 
great evil. We do not differ on that at all; and if we can 
reach it properly, without incurring or causing other evils, so 
far as we can do so legitimately in the exercise of our func- 
tions as Federal legislators, I presume we would all be in ac- 
cord with him. 

What I desire to know is as to the practical operation of 
the bill; as to the details of the bill; as to the difficulties which 
are presented by memorials offered here, by the letters which 
were read here yesterday, addressed to the Senator from Wyo- 
ming [Mr. Warren] and others, and as to whether the provi- 
sions of this bill meet those difficulties. That was the cause 
of the suggestion which I made yesterday, that we should con- 
sider this bill during the remainder of the time which will be 
at our disposal before the arrival of the hour fixed for voting. 
For that reason I suggested certain difficulties to the Senator 
yesterday, and I have others in my mind to-day, not with a 
view of obstructing the bill, but with a view possibly of per- 
fecting it in such a way as to remove those difficulties. 

If the Senator has in mind the discussion of the details of the 
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bill, I will be more than happy to suspend any inquiry which 
I may desire to propound to him until I see whether he covers 


the ground. I therefore will not interrupt him further just 
now than to make the suggestion I have made 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish the Senator from Georgia would 
talk louder. We are very much interested, and we can not hear 
the Senator. 

Mr. BACON. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I say I wish the Senator from Georgia 
would speak a little louder. We over here would like to hear 


m. 

Mr. BACON. I do not desire to repeat what I have said un- 
less the Senator from Indiana desires it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Not at all. 

Mr. BACON. I had about concluded all that I intended to 
say. I was endeavoring to direct the attention of the Senator 
from Wisconsin to the fact that upon the matter which he 
has been presenting to the Senate to-day there is no material 
difference among Senators, so far as I know. We all recognize 
that there is a very great evil, but the presence of an evil does 
not necessarily make every remedy proposed for it the correct 
remedy. 

This is a most important bill, a most far-reaching one; more 
far-reaching in its practical effect, so far as I am able to judge 
and determine, upon the railway business of the United States 
than any bill that has ever been before the Congress—much 
further than the rate bill, very much further than the employ- 
ers’ liability bill, very much further than the safety appliances 
bill, and in its effect, as I endeavored to suggest on yesterday 
and to which suggestion I have had no reply to the contrary, 
absolutely turning over to the matter of Federal legislation the 
question of the hours of employment upon every railroad, long 
or short, within the limits of the United States. It turns it 
over hereafter to Federal legislation and in consequence to Fed- 
eral litigation in Federal courts. I need not say to anyone who 
hears me who is a lawyer that if it be true that we put it within 
the domain and province of Federal legislation and Federal liti- 
gation, it is no longer either within the province of State legis- 
lation or within the jurisdiction of State courts. 

Therefore I say it is a question of the most stupendous mag- 
nitude, and I do not think I am going too far when I say that 
this bill has not been properly perfected. I will not say any- 
thing about the amount of consideration which has been given 
to it, because I know nothing about that; but taking the bill 
which is before us to-day, with its innumerable amendments 
sandwiched in in almost every sentence—yerbal, technical, and 
substantial all of them in their nature—and how can any Sena- 
tor dotibt the fact that the bill before us is in an exceedingly 
immature and unperfected condition? 

What I want to hear from the learned Senator from Wisconsin 
is not whether there is an evil. We all recognize that there is 
an evil. I want to hear whether or not this bill is correct in 
its details and whether the difficulties which haye been sug- 
gested here by Senators upon the floor, both originating with 
themselves and called to their attention by communications from 
railroads and from railroad employees, are met by the provisions 
of the bill. Those are the questions which are important and 
about which we wish to hear. 

I beg the Senator’s pardon for so long an interruption, 

Mr. LA FOLLETT. Those may be the questions about 
which the Senator from Georgia wishes to hear, and it may not 
be agreeable to him to listen to any other discussion. I, how- 
ever, will say—— 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me for a moment? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. In one moment. 

I will say that during the four or five days at the last ses- 
sion, when the struggle was on for the consideration of this 
legislation and when finally it was taken up by the Senate for 
consideration, all the opposition expressed to it was as to the 
necessity of any legislation whatever upon this point. I think 
I do not go too far in saying that every Senator who spoke in 
opposition to it stated that there was no necessity at all for 
legislation on the subject; that it was a matter which might be 
left to contract and agreement between the employees and the 
railway companies. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. : 

Mr. WARREN. Right along the line on which the Senator 
from Wisconsin is now talking, in answer to the Senator from 


Georgia [Mr. Bacon], I wish to say that while every Senator, 
whether he is going to vote for or against the bill, recognizes 
the good that might come from a measure with proper privileges 
as well as proper restrictions, yet I think the main question is 
whether the bill as it is before us is a proper bill, and whether 
it has had proper consideration at the proper time and in the 
proper place. I should like to ask for information, as I do not 
know, whether while the bill was in the committee a hearing 
was accorded to all those who wished to be heard? A 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will say that the bill was pending for a 
long time before the committee, and no hearing was called for 
and no hearing was had, except a statement by a representative 
of the railway brotherhood. But the absence of a hearing is 
due to the fact that nobody appeared to desire a hearing. 

Mr. WARREN. I am glad the Senator from Iowa has the 
information, and I will address the question to him. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will say further that the bill had very, 
considerable consideration by the committee, being pending for 
a long time, and the awkward and somewhat difficult shape in 
which it appears in its printed form before us arises not from 
any trouble with the bill itself, but from the multiplicity of 
amendments which have since been offered and are printed in 
various types. If anybody will read the bill as reported he may, 
have a good many objections to it, but they will not be objec- 
tions based upon the notion that the bill has not been well 
considered and well stated. 

Mr. WARREN. Now, Mr. President, I hope the Senator will 
inform me, if I have been misinformed. I have been informed 
even as late as to-day that application was made for a hearing, 
which was forgotten by the chairman of the committee, and 
when reminded of it after the bill was reported he acknowledged 
that it had been overlooked. Is that true, or is it not true? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have no knowledge of any such circum- 
stance. Applications haye been made since the bill was re- 
ported, to be heard, and the committee going a good ways beyond 
its duty agreed that anybody who desired to appear before the 
committee, notwithstanding the report of the bill, would be heard 
by the committee; and arrangements were made to call a meet- 
ing of the committee for that purpose. Nobody has been denied 
a hearing, and no suggestions have come from any direction that 
have not been just as well stated on this floor as they would 
have been if made before the committee. 

Mr. WARREN. I think with the information I had the in- 
quiry is certainly pertinent, and it is to be greatly regretted that 
there were not hearings, whether they were asked for or not, be- 
cause it is a question which affects great interests. It affects 
the interests and welfare of employees, and if, as in my case, we 
are called upon to vote upon this measure and can hear only 
upon one side criticism or condemnation, or rather no commen- 
dation except upon the general objects sought, but all criticism 
as to the terms on the part of employees—and I have yet to hear 
from the first employee in the United States favoring the bill— 
it would seem as if the bill ought to have further consideration 
somewhere, so that men who object to it could appear and state 


their objections. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, this is a good place for the 
consideration of the bill. I know of no duty imposed upon the 
committees of the Senate to send out and bring people in and 
give them a hearing whether they seek it or not. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I wish to say to the Senator from Iowa 
that I have received a tremendous number of protests against 
this bill, about 110 different letters, with perhaps 200 signatures, 
and I have just received in the past five minutes the first and 
only request for the passage of the bill. It comes from Grand 
Junction, Colo. But I wanted to ask the Senator from Iowa, 
who, I believe, reported the bill or introduced the bill originally, 
whether it was offered by him as the result of requests from any 
considerable number of railway employees, or from others, or 
whether the necessity of some such legislation as this arose from 
the repeated instances that we have had of serious accidents oc- 
curring by reason of the long continuous service of the employees 
who had the wrecked trains in charge? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, in reply to the question of 
the Senator from Colorado, I will say that the bill was not 
introduced by me, though my information is that it was pre- 
pared by those who are chosen by the railway brotherhoods to 
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guard the interests of the railway men of the United States. 
Those brotherhoods very properly have an official charged with 
the duty of urging upon Congress the legislation which meets 
the approbation of the men whom they represent. 

This bill, as I understand it, was drawn by the official repre- 
sentatives of the railway brotherhoods of the United States. 
Of course that imposes no duty upon the Senate to adopt the 
exact bill which they introduce. I have no doubt myself that 
the necessity of such legislation has been pressed upon the at- 
tention of nearly everybody in the United States by the series 
of train disasters, involving both property and life, occurring 
all over the United States, many of them traceable to the over- 
working of employees, to the working of men during such 
intolerable hours of service as leaves them practically unable 
to discharge the business which is committed to their hands. 
For example—— 

Mr. LODGE. I wish to ask the Senator if he has noticed 
the statement of the engineer of the freight or equipment train 
which ran into the passenger train here at Terra Cotta, just 
outside of the city, causing that frightful disaster. If I re- 
member the statement correctly, he had been on duty from 
half past nine on Friday morning until the time of the accident, 
with only two intervals. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will say—— 

Mr. LODGE. I dare say that has been stated already. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It has not been stated, but I have the 
testimony which was given before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission and which I propose to submit in the course of time. 

Mr. LODGE. From 9 o'clock on Friday morning, for a 
period of more than forty-eight hours, he had two periods of 
four hours each for sleep. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes, substantially. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yet the engineer is to blame. 

Mr. LODGE. I think it shows that in the interest of the 
passengers of the country something ought to be done. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think it is clear, notwithstanding, that he 
was not to blame. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Notwithstanding the fact that he was 
not to blame and could not haye helped it, nevertheless he 
has ‘been blamed in all the newspapers of the country as having 
neglected his duty after having been in train service for forty- 
eight hours. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will ask the Senator from Wisconsin 
whether I am trespassing on his time? 

Mr. LA FoLLETTE. Not at all, because the sound of an- 
other voice, I think, increases the attention, and I am very glad 
indeed to be interrupted in this way. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. In that case, Mr. President, I wish to sub- 
mit an observation or two, if it will not disturb the Senator from 
Wisconsin. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. May I interrupt the Senator? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Towa yield 
to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. Before the Senator gets away from the sub- 
ject of the representatives of the employees of the roads, it 
would seem as if there is quite a difference of opinion there. I 
inserted in the Recorp yesterday communications from the chair- 
man of the general committee of conductors of the Union Pacific 
system, one of the largest railroad systems in the country. 

a DOLLIVER. It is very large. 

. WARREN. And also from the head of the Brotherhood 
of aoe Engineers and Firemen; also of brakemen. So 
it seems there are great leaders of trainmen, embracing conduc- 
tors, engineers, firemen, and brakemen, who object to the bill. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, the Brotherhood of Locomo- 
tive Engineers is a national organization, and these objections 
do not come from the national organization of railroad train- 
men, but from organizations local in character, surrounded pos- 
sibly by unusual circumstances. That leads me to say that 
everybody’ agrees that this bill contains a correct principle in 
seeking to prohibit a continuous train labor of more than sixteen 
hours without rest. It is not only of interest to the men, but it 
is of interest to the entire American people that that should be 
corrected. 

Mr. WARREN. We grant that. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Now, that is granted: The reason that 
here and there local brotherhoods of trainmen oppose this bill 


arises from the fact that the bill in its present form appears to 


require a uniform treatment of situations that in various sec- 
tions of the country are far from uniform. 
Mr. WARREN. That is true. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. . If the Senator from Wyoming will read an 
amendment which I offered yesterday tentatively to this bill 

Mr. GALLINGER. As a substitute. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. As a substitute for it, he will perceive that 
the objections made by these trainmen are probably fully met, 
because ‘the substitute which I propose, while it preserves the 
prohibition against excessive hours, confides to the. Interstate 
Commerce Commission the same sort of a discretion they have in 
the application of the safety-appliance laws which have hereto- 
fore been adopted, enabling them in special cases and under cir- 
eumstances which they themselyes will be the judge of, to make 
orders which will exempt the railways from obedience to the 
prohibitions of the law. I am not certain that that will suit 
anybody, but I believe it would be a very strange situation, with 
everybody in favor of the prohibition of excessive railway hours, 
if we here in the Senate should be embarrassed and bewildered 
by our inability to devise some straightforward and coherent 
method of doing that. Let the hours of labor be restricted as 
this bill provides, and in circumstances such as prevail with the 
Union Pacific Railway system, where there are branch lines in 
remote mountainous districts and in other sections of the coun- 
try, let those peculiar circumstances be considered by the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, that where a reasonable showing 
is made these peculiar cases may be exempted from the opera- 
tions of the proposed law. Now, has my honorable friend from 
Wyoming any objection to that? 

Mr. WARREN. I wish to say that the amendment, as I 
have scanned it over hurriedly, is an improvement. The question 
is whether we are loading up the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion with so much work with rate bills and train bills, etc., that 
men will be born and live their lives and serve their time and 
die before the many cases as they arise will be disposed of. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If my friend will observe the phraseology. 
it proposes that the law shall take effect at a period to be named 
in the future, and that before it takes effect the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission shall consider such cases as are made by the 
trainmen at Cheyenne, and in other sections of the country, and 
if a proper case is made, where the interests of the public and 
the interests of the trainmen can be preserved, exceptions in such 
a case can be made. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I interrupt to ask the Senator a 
question? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I desire to AA my interrogatory to 
the Senator from Wyoming. The Senator said that the only 
question that remains is whether we are not so loading up the 
Interstate Commerce Commission that it could not consider all 
the questions before it 

Mr. WARREN. No; I beg the Senatcr’s pardon, I did not 
say that that was the only question. 

Mr. BEVERI DGE. That was one question. 

Mr. WARREN. It is a question, surely. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. So that it could not consider the ques- 
tions before it, and men would grow up, live, and die before the 
cases would ever be tried. Conceding that to be true, does the 
Senator think that would be any worse situation than to have 
a situation continue whereby men go on and get killed and 
wrecks occur, and the whole terrible condition which some legis- 
lation is needed to stop? Does he think even the suggestion, 
which he makes, if it were true, would be any worse than the 
situation as it is? 

Mr. WARREN. I do not admit that we are driven to such 
an alternative as that. Possibly the Senator from Iowa is 
reaching in the right direction. The only question is, and I am 
only bringing it up as a question, whether that is the proper 
tribunal under the present circumstances, and whether it is as 
near to the facts and the men themselves as we may provide, 
I have nothing just at this time to offer to replace it, and there- 
fore perhaps it is not becoming in me to question it, but I raise 
the inquiry for those who are giving it more attention than I 
have, whether that is the place in which to lodge the power. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think in answer to that the Senator 
might well take it for granted that if those who have this bill 
in charge, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Dotitver] and the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fouterre], had thought of anything 
better they would have presented it, and since it must be pre- 
sumed that those who have studied it have presented the best 
that has yet occurred to them, and since the Senator from 
Wyoming confesses that he has nothing better whatever to offer, 
then it would seem to be logical that he should not further re- 
sist the passage of this measure. 

Mr. WARREN. Because it seems the men, so well posted, 
who have had this matter under consideration so long, and from 
time to time haye found something better than that which pre- 
ceded it, I am in hopes that in the same direction they may go 


still further. It is because I have a great deal of confidence in 
those who have this bill in charge that I am confident they 
can better it if given time and opportunity. I think no one on 
this floor would dispute the fact that what is aimed at is to 
bring the hours down to the proper limit of effort on the part 
of the men and to provide for sufficient sleep and rest between 
days of labor. That object itself is good. The only question is 
the manner of approaching it. I am hoping that with the many 
improvements already offered we may reach still further. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, with the permission of 
the Senator from Iowa, the obyious answer to that is that it is 
to be hoped that the laws of human intellect will still continue 
to work, and that we will be able to improve this proposed 
legislation after it becomes a law. But if, as the Senator sug- 
gests, this measure should lie over from time to time until an 
absolutely perfect law is evolved, since the human mind con- 
stantly improves the work that it produces, some years would 
no doubt elapse, but in the meantime the eyil would go on; 
thirty, forty, and fifty hours’-work would be required of men; 
Terra Cotta wrecks would occur, while men were gradually 
improving a measure upon which already months of serions 
time and thought and effort had been expended. Would it not 
be well. to enact the best now that we have been able to evolve 
and then as experience proves where we’ can improve to im- 
proye it hereafter by amendments? I ask that question of the 
Senator. 

Mr. WARREN. I am very glad to have the Senator from 
Indiana admit that there may be improvements in our work, 
that bills that may be introduced hereafter may be better than 
those being introduced and considered at present; but I trust 
the Senator from Indiana will remember that improyements 
may be still further presented here and now. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have already done that in the bills 
that it has been my good fortune and my duty to present and 
fight for upon this floor. I have taken that for granted. But 
I eall the attention of the Senator to precisely where the logic 
of his questioning leads and leaves him, and that is that we 
shall never pass a bill so long as it is possible that in the 
future somebody may after a while suggest something better, 
and that his logic leads and leaves him -at this point, that gen- 
tlemen having charge of the bill, having perfected the bill the 
best they could,.and the Senator from Wyoming not having 
suggested anything better, it becomes our duty to pass the best 
that we have produced and then wait hereafter until expe- 
rience shall show where we can still improve it. According to 
the logic of the Senator, he is as much committed to this meas- 
ure as the Senator from Iowa or the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator from Indiana is in error as to 
two matters. The first is, that I am opposing any bill or legis- 
lation leading in this direction. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; I say that the logic of the Senator 
leads him to support it. 

Mr. WARREN. And the second, that I have not tried to 
improve it, which statement is made in view of the fact that 
I introduced two amendments yesterday, and thus I am trying 
to improve it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Are those two all the Senator can think 
of to improve the bill? 

Mr. WARREN. With that challenge I will haye to say that 
I have something besides those two amendments which I should 
be glad to have adopted, and I should be very glad to vote for 
the bill when they are all adopted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Wyoming will remem- 
ber that there are about thirty other amendments pending. 

Mr. WARREN. More or less, and probably there will be 
still more offered. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But we are talking about the amend- 
ments which the Senator from Wyoming has thought would 
make the bill as nearly perfect as his study could possibly 
make it. So, according to that, the Senator from Wyoming is 
certainly committed to the bill. I did not say he was against 
it. Upon the contrary, I say his logic leads him and leaves 
him in support of it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, the fact is that the situa- 
tion is really very much simpler than our record here would 
seem to indicate. Everybody desires to put an end to unrea- 
sonable hours of labor in the railway service, partly for the 
sake of the railway workmen and still more for the safety of 
the American public. The bill contains a simple prohibition of 
that character, with an exception, namely, casualties occurring 
after the train had started upon its journey, sometimes requir- 
ing more than sixteen hours, on account of the accident, to 
reach the terminals. 

Now, it appears that there are other exceptions which might 
well he made, exceptions arising sometimes out of the special 
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situation of a railway line. I haye had one or two of those 
brought to my attention. But more important than that, there 
are peculiar situations in the present arrangement of divisions 
and terminals upon some of our greatest railway systems which 
lead the men who are employed there to think that this law, 
greatly as they desire to be relieved of long runs, would be bur- 
densome and objectionable from their standpoint. That is a 
matter which requires a very close investigation—an investiga- 
tion that could not very well be given either. in the committee 
or in the Senate—and I have thought it wise, in view of the 
fact that it requires a very careful investigation, to clothe the 
Interstate Commerce Commission with the power, before the law 
goes into effect, to find out these peculiar situations and to 
make an order exempting certain railways from the operation 
of the law, and exempting all railways from the operation of it 
under certain defined and stated circumstances. Now, that is 
all there is to it. If the Senate desires to pass a measure of 
this character, as I feel sure it does—— X 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a moment, does 
he think—— 

Me SPOONER. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will yield, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The senior Senator from Wisconsin 
rises to a point of order. He will state the point of order. 

Mr. SPOONER. My colleague yields, and I have no point of 
order to make. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The junior Senator from Wisconsin 
yielded, as the Chair understood, to the Senator from Iowa. 
Will the Senator from Iowa yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I did not yield the floor, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator did not yield the floor. 
Does the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from 
Georgia? 

Mr. BACON. I thought I was asking the courtesy of the 
Senator from Iowa. I find, however, that he has not the floor, 
and I will not interrupt him. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will very gladly yield to the Senator from 
Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. The floor is not within the disposition of the 
Senator from Iowa, and I will not interrupt him. The Senator 
will not misunderstand me. If he were speaking in his own 
time, I would ask the privilege of interrupting him. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I am certainly a little confused. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Iowa secured the floor 
to answer a question propounded by me. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I then negotiated with the Senator from 
Wisconsin, and found him not only willing but apparently eager 
to give the floor to me. ; 

Mr. PATTERSON. But I was the Senator who yielded the 
floor to the Senator from Iowa to answer the question. He did 
not negotiate with the right person. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, seeing the uncertainties of 
my tenure, I will take my seat. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I will yield the floor to 
the Senator from Iowa. I can resume it again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. LA Fotterre] at the conclusion of the 
observations of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Dorttver]. The 
Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, if the Senator from Wisconsin 
has yielded the floor to the Senator from Iowa, I will venture 
to ask the privilege of interrupting him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I understood the Senator from Iowa to say 
that the object of his amendment was to give to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission the power to exempt certain railroads 
from the operation of this proposed law. Does the Senator 
from Iowa think we could pass a law which would apply to some 
railroads and not to others? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I was misunderstood, Mr. President. I 
think if the Senator will examine the amendment he will see 
that the exemption which the Interstate Commerce Commission 
is authorized to make is an exemption arising from peculiar cir- 
cumstances and conditions. 

Mr. BACON. I had noticed that was the language of the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa, but I was 
speaking of what has just fallen from the lips of the Senator. 
In speaking of that amendment he spoke of the design of it, 
and one of the particulars of that design was to give to the 
Interstate Commerce Commission the power to exempt certain 
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railroads from the operation of the proposed lay. If the Sena- 
tor did not mean to be so understood 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I was misunderstood, Mr. President. 

Mr. BACON. Then, I will say nothing further on that point. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, the proviso of the bill in- 
volves, I think, the same principle that is involved in the safety- 
appliance act, which is made applicable everywhere, with the 
understanding that the Interstate Commerce Commission may 
suspend or postpone the operation of the law under certain con- 
ditions found upon investigation. 

Mr. BACON. Now, Mr. President, I should like to have the 

Senator from Iowa, if he will, permit me to have read in this 
connection a communication which has been addressed to my 
colleague [Mr. Cray] and myself by certain railway employees, 
conductors and others, in order that I may ask the Senator from 
Iowa whether he understands that his amendment would cover 
such cases as are specified therein? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I shall be very glad to have read the paper 
to which the Senator refers. 

Mr. BACON. I ask, with the permission of the Senator from 
Iowa, that the communication which I send to the desk may 
now be read. I will ask the attention of the Senator from Iowa 
to the particular case specified in the letter, with a view of see- 
ing whether or not the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Iowa would cover such a case; in other words, would give 
the right to the Interstate Commerce Commission to pass a rule 


or to make a regulation which would meet the difficulties sug-- 


gested in that letter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Hon. ALEXANDER S. CLAY, Hon. Aucustus O. Bacon, 
United States Senators, Washington, D. C. 

GENTLEMEN: It has come to our notice that there is now pending 
before C and the House of Representatives a bill known as 
H. R. bill 18671, or better known among us as the sixteen-hour bill,” 
which we think has some ve objectionable features. We therefore 
recommend to the House of 8 and Congress assembled 
that the arbitrary parts of said bill be modified. While a law of some 
kind is possible that might, as a rule, do away with long hours on 
duty, we do believe and ow that there are circumstances that arise 
in the handling of traffic by railroads that, while strictly none are 
unayoidable, yet would not come under the exceptions provided for in 
the bill as it now reads. There are numerous gs t might hap- 
pen to a train that is only a few miles from its terminal, and perha 
on the main line, that the time limit might expire before relief could 
be gotten to them. Then, again, the crew might be but a few miles 
from their home terminal and the time expire, while in a few minutes, 
perhaps, they could reach their home terminal, where they could get 
their rest at their home, where they should. We do not believe that 
you want to make a law that will compel a crew to lay up five or ten 
or fifteen minutes from their home terminal just because the sixteen 
hours were up, then when their rest was up run them into their home 
terminal and double them right out of it again. 

Mr. BACON. The Secretary will pardon me just a moment. 
I am inclined to think that, so far as the cases already enumer- 
ated are concerned, the suggestion made by the Senator from 
Iowa would cover them; but I want to ask particular attention 
to that wuch follows, which I do not think would be covered by 
any power to make rules or regulations. I now ask that the 
Secretary resume the reading of the letter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will continue the 
reading of the letter. 

The Secretary resumed the reading, as follows: 

Then the crew may have a hard run from their home terminal to 
their away-from-home terminal—— ? 

Mr. BACON. That means to the opposite terminal—from the 
home terminal to the opposite terminal. 

The Secretary continued the reading, as follows: 

Then a crew may have a hard run from their home terminal to their 
away-from-home te: which, under the bill as proposed, would 
compel them to have eight or ten hours off duty, as the case might be. 
This crew might stand for a run home after five or six hours’ 
rest, which would take them to their home terminal in five or six hours. 
The proposed law would work an undue hardship on the crew under 
such conditions. This would also work a hardship on the railroad com- 
pany, but a much greater hardship on the men. We therefore request 
you to do all in your power to so amend this bill in favor of the rail- 
roads of this country so that unavoidable and unforeseen accidents be 
excepted, and in favor of the men that when an hour or two will get 
them to their home terminal be excepted, and, further, in favor of the 
men that when a few hours’ rest at ir away-from-home terminal will 
start them toward their home terminal that the men be allowed to use 
their own judgment as to whether they are able to go or not. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, if the Senator from Iowa will 

on me, I want to call his attention, by way of practical 
illustration, to the difficulty suggested in the latter part of that 
communication. All railroad men have their homes at one or 
the other terminal, a place where their families are located, ete., 

` where they are supposed to take their principal rest, and where 
their “lie-overs,” as they are called, are permitted. Under the 
bill as it stands it is required that there should be ten hours 
of rest. As suggested in that communication, a railroad em- 


ployee starting from his home and making, it may be, a hard 
run to the other terminal is very desirous to get back to his 
home and have his rest there; but he would be compelled under 
the bill to remain ten hours at the other terminal, and in that 
way have that much less rest at his home terminal. 

The point I wanted to ask the attention of the Senator from 
Towa to was this: Whether or not, under the power with which 
it is.proposed by his amendment to invest the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission to make certain rules and regulations, would 
it, in his judgment, go to the extent of permitting them to meet 
a case of that kind; to vary the law, and say that in such and 
such a case the employees need not remain ten hours at the far- 
away terminal, at the away-from-home terminal, as they call it, 
but that they may have a less period of-rest there, in order 
that they may return to their homes and have their principal 
rest where they desire it, with their families? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I am inclined to think that 
the discretion conferred upon the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion in the amendment which I suggested would enable the 
Commission to make regulations covering such a case; but I 
am not sure that they would do it, because that is a situation 
that goes to the very heart of the question of limiting the hours 
of labor, and I will admit that there are bodies of railway men 
in a good many places who look upon the limitation of the hours 
of their labor as liable to produce either a loss of time at their 
homes or, possibly, a loss of wages, a reduction in their monthly 
pay. Of course, an objection made by a workman upon grounds 
like these is entitled to very respectful and very careful con- 
sideration. 

Mr. BACON. I grant that. y 

Mr. DOLLIVER. But it would be very easy to press a criti- 
cism of that kind to the point of making it entirely impractica- 
ble to put any limit at all upon the hours of railway labor, 
thereby taking away from the American people, the publie at 
large, their right to have their lives and property guarded by 
these restrictions. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not wish the Senator to re- 
sign the floor for the present, but I want to say to him that I 
think he uses an incorrect term when he speaks of the sugges- 
tion as a criticism upon the bill, because the suggestion is not in 
the way of criticism, but in the line of an effort to perfect the 
bill, to relieve it from inperfections, and, if possible, to put it in 
such a shape as not only to serve the purpose which the Senator 
has in view, of protecting the traveling public, but, at the same 
time, of imposing as little hardship as possible both upon the 
railroads and their employees. 

I venture to say that ninety-nine railroad employees out of a 
hundred, if brought before the Senator’s committee, would say 
that in practical operation they would be in good condition upon 
the completion of a run to the away-from-home terminal after 
six or seven or eight hours at the outside of rest to start Sack 
on the run to their home terminal, and that it would be better 
for them, looking to the question of their physical recuperation, 
to say nothing of their comfort and domestic happiness, if they 
were permitted to take the larger part of their rest at their home 
terminal and not be required to take an undue proportion of it 
at the far-away terminal. 

It is a very serious matter, Mr. President, to the men who 
have to be away from their homes most of the time that they 
should be required to stay a longer time at the far-away ter- 
minal than is necessary for recuperation. Eight hours will re- 
cuperate any man, and six hours will recuperate very many men, 
especially if upon the return to the home terminal they are to 
have fifteen or twenty hours, for a greater length of time for 
rest is always given to them at their home terminal. The 
period of rest is not equally divided bétween the home terminal 
and the far-away terminal. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. And yet, Mr. President, the Senator from 
Georgia, I think, will admit that if the length of service is to 
be left practically to the convenience of the men and the pur- 
pose of this proposed law frustrated by anybody who thinks 
his comfort and his convenience would be promoted by such a 
course, it would go far toward destroying the value and vitality 
of such a statute. 

Mr. BACON. Of course, that would be true if it would have. 
the effect of destroying the statute, as suggested by the Senator ; 
but the Senator seems to act upon the supposition that the 
Interstate Commerce Commission can be safely clothed with 
power to exercise a discretion as to the particulars in which 
these requirements should be followed. He says he thinks that 
this particular feature would be within the control of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission. If he thinks the Commission can 
be safely intrusted with it, I would suggest to the Senator that, 
if he will make the language so explicit as to remove any doubt 
upon that subject, we will not be in danger of haying an agree- 
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ment between the employees and the railroads which would 
destroy the efficacy of the bill, but we will be simply relying 
upon the Interstate Commerce Commission to make such excep- 
tions as to particular cases as will prevent undue hardships to 
railroad employees, and at the same time protect the particular 
yital interests he has in view. r 

Mr. DOLLIVER, Mr. President, the very reason that I felt 
constrained to offer the amendment was the difficulty in making 
a particular description of the circumstances which would war- 
rant exemption from the operation of the law. In the proviso 
in the first section of the proposed substitute the language was 
made, as I thought, sufficiently broad to enable the Interstate 
Commerce Commission to preyent any hardship that ought to be 
prevented arising from the execution of the statute. I doubt 
the wisdom of making specific descriptions of any circum- 
stances, If the Interstate Commerce Commission is given the 
discretion to make orders in the premises, I think it would be 
on the whole better to rely on them to take into consideration 
the case to which this memorial refers and all other cases in- 
volving exceptional circumstances. 

Mr. BACON. I myself think that the Interstate Commerce 
Commission could, without any violence to the language or 
the proper construction of it, construe the provision found in 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa as covering 
this particular case. I will read the language: 

Provided, That prior to August 1, 1907— 

I think possibly that limitation ought to be remoyed— 
the Interstate Commerce Commission may, after full hearing and for 
good cause, specify extraordinary circumstances or special cases under 
which any such common carrier by railroad and its officers and agents 
shall be exempted from the provisions of this section. 

That is very broad, and I am inclined to believe would cover 
a case of this kind; but I think the Senator would probably do 
well to enlarge it, at least I should myself favor an enlargement 
of that limit of time. I think it would be better not to have a 
limit of time, because emergencies may arise and new conditions 
may develop after that time. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The Senator from Georgia will observe 
that, according to the first section of the proposed substitute, 
the act itself does not take effect until the Ist of August, 1907. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Of course, that date could either be ad- 
vanced or it could be made earlier. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I think that 
provision, which is a very wise one in giving some elasticity 
to the bill, ought to be one which could be availed of whenever 
the necessities of the case require it. I do not see why the 
Interstate Commerce Commission should not be permitted, after 
a certain date, to meet an evil which unforeseen conditions might 
cause to be developed. . 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Well, Mr. President, I admit there is great 
force in what the Senator from Georgia says about that, and 
there will be no objection, I think, to an amendment in that re- 

*. 
air. BACON. I confess I would be very much more reconciled 
to the Senator’s amendment if he would take out that limitation 
of time and put it within the power of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission to specify causes of exemption whenever, in their 
judgment, an emergency arose or there were developments or 
changes in conditions which made it necessary to prevent hard- 
ships. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. We could amend it in any event at the 
very next session if we saw fit. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I rise for the purpose of mak- 
ing a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho will state 
his parliamentary inquiry. . 

Mr. HEYBURN. I inquire whether it is in order now to move 
such an amendment of the unanimous-consent rule as will per- 
mit us to take up these amendments and vote upon them to-day, 
so that the bill can be reprinted as amended before we are com- 
pelled to vote on it to-morrow? I take it that what was done by 
unanimous consent can be changed by unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Yes; it is within the province of 
the Senate to modify the unanimous-consent agreement by unani- 
mous consent. 3 

Mr. HEYBURN. Then I desire to ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think a unanimous-consent agreement 
ought to be modified in that way. We have no assurance that 
Senators who accepted the agreement and were present at the 
time it was entered into are here now at this moment. I have 


never known a unanimous-consent agreement modified in that 
way. 3 

Mr. HEYBURN. I would say, Mr. President, that in the case 
of the pure-food bill the same motion was made, and I think I 
acceded to it. $ f 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Request, not motion. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Request, if you please. p 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, this is a very illuminating 
discussion we are having now, and I think it ought not to be in- 
terrupted by taking votes. I object to any modification of the 
agreement, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. The Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLLETTE] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I would not interrupt the Senator from 
Wisconsin were it not that I realize he is quite willing to allow 
any Senator to occupy the floor. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I call the attention of the Senator to the 
fact that no Senator on this side can hear a word of his very in- 
teresting remarks. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, with the gracious consent 
of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE], I want to 
suggest that this measure can hardly be classified under the 
head of a labor measure. The labor people of the world are 
struggling for an eight-hour day, while this is a measure that 
really provides for a sixteen-hour day. It is quite a commentary 
upon the railway service that a necessity exists to place a limi- 
tation upon the number of consecutive hours for which their em- 
ployees may be compelled to labor. ` 

I heartily concur in everything that has been said about the 
necessity for a measure of this kind, not so much for the benefit 
of the railway men, as for the traveling public. I can under- 
stand how men in many callings will be quite willing to work for 
a longer period than is profitable to their health and well-being 
on account of the additional earnings that lengthened employ- 
ment will bring to them. Take the callings, Mr. President, that 
have secured recognition of the eight-hour day. Those who are 
engaged in them are willing to work for ten or eleyen or twelve 
hours; but the eight-hour limitation is placed upon the day’s 
work in order that they may get double pay for the extra time, 
or increased pay that may not amount to double the usual com- 
pensation. The limitation of the hours of work, except within 
special callings, is for the double purpose of affording the laborer 
an opportunity to maintain his health and vigor, and, at the 
same time and upon proper occasion, to increase his earnings. 

I think the real necessity for this measure, or a similar meas- 
ure that can be made effective, is for the protection of the tray- 
eling public. The many accidents that have occurred, resulting 
in deplorable loss of human life and the horrible maiming an- 
nually of thousands of people by reason of railway accidents, 
the result of the overworking of employees, constitute an appeal 
to Congress for legislation of this kind that should be heeded. 

But I want to call the attention of the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. DoLLIVER] to this feature of the substitute that he offered 
yesterday. There is nothing in it to prevent an employee being 
required to or voluntarily engaging in not only sixteen hours 
of consecutive labor, but practically thirty-one hours of consecu- 
tive labor. There must be some well-worded and carefully con- 
sidered proviso to meet this objection that has not yet been 
thought of, or at least that has not yet been offered, in order 
that that fatal objection to this substitute and to the substitute 
that was reported to the Senate from the committee may be 
avoided. I have not been able to think out the precise phrase- 
ology that will be necessary to effectuate what the Senator from 
Iowa and other Senators desire to accomplish in a measure of 
this kind; but surely, Mr. President, when the first section of 
the substitute offered by the Senator from Iowa is considered, 
it must be perfectly plain that it does not meet the evil and in 
reality affords no remedy. 

Let me read it for the consideration of the Senator from Iowa 
and other Senators: 

That on and after August 1, 1907— 

I am reading from the substitute of the Senator from Iowa, 
found on page 764 of to-day's Recorp— 


That on and after August 1, 1907, it shall be unlawful for any com- 
mon carrier by railroad in any Territory of the United States, or the 
District of Columbia, or any of its officers or agents, or any common car- 
rier engaged in interstate or foreign commerce by railroad, or any of its 
officers or agents, to require or permit any employee engaged in ‘or con- 
nected with the movement of any train to remain in service more than 
sixteen consecutive hours. 


That is all that is necessary to read, because there is nothing 
in the section that follows that in anywise remedies the imper- 
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fection that the language which I have quoted discloses. It 
shall be unlawful to require or permit them to remain longer 
than sixteen consecutive hours. 

Suppose, as I suggested yesterday, a man is in service for 
fifteen consecutive hours, and then there is an hour in which he 
is not in service. The consecutive labor has been broken and 
a new period of service may commence, which may last for six- 
teen hours without the common carrier making itself liable to 
the penalties of this measure. It seems to me that the defect 
is so apparent that the mere reading of the amendment and 
calling attention to the defect is a complete argument in support 
of the proposition I make. In addition, as suggested to me by 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], this is language 
that would be strictly construed in any legal action. 

The danger of voting upon this measure as it is, and without 
this particular feature of it being clearly before the Senate, is 
that a measure will be passed that will be wholly ineffectual in 
the purpose to be attained. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator make the same objec- 
tion to the bill itself? This is a substitute. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, yes; indeed, the same objection ex- 
tends to the bill as reported from the committee. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It does if it contains the same language. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It has precisely the same language, so 
far as that is concerned. I called the attention of the Senate 
to it yesterday. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was not here then. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That was to the bill as reported from the 
committee. So far as the measure itself is concerned, if proper 
language can be used to effectuate it, Mr. President, I am 
heartily in favor of it; and I discover upon reading a number of 
protests that have been sent to me that the objections made by 
the railroad men to the measure rest largely upon a misappre- 
hension of its force and effect. 

Surely most of the objections that are made to the bill can 
be obviated by simple amendments, amendments I haye no 
doubt the Senate will acquiesce in. 

I realize, Mr. President, looking at it from a certain light, 
that it is a drastic measure, but from the experience and 
knowledge of every Senator it is a measure of a character that 
is rendered absolutely necessary, having any regard whatever 
to the safety of those who must use these great lines of trans- 
portation. And as the miles of railway multiply, as the vol- 
ume of travel increases, as the number of trains are multiplied, 
and as inventions and appliances are brought into existence 
for the purpose of securing safety in travel, the necessity for 
a measure such as this becomes the more glaring, for while 
you may perfect machinery and invent mechanical appliances, 
while the block system may be put into operation and other 
mechanical systems be applied to secure safety in railway 
travel, both to the public and to the railway men, there is one 
thing which can not be improved upon, and that is the endur- 
ance of the men to whom the running of trains must be in- 
trusted. No ingenuity of the human mind, no mechanical skill, 
will amend the constitution of man. They will not eliminate 
the necessities of human nature. Men can work only a certain 
number of hours and retain their faculties at their highest. 
Especially can they not work beyond a certain time in such ex- 
acting employment as that of running railway trains. There- 
fore I take it, since the mind of the country as a whole and 
of the people as individuals is directed toward securing greater 
safety to the traveling public, Congress should, without any 
hesitation, do its share toward bringing about the reform. 

So far as the bill itself is concerned, it no more affects rail- 
roads within States than does the safety-appliance law. ‘That 
law requires that every railroad engine and every railroad car, 
whether it belongs to a local road or not, which is used in 
interstate commerce, shall be equipped with certain appliances. 
It is not necessary that they shall be continually used in in- 
terstate commerce. If they are a part of the equipment of a 
railroad which receives commerce from without the State, and 
are not set apart especially for local trade and local use, and 
if all traffic from without the State is not eliminated from the 
use of such cars and locomotives, they come within the mean- 
ing of the safety-appliance act by reason of the commerce clause 
of the Constitution. This proposed act goes no further than 
does the safety-appliance act. It goes just that far, and it ought 
not to be limited or curtailed by any very narrow construction 
when the purpose is to effectuate the remedy that the country 
is demanding. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I make a suggestion to the Senator 
from Colorado? 

Mr. PATTERSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Not only that, but it does not go nearly 
so far as the law applying to signals upon vessels carrying inter- 


state commerce or that do not carry interstate commerce. It 
does not go nearly so far as that. Not only is what the Sen- 
ator from Colorado says entirely true, but the act to which I 
refer goes very much further. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have no doubt that the statement made 
by the Senator from Indiana is correct. I have not had occa- 
sion, however, to examine the enactments with respect to that 
character of commerce or transportation. But I have, from a 
careful examination of the safety-appliance act and of the lan- 
guage of the pending bill, come to the conclusion that if the 
safety-appliance act is not in contravention of the powers of 
Congress under the interstate-commerce clause of the Constitu- 
tion, then the language of the proposed act is in no wise in con- 
flict with it. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Colorado permit me for 
a moment? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. Has the Senator examined the language of the 
safety-appliance act? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. I wish to ask him whether he agrees with the 
statement made yesterday by the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
MALLORY] in which he used language which I will quote from - 
page 762 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Yesterday the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. MaLiory] said: 

The act providing for safety appliances prescribes that the vehicles 
employed by the road shall be engaged in interstate commerce. 

I have not myself examined the act, and I do not rise for the 
purpose of controverting any statement, but I will ask the Sen- 
ator from Colorado, if he has the act before him, whether or 
not the safety-appliance act in terms applies to all railroads 
engaged in interstate commerce and relates to all their equip- 
ment, or whether it is limited to such vehicles employed by the 
roads as are engaged in interstate commerce? 

Mr. PATTERSON. The language of the Senator from Florida 
was open to misapprehension or misconstruction. I fully agree 
with the Senator from Florida that the railroad equipment, 
whether locomotives or cars, must be engaged in interstate 
commerce, but it does not follow that, in order to require the 
equipment of a car with the safety appliances provided for by 
Congress, there shall be interstate commerce at any particular 
time in any particular car. In other words, if the locomotives 
or cars are for the general use of the road, and if the car has 
in it that which is properly termed “ interstate commerce,” and 
it is hauled one day, it is not necessary that such commerce 
shall be in the car the next day, or the next, or the next, before 
the provisions of the act apply. They are locomotives and cars 
engaged in interstate commerce within the meaning of the law. 
That is my reading of the law, and such is the interpretation 
placed upon it by the United States court of my State. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And by the Supreme Court. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. The Senator from Colorado stated that my 
language yesterday was subject to misapprehension or miscon- 
struction. I do not exactly see from his statement how that is. 
I think, if the Senator has before him and will read that portion 
of the interstate-commerce act which relates to this particular 
matter, he will find that my statement covers it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If the Senator from Florida agrees with 
my interpretation of the language used in the interstate-com- 
merce law, then I think I am justiffed in suggesting that it was 
to a certain extent misinterpreted by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. Misunderstood. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes; misunderstood. 

Mr. BACON. I went simply by the letter of the language. I 
did not have the benefit of any comment made on it by the 
Senator from Florida, 

Mr. PATTERSON. The language used in this bill, so far as 
that feature of it is concerned, is as carefully worded, in my 
opinion, as is the language of the safety-appliance act. And re- 
gret it as we may, however it may encroach upon the cherished 
notion of States rights and the wish of Senators and others that 
the States shall retain control of all such matters and there shall 
be no interference with them on the part of the Federal Goyern- ` 
ment, the thing has already been accomplished; the Supreme 
Court has indorsed it; and the common experience of the country 
has approved it, so far as railroad transportation is concerned. 

If we shall have an interstate-commerce law that exercises 
the most minute surveillance over the cars and engines of the 
railways of the country, as to the character of the goods trans- 
ported, and if we are to have a safety-appliance law which 
simply relates to mechanical appliances for the protection of 
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human life, then surely we ought to have a law that will apply 
to the men who are to man those roads and do the transporting ; 
men who, if their faculties are impaired by reason of long con- 
tinuous service, set at naught the skill and the capital of the 
great corporations in giving the protection to human life that 
human life is entitled to receive at the hands of these quasi pub- 
lic corporations. ; 

I treat with the utmost respect the hundred and more letters 
I have received from railway employees. Some who wrote to 
me are engineers; others are conductors; others are telegraph 
operators. They all point out objections to particular provisions 
of the proposed law, but not one of them objects to the measure 
on principle. And most of the writers labor under a misappre- 
hension of the provisions of the bill, even taking the bill in the 
raw, as it was reported from the committee which had it in 
charge. Most of the objections contained in the letters presented 
by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] are as to the mere 
matter of detail, as all the objections, so far as I have been 
able to discover them, contained in the letters sent to me, refer 
to details, and not a single protest has come up against the prin- 
ciple involved in the bill. 

I take it, Mr. President, that we may safely say this is a 
proposition that is unassailable. I do not care what the rail- 
way engineers and conductors and brakemen say. We may 
take it as a proposition that should not even be assailed—that 
no man should be permitted to serve on a railway train after 
he has been at work in that employment for sixteen consecutive 
hours, no matter how well he may feel, no matter what he 
may conceive to be his capacity to run a train safely, no matter 
what inconvenience he may suffer by reason of being com- 
pelled to desist. It is a proposition that can not be assailed 
successfully, when we take into consideration the great charges 
that are placed under his control and management, that no 
man should be permitted in the cab of a locomotive or to handle 
a brake, or even to collect fares from the passengers, after he 
has been at work for sixteen consecutive hours. There may be 


isolated cases where facilities will not be impaired, but they | 


will be so isolated that they will hardly constitute an excep- 
tion to a general rule. 

So my motion about it is that those who have this measure in 
charge should perfect it, and perfect it by to-morrow. They 
should consider well the language that ought to be used to 
effect the reform that is necessary. Having done that, speaking 
for myself, I will vote for this measure more cheerfully than 
for almost any other measure that has received my vote during 
my service here. : 

Mr. SPOONER. May I ask the Senator from Colorado a 
question before he takes his seat? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Would it not improve the language of the 
section to say “to remain on duty” more than sixteen hours 
instead of to remain at work?” 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes: 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator made a suggestion that I think 
has great weight, but can he find some language to overcome 
the difficulty he suggested? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE (to Mr. PATTERSON). Have you thought of 
any language? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have thought of some such suggestion as 
the following: Instead of saying who have been at work for 
sixteen consecutive hours,” use the language “ who have been at 
work sixteen hours during a twenty-four-hour period.” 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is not “at work.” It is “remain on 
duty“ in the bill. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes; “remain on duty” for a certain 
number of hours during a fixed period. 

Mr. SPOONER. I had in my hand a copy of the substitute. 

Mr. PILES. Mr. President 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PILES. What would the Senator think of an amendment 
of this character? On page 1, line 8, of the substitute erase 
the word “consecutive” and insert after the word “hours” 
the words “during a period of twenty-six consecutive hours.” 
In line 10 erase the word “consecutive” and, after the word 
“hours,” insert “ during such period ;” so that it would read: 

That on and after August 1, 1907, it shall be unlawful for any com- 
mon carrier by railroad in any Territory of the United States or the 
District of Columbia, or any of its officers or agents, or any common 
Sica cles oc manna, tp FOURIE ie vest ong OION ARADO te 
= connected with fhe movement of any train to re tn service more 
than sixteen hours during a_ period of twenty-six consecutive hours, or 
to require or permit any such employee who in service sixteen 


hours during such period to perform further service without having had 
at least ten hours for rest. 


I take it for granted that the point desired to be made is, 
that no man shall work more than sixteen hours, and that he 
shall also have ten hours for rest. So, if you fix a period of 
twenty-six hours and say he shall not remain in service more 
than sixteen hours during that period, it seems to me it would 
cover the case. 

Mr. PATTERSON. As I now comprehend the suggestion 
made by the Senator from Washington, it would be much better 
than the language used, because the language now in the bill 
is totally ineffective, in my opinion. I think, however, in view 
of the suggestions made and the apparently general acquiescence 
in the proposition that the bill is ineffective at present, that we 
ought, before the hour for voting arrives, agree upon language 
that will meet the trouble. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. . 

Mr. CLAY. I wish to call attention to the fact that this bill 
evidently has not been very carefully drawn. -If Senators will 
look on page 6, line 24, they will see that it provides as follows: 


That to enable the Interstate Commerce Commission to execute and 
enforce the provisions of this act it shall employ such inspectors or 
other persons as may be necessary, and its agents or employees there- 
unto duly authorized by order of said Commission shall have the power 
to administer oaths, interrogate witnesses, take testimony, require 
the production of books and papers. 


That would authorize and empower the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, if it saw proper to do so, to employ a hundred or 
five hundred or even a thousand inspectors, and to fix such sala- 
ries as it might see proper to fix. As I understand 

Mr. BACON. Will my colleague permit me to ask him if he 
does not think it would require several thousand inspectors—— 

Mr. CLAY. I should hardly think that many. - 

Mr. BACON. All over the United States, with the 200,000 
miles of railway? 

Mr. CLAY. I believe there are about twelve or fifteen hun- 
dred thousand employees, and probably it would require a great 
number of inspectors, but if Congress is going to authorize and 
empower the Interstate Commerce Commission to employ in- 
spectors to travel over the country and ascertain whether or not 
the proposed law has been violated, the number of inspectors 
who are to be employed ought to be named and the salaries of 
the Inspectors ought to be fixed in the bill. ; 

I can certainly never agree to support a measure which em- 
powers the Interstate Commerce Commission to employ just as 
many inspectors as they want to and to fix the salary. 'The bill 
certainly ought to be amended in that particular. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is a matter as to which the Senator 
from Iowa can answer better than I can. But I would say this 
on my own account: Having in mind the paramount necessity 
for a measure of this kind, we could well afford to allow that 
provision to pass substantially as it is in order that during a 
year or so the Interstate Commerce Commission may have an 
opportunity to determine from actual experience the number of 
inspectors who ought to be employed and the salaries, and then, 
on report to Congress, let Congress take up the subject and de- 
termine in a more definite way what should be done in that di- 
rection. 

I do not care about stickling at small things, and I say that 
without in any way intending to reflect upon the suggestion 
made by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cray]. But that is a 
temporary matter. It would be permitted to last only so long as 
Congress should determine. There should be considerable lati- 
tude for experiment, actual experiment, before Congress is re- 
quired to fix the number of inspectors; and I am inclined to 
think that the present Interstate Commerce Commission would 
not be any too extravagant in the matter either of the number 
of inspectors or the salary to be paid. 5 

But, Mr. President, there is no trouble at all in suggesting ob- 
jections to any such measure as this. It is drastic. There is 
no mistake about it. It will require, if the proper measure is 
passed, reorganization to a very considerable extent by rail- 
roads of their schedules—reorganization of the lengths of runs, 
it may be, and of the trains that are sent out. But that is a 
mere matter of detail also. When a wise and effective measure 
of this kind is passed, it will be discovered, in the future as in 
the past, that the railway companies are quite equal to the 
emergency. There will be no trouble about the readjustment 
by railway companies of schedules and the like when there is 
money in sight, when it is necessary to increase traffic, either 
freight or passenger. There ought not to be and there will not 
be any serious difficulty in the readjustment of schedules when 


Congress requires it at their hands, where the prime object to 


be secured is the preservation of human life, the preservation of 
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the limbs and the bodies of those who travel on the trains as well 
as of those who are engaged in operating them. 

I ask leave to have printed in connection with my remarks 
four or five of the hundred-odd letters I have received. They 
are perhaps fair samples of the rest and discuss different topics, 
and really contain all of the objections that are urged. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, consent is given. 

The letters are as follows: 

Denver, COLO., January 3, 1907. 
Hon. T. M. PATTERSON, 
Senator from Colorado. ; 

DEAR Sim: The present session of the House of Congress will con- 
sider and vote upon the enactment as a law of what is called the “ six- 
teen-hour law,” the object of which is to limit the hours of daily service 
of railroad employees. 

I desire to register my objections to the adoption of this measure 
and its enactment as a law as a whole; in particular to that section 
reading “every violation of this law subjects both the company and 
the individual official who permits an employee to work more than 
sixteen hours or to resume work without taking for himself ten hours’ 
rest to a fine of $1,000.” Under this law were I, a train dispatcher, to 
allow a train and enginemen and operators to remain on duty over 
sixteen hours I would be subject to a fine of $1,000, and were I unable 
to pay it, imprisonment in a Federal prison. 

There are and will continue to be occasions when it is impossible to 
prevent trainmen, enginemen, and operators from being on duty over 
sixteen hours, as in case of wrecks or failure of telegraph wires, and 
as a railroad employee of nearly nineteen years’ experience I know that 
railroad companies do not compel employees of this class to work over 
sixteen hours, or even that many, where it is possible to release or 
relieve them. 

The enforcement of this law would compel me, in order to protect my 
property and personal liberty and the welfare of my family, to give up 
my profession and begin over again at probably 40 per cent of my 
present salary, und I at an age when one is almost too old to enter 
a new profession. 

As I am a registered voter of Denver and you are my personal rep- 
resentative, I ask that you use all your efforts to defeat the passage 
of the sixteen-hour law. 

Respectfully, yours, Tos. W. MCKINLEY, 
Train Dispatcher, Union Pacific Railway. 


DENVER, COLO., January 3, 1907. 
Hon. T. M. PATTERSON, Senator. 

Dear Sin: I desire to respectfully and firmly protest against the enact- 
ment of what is known as the proposed“ sixteen-hour law,” its porpose 
being to limit the hours of service of railway employees, especially that 
part which reads. Every violation of this law subjects both the com- 
pany and the * individual efficial’ who pamona an employee to work more 
than sixteen hours or to resume work without taking ten hours’ rest 
subject to a fine of $1,000.” 

I am. a train dispatcher, with fifteen years’ experience, and know 
that railway companies do not wish their men to work more than six- 
teen hours without rest, and know that the rank and file of railroad 
men do not want such a law. 

There are occasionally circumstances and conditions—storms, wrecks, 
washouts, ete.—where it is e for a dispatcher, to prevent train 
and engine crews and telegrap 5 ach from being on duty over six- 
teen hours without great hardship to them, also to the traveling 
public. Yet you could not explain it to the ordinary jury. The train 
dispatchers of this country are intelligent, law-abiding citizens, but 
with such an enormous fine or the Federal prison staring us in the face 
we would be compelled to seek another way of earning a livelihood. 

I am a resident and voter of Denver and trust that you will give this 
bill your earnest opposition, 
Yours, respectfully, GEO. T. MEGINNESS, 
Dispatcher, Union Pacific Railroad. 

k - DENVER, COLÓ., January 3, 1907. 
Hon. T. M. PATTERSON, Senator. 

Dear Sin: I desire to respectfully but firmly protest against the 
enactment of what is known as the propo: .“* sixteen-hour law,“ 
which has for its purpose “to limit” the hours of service of railroad 
employees, particularly that part which reads, “Every violation of 
this law subjects both the gg eg and individual official who permits 
any employee to work more than sixteen hours or to resume work 
without taking ten hours’ rest to a fine of $1,000,” as there are times 
and circumstances when it is impossible to prevent a crew or an 
operator from being on duty over sixteen hours and yet be almost im- 
possible to explain to the ordinary juror why, and to subject the 
train dispatchers of the United States to such an enormous and dras- 
tie fine it would be impossible to pay, and the Federal prison, being 
our next alternative, will tend to compel the train dispatcher to give 
up such a vocation, as we can not take such chances, and after 
twenty years’ experience as a train dispatcher and knowing how such 
a law will work the most untold hardship on railroad men in trying 
to do that which at times is simply an impossibility. 

I beg you to do all in your power to defeat the said law. 

Yours, truly, 
J. G. BLATTENBERG, 
Dispatcher, Union Pacifie Railroad. 


DENVER, COLO., January 3, 1907. 
Hon. T. M. PATTERSON, 
Senator from Colorado. 

Dran Sin: I desire to place this, my personal protest, against the 
proposed enactment known as the “ sixteen-hour law,“ which has for its 
purpose to limit the hours of service of railway employees, particularly 
to that part of the bill which reads, “ Every violation of this law sub- 
jects both the company and the individual official who permits any em- 

loyee to work more than sixteen hours, or to resume work without 
yang for himself ten hour's rest, to a fine of $1,000.” 

There are occasionally conditions and circumstances when it would 
be an absolutely impossible matter for a train dispatcher to prevent an 
operator or train crew from being on duty over sixteen hours, nor 


could an explanation be made for the reason that the circumstances 
leading up to such an event could never be satisfactoril 
edinary jury before whom such cases should be tried. 


explained to 
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calities of train rules, rights of trains, their superiority, washouts, and 

kindred troubles could never be explained in such a manner as would 

secure an intelligent verdict, even should this jury be made up of ex- 

perienced railroad men, which would hardly be en as panes | are 

seldom required to serve in this ee and I doubt if the legal fra- 

emily would allow satisfactory evidence given unless it would answer 
eir purpose, 

If the train dispatchers are subjected to such an enormous fine— 
$1,000—and I doubt if even one-fifth of them could pay this fine—the 
result then would be your Federal prison would be occupied by many 
capable railroad officials. Personally, I am not pau A to wear regula- 
tion prison garb. My physique, built on the “ corpulent lines,” would 
hardly become the horizontal line of this Government textile. 

Therefore ! protest vigorously and firmly against this law, and to con- 
sider such a pr ition to make the fraternity of train arepane > 
composed of intelligent, true, loyal American citizens, subject to the 
penalty proposed by this outrageous law is certainly beyond any at- 
tempt yet made by our lawmakers. 

I assert positively and without prejudice that those who have pro- 
posed such a measure do not represent the better and more intelligent 
element or the rank and file of the railroad fraternity, and having dis- 
cussed this matter with quite a number of railroad men in the different 
departments, I find them a unit in condemning the measure and those 
who proposed It. 

It is no doubt true that those who propose the measure have a fol- 
lowing of considerable proportion whom they have induced, through mis- 
representations and otherwise, to lend their support to the measure, 
holding out inducements that are neither understood or in the possibili- 
ties of railroading, and I trust that you will give this measure your 
earnest consideration and hearty opposition. 

Yours, respectfully, 


H. W. BARRE, 
Dispatcher, Union Pacifice Railroad. 


Denver, COLO., January 4, 1907. 


Hon. T. M. PATTERSON, 
U. S. Senator, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sin: I am inclosing herewith a number of letters from various 
fellow railroad employees ness that you use your best endeavors to 
defeat the recent Senate bill which provides that an employee shall not 
work or be permitted to work more than. sixteen consecutive hours and 
must have at least ten hours for rest before being allowed to work. 

In addition to these letters, I would like to state that in almost any 
instance where a man feels that he is in need of rest he has always 
been able to secure same by calling for it, and I know of no case where 
an employee has been punished by the railroad company for refusing to 


‘go out when he had been on duty as much as sixteen hours and had not 


had sufficient rest. 

To diminish our salaries by restricting the number of hours we shall 
work, and add to our living expenses by compelling us to tie up on the 
road when the sixteen hours is up, probably only a short distance 
from home, I do not think is exactly just to us, and it is with the hope 
that you will do all in your power to defeat this bill that we are send- 
ing you these letters, which we have written of our own free will and 
not upon the instigation of any railroad or its officers. 

Yours, very respectfully, 
B. MORLEDGE, 


W. B. 
Conductor, Chicago and Teras Railway, 
Denver, Colo. 


GENERAL PROTECTIVE BOARD, BROTHERHOOD OF 
LOCOMOTIVE FIREMEN AND ENGINEERS, 
UNION PACIFIC SYSTEM, 
Cheyenne, Wyo., December 31, 1906, 
Hon. THOMAS M. PATTERSON, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


My DEAR SIR: Referring to my telegram dated at Omaha, December 
29, reading as follows : 

“The General Protective Board of Brotherhood of Locomotive Fire- 
men, Union Pacific Railroad, desires that you consider this a formal 
protest against the passage of so-called sixteen-hour law,’ the purpose 
of which is to limit the hours of service of railway employees. Letter of 
explanation follows.” A 

desire to give you briefly some of our reasons for protesting against 
the passage of this bill. If it becomes a law, it will unquestionably de- 
crease the earnings of all railway employees engaged in train service, as 
the companies will shorten their passenger and freight districts in or- 
der to enable them to get trains and crews over the road within the 
sixteen-hour limit, and as a matter of protection will increase the ton- 
nage of trains in order to offset the expenditures incident to short- 
ening of districts and the operation thereof. A greater number of men 
will have to be ber ogy bi so the railroad companies will be in a posi- 
tion to comply with the law, as it necéssarily will cause men to lay 
over at terminals erge in excess of the ten hours’ lay-over clause pro- 
vided in the bill, and for this reason, therefore, it will uire more 
men, and they can not possibly make fair average mileage and earn fair 
monthly wages, as they are paid on a mileage basis. 

Trainmen's 1 3 expenses away from home will be increased about 
834 per cent over the present system on account of their being required 
to be away from home terminals so much longer. The railroad com- 
panies wil oF pu engines and cabooses, which has been tried heretofore 
and result very unsatisfactorily. Trainmen away from home ter- 
minals live in and prepare a great many of their meals in their cabooses. 
Pooling the engines and cabooses will prevent this being done. 

A large percentage of railroad employees in train service own their 
own homes, representing the savings of a lifetime. In this western 
country a great many of the terminals are what might be termed 
“railroad towns,” and are supported almost exclusively by employees 
of railroad companies. If terminals are changed such towns would be 
abandoned, and the loss to employees would enormous, practically 
meaning the financial ruin of many of them. It would also deprive the 
children of employees of educational advantages which they now enjoy, 
as it would be years before similar facilities would be available at the 
new terminals. 

It is now impossible to man western railroads with experienced 
men. The passage of this bill would require the company to largely 
increase their force, which could only be done by employing new and 
inexperienced men, thereby creating greater risk and hazard of accident 
than the overworking of men could possibly cause. It would also make 
the positions of railroad employees in train service less inviting, and a 

reat many of our old men would seek other avocations, thus increas- 
fie the number of new men in the service. The experienced railroad 
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men alone realize that a great number of accidents to-day are caused 
the “student” or N man, and they only can — 

e care and vigilance which must be exercised in watching the move- 
ments and actions of new men in connection with the opnama and 
stety, of life and property intrusted to their care. If the public re- 
ali “as does the experienced railroad man, the element of danger that 
exists in introducing new men into the service it would be very reluc- 
tant in giving support to this measure. 

The compulsory ten-hours’-rest clause in the bill will compel men to 
tie up at times for rest at points where there are no accommodations, 
and at the end of ten hours they will be in worse physical condition 
than if they had continued to the end of their run. 

Passenger and freight runs on the western railroads are adjusted 
so that under normal conditions the men make their runs within the 
usual hours constituting a day’s labor. Excessive number of hours on 
ie A is the exception, not the ruie. 

he apparent object of this bill is to materially reduce the number 
of accidents, the number of hours on duty, and the tonnage of trains in 
order to get them over the road at a higher average rate of speed. So 
far as the accident feature is concerned, there has never been an acci- 
dent on the Union Pacific Railroad, to our knowledge, caused by em- 
ployees being on duty an excessive number of hours. Regarding the 
reduction of the average number of hours on duty, and a reduction in 
the tonnage of trains, it will have the opposite effect, for, as stated 
above, the company, in order to —— — itself and offset its increased 
expenses made necessary by shortening the districts, will increase the 
tonnage, and instead of haring ovez pe cent of its trains averaging 
less than twelve hours over the district, as is the case on the Union 
Pacific to-day and has been for some months, the greater percentage of 
the trains will average closer to the sixteen-hour limit on account of 
the increased tonnage. $ 
Yours, truly, C. V. MCLAUGHLIN. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE obtained the floor. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield 
to me for a moment? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I desire to present an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute for the pending bill, and inasmuch as the 
time is so short before we shall be called upon to vote on the 
amendments and the bill, I ask unanimous consent that the 
amendment may be printed in the Recorp to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent that the amendment proposed by him may 
be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And also in the usual form. 

Mr. BACON. If it is not too long, Mr. President, I hope it 
may be read now. 

Mr. BRANDEGER. It is very short. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read at the 
request of the Senator from Georgia. 

The Secrerary. It is proposed to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause and insert: : 


That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier by railroad in any 
Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia, or any of its 
officers or agents, to require or permit any employee engaged in or 
connected with the movement of any train to remain in service more 
than sixteen consecutive hours, except when on account of an emer- 
gency, which by reasonable care on the part of such carrier, its 
or agents, could not have been avoided, he is prevented from reaching 
his terminal; or, except in such emergency, to ee gir or permit any 
such employee, having been in service as aforesaid, to go again into 
service without having had at least ten hours for rest. 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier engaged in inter- 
state or foreign commerce by railroad, or any of its officers or agents, to 
require or permit any mares engaged in or connected with the move- 
ment of any train by which such commerce is conducted, or to require 
or permit any employee en, or connected with the movement of 
any train by which such commerce is affected, to remain in service 
more than six consecutive hours, except when on account of an 
emergency, which by reasonable care on the part of such common car- 
rier, its Officers or agents, could not have been avoided, he is prevented 
from reaching his terminal; or, except in such emergency, to uire or 
permit any such employee, hav m in service as resaid, to go 
again into service without having had at least ten hours for rest. 

Sec. 2. That any such common carrier, or any of its officers or agents, 
knowingly violating any of the provisions of this act, or any employee 
who by any false representation or concealment of fact procures him- 
self to be employed in violation of the provisions of this act, is hereby 
declared to be guilty of a misdemeanor, and u conviction thereof 
shall be Hable to a penalty of not more than $1, for each and every 
such violation, to be recovered in a suit or sults to be bronzat by the 
United States district attorney in the district court of the United States 
—.— Fe beget pe in the locality where such violation shall have been 
committed; and it shall be the duty of such district attorney to brin; 
such suits upon duly verified information be 1 with him of suc 
violation having occurred, but no such suit shall brought after the 
expiration of one year from the date of such violation; and it shall 
also be the duty of the Interstate Commerce Commission to fully 
investigate all cases of the violation of this act and to lodge with the 
proper district attorneys information of any such violations as may 

come to its knowledge. 

a Sec. 3. That the provisions of this act shall not apply to employers 
operating wreck or relief trains. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTSH. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to make an inquiry. I understand 
that we have agreed to vote to-morrow at 3 o'clock. I under- 
stood the Chair to rule that we could not vote on the amend- 
ments until 3 o'clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has not so ruled in con- 
nection with the pending Dill. 


Mr. TELLER. Then the statement was made by some Sen- 
ator that we could not vote before 3. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair is not aware that the 


question has been addressed to the Chair. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to know whether in the opinion 
of the Chair we can vote on the amendments prior to 3 o'clock 
to-morrow. 

. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that 
under the terms of the unanimous-consent agreement there can 
be no vote upon amendments before 3 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. TELLER. I believe the Chair is right in that opinion. 
I think that is the construction which has been put upon this 
kind of an agreement. I wish to ask the Senator who has the 
bill in charge if he will not call up the bill as early as possible 
to-morrow to give some of us a chance to say a few words 
about the bill, which apparently we will not have an opportunity 
to say to-night. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTH. I was about to give notice to the Sen- 
ate that as soon as the routine business is disposed of to-morrow 
I shall move to take up the bill, so that as much time as pos- 
sible may be given to its consideration. I had also thought of 
asking unanimous consent that the Senate meet at 11 o'clock 
instead of 12 to-morrow, that we might have another hour for 
the consideration of the measure. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Wisconsin was kind enough 
to mention that to me, and I would gladly consent but for the 
fact that there is a full meeting of the Committee on Appro- 
priations at half past 10 to-morrow, and I know it will last 
until 12, for the consideration of an appropriation bill which 
will be up before the committee at that time. 

Mr. WARREN. I would also like to state that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs will met at 11 to-morrow morning, 
and that will require the attendance of some thirteen Senators. 
I do not believe it will be practicable to get a quorum of the 
Senate before noon. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Then I will simply say that as soon as 
the routine business is disposed of in the morning I will move 
to take up the bill for consideration. 

I haye here a communication with respect to such amend- 
ments as were proposed to the bill prior to yesterday, from the 
legislative representative of the several brotherhoods of train- 
men, and, as I think all Senators must realize that a discus- 
sion of the several amendments from the standpoint of an in- 
telligent railway employee will be helpful to the consideration 
of the bill by the Senate, I shall ask the Secretary to read the 
letter which I have from Mr. Fuller. 

First, with reference to Mr. Fuller's right to speak for the 
railway men of the country, I wish to read the following: 

BROTHERHOOD OF LOCOMOTIVE ENGINEERS, 
BROTHERHOOD OF LOCOMOTIVE FIREMEN, 
ORDER oF RAILWAY CONDUCTORS, 


BROTHERHOOD OF RAILROAD TRAINMEN, 
i Cleveland, Ohio, November 21, 1906. 

To whom these presents may concern, greeting: | 

This is to certify that the bearer hereof, Mr. H. R. Fuller, whose 
signature appears below, has been duly chosen to serve as the repre- 
sentative of the above-named organizations at Washington, D. C., 
during the second session of the ty-ninth Congress, in matters per- 
taining to national legislation. — p 


W. S. 
Grand Chief Engineer Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers. 


.. JOHN HANNAHAN, 

Grand Master Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen. 
B. GARRETSON, 

Grand Chief Order of Railway Conductors. 
. H. Morrissey, 

Grand Master Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen. 


H. R. FULLER, Representative. 


As showing further authority upon Mr. Fuller’s part to speak 
for the national organizations in this matter, I will read a letter 
addressed by Mr. Fuller November 3, 1905, -to the President, 
which I haye permission to present: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., November 3, 1905. 


To the honorable the PRESIDENT or THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C. 

Sin: At conference between Grand Chief Engineer Stone, of the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers; Grand Master Hannahan, of the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen; Grand Master Morrissey, of the 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, and Grand Chief Conductor Clark, 
of the Order of Railroad Conductors, Mr. H. R. Fuller was in se- 
lected as legislative representative for the above-named organizations. 

The yore gra were instructed by this conference to respectfully 
request that, if it has not already been done, you invite the attention of 
Con to the following matters of legislation in which the railroad 
employees are vitally interested and on some of which they have long 
sought favorable action: 8 

First. What is commonly termed “ 5 legislation.“ We 
still favor the enactment of a law which prohibit the issuance of 
injunctions in labor 1 except after hearing. 

Second. Employers’ bility. e feel that there is 
some legislation on this subject. We realize the difficulties, if not the 
impossibility, of eliminating the doctrine of “contributory negligence,” 
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and while our representatives will seek to have reintroduced the meas- 


ure that was before the last Congress, we shall be ready to meet such 
reasonable amendments thereto as may appear to be necessary. 

Third. We think the attention of the Congress should be called to 
the importance of preventing railroad companies from keeping employees 
on duty so many consecutive hours as to render it simply — le for 
them to perform with efficiency and safety the duties devolving upon 
them and upon the falthful performance of which so much depends. 


Respectfully, 
rae H. R. FULLER, Secretary. 
Attest: $ 
E. E. CLARK, Chairman. 
I bave just received during the afternoon the following tele- 
gram from the grand chief engineer of the Brotherhood of Lo- 
comotive Engineers, Mr. W. S. Stone: 


CHICAGO, ILL., January 7, 1907. 
Hon. R. M. La FOLLETTE, $ 
Senator Wisconsin, Senate Chamber; Washington, D. C. 

I am informed that amendment to hours of service bill have been in- 
troduced by Senators Foraker and GALLINGER. The purport of these 
amendments are to alize employees for working more than limited 
hours on duty. We believe this is an unjust and unfair discrimination, 
as the employee must either remain on duty or be forced to place him- 
self in a position of insubordination to his superior officer. You can 
readily understand that he can not afford to do this, as it would jeop- 
ardize his position, and we earnestly protest against any such amend- 
ments being enacted, and we hope you will do every g possible to 
prevent same. 

W. 8. STONE, 
Grand Chief Engineer Brotherhood Locomotive Engineers. 


I have received from other organizations telegrams indorsing 
and approving this legislation. The first that I will read is as 
follows: 

Fond DU Lac, WIS., January 8, 1907. 


Hon. ROBERT M. LA FOLLETTE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Lodge 516, Brotherhood Trainmen, representing 100 men, urges your 
support bill 8. 5133. 
. J. B. Harris, Secretary. 
I haye also received the following telegram to the same pur- 


port: 


Senator ROBERT LA FOLLETTE, 
-~ United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
The members Order Railway Conductors, Division 259, Fond du Lac, 
Wis., urge the passage of the sixteen-hour labor-limit bill. 
V. O. ZIMMERMAN, 
Secretary No. 259, Fond du Lac, Wis. 


Also the following telegram : 


MILWAUKEE, WIS., January 7. 


SUPERIOR, WIS., January 8. 
Senator LA FoLLETTA (or SPOONER), Š 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

We earnestly urge you to use all your influence in passing bills 9328 
and 5133. 

D. D. BONER, 
Becretary Brotherhood of Railicay Trainmen, 450. 

I received also this morning in the mail a letter from the 
State chairman of the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen of 
Indiana, in which he states: 

Your sixteen-hour bill is a good one, and all the railroad men in the 
United States want this bill to pass, but the railroad officials are com- 
pelling men to sign petitions against it. 


I will send to the desk and ask to have read the letter of Mr. 
Fuller analyzing and discussing somewhat the amendments that 
have been offered to the bill prior to those offered yesterday and 
to-day. = 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

H. R. FULLER, 216 New JERSEY Avenup NW., 
Washington, D. C., January 8, 1907. 
Hon. R. M. LA FOLLETTE, 


United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


Dean SENATOR: In compliance with your personal request that I 
write 1 regarding the proposed amendments to the pending bill, S. 
— : io hours of service of railroad employees, I respectfully 
su ‘ollowing : 

The words “ unayoidable accident,” as contained in the amendment to 
section 1, offered by Senator GALLINGER, are susceptible to too broad 
interpretation, and in our minds would open wide the door for evading 
the law. Under it an accident might be classed as “unavoidable” by 
applying the circumstances existing at the time it happened, yet the 
accident mint be the result of previous mismanagement on the part of 
the railroad company, which would be a very difficult matter to prove. 
For instance, a locomotive might give way when out on the roa 
the real or 
or repairs 


and 
cause of its failure was the lack of proper inspection 

ore it was sent out from the terminal. Hot journals on 
cars are generally the result of lack of i ction and care at terminals 
by the managements, but it would be a difficult matter to prove this 
r these journals had become heated on the road and the contents of 
their packing boxes had been consumed ay fire. The word “ casualty,” 
as it appears in this section as reported M the committee and as pro- 
sed f: you, covers all real unayoidable accidents, and should be 


p emergency,” as proposed by Senator FOR- 
AKER to section 1, would, if adopted, render nugatory the whole bill, 
as emergencies can come as a result of bad management and neglect 
as well as from unavoidable causes. 
The words having been on duty for sixteen consecutive hours im- 
3 before, as proposed by nator McLAURIN, we have no ob- 
ons to. 


an employee who has been on duty een hours. 

The substitution of the words “off duty” for the words “ for rest,” 
as proposed by Senator GALLINGER, are not objectionable, providing the 
per “of duty” is not fixed at less than ten hours, as there is con- 
siderable diference in allowing a man ten hours for rest and allo 
ten hours off duty, as considerable time is consumed in going to an 
returning from their homes before and after they have en rest. 

Would suggest that the last two amendments on pages 4 and 5, which 
were ofe y Senator MCLAURIN and yourself, which provide periods 
of eight hours’ rest for employees who have been on duty ten and less 
than sixteen hours, be not nea a 

The words “or employee owingly,” as offered by Senator Gar- 
LINGER, and which e the top of page 6, would alize the em- 
ployee the same as the railroad company, and we seriously object to 
this for various reasons. 

First, we object on broad grounds to having the railroad emplo: 
of the country put under a criminal code enacted by Congress, and we 
believe the e of such an amendment would serve as an 3 
wedge by which the ig pe of such a code will be sought. Rail 


conserved. 
nd. The carrier creates the conditions under which men are re- 
quired to work, and it is to it that the Government should look for the 
safe transportation of persons and property. No 3 in train 
service can work excessive hours without the knowledge of the carrier, 
as a.record is kept, or should be kept, showing the time all such em- 
loyees go on or are relieved from duty; and it is therefore im ible 
‘or an employee to deceive the carrier as to the time he has off 
or on duty. The adoption of such an amendment would in many cases 
defeat the 5 of the act, for the reason that it would prevent the 
Government from using the employee as a witness, as the employee 
could not be compelled to give testimony which would incriminate hiss 


To those acquainted with the practical operation of a railroad it can 
be readily seen that such a provision in the law would be used to defeat 
its purpose in this way. ~ 

A train dispatcher, who is the pases responsible for the prompt 
movement of trains, could, in order to cover up his own mistakes which 
had caused delaz, get the employees within a few miles of their homes 
within the maximum time, and know! the great temptation for the 
men to get home, would say to them t he did not ow how long 
they had been on duty, and influence them to stretch the time 
sufficiently to enable them to reach their homes. It would encourage 
this practice, which would have the effect of delay rather than an effort 
to move trains with dispatch. 

a This same argument applies to the amendment proposed by Senator- 
ORAKER. 

The amendment of Senator GALLINGER, on page 6, which res 
that suits shall be brought within one year, is also objectionable. The 
general statute of limitations, as I understand it, is three years, and 
we can see no good reason why a railroad corporation—an artificial 
person—should be exempted from it. 

The amendment offered Uy aah GALLINGER, which provides “ that 
the provisions of this act shall not apply to crews of wrecking and re- 
lief trains,” is proper, and either it or the similar one off by you 
should be adopted. 

The amendment offered by Senator MCLAURIN, on page 7, and which 
is to be a new section numbered 3, should not be adopted, for th 
son that employees of railroad companies are not given 3 rights 
for recovery for injuries in the national employers’ liability law, and 
we think this amendment would narrow that right on account of it 
being a subsequent act. Š 

Very truly, yours, 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes, sir. z 

Mr. KEAN. Will the Senator from Illinois yield to me? 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield to the Senator from New Jersey, who 
has some matter which he desires to put in the RECORD. 

Mr. KEAN. I have here an analysis of the so-called “ Mosely 
Accident Table,” made by Mr. F. C. Rice, of Chicago, which I 
should like to have printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. It is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


THE MOSELY ACCIDENT TABLE, 


There has been filed in the House Committee upon Interstate Com- 
merce and published over the country a table prepared in the office of 
the secretary of the Interstate Commerce Commission of 86 cases com- 
piled from the accident reports of railroad companies purporting to 
all of them, cases of accidenta caused by men being overworked, an 
therefore hers of the necessity for this legislation. 

This table covers a period of five years. Thousands of thése acci- 
dent reports are filed every year. From these tho some one has 
culled out and tabled every instance during the five years where, through 
any construction of language, inference can be drawn that a man con- 
nected with that freight train was on duty” sixteen hours or over. 
Fourteen of them show on their face that no employee was on duty over 
sixteen hours and would not be covered by the proposed bill. They 
should not, therefore, have been included in the table. 

The phrase hours on duty“ has been construed by the compiler in 
a manner calculated to mislead. Many cases are cited as showing an 
8 “twenty-four hours on duty,” or “nineteen hours on duty,” 
which were round-trip runs, and the crew had six to nine hours for 
rest and sl at the 3 and were therefore not over ten 
hours on continuous duty. e compiler has ignored these rest hours 
— 5 called the entire od that the man was under pay as “ hours on 

uty.” 


H. R. FULLER, 
Legislative Representative. 


Investigation shows that few of these 86 cases were, in fact, instances 
which this law ought to cover. Several of them are turn runs—tħat 


is, 


round-trip runs on branches which it is not practicable to o 
any other manner. Some of them were wrecking crews en in opan 
ing. road obstructed by snow or landslides, and should not have n 
inserted in the table at all. 

While the table. covers a period of to it is not arranged chrono- 
8 nor alphabetically, nor are all the accidents upon one railroad 
grouped together. The principle which seems to have guided the com- 
piler is that of effectiveness. He has placed at the head of the list 
every case where it was possible to use the words “Asleep on track.” 
This may be effective, but can hardly be regarded as fair. 

In this table the reports of the railroads themselves are made to con- 
stitute the strongest argument that is put forward for this measure, 
but, as a whole, it is a misrepresentation. The reports, as actually 
ye by the companies, do not justify the statements there ascribed to 

em. - 

This is clear from the following comments by the officials who made 
a majority of the reports; in other cases the companies have not yet 
furnished the facts. 


rate in 


Case No. 8. ` 

Statement of cause: “Fell asleep while sitting on track; struck by 
train. Hours on duty, 17.” 

The facts: The language of the company’s report to the Commission 
was: “It is supposed that he fell asleep while sitting on the track.” 
This man had not been on duty 16 hours. He started at 5.05 a. m., 
arriving at Conway yard at 12.56, a run of less than 8 hours, and then 
laid at Conway yard 3 hours 4 minutes. He met with the accident at 
8.55 p. m., or after 4 hours 55 minutes of service. It was impossible 


to make the crew take 10 hours’ rest at Conway yard. They would 


very much oppose it; there were no facilities there, and the crew would 
very much prefer to make the return trip and rest at home. 
Case No. 9. 

Statement of cause of accident: “Sat on track; went to sleep; 
struck by train. Hours on duty, 23.” 

The facts: Weaver, the brakeman, had made the Heinz, out trip’ from 
1 to Newberg in 6 hours 35 minutes. e had 1 hour and 
30 minutes for rest; his train was called for 5 p. m., he expecting to 
make the return trip in about 6 hours. He was delayed 2 hours, 
switching, at Newburg; 3 hours at Lebanon, meeting passenger trains. 
He was thus on duty continuously from 5 p. m. until arrival at 
Marshfield at 7.38 the next morning, where he was injured, 14 hours 
88 minutes. At the time he was called for the return trip he had only 
been on duty 6 hours 35 minutes, and could then have had additional 
rest if he had asked for it. 

Before starting he had had more than 19 hours’ rest. 

Cask No. 10. 


Statement of cause of accident: “ Engineman dropped crown sheet, 
blowing out grates, ash pans, and connections. Hours on duty, 23.” 

The facts: The company’s report shows that in a snowshed the en 

ne dropped crown sheet; the fireman was in the act of putting coal in 

e fire box when the accident occurred. The fireman had been on duty 
11 hours 25 minutes. The engineer had been on duty 11 hours 25 
minutes. The only member of the crew who Is claimed to have been 
on duty 23 hours was the brakeman, who had nothing whatever to do 
with the accident. No member of the crew who had anything to do 
with the accident had been on duty longer than 11 hours 25 minutes, 
with 15 hours’ previous rest. The cause of the accident was remote 
from any question of hours on duty. 

Case No. 19. 


Statement of cause: Out flagging; went to sleep on track. Hours 

on duty, blank.” 

he facts: This case should not have been re 
report states: No one saw the accident ;” so 
tion as to the cause of the injury. 

The proposed sixteen-hour law would have no effect in this case; 
the accident was the result of a wreck, which occurred before the crew 
had been on duty sixteen hours. The whole trouble was due to a 
casualty beyond the control of the company. 

Case No. 20. 


Statement of cause: “‘ Crew falling asleep. Hours on duty, 27.“ 

The facts: The statement made by the company to the Commission 
was as follows: “Had been on duty 27 hours, with 4 hours interven- 
ing sleep, behind a landslide.” 

Additional facts regarding this crew are given as follows: “It was 
a round trip, and the crew was on duty-11 hours 55 minutes east 
bound, and spent four hours of this time behind a landslide. At the 
terminal they had 3 hours 12 minutes further rest before making the 
west-bound run, which occupied 10 hours, 23 minutes. They made 
no request for further rest. Their longest continuous duty was 11 
hours 55 minutes, east bound, of which 4 hours was behind a land- 


3 Case No. 25. 
Statement of cause: “ Running down grade too fast. Hours on duty, 


rted. The company’s 
at it is mere assump- 


The facts: Collision was due entirely to the manner in which the 
engineer handled his train of 33 freight cars. He was running 
down grade at a high rate of speed, and did not n to hold up in 
time to pass through the station under proper control; when he found 
the semaphore set against him, he could not get the train stopped in 
time to avoid collision. No claim was made that hours on duty had 
anything to do with the excessive speed of train. 

Case No, 26. 


Statement of cause: “ Running at high rate of speed. Hours on duty, 


The facts: The length of time on Lae A had no bearing on this acci- 
dent. The company’s report states: ‘The responsibility for the acci- 
dent rests with the engineer of extra 203. It appears that he turned 
over the hill, approaching Guthrie, at too high rate of speed, and did 
not start to apply air brakes at the proper time. He also wasted the 
air pressure by making two light applications, so that when he found 
that he was not going to stop before reaching the crossing, and at- 
tempted to make an emergency application, he was unable to get the 
proper effect from the brakes.” 
Case No. 28. 


Statement of cause: “ Snow plow ran into rear of caboose. Hours on 
” 


duty, 18. 
e facts: This train was fighting snow in the dark, opening up the 
U road, and it was an impossibility to relieve the crew at the end 
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of sixteen hours. In the confusion the snow plow struck the rear of a 
freight train standing on the main track at station. 
Casa No. 29. 

Statement of cause: Let engine run at other end of switch and 
fouled main track. Hours on duty, 18.” 

The facts: The schedule time of the train was 9 hours 30 minutes. 
The train on this day met with very unusual delays; but a great 
part of the time was put in at stations where there was nothing for 
the crew to do. The accident really occurred from the failure of the 
flagman to put down torpedoes, which failure can not be attributed 
to long duty hours. There is very light traffic on this line; and it was 
unusual to have a wreck train to look out for, which was the kind of 
train that ran into them. 


Case No. 30. 


“Engine crew of freight train forgot passenger 
Hours on duty, 19.” 

The facts: An extra freight train collided with a passenger train 
that was on time, the engine crews of the freight train forgetting pas- 
senger train. The freight train was within twenty minutes of the end 
of their run, and there is nothing to indicate that any member of its 
crew was not wide- awake. Their ing on duty over sixteen hours was 
caused by the delay in doing switching and meeting trains en route 
and getting a helper engine at Navarre, and this bema within an 
hour's run of their home terminal, and there being no facilities at that 
point for taking care of the engine and crew, there was no way that the 
crew could be cut out of service at the completion of their sixteen 


Seer guig: Case No. 31 


4 arant of cause: “Failed to wait prescribed time. 
uty, 15.” 
The facts: The immediate cause of this accident was the failure of 
the conductor to wait at Kise the prescribed time after the departure 
of No. 38, and for running through the dense fog at too high a rate of 
8 „ knowing that No. 38 was only a few minutes ahead of them. 
he conductor who was responsible for the accident had been on duty 
six hours and forty minutes.. This accident could not be attributed to 


overwork. 
Case No. 32. 


here of cause: “ Head-on collision of freight and extra. Hours 
on duty, 21.” 

The facts: The length of time the men had been on duty had nothing 
to do with the accident. It occurred in broad daylight, with a freight 
train pulling into the yard and the switch engine standing on the main 
track having hold of some cars on a spur. The flagman of the switch 
engine gave the engineer of the freight a stop signal, which he mis- 
took for a signal that the track was clear. When the signal was given 
he had the air brakes 3 and then released them; and upon gettin 
the second stop signal he did not have time to pump up his air to ge 
sufficient pressure to apply the brakes to prevent the collision. 

Case No. 33. 


Statement of cause: “ Failure to flag train. Hours on duty, 15.“ 
The facts: The company’s report states: Extra stop , account 
air sticking, and conductor and rear brakeman failed to flag the regular 
train following.” The crew had been on duty fifteen hours, after forty- 
eight hours’ rest. 
Case No, 34. 


Statement of cause: “ Overlooked open switch. 

The facts: Accident caused by running into open switch. The engi- 
neer was at fault for failing to notice that switch light was not burn- 
ing. He had been on duty ten hours forty minutes at the time, in- 
cluding two hours’ lay-over at St. Louis, and had twenty-five hours’ 
rest before going out. Blame also attached to the brakeman, who had 
requested the fireman to close the switch, and the latter agreed to do 
so. Both the brakeman and fireman had been on duty about ten hours 
from Galesburg, where they had a four-hour lay-over. In order to get 
twenty hours for the brakeman and fireman, the time going and return- 
ing, including the four-hour lay-over at Galesburg, must be included. 
They had both had forty-four hours’ rest before going out. 

There is nothing to show that excessive hours had anything to do 
with this accident. 


Statement of cause: 
train. 


Hours on 


Hours on duty, 20.“ 


Casg No. 35. 


Statement of cause: “ Engineman asleep. Hours on duty, 93." 
The facts: The report of the company to the Commission states: 
“Engineman Morgan, who was instantly killed, supposed to have been 


asleep.” 2 
* Cask No. 36. 
Statement of cause: “Conductor not being out on train. Hours on 


duty, 20. 

The facts: The general manager of the Baltimore and Ohio, of date 
November 27, 1906, writes: The words ‘conductor on aay twenty 
hours’ do not appear in our report. As a matter of fact, the train 
crew had been on duty thirteen hours, thirty-nine minutes. The 
hours on duty had nothing to do with the accident, which was caused 
by the train being parted. But for a dense fog they would have known 
their train was parted before they struck.” 

Some one seems to haye inserted the words “ conductor on duty twenty 
hours in the company’s report without their knowledge. 


Casa No. 38. 


Statement of cause: Engineman failed to have engine under control. 
Hours of duty, 20.“ 

The facts: There is nothing to indicate that this accident was caused 
by anybody poing asleep. The statement made by the company to the 
Commission is that it was caused by the engineman's falling to ap- 
proach the end of the double track under full control.” 

The letter from the general manager says: The words ‘ engineman 
in service since April, 1900, on duty twenty hours do not appear in our 
copy of the report sent in to the Interstate Commerce Commission,” 

This was a round-trip run, 


Case No. 39, 


Statement of cause: “Carelessness of engineman. Hours on duty, 


The facts: Engineeer had been on duty five hours and twenty min- 
utes, previous to which he recelved nine hours’ rest.” 
The foregoing appears in the company's report to the Commission. 
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Casz No. 42. 
ee in table: “ Misunderstanding of signals. Hours on duty, 


The facts: There was no claim that this accident occurred on account 
of the hours of duty. There was a dispute between the bridge watch- 
man and the engineman, the bridge watchman claiming that he had 
opened the draw for a boat and signaled the engineer to stop. The 

eman claimed that he had made the stop and had afterwards re- 
ceived a signal from the bridge tender to come ahead. 
sores facts were fully stated in the company's report to the Commis- 
sion, 
CasB No. 43. 


Statement in table: “ Crew not taking proper precautions, Hours on 


duty, 24. 

The facts: This statement is not correct. The crew on engine No. 151 
were held responsible for not keeping a lookout to see the snowplow, 
which was only ten car lengths ahead around the curve of the hill. 
This crew bad only been on duty eleven hours and had had twenty- 
revious rest. The other crew was on a snowplow at a 

weather conditions were unusually severe, and it was 
31 Impossible to keep the snowplow crew within the sixteen 

ours. It was the duty of the brakeman to look after the rear of the 
train, and he had had eight hours’ rest before leaving Traverse City; so 
that he had been on duty only ten hours at the time of the accident. 
No one in any way responsible for the accident had been on duty more 
than eleven hours. 
Casn No. 44. 


` Statement in table: “Engineman disobeyed orders. Hours on duty, 
9. 


1 . 
The facts: This accident was caused by disobedience of orders, havi: 
no relation to length of hours.” r e aving 
Case No. 46. 


55 of cause: “Engineman; train getting away. Hours on 


duty, A 

The facts: The Pa pe of this accident made by the company to the 
Commission is as follows: 4 that het . 
been stopped 


cock's tunnel, where it was notic 
excessive 5 Brakemen doubled and applied hand brakes on all 
cars, and so doing broke brake chains, rendering three additional 
brakes inoperative.” 

The entire crew were very wide awake and alert, and the acci- 
dent was caused solely by trouble with the brake appliances. 


Case No. 47. 


Statement of cause: “Conductor failed to give signal. 

„ 15; hours of rest, 25.” 

e facts: The train backed into an open switch, and the conductor, 
engineer, and brakemen were held jointly responsible for the accident. 
The hours of service had absolutely nothing to do with the accident. 
The conductor, Devaney, and the brakeman, Miller, who were primarily 
responsible, had not been on duty to exceed six hours at the time of 


the accident. 
Cask No. 48. 
Statement of cause: “Disobeyed signals. Hours on duty, 48, 473 


hours. 

The facts: This was a wrecking crew. There had been serious 
freshets just previous to this accident, and the train in question had 
been dling a pile driver and carpenter force in al washouts. 
At the time of the ent they were returning to Olean, where they 
would have discontinued work. They were only technically on duty 
forty-seven and one-half hours. While waiting for the carpenters to 
do their repair work the train crew had frequent and extended in- 
tervals of several hours at a stretch when they secured sleep and resi. 


Hours on 


It was an spr, Pompano to relieve this crew and put another in their 
place while y were on this duty because of these ou the 


ts, 
result of spring freshets, and we were obli to adopt the most 
available means for resuming the operation of the road. No one was 
claiming to be overworked at ime of the accident. It was a 
uestion of veracity. The operator who Bis the signal claimed that 
tt was “red,” while the train crew claimed that it was white.” 

The report of the company to the Commission states: “ Investiga- 
tion indicates that operator was at fault for the accident, but re- 
sponsibility could not be definitely placed.” If so, the train crew 
were not responsible, and in any event their hours of service were not 
a contributing cause. 

Case No. 51. 


Statement of cause: “ Did not keep lookout. Hours on duty, 174.” 

The facts: This train had just reached its destination. The Penn- 
sylvania Company were at that time (2008 constructing second main 
track over this division, and the freight trains were unusually and 
unavoidably slow on this account. The long hours could not haye been 
revented, as the company was doing everything 8 and spend - 

g large sums of money to provide two tracks order to preyent 
just such delay. This accident was In no way due to long hours. If 
the fireman had been on his seat box as they pulled from one yard 
track to another, he would have seen the engine ahead in time to 


notify the engineman. 
Boe s Case No. 54. 


Statement of cause: Flagman failed to get back proper distance. 
Hours on duty, 173.“ 

The facts: This was a round-trip run from Nashville to Hollow 
Rock Junction and return. Hollow Rock Junction was a very un- 
heattoy piace, and the men much preferred to return to Nashville. 
The trip could ordinarily be made within the sixteen hours. The acci- 
dent was primarily caused by the engineman on No. 59 failing to 
keep proper lookout for an extra ahead. He had been on duty 11 
hours, prior to which he had 943 hours’ rest. The hours of duty ha 
nothing to do with this accident. The engineman knew that the 
extra was right ahead from the fact that he had seen them only 8 
miles from the point of collision. They failed to approach the station 


under proper control, 
* Casn No. 55. 


Statement in table: “Not properly equipped with flagging signals. 
Hours on duty, 18.” 
he facts: The report of the company to the Commission states: 
“The conductor, engineer, and flagman on freight train were responsible 
for this accident, on account of not seeing that they were properly 


equi with flagging signals, and the fagman had not been proper! 
— atai how to — the same.“ ‘ * y 


Case No. 56. 
Statement of cause: “Running at too high rate of speed: foggy 


weather. Hours on ‘duty, 17.“ 

The facts: The record shows that these men had been on duty six- 
teen hours and two minutes. At the time of the accident they were 
only 3 miles from their terminal station. The length of time on du 
had no bearing on the accident, which was due to high rate of 
under a caution signal in a dense fog. 5 

The accident happened at the nearest point where a train ecald have 
been sidetracked at the expiration of sixteen hours. 

The train was on the road so long on account of the cold weather, 
which delayed both it and the trains it met along the road. 


Casp No. 58. 


Statement of cause: “Enginemen not seeing flagman in time on ac- 
count of smoke. Hours on duty, 20.” 

The facts: The } of time the crew had been on duty was not re- 
sponsible for the accident. All the members of the crew were awake 
and alert, and the fagman had gone back and given the proper signal, 
but it was obscured the smoke from the engine. There was no rea- 
son for anyone to think that the signal could not be seen. The accident 
resulted solely from the obscurity thus caused, and not from any negli- 
gence whatever. 

The report made 757 the ae to the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission shows this clearly. The gman who gave the al was a 
member of the crew of a switch engine which on Sunday had been sent 
to Logansport for repairs and was returning. The condition of the 
engine delayed the train, and the collision occurred while they were 
stopping on the main track to blow up steam. ‘The other train in- 
volved was a work train also, en route to Logansport to remain over 
Sunday for repairs. 

; Casu No. 59. 

Statement of cause: “ Engineman of freight pulled out ahead of pas- 
Senger train. Hours on duty, 17.“ 

The facts: This man had twenty hours’ rest before starting to work. 
He was on a turn run, and there was no opportunity for hi to take 
rest until arrival at Logansport. The men yery muc refer returning 
to ther home terminal, rather than to lay over at Bernice, where there 
was no opportunity to take proper rest. This occurred in 1901. 


i s nothing to show that the accident was caused by excessive 
urs. 
Case No. 60. 
Statement of cause: “Improper fi g. Hours on duty, 16.” 


The facts: The accident was caused by the failure of the brakeman 
to place torpedoes on the track. He stated that he did not consider the 
use of torpedoes necessary. He had been on duty a little over sixteen 
hours, but no claim was made that the accident was caused by excessive 


hours. 
Cass No, 61. 
Statement of cause: “ Disobeyed rule respecting open switch. Hours 


on duty, 20. 

— A work train was standing on track in gravel pit, and 
switch leading from main line was left o express train dashed 
through the switch, resulting In a collision. The responsibility rested 
with the switchman, who failed to follow the rule of the company: 
“ Whoever opens a switch shall remain at it until it is closed, unless 
relieved by some other competent employee.” a word of 
evidence to show how long the man who left the switch open had been 


on duty. The record 3 shows that the e man, who appar- 
ently had nothing to do with the switch being left o had been on 
duty about twenty hours; but there is nothing to te any connec- 
tion between this and the accident. . 


Case No. 62. 

Statement of cause: “ Engineman responsible, not keeping proper ` 
lookout. Hours on weds f 22." 

The facts: This accident occurred in daylight: pomine to show 
the engineer was asleep. He Spy failed to approach the station wit 
his engine under proper control. Instead of being on continuous du 
for twenty-two hours, the report of ‘the company shows that he h 
five hours of rest within that period. The rest period may bave come 
at such time that he had only eight hours of continuous ce. 

Case No. 63. 

Statement of cause: „ station at too high rate of speed 
to stop after seeing signal. Hours on duty, 17.“ 

The facts: There is nothing to indicate that the accident was due 
to overwork on the part of the engineer. It was ly a case of error 
of judgment in the use of air brakes. The statement made by the com- 
pany to the Commission was as follows: “ No. 14 arrived just south of 
station and was slowing up to take pango No. 15 approached the sta- 


tion at too high a rate of speed to stop a seeing signal, although 
the operator had placed a torpedo on the track about 800 feet from the 
station, and si; ed the engineer to stop. The train ran past the sta- 


tion and collided with No. 14, which was almost stopped.” 
Casa No. 64. 

Statement of cause: Not protected by flag. Hours on duty, 15.“ 

The facts: There was no connection between the number of hours of 
labor and the cause of the accident. The 3 train (an extra) 
stopped at the water tank, with its caboose standing on a steel trestle 
40 feet high. It was_a short distance ahead of the regular passengers 
and the brakeman evidently figured that his train would not there to 
exceed two minutes, so that he would not be taking any chances in not 
flagging the . When the passenger train came around the 
curve Where they could see the caboose, the brakeman was standing on 

latform with his lantern in hand. He was afraid to leave the 

caboose for fear the pas T train would catch him on the trestle. 
He was wide awake and fully aware of what was going on, but could 
do nothing. ‘The passenger train came up and struck the caboose and 
killed him. 


Casn No. 65. 


3 in table: Carelessness of engineman. Hours on duty, 

The facts: This crew left Brainerd at 3.15 p. m., and arrived at Spur 
KS miles) at 9.05 p. m., five hours minutes. They left Spur for 

rainerd at 9.50 p. m., g to make the return trip inside of six 
hours. They were delayed three bours meeting an extra, which was de- 
layed on account of another train doub a hill. ‘There were no hotel 
accommodations whatever at Spur; all and enginemen pre- 
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ferred to make the double, Brainerd to Spur and return, instead of laying 
over at Spur. This crew had forty hours’ rest before making the trip. 
Cass No. 67. 

Statement of cause: “ Disobeyed rule 99 in not properly protecting 
train. Hours on duty, 22.” 

The facts: This is entirely erroneous. The report made by the com- 
pany states that the service was not continuous; there was an inter- 
val of five hours seventeen minutes for rest;“ that is, the run was 
from Hagerstown to Rutherford, twelve hours forty-two minutes, then 
five hours seventeen minutes rest at Rutherford, then a run of four 
hours thirty-six minutes from Rutherford to Lurgan, where the acci- 
dent occurred. 

The Moseley statement simply adds together these three periods, 
taking no note of the intervening rest period. 

Case No. 68. 

Statement of cause: “Conductor and brakeman at fault in moving 
train befort track was ¢lear. Hours on duty, 15.” 

The facts: There is no evidence in this case of long hours or over- 
work; the crew had two days’ rest before ibang e accident was 
entirely due to lack of judgment. The train men tried to save parnana 
thirty seconds of time by pulling up close to lead; they pulled ahead 
farther than intended, with the result that train was cornered by 
switch engine. . 

Case No. 69. 


Statement of cause: “ Brakeman failed to go to far end of cars to 
see that they had cleared. Hours on duty, 18.” 

The facts: There is nothing to show that failure to take proper pre- 
cautions was due to excessive hours of work. This crew had n on 
wrecking duty, clearing up a wreck. 

The company’s report to the Commission gives the following explana- 
tion of the cause of the accident: “ Wrecker crew had placed eight cars’ 
on siding, striking cars which were standing on that track, and causing 
them to foul main track. Conductor instructed brakeman to go to 
other end of cars and see that they were in to clear properly. The 
brakeman reported that they were. This brakeman is responsible for 
failure to go to far end of cars and see that they were cleared.” This 
law should not apply to wrecking crews. 

Case No, 73. 

Statement in table: Flagman not far enough out to protect his 
train; discharged. Hours on duty, 16.” 

The facts: This crew was called at 1.30 p. m. November 27, after 
forty-six hours’ previous rest. The accident occurred at 5 a. m. No- 
vember 28, so that he had been on duty less than fourteen hours. 

: Cask No. 74. 


4 Statement of cause: “From not being properly protected. Hours on 
uty, 23.” 

The facts: This accident was caused by an extra train starting out 
without proper orders. A dense fog prevailed at the time. They 
stopped at Watts Siding to do switching, and they had just got head 
car cut off when second No. 3 collided with their rear. The freight 
crew had only made a run of 95 miles, and pulled out notwithstanding 
attention was called to signals by whistle and acknowledged by the 
engineer. 

‘here is nothing to indicate that any employee was not awake and 


lert. 
e Cask No. 77. 


Statement of cause: Conductor failed to set switch for siding; 
brakeman also failed to make proper effort to stop train. Hours on 


nothing to show that the hours on duty had anything to do with the 
accident. The length of the division is 130 miles, and an average of 
10 miles per hour would consume only thirteen hours. In this case 
there was an unusual number of delays, largely caused by the train 
havina partod and by being held to meet passenger trains. 

It s crew had n tied up at the end of sixteen hours, it would 
probably have been at a point where they could neither 1 79 nor get 
meals, and by the time they got to the terminal they would have lost 
more time and have been less fit to go out again than if they had been 
allowed to go through, even if it should take more than sixteen hours. 

Case No, 83. 

Statement of cause; “Work train fouled main track without due 
protection. Rule: ‘An inferior train must keep out of the way of a 
superior train.’ Hours on duty, more than 15.” 

he facts: This accident occurred in 1902, to a work train engine 
which had been in the snop at Fort Wayne over Sunday, for washing 
out, etc. They had a rest in their bunk car, and went on their regular 
Monday’s duty on the work train from Plymouth at 7 o'clock in the 
morning. The accident occurred at 5.35 p. m., Monday. Ten hours 
and 35 minutes on duty, Excessive hours had nothing at all to do with 
the accident. The engineman simply overran the clearance point of 
the switch leading from the siding to the main track, in the dark. 

: Cass No. 86. 

Statement of cause: “Engineman at fault for not stopping when 
5 against him and not having train under control. Hours 
on duty, 19.“ 

The facts: The number of hours on duty had noth to do with 
the accident. “ Engineer Burns frankly admitted that when approach- 
ing crossing he saw an N. P. train passing over same, and that Re also 
saw that semaphore signal was set against him, but thinking that 
tower man would give him the crossing in time to avoid necessity of 
stopping his train, he allowed train to drift until too late to stop be- 
fore going off track at derail.” 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I offer an amendment to the bill which 
we have been discussing in order that it may be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Colorado will be printed and lie on 
the table. 

K EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. . 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent 
in executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, January 10, 1907, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 9, 1907. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

William B. Sheppard, of Florida, to be United States attorney 
for the northern district of Florida. A reappointment, his term 
expiring February 17, 1907. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

Thomas F. MeGourin, of Florida, to be United States marshal 
for the northern district of Florida. A reappointment, his term. 
expiring February 26, 1907. 

INDIAN INSPECTOR. 

James McLaughlin, of North Dakota, to be an Indian in- 
spector, to take effect January 19, 1907, at the expiration of his 
term. (Reappointment.) 

POSTMASTERS, 
CONNECTICUT. 

Arthur B. Jelliffe to be postmaster at Saugatuck, in the 
county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in place of Arthur 
B. Jelliffe. Incumbent’s commission expired December 9, 1906. 

ILLINOIS. 

John B. Stout to be postmaster at Lawrenceville, in the county 
of Lawrence and State of Illinois, in place of Sylvester J. Gee. 
Incumbent's commission expired December 12, 1905. 

INDIANA. 

Edward L. Troop to be postmaster at Paoli, in the county of 
Orange and State of Indiana, in place of William W. Lingle. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1906. 

s IOWA. 

William J. Scott to be postmaster at Ida Grove, in the county 
of Ida and State of Iowa, in place of Barney Johnson. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires February 11, 1907. 

2 MARYLAND. 

Charles W. Farrow to be postmaster at Snow Hill, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Maryland, in place of Charles 
W. Farrow. Incumbent’s commission expired May 21, 1906. 

MINNESOTA. 

Oscar Krook to be postmaster at Marshall, in the county of 
Lyon and State of Minnesota, in place of Charles E. Patterson. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1906. 


duty, 19.“ 

Tie facts: An extra engine was putting a train avay in siding, and 
Devlin, ceuductor, failed to set switch for mountain siding. The train 

down on a grade crossing, resulting in a collision. All the train- 

men were wide awake and on the ground, and the failure of the con- 
ductor to set switch properly was due to an oversight, which might have 
occurred under any circumstances. $ 

There is nothing to show any connection between the accident and 
the hours on duty. 

CasE No. 79. 


Statement of cause: “ Brakeman failed to turn switch; train ran on 
siding. Hours on auy, 19.” 
The facts; Rear-end collision, caused by brakeman failing to turn 
switch, throwing the train in on side track and TRENE the rear of 
ht train. e had not been on continuous duty for nineteen hours. 
He had left Galesburg and gone to. Quincy, a trip of eight hours. At 
Quincy he had three hours and twenty minutes rest, and returning had 
been on duty about seven and one-half hours when the accident occurred. 
There is no reason for saying that this failure to properly turn the 
switch was caused by excessive hours of labor. He had had two days’ 
rest before going on this trip. i 


Case No. 80. 


Statement in table: “Crew went to sleep. Hours on duty, 24.” 

The facts: This is an incorrect statement. The crew went on duty 
at 10 p. m. September 4, after eleyen hours’ rest. They arrived at St. 
Joseph at 9.30 p. m. and remained there until 6.30 a. m. September 5; 
that is, they had nine hours for rest and 2 They left St. Joseph 
at 6.30 a. mi., and the accident occurred at 2.20 p. m., so that they had 
actually been on duty seven hours and fifty minutes, 

The reason given for the formal statement in the CompanY y report, 
“On duty twenty-four hours,” without any reference to the nine hours 
of rest, was “ Being under orders, they were allowed full time and were 
thus reported as haying been on duty.” 


Case No. 81. 


Statement of cause: Disobeyed rule 17, train taking siding not 
being in the clear. Hours on duty, two s.” . 

The facts: This is an entire mistake, the result of a mere error in 
transmitting the report. As a matter of fact, these trainmen had only 
been on this run three hours and forty-five minutes at the time of the 
accident and had ample rest prior to going on the trip. This is all 
fully explained in a letter written by the general manager, W. C. Nixon, 
to Mr. Moseley, of date January 20, 1903; but, notwithstanding the 
explanation, the table contains the statement that the conductor had 
been on duty forty-eight hours. 

Whatever negligence there was was on the part of the engineer. 
Cask No. 82. : 

Statement of cause: “Engineman at fault, in going back struck 
cars. Hours on duty, 20.” 

The facts: The train stalled, and then doubled, and in going back 
Zor the rear end of the train the engineer struck the cars. There is 
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NEW YORK. 


Gentes H. Kennedy to be postmaster at Cortland, in the 
county of Cortland and State of New York, in place of Andrew 
S. Brown. Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1907. 

Freeman H. Merritt to be postmaster at White Plains, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York, in place of James 
H. Moran. Incumbent’s commission expired December 9, 1906. 

James A. Snell to be postmaster at Fonda, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of New York, in place of George L. 
Davis: Incumbent’s commission expired June 10, 1906. 

OHIO. 

Wirt Kessler to be postmaster at West Milton, in the county 
of Miami and State of Ohio, in place of Wirt Kessler. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires January 26, 1907. 


OKLAHOMA. 

Jeannette L. Baker to be postmaster at Ponca, in the county 
of Kay and Territory of Oklahoma, in place of Burton S. Barnes, 
deceased. 

OREGON, 

Edward D. Starr to be postmaster at Brownsville, in the 
county of Linn and State of Oregon. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1907. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

William I. Kopp to be postmaster at Allegheny, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in place of John 
Francies, resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 9, 1907. 


ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 


Edward T. Sanford, of Tennessee, to be Assistant Attorney- 
General. 
‘DISTRICT JUDGE. 


Thomas Ives Chatfield, of New York, to be United States dis- 
trict judge for the eastern district of New York, commencing 
January 1, 1907. 

SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Thomas C. Elliott, of Illinois, to be suryeyor of customs for 
the port of Cairo, in the State of Illinois. 

Marcellus O. Markham, of Georgia, to be surveyor of customs 
for the port of Atlanta, in the State of Georgia. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


A. Lincoln Dryden, of Maryland, to be collector of customs for 
the eastern district, in the State of Maryland. 

Morton Tower, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for the 
southern district, in the State of Oregon. 

Herbert D. Philbrick, of Maine, to be collector of customs for 
the district of York, in the State of Maine. 

William H. Daniels, of New York, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Oswegatchie, in the State of New York. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Professor of Mathematics Lucien F. Prud’homme, United 
States Navy, retired, with the rank of commander, to be a profes- 
sor of mathematics on the retired list of officers of the Navy, 
with the rank of captain, from the 29th day of June, 1906, in 
accordance with a provision contained in the naval appropria- 
tion act approved on that date. 

Gunner Cornelius Cronin, United States Navy, retired, to be a 
chief gunner on the retired list of the Navy, to rank with but 
after ensiga, from the 29th day of June, 1906, in accordance with 
the provisions of the naval appropriation act approved on that 
date. 

Commander Rogers H. Galt to be a captain in the Navy from 
the 11th day of December, 1906. 

Lieut. Luke McNamee to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 12th day of June, 1906. 

Lieut. Charles J. Lang to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 25th day of December, 1906. 

Lieut. Martin E. Trench to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the ist day of January, 1907. 

Sailmaker Charles E. Tallman, United States Navy, retired, 
to be a chief sailmaker on the retired list of the Navy, to rank 
with, but after, ensign, from the 29th day of June, 1906. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 


To be assistant surgeons in the Navy from the 20th day of 
December, 1906, to fill vacancies existing in that grade on that 
date: 

Renier J. Straeten, a citizen of South Dakota, and 

James T. Duhigg, a citizen of Iowa. 
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POSTMASTERS. 
GEORGIA. 
Clifford H. Dyar to be postmaster at Adairsville, in the county 
of Bartow and State of Georgia. 
ILLINOIS. 
Thomas M. Crossman to be postmaster at Edwardsyille, in the 
county of Madison and State of Illinois. 
Abraham L. Coyle to be postmaster at Gridley, in the county 
of McLean and State of Illinois. 
Clarence F. Buck to be postmaster at Monmouth, in the 
county of Warren and State of Illinois. 
IOWA. 
John Meyer to be postmaster at Alton, in the county of Sioux 
and State of Iowa. 
Simon J. Mak to be postmaster at Inwood, in the county of 
Lyon and State of Iowa. 
Asahel B. Chrysler to be postmaster at Lake Park, in the 
county of Dickinson and State of Iowa. 
MARYLAND. 
James C. Peddicord to be postmaster at Oakland, in the county 
of Garrett and State of Maryland. 
MINNESOTA, 
William Gallagher to be postmaster at Carlton, in the county 
of Carlton and State of Minnesota. 
William J. Cowling to be postmaster at Ely, in the county of 
St. Louis and State of Minnesota. 
NEW YORK. 
Oscar E. Ward to be postmaster at Phoenix, in the county of 
Oswego and State of New York. 
Lasuvious H. King to be postmaster at Port Byron, in the 
county of Cayuga and State of New York. 
Lucius A. Waldo to be postmaster at Canisteo, in the county 
of Steuben and State of New York. 
Millard D. McNeil to be postmaster at Oxford, in the 9 
of Chenango and State of New York. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
William I. Kopp to be postmaster at Allegheny, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Wepnespay, January 9, 1907. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. HENRY N. CouvEn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 
CLERKS AND CARRIERS IN THE CHICAGO POST-OFFICE. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I call up a matter of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois presents a 
privileged matter. What motion does the gentleman make? 

Mr. MANN. I call up for consideration the House resolution 
651. It is a request for information from the head of a De- 
partment, and has not been reported by the committee in ten 
days. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Illinois moves to dis- 
charge the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads from 
further consideration of a resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

` House resolution 651. 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, directed 
to report to the House of Representatives at the earliest practicable 
moment the number of clerks and carriers in the Chicago post-office 
who resigned, lagen number who were dismissed, the number who were 
appointed, both larly and temporarily, the number who declined 

appointment after ing upon the eligible list, the number of substi- 
tute clerks and the total amount Baie to substitute clerks, by months, 
ali for the fiscal year ending June 1906. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the resolution is simply to acquire 
some information in an official manner for use in the considera- 
tion of the post-office appropriation bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. When was it introduced? 

Mr. MANN. On December 10. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to discharge 
the committee from further consideration of the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Mann, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bill of the follow- 
ing title; in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested : 

S. 7211. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
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an act to construct a bridge across the Missouri River at a point 
between Kansas City and Sibley, in Jackson County, Mo.,” ap- 
proved March 19, 1904. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its ap- 
propriate committee, as indicated below: 

S. 7211. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
an act to construct a bridge across the Missouri River at a point 
between Kansas City and Sibley, in Jackson County, Mo.,” ap- 
proyed March 19, 1904—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the bill making appropriations 
for the support of the Army. > 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the Army 
appropriation bill. 

The question was taken; and tħe motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Currier in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 23551, the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask how much 
time remains for general debate? $ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa has one hour 
and thirty-five minutes remaining, and the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia thirty-three minutes. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I would state I know of no one 
who desires to discuss the question; and I ask the gentleman 
from Virginia to consume his time. 

Mr. HAY. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. MEYER]. 

Mr. HULL. Before the gentleman commences, I would ask if 
the gentleman will conclude in twenty minutes? 

Mr. MEYER. Probably. 

Mr. HULL. If not, I will yield whatever time the gentleman 
requires. 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, the 8th day of January is a 
legal holiday in the State of Louisiana. Our people are proud 
of the heritage of the great battle fought on our soil, sanctified 
by the heroism of our sons and those of Tennessee, Kentucky, 
and other American patriots. The admirable address made by 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES], appropriate to 


the day and to the current discussion, inspires me to add a few- 


remarks upon that great event, and especially to bring before 
the House a reminder of a measure that has been favorably 
reported by the Committee on the Library for the completion of 
a monument on the battlefield of Chalmette, the scene of the 
battle of New Orleans, a shaft designed to commemorate that 
great event. This report states the purpose of the bill I had 
the honor to introduce, to accept the cession to the United 
States of the Chalmette monument and grounds, and to appro- 
priate the sum of $25,000 with which to complete the monument 
located thereon, under the direction of the Secretary of War, 
who shall appoint a commission composed of three persons to 
recommend a suitable design for the completion of said monu- 
ment, with such inscriptions and emblems as may properly com- 
memorate the valor and sacrifices of the American Army in the 
battle of New Orleans. When said monument shall have been 
completed the care and keeping of same, and of the grounds sur- 
rounding it, subject to. such other control as the Secretary of 
War may determine, shall remain with the United States 
Daughters of 1776 and 1812, a corporation of the city of New 
Orleans. 

The Chalmette monument was begun by the Jackson Monument Asso- 
ciation in 1855, and is located upon a paea of land in the parish of 
St. Bernard, in the State of Louisiana, fa the Mississippi River and 
southeast of the city of New Orleans, measu about 1 acre front, and 
Con aye a part of the Chalmette battle ground. 

The accepted design consisted of a plain shaft 142 feet high, 16 
feet 8 inches square at the base, and 12 feet 6 Inches at the top. The 
work was tially erected in accordance with the cations annexed 
to the contract. e shaft as it stands to-day is 56 feet 10 inches high. 
It will thus be seen that the monument lacks 85 feet of being built to 
its originally planned height. In its present incomplete state the top 
is covered over with a plain board deck, with the result that it is in- 
significant in height, unsymmetrical in p rtion, belittles rather 
than ey memorializes a great event our history. The monu- 
ment is not only plainly visible from the Mississippi and In view of all 
pee vessels from New Orleans to the Gulf, but because of its prox- 

ity to the city and being built upon a part of the battlefield and near 
Chalmette Cemetery, the repeat is visited by thousands of tourists and 
pleasure seekers. An additio: advantage secured by passing the pro- 


bill is that vesting the title of the monument 
Inited States Government gives it more than an acre ound within 
a few hundred feet of C ette Cemetery, making it feasible to 
connect the two properties, enlarge the cemetery, and combine both in 
a perpetual memo of the battle of New Orleans. 
project commends itself apart from its intrinsic merit, because 
what has already been done is the result of private subscription, and 
See those who first help themselves to assistance from the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. Chairman, it is my pleasing and appropriate duty, in 
behalf of the State of Louisiana, to press upon the attention of 
Congress the erection of this monument in honor of the signal 
victory achieved by the American arms under the leadership of 
the immortal Jackson upon the plains of Chalmette, near the 
city of New Orleans, on the 8th of January, 1815. Jackson won 
many victories in peace and in war, but, great as was his military 
genius and civie capacity, the student of history will find in his 
defense of Louisiana, beginning with his arrival on the Ist of 
December, 1814, to the final repulse and collapse of the British 
invasion, the highest proofs of a military capacity which will 
always give him rank among the great captains of the world. 
His very presence was an inspiration. Doubt, fear, discord, in- 
subordination vanished before his presence and resistless energy. 
He was confronted by a superior force of veterans, schooled by 
the great Duke of Wellington in the peninsular campaigns, the 
heroes of Badajoz, Ciudad Rodrigo, Vitoria, and many bloody 
combats, and led by many commanders who knew not what it 
was to fear any obstacle or danger. 

They had the best arms, the highest equipment, perfect disci- 
pline, an overwhelming naval force. Jackson had a smaller 
army, of comparatively raw troops, with many unskilled and in- 
experienced officers, soldiers badly armed, half disciplined, not 
accustomed to act together, and who received their principal 
instruction in arms in this very campaign. Among the defend- 
ers were released convicts and Lafitte’s pirates, only the day be- 
fore outlawed and proscribed, and other incongruous elements, 
but all welded together into one resistless mass by the fire of 
Jackson's patriotism. The city was greatly exposed. There 
were many points of attack, and it was difficult to anticipate at 
what point the enemy’s blow would be struck, As it was, New 
Orleans was very nearly surprised, A large British force was 
landed very near the city before. Jackson, with all his vigilance, 
knew of their coming. His preparations, however, were 
promptly made, and he attacked them that very night in their 
works. He swore in his mighty wrath that they should not 
sleep on the soil of Louisiana, and faithfully did he keep his 
word. He attacked them incessantly until the day of final as- 
sault by Pakenham, when the flower of Britain’s chivalry went 
down before the deadly aim of the riflemen of Tennessee and 
the hunters of Kentucky. After that overwhelming, crushing 
repulse the city of New Orleans and the Province of Louisiana 
were safe. 

To appreciate the grandeur of this victery we must remember 
that it came at the close of a war in which success and defeat 
had quickly followed the other. On the sea, indeed, our artas 
were generally victorious. British frigates for the first time 
almost in history were compelled to strike their colors. Still we 
had painful reverses, too, on the water. On the land our re- 
peated attempts to invade and overrun Canada had all been 

No impression had been made in that quarter. There 
had been successes and reverses, and among the latter one 
shameful capitulation by an American commander. We had, 
indeed, the glory of Scott and Macomb to console us, but Canada 
defied our arms and most energetic endeavors, The Indians 
had cooperated with the enemy and laid waste our exposed 
northwestern frontier. A British force had landed on the 
Patuxent River, in Maryland, not many miles from this city of 
Washington, had marched across the country to Bladensburg, 
routed the American Army, and then had marched unopposed to 
our seat of government, burning our Capitol, the President's 
Mansion, and other public buildings, while the President and his 
Cabinet had to flee before them. 

Treason and disaffection were rearing their front at the Hart- ` 
ford convention, and the war, begun with so much spirit and 
enthusiasm, was pressing hardly upon our resources as a people. 
It was at this trying hour tliat the victory at New Orleans came 
to gladden the hearts of patriots and to wipe out the disgrace of 
Hull’s surrender and the occupation of our capital by a hostile 
force. It may be said that a treaty of peace had already been 
signed before Jackson won his famous victory and that it was 
therefore unimportant. This would be a shallow view to take of 
the subject. Suppose Pakenham had defeated Jackson and over- 
run the Territory of Louisiana, would Great Britain have sur- 
rendered it? Our experience of her systematic bad faith in not 
earrying out our treaty of peace in 1783 and of her gross repu- 
diation of the treaty of Amiens made with Napoleon, and of 
many breaches of treaty engagements by England and other 


unds in the 
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nations ought to admonish us that if Louisiana had ever been 
conquered by England its prompt restoration to the United 
States would haye been very doubtful and possibly not effected 
without prolonged hostilities. But apart from this, I hold that 
the victory of New Orleans served to develop the national 
character and by its example to admonish all foreign govern- 
ments of the exceeding and inherent strength of governments 
founded on free institutions. 

The French revolution was eyentually put down, it is true, 
but it has been a lesson to tyrants ever since. The victory at 
New Orleans showed that America could defend herself without 
a great standing army, and that successful invasion was per- 
fectly hopeless. To erect a monument, then, is an appropriate 
duty. It is not a mere local bounty or compliment, for the 
whole Mississippi Valley—Kentucky, Tennessee, and Mississippi 
especially—shared in the glory of the defense. It belongs to 
the nation as a victory second only to Yorktown in its effect, and 
with all the glory belonging to our own people, our own soldiers, 
and the mighty leader of our brave defenders. 

I can not more appropriately and more forcibly conclude, Mr. 
Chairman, than by quoting that magnetic leader of the people, 
Henry Clay, who said in one of the great efforts which have 
made his name immortal in the history of our country : 

What do I mean by national glory? Glory such as Hull, Jackson, 
and Perry have acquired. And are gentlemen insensible to their deeds 
in animating the country in the hour of peril hereafter? 

Did the battle of Thermopylæ preserve Greece but once? 

While the Mississippi continues to bear the tribute of the Iron 
Mountains and the Alleghenies to her delta and to the Gulf of 
Mexico the 8th of January shall be remembered, and the glory of that 
day shall stimulate future patriots and nerve the arms of unborn free- 
men in driving the presumptuous invader from our country’s soil. 

[Loud applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Benner of New York). If there are 
no further demands for time, the Clerk will commence reading 
the bill by paragraphs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICER OF THE CHIEF OF STAFF. 


For contingent expenses of the military information division, General 
Staff Corps, including the purchase of law books, 8 books of 
reference, professional and technical periodicals and newspapers, and of 
the military attachés at the Unit States embassies and legations 
abroad; and of the branch office of the military information division 
at Manila, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, 
$10,000: Provided, That section 3648, Revised Statutes, shall not apply 

cals 


to subscriptions for foreign and professional newspapers and period 
to be paid for from this appropriation. 

Mr. MANN. I move to strike out the last word. 

There was a proposition here the other day, presented by the 
Committee on Appropriations, forbidding hereafter the purchase 
of any periodicals except technical and scientific works. I 
would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa whether, in his judg- 
ment, it is necessary that the War Department shall have the 
right to purchase the foreign professional newspapers and pe- 
riodicals provided for in this bill? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, this matter was fully discussed 
either four or six years ago, I do not remember which, and it 
was shown that unless we make this provision the officers have 
to advance the subscription out of their own pockets and put 
in a bill and have it allowed to them personally. It only applies 
to the foreign and professional papers. 

Mr. MANN. I quite agree with the gentleman, but when I 
raised the point of order on the proposition the other day, some 
of the distinguished members of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions were inclined to severely criticise me for it, and I wanted 
to know from the committee that has jurisdiction whether these 
things are needed. 

Mr. HULL. These are technical matters, and thought to be 
of great value from a military standpoint. It is thought ‘proper 
that they should haye these periodicals. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF SIGNAL OFFICER. 


Signal Service of the Army: For expenses of the Signal Service of 
the Army, as follows: Purchase, equipment, and repair of field electric 
telegraphs, signal equipments and stores, binocular glasses, telescopes, 
heliostats, and other necessary instruments, including necessary me- 
teorological instruments for use on target ranges; war balloons; tele- 
phone apparatus (exclusive of exchange service) and maintenance of 
the same; electrical installations and maintenance at military ponts; 
fire control and direction pe 8575 and material for field artillery; 
maintenance and repair of military telegraph lines and cables, includ- 
ing salaries of civilian employees, supplies, and general repairs, and 
other expenses connected with the duty of collecting and transmitting 
information for the Army by telegraph or otherwise, $200,000. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, in the preparation of the bill 
there was an agreement on the part of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs that a provision similar to the one carried in the 
last bill for the extension of the telegraph and cable system 
‘should be inserted in the bill, but in the make-up of the bill it 
was omitted. I therefore move the following amendment, to 
come in after the word “ dollars,” in line 10, page 5. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers the fol- 
lowing amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert on page 5, line 10, after the word “ dollars: 

“Provided, That of the receipts of the 5 military 
cable and telegraph system that have been covered into the Treasury of 
the United States the sum of $190,000 be, and the same is hereby, 
made available for defraying the cost of such extension and betterments 
of the system as may be approved by the Secretary of War, the extent 
of such extension and the cost thereof to be reported to Congress by 
the Secretary of War.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
on that. I believe there was an item of this kind in the last 
bill. - 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Of that appropriation how much remains un- 
expended? 

Mr.-HULL. It is practically all expended and several places 
are left uncompleted. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The language of that provision last year was 
identically the same as this, was it not? 

Mr. HULL. The same as this. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And they have made no report of their ex- 
penditures in accordance with that provision. 

Mr. HULL. I read from the statement of General Allen, in 
the hearings before the committee: 

General ALLEN. You gave last year $179,000. There is left out of 
that in the Treasury and not obligated $22,Q00. It will be obligated 
before the end of the year. The appropriation came so late that we 
could not spend all of it this year. The ship is up there now. Out 
of that will come the amount for our work next summer. 

The total amount received in revenues from the Alaskan cable up 
to date is $371,827.29. Out of that you have allotted $179,000, leav- 
ing the remainder of that fund up to the end of December approxi- 
mately $192,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the gross amount. 

General ALLEN. Yes; it has all been turned into the Treasury. 

„ And the law turned it over to Alaska to extend the 
ca 8 

General ALLEN. Every dollar has been turned into the ‘Treasury, 
so that there is still to the credit of the Alaska fund $193,000. 

They went over the map, showing where it was desired in one 
place to complete a cable. There is one place that connects an 
important starting point with a railroad, and it will benefit that 
railroad I will say, frankly, to the House; but it will also aid 
in the development of Alaska. The receipts from the telegraph, 
when we get this completed, will more than pay a large interest 
on the investment, giving the Government its business prac- 
tically for nothing. The commercial receipts from the line will 
be largely increased, according to the evidence submitted to us, 
by this addition. I hope that before many years we shall be 
enabled to dispose of this line, so that the Government may get 
out of the business of building telegraphs; but, until that time 
does come, it seems to me that with Alaska situated as it is 
the Congress of the United States should aid, not only in con- 
necting all the posts of that Territory by cable and land tele- 
graph lines, but that it should aid in the lines that will assist in 
the development of the Territory itself.“ 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit 
an interruption—— 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am in hearty sympathy with the purpose 
that the gentleman has in view. I think this cable system has 
contributed very much to the development of Alaska in recent 
years, and I think that if it is extended it will continue to do so, 
but I want to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill whether 
he thinks it is good policy for Congress to appropriate the re- 
ceipts derived from this service for the extension of the cable 
instead of paying the money into the Treasury and then appro- 
priating upon estimates, as in other branches of the service? 
They do not come, like any other branch of the Government 
service, when they want to extend the line, with a statement of 
the extensions they intend to make and an estimate of what 
those extensions will cost, but are given the opportunity here to 
make the appropriation themselves, limited only by the receipts 


from the service. This, in my judgment, is not good adminis- 


tration and it should not be permitted. We have no opportunity 
to inquire into the necessity of the improvement, and second, 
whether or not their estimate of the cost is a reasonable esti- 
mate. In other words, this is a method of making appropria- 
tions entirely inconsistent with the policy of Congress in such 
matters, as the gentleman well knows. It would seem to me 
better to make a specific appropriation for the extension of the 
line desired upon estimates submitted by the Department in- 
stead of turning over the receipts to be expended without any 
check whatever. 

Mr. HULL. I suppose the check is on the authority of the 
Secretary of War, where it is expended. They give in the 
hearings the places largely where it is to be. On page 16 they 
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say it is proposed to extend a line from Fairbanks to Circle 
City. That would be 175 miles. The rest of it would be largely 
for betterments. It is important to put the line through Nome 
to the center of Alaska in first-class condition, and a great deal 
of money would have to be spent on it. 5 

I fully agree with the general proposition of the gentleman 
from Minnesota, and I am perfectly willing that a proviso 
should be added providing that hereafter detailed estimates shall 
be submitted before any further appropriations shall be made. 
I am in hopes that this will complete what we have to do. 

But this is a specific appropriation for a specific amount. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I doubt very much whether it will. The de- 
velopment is so great and the demand for the service is so large 
that I fear it will be a good many years before it is com- 
pleted. It is for the purpose of putting this service on iden- 
tically the same basis with respect to appropriations and esti- 
mates, that Congress may inquire of the heads of Departments 
as to the necessity for the amount asked for. 

Mr. HULL, If the gentleman thinks it will improve it, I 
will add a proviso providing that hereafter detailed estimates 
must be submitted before any appropriation shall be made for 
the continuance of this service or for further extension of these 
lines. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota, who has visited Alaska and who is fa- 
miliar with the conditions, if he does not believe that in a com- 
paratively short time the Government will be able to go out of 
the telegraph business in the Territory? I will say that my in- 
formation is that it will, and that this is merely a duplication 
of the experience of other parts of the frontier in the early 
days, when the Government built for its own use many tele- 
graph lines on the frontier of Texas and permitted their use 
for commercial purposes, receiving the toll that was charged, 
and just as scon as it was possible to secure the maintenance 
of the line—the operation of the line for commercial purposes 
by private parties, which would serye the purposes of the Goy- 
ernment just as well—the Government went out of the busi- 
ness. I was told by Major Richardson that that was the policy 
they expected to pursue in Alaska. If I did not believe that, I 
would not be in favor of this amendment and in favor of spend- 
ing money for the development of these commercial enterprises 
to be operated by the Government. 

Mr. TAWNEY. While I have great respect for the opinion of 
Major Richardson, whom I know personally and who is familiar 
with conditions in Alaska, I am constrained to believe, however, 
that it will be many years before any private corporation will 
be able to take over the Government lines and operate them suc- 
cessfully. I am not objecting to the extension of this line. 
What I am objecting to is the practice growing up in the House, 
where appropriation bills originate, of appropriating the re- 
ceipts of a given service to be expended in the discretion of the 
men who are at the head of that service without any report or 
check on it at all. It is in the hope of getting this in line with 
the same policy that has always obtained of submitting esti- 
mates and statements as to the extension desired to be made 
and then appropriating for that specific purpose so that it can 
be expended for no other purpose and leave the receipts to go 
into the Treasury where they belong. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amendment be re- 
ported again. I have added a further proviso to it. 

Mr. MANN. I have no objection to that, except. that I do not 
wish to waive the privilege of having made the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is understood by the House that the 
point of order is still reserved. 

Mr. MANN. It is reserved. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after “dollars,” page 5, line 10, the following: 

“Provided, That of the receipts of the Washington-Alaska military 
cable and telegraph system that have been cover into the Treasury 
of the United States the sum of $190,000 be, and the same is hereby, 
made available for defraying the cost of such extensions and better- 
ments of the system as may be approved by the Secretary of War, the 
extent of such extensions and the cost thereof to be reported to Con- 
gress by the Secretary of War: Provided further, That hereafter de- 


tafled estimates shall be submitted to Congress for any further ex- 
tension of the cable or telegraph lines in the Territory of Alaska.” 


Mr. TAWNEY. I withdraw the point of order with that 
proviso. 

Mr. MANN. I renew the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn by the 
gentleman from Minnesota and renewed by the gentleman from 
Illinois. Does the gentleman make the point of order or re- 
serve the point of order? 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman from Iowa desires, I will re- 
serve it. 

Mr. HULL. I do not desire to have it reserved at all. 


Mr. MANN. ‘Then I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa desire to 
discuss the point of order? 

Mr. HULL. I simply want to call the attention of the Chair 
to the fact that this is part of a line of work the Government 
is already on, and it is to carry on the same work the Govern- 
ment has been engaged in-in the past. 

The CHAIRMAN. How does this proposition differ from the 
one ruled upon in the last Congress? 

Mr. HULL. Not at all, except in the amount of money appro- 
priated. It is a little increase, and in the last proviso requir- 
ing for the future detailed estimates. 

The CHAIRMAN. In view of the ruling when this same 
proposition was under consideration in the last Congress, the 
Chair feels constrained to sustain the point of order. The Clerk 
will read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That when the office of Lieutenant-General shall become 
vacant it shall not thereafter be filled, but said office shall cease and 
determine: Provided further, That nothing in this provision shall affect 
the retired list. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I make the point 
of order against the proviso that it is new legislation, and that 
it changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the point of order made as against the 
whole paragraph? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The proviso. 

The CHAIRMAN. Which proviso? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Both provisos, lines 17 to 20, 
inclusive. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. The 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For pay of enlisted men of all grades, including recruits, $9,000,000. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

At line 23, page 5, add the following: 

“Provided, That hereafter recruit and prison eompanies shall have 
noncommissioned officers, artificers, and cooks of the numbers and 
grades allowed by law for companies of infantry.” 

Mr. MANN. L reserve the point of order on that. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, the only change proposed by 
that amendment really is to allow the artificer and the cook to 
the prison company which is now provided by law for other 
companies. The prison company is stationed at Fort Leaven- 
worth, at the military prison. It does not increase the number 
of enlisted men, because the artificers and cooks are enlisted 
men. It increases the compensation of the man who is de- 
tailed by $2 a month, and it increases the compensation of the 
artificer who is detailed to that work by $2 a month. It puts 
these companies on exactly the same par as other companies in 
the Army. 

Mr. MANN. I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Texas. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ENGINEERS. 
Two hundred and sixty-nine thousand six hundred and four dollars. 


Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that something 
must have been left out after the word “ engineers” at the top 
of the page. 

Mr. MANN. That refers to the pay of enlisted men. 

Mr. PARKER. I think there is some mistake at the top of 
page 6, some omission of the words “for pay of enlisted men” 
or something of that sort. I desire to look at the estimates 
before we get to that. I would ask unanimous consent to re- 
turn to this place, if necessary, at the top of page 6. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent to return to page 6 for the purpose of offer- 
ing an amendment? 

Mr. PARKER. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. I suppose the gentleman does not know. We can 
not tell exactly how this comes in this shape. It is merely a 
matter of printing the bill. 

Mr. PARKER. No; it is more than that. The previous para- 
graph is for pay of enlisted men, and instead of those words 
“the pay of enlisted men of all grades” on the top of page 6 
you will find simply the word “ engineers,” and I think there 
must be some provision for somebody. . 

Mr. HULL. The language follows the bill as it has been re- 
ported to the House for the last quarter of a century. That has 
always been the language. 
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Mr. PARKER. I will ask unanimous consent to return to 
this until I can see an old bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent that the paragraph on the top of page 6 be 
passed without prejudice. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. I would say that the same objection applies to 
the entire two pages of the bill. There is no object in reserving 
the one and proposing an amendment there. 

Mr. PARKER, Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the request. 

The Clerk reac as follows: 

Provided further, That section 169 of the Revised Statutes of 1878 
be amended to read as follows : 

“Src, 169. That each head of a 3 or independent bureau 
or officer of the Army in command at an headquarters or post 
or the office of the Chief of Staff is aut rine to employ in his de- 
partment or bureau, or in any branch or division thereof or at such 
army headquarters or post or the office of the Chief of Staff, where- 
soeyer located, such number of clerks of the several classes recognized 
by law, and such rs, assistant messengers, copyists, watch- 
men, laborers, and other employees at such rates of compensation, re- 
spectively, as may be appropriated for by Congress from year to year.’ 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
on this paragraph. I want to ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee if he is aware of the fact that by enacting this provision 
you repeal the Iaw authorizing the appointment of clerks in all 
the Executive Departments of the Government here in Washing- 
ton? 

Mr. HULL. I am not aware of that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, that is the fact. If the gentleman will 
turn to section 169 of the statutes—well, the language of this 
amendment will explain it to you. Section 169 of the Revised 
Statutes authorizes the appointment of such clerks in the Ex- 
ecutive Departments here in Washington for whom Congress 
may from time to time appropriate. 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, you amend section 169 by eliminating 
the authority for the appointment of any clerks whatever in 
the Executive Departments here in Washington, making section 
169 apply only to the Army, where to-day it applies to all the 
Executive Departments. 

Mr. HULL. That may be so, but we followed the report of 
the Committee on the Judiciary entirely in the matter, and that 
committee reported this as only an extension. 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘Then the joke is on the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary and not on the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HULL. I have here the report of the Committee on the 
Judiciary stating with this change it simply includes divisions, 
etc., of the Army. I will say very frankly to the gentleman I 
never read the statute when the matter was before us, and have 
accepted the report of the Judiciary Committee as correct. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Section 169 reads as follows: 

Each head of a Department is authorized to employ in his Depart- 
ment such number of clerks of the several classes recognized by law, 
and such messengers, assistant messengers, copyists, watchmen, la- 
borers, and other employees at such rates of compensation, respectively, 
as may be appropriated for by Congress from year to year. 

Now, your proposed amendment to the section would make it 
read as follows: “ That each head of Department or independent 
bureau, or officer of the Army in command at any Army head- 
quarters,” and eliminating entirely the authority for the appoint- 
88 of clerks here in the Executive Departments in Wash- 
ngton. 

Mr. HULL. Well, I will say to the gentleman that very 
largely this comes from the amendment reported from the Ju- 
diciary Committee. The original bill was that each head .of a 
Department or officer of the Army. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield for a 
second? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Minnesota thinks this 
would restrict existing law. I think it would very much extend 
the existing law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It would extend it if enacted as the commit- 
tee intended it should be enacted. 

Mr. MANN. The existing law provides for each head of a 
Department. The gentleman. from Minnesota thinks it reads 
each head of a department in the Army; but in addition to that 
it provides for each independent bureau. The independent bu- 
reaus which have nothing to do with the Army ought not to be 
allowed upon an Army appropriation bill, and if the belief of 
the gentleman from Minnesota is correct then this ought not to 
be in the bill; and if, on the other hand, it applies to independent 
„ not connected with the Army it ought not to be in the 

ill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not think so either. 

Mr. HULL. It ought to be in the bill only to the extent of 
enlarging the existing law to cover simply the divisions and 


departments of the Army that have always had clerks. Now, I 
think in the way the committee has reported it it may be sub- 
ject to the objection of the gentleman from Minnesota. The 
present law now reads, as I understand it, “each head of a de- 
partment is authorized to employ in his department such num- 
ber of clerks of the several classes recognized by law, and such 
messengers, assistant messengers, copyists, watchmen, laborers, 
and other employees at such rates of compensation, respectively, 
as may be appropriated for by Congress from year to year.” 
Now, that is the present law. 

Mr. MANN. That is the way this reads. 

Mr. HULL. What we want to do is to include the Chief of 
Staff and the divisions and departments of the Army for whom 
these clerks are provided. It was held by the chairman of the 
committee last year that there was no law. There haye always 
been departments in the Army, a general commanding the Army, 
now Chief of Staff; there has always been a military di- 
vision where we had to have clerks outside of those here in the 
Department, and in order to prevent clerks who are employed 
here from being transferred to the field and clerks employed in 
the field, at Chicago, for instance, outside of the Department, 
from being transferred to the bureaus and haying it so they 
could always be controlled, some six years ago, possibly eight 
years ago, when Mr. Moody was on the Committee on Appro- 
priations, we agreed to this provision, that none of them should 
be assigned to duty in any of the bureaus of the Department, so 
as to keep them separate. 


Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will permit me to state, I will 
say that we do not have any independent bureaus in the War 
Department. 

Mr. HULL. No; but we have bureaus under the Department. 

Mr. MANN. But this does not say bureaus;“ it says“ in- 


dependent bureaus.” 
of any Department. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It would apply to such an independent or- 
ganization as the Interstate Commerce Commission, for in- 
stance. 

Mr. MANN. It would apply to the Bureau of Fisheries if 
that were not included in the Department of Commerce and 
Labor, for instance. 

Mr. HULL. The Committee on Military Affairs has no de- 
sire to enlarge the law except to provide for clerks, messengers, 
and laborers at headquarters and divisions. 

Mr. MANN. This matter is now pending on a report intro- 
duced, and we will soon take that up for consideration. 

Mr. HULL. I have no objection on earth—— 

Mr. PARKER. May I ask the gentleman how he would take 
it up? 

Mr: MANN. It was only the other day that the Judiciary 
Committee was called on the call of the committees to take up 
a number of matters, and declined to take up any more. 

Mr. PARKER. It is on the Union Calendar, and therefore 
could not be taken up. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman misunderstands the rule. The 
Committee on the Judiciary occupied the time of the House 
more than an hour the other day on the call of committees, and 
voluntarily gave its time, and it was moved at that time to go 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for consideration of bills on the Union Calendar, and they did 
not do it. That is not our fault. At the next opportunity that 
comes they can do it, I may say to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. PARKER]. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is evidently not 
what we intended. It goes much further than that 

Mr. TAWNBEY. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon the point of 
order. 

Mr. HULL (continuing). And am willing to let it go out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Taw- 
NEY] insists upon the point of order. The Chair sustains the 
point of order and understands that it refers to that part after 
the word “ department,” in line 5 5, down to and including line 19. 

Mr. HULL. After the word “department” down to and in- 
cluding the word ~” year ” in line 19. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For Chief of Bureau of Insular Affairs, $5,500. 


Mr, MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order upon 
that paragraph, namely, lines 18 and 19, page 13, for the purpose 
of asking in reference to it. I really do not know whether it is 
subject to a point of order or not. 

Mr. HULL. It is provided by law that the chief of the Bureau 
of Insular Affairs shall have the pay and allowance of brigadier- 
general while so serving, and this is simply in pursuance of. law. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I renew the point of 


An independent bureau is one entirely out 
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order.. I desire to inquire how the salary of this officer is car- 
ried in this particular bill. 

Mr. HULL. Because all the salaries for all the Army officers 
are carried in this bill, The law provides for the detail of an 
Army officer for chief of the Bureau. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There are other Army officers and some 
naval officers detailed to positions that are considered civil 
positions, and their compensation is provided in. different bills, 
and not in the Army or naval bill. . 

Mr. HULL. I do not know of any officer serving in a 
bureau in the War Department whose pay is not carried in this 
bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The supervisor of the port of New 
York is a naval officer with the rank of commander, appointed 
by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, and his compensation is not carried in the naval bill. 
It is carried in the sundry civil bill, if I am not mistaken, and 
if this officer is detailed to perform the duties of a civil office 
his salary should be carried in the sundry civil bill and not in 
the military appropriation bill. 

Mr. HULL. They have had a chief of the Bureau of Insular 
Affairs ever since the Spanish war. His rank was that of 
colonel until this year. By an independent act of Congress 
the grade was increased from that of colonel to that of briga- 
dier-general. 

Mr. MANN. Is this General Edwards's office? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. It is a bureau of the War Department 
proper, not away from here; in no sense like the case in New 
York, where a man is serving in another employment entirely 
outside of the Navy. This is under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of War and is a bureau of the War Department. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is this pay in addition to his salary as 
a brigadier-general ? 

Mr. HULL. No; it is his full pay. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why is he not paid as a part of the 
military service? 

Mr. HULL. All the appropriations for the staff are separate. 
When we refer to The Military Secretary we give the amount, of 
pay for his department. When we refer to the Judge-Advocate 
we give his salary and the salaries of his assistants. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Now, why is it this has not existed be- 
fore? 

Mr. MANN. So that this is really a division of the bureaus 
and the different officials? 

Mr. HULL. That is all. If he had an assistant, we would 
have to put in the pay for him; but as he is the only officer of 
this character in here, there is no pay provided for an assistant. 
If you remember, there was a time in the Record and Pension 
Division when there was but one man at the head, Captain 
Ainsworth, first as a captain, then as major, then as colonel, 
and brigadier-general. When the work was enlarged he had an 
assistant given him, and the assistant also was carried in the 
appropriation; and it is so with the Judge-Adyocate and all 
the assistant judge-advocates; they are all carried in this bill 
as staff corps, separate from the line. 

Mr. MANN. If this is the provision for Brigadier-General 
Edwards, my only regret is that the amount is not larger, as 
he is one of the men who earns a great deal more than he gets. 

Mr. HULL. There is no question about the amount being 
properly here and no question of its being in pursuance of 
existing law. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman will give me some 
attention, I will ask him what I tried to before. Why has it 
been segregated this year in this way when it has not been in 
other years? 

Mr. HULL. It had been segregated heretofore when his pay 
was that of colonel. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
of the general appropriation for the pay of the Army. 
was no such provision as this in the last year’s bill. 

Mr. HULL. He was carried as an officer of the line before. 

Mr. TAWNEV. Is there any reason why he will not or could 
not be paid as an officer of the line if this appropriation was not 
made? 

Mr. HULL. Yes; because by law we have taken him out of 
the line and placed him on the list of brigadier-generals in the 
staff. 
` Mr. FITZGERALD. That is the information I desired. 
Until this year he was paid out of the general appropriation. 

Mr. KEIFER. But he will perform this service no longer 
in the line. if 

Mr. TAWNEY. He was paid as a line officer. 

Mr. KEIFER. He will get more pay under this. 

Mr. HULL. This is in lieu of that. 


My recollection is that he was paid out 
There 


Mr. KEIFER. Therefore he can not be paid as a line officer. 

Mr. TAWNEY. His pay comes out of the appropriation for 
line officers under the military appropriation bill. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, if that is true, then there is a 
crime being committed in the War Department. 

8 85 TAWNEY. If it is not so, will the gentleman indicate 
why 

Mr. HULL. Because we have a law now that provides that 
the chief of the Insular Bureau may be detailed from the line 
for a period of four years, unless sooner removed by the Presi- 
dent, and While so serving he shall have the rank, pay, and al- 
lowances of a brigadier-general, and we appropriate his full 
salary here. Now, if he gets his pay from thé line, from his 
lineal rank, and his pay on this detail as brigadier-general, 
there is a crime being committed by the War Department, and 
I do not believe that any such thing is possible. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, the gentleman is supposed to have 
this information. Will he read the provision of the current 
law under which the head of this Bureau is now paid? 

Mr. HULL. It was passed by the last Congress. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Has the gentleman that information? 

Mr. HULL. I do not carry all the provisions of the various 
acts in my head or keep all the acts in my desk, and if 
the gentleman challenges this statement I have made as to the 
law, then I will have to get it in this case, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is right there, and I am trying to get 
the information. 

Mr. HULL. The date of the act is all that we have in the 
estimates. I have quoted almost the entire act and the condi- 
tions under which he gets the rank, pay, and allowance of a 
brigadier-general. . It is not necessary to quote the provision 
in the appropriation bill each time an appropriation Dill is 
passed. . 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I want to say to the gentleman that 
this is the first law that gave that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. As I understand, before the present chief of 
the Insular Bureau was promoted to the rank of brigadier- 
general by an act of Congress, he was a colonel. 

Mr. HULL. He was not a colonel in the line, but he got the 
pay of a colonel. t 

Mr. TAWNEY. Prior to that he received the pay of a colonel? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And performed the duties of chief of the 
Insular Bureau at that time? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, does the act promoting him to the rank 
of brigadier-general provide for the payment of his compensa- 
tion as chief of the Insular Bureau during the fiscal year 1907, 
or does it provide for his pay as a brigadier-general during the 
present fiscal year? In other words, how is he being paid now; 
out of what appropriation? 

Mr. HULL, He receives the pay of a brigadier-general now. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How—out of what appropriation? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Out of what appropriation is he being paid? 

Mr. HULL, The law promoting him gives him the right to 
that pay. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
getting his money? 

Mr. MANN. I understand it was appropriated for in the gen- 
eral deficiency bill last year. Can the gentleman from New 
York tell us about that? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
that. ` 
Mr. TAWNEY. I can tell the gentleman that it was not in 
the deficiency bill. 

Mr. MANN. I have been told that it was in the general de- 
ficiency law of last year. 

Mr. HULL. I will say to the gentleman that the question 
has never been brought before us, except that here was the law, 
and we appropriated under it. When he was paid under the 
other law he was probably paid under the appropriation for 
the pay of the line. 

Mr. TAWNEY. How is he being paid this year? 

Mr. HULL. I suppose he is paid out of the line officers’ pay. 

Mr. KEIFER. When was the act passed which promoted him 
to the rank of a brigadier-general? . 

Mr. TAWNEY. In the closing hours of the last session of 
Congress, 

Mr. KEIFER. 


He may have a claim, but how is he 


I do not know. I can not say about 


Then his salary could not haye been appro- 


priated for in the last Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. HULL. The law promoting him to be a brigadier-general 
expressly provided that while so serving he should haye the 
rank, pay, and allowances of a brigadier-general. 

This is the first time we could appropriate for 


Mr. KEIFER. 


1907. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


839 


it in the Army appropriation bill, because I am told it was in the 
last days of the last session that this provision making him a 
` brigadier-general became a law. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] 
said that if he was being paid out of the appropriation for the 
line, a crime was being committed. Now, what appropriation is 
he being paid out of? 

Mr. HULU. There is this to be said about it, that when the 
law made the provision, under the paragraph on page 18, any 
surplus from one fund for the pay of the Army would go to make 
up any deficiency in any man's pay. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. ‘Fhe gentleman from Iowa specifically 
stated that if he was now being paid out of the appropriation 
for the line, a crime was being committed. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, no; I said that if we made this appropriation 
and gave him full pay here and then he took his pay on his 
lineal rank in addition that that would be a crime. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There was no such claim as that made. 

Mr. HULL. That is what I understood the gentleman to say. 

Mr. KEIFER. You said he was getting his pay. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no. Let me answer the gentleman 
from Iowa, so he will know the question I am asking. I am 
asking him whether at present the chief of this Bureau is being 
paid from the general appropriation for the pay of officers? 

Mr. HULL. I think there is no question of that, and that he 
will be until this bill becomes a law. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is what I tried to find out. This 
provision, then, is put in in pursuance of the law that gives this 
man the rank, pay, and allowances of a brigadier-general. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. HULL. In pursuance of the law creating the office of 
brigadier-general for the Bureau of which he is chief. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Then I will withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn, and the 
Clerk will read. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For interest on soldiers’ e $100,000, and so much as may be 
necessary to pay back such deposits. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I want to ask for a little information. In reference to 
soldiers’ deposits, what does the Government do with the money 
that is deposited by the soldiers upon which we pay this in- 
terest? 

Mr. HULL. The Government uses it as all the funds of the 
Government are used—in any line they desire. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman says use it. We have no use 
for it. 

Mr. HULL. We may have no use for it at all. The object 
of it, I will say to the gentleman, is that it has long been the 
settled policy of the Government to induce the saving on the 
part of the soldiers, and the Government pays the soldiers 4 per 
cent interest on it, giving that amount of interest even when 
the Government can borrow money at 2 per cent. 

Mr. MANN. I have no objection to the policy; I believe in 
it; but in connection with the very wide discussion which is 
going on and has been going on for some time in reference to 
postal savings banks, it is proper to consider what the Govern- 
ment now does with the fund that it takes as the savings of 
these soldiers. It is practically paying interest on money with- 
out the use of the money. 

Mr. YOUNG rose. 

Mr. HULL. I will yield to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. YOUNG. I would like to say to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois that that matter was provided for in 1872 by section 1350 of 
the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. MANN. I am sorry it was not provided for one hundred 
years ago. It has been a good thing, and the only regret I have 
is that you have reduced the appropriation $43,000. 

Mr. HULL. No; this is an estimate from year to year, and 
we have appropriated what the estimate called for. 

Mr. MANN. We are paying 4 per cent annually. Last year 
you appropriated $143,000 to pay this interest, and this year 
you propose to appropriate only $100,000. What is the trouble 
with the Army? 

Mr. HULL. It does vary up and down. That is a question of 
estimate by the Department. 

Mr. YOUNG. The gentleman from Illinois must understand 
that some years soldiers withdraw more money than they do in 
other years, and, of course, the Government then pays less in- 


terest. That is the reason that this amount varies from year to | 


year. This fund forms a part of the fund for the payment of 
the men. Et is so provided by statute, and it is used for that 
purpose by the Government and a portion of the money appro- 
priated for the pay of the Army. 


Mr. MANN. It strikes me that it shows something is wrong 
about the Army. The fund is decreasing, and it ought to be 
increasing. 

Mr. HULL. It does vary from year to year; it may go up one 
year and down the next. 

Mr. MANN. It ought not to vary any more than the ordinary 
deposits in a savings bank. There are no such variations in the 
deposits of savings banks. 

Mr. HULL. But in this case you. are confronted with the 
proposition that 3,000 men have gone out and no enlistment to 
take their places. If you recruit the Army up, you will have 
more depositors; if the Army goes down, you will have less. It 
is a matter of computation by those having charge of the esti- 
mates, according to the size of the Army, and the amount, as I 
say, of the deposits will vary from year to year. 

Mr. SCOTT. What is the reduction the gentleman spoke of? 

Mr. HULL. I think in the artillery branch alone it is nearly 
3,000. The conditions that prevail in the country to-day are 
not such as to largely facilitate the enlistment of men. The 
employment of labor is so great, men get all the employment 
that they can possibly ask for at remunerative wages, and that 
tends to call off the class of men that would otherwise go into 
the Army. Another reason that affects the artillery is that 
one term of service makes a large number of expert electri- 
cians; not expert in the highest sense, but expert in the common 
work of electric companies, both for cities and large corpora- 
tions, and they do not reenlist. 

Mr. SCOTT. In that connection I would like to inquire 
whether this bill makes any provision to correct that evil? 

Mr. HULL. No; and under our rules it can not, but I hope 
within the next ten days to offer a bill which will tend to cor- 
rect it. 

Mr. SCOTT. By increasing the wages or salary of these 
men whose training makes them expert? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last two 
words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment of the gentile- 
man from IHinois will be withdrawn. 

Mr. KAHN. The evidence before the committee shows an- 
other reason why the Army is not recruited to its full strength 
and why there is a constant falling off from the strength of 
the Army. It is due to the fact that there is no canteen; that, 
as a matter of fact, many men get temporary leave ef absence 
to go away from the post, and instead of going to a reputable 
place to drink they go into low brothels, become drunk, and 
they fail to return to their posts, and become deserters. Now, 
the evidence before the committee shows that that is a condi- 
tion, unfortunately, that does prevail in the American Army, 
and probably if the canteen were restored, there would not be 
so many desertions from the Army. ; 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. SCOTT. Was that evidence unanimous, or was it dis- 
puted? 

Mr. KAHN. Well, mostly every Army officer who came before 
the committee who was questioned upon the subject stated that 
that was the fact. 

Mr. SCOTT. Of course it is a matter of opinion, is it not, 
rather than of fact? 

Mr. KAHN. I imagine that it is opinion based upon actual 
experience. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman permit another sug- 
gestion? 

Mr. KAHN. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Does he not think that the recent de- 
plorable affair at Brownsville might have been avoided if the 
soldiers had had an opportunity to remain in the barracks and 
satisfy their desires with a mild beverage instead of being com- 
pelled to go outside and drink the poisonous stuff that is being 
served in these dives? 

Mr. KAHN. Well, I will say frankly to the gentleman that 
I do not know the conditions that prevailed in Brownsville, but 
I do know the conditions that prevail in San Francisco, which 
is a large Army post. I know that when the soldiers get a fur- 
longh they go to the lowest dives in the city and become drunk, 
and many of them fail to return to the post. If they had a can- 
teen to go to the chances are 99 in 100 that they would not de- 
sert from the Army. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For subsistence, po ree gre commutation of quarters to officers of 
the National Guard attending service and garrison schools, $10,000, 
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Mr. 'FAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
on this paragraph. I desire to ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee if this is not an entirely new provision? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, we are appropriating annually $2,000,- 
000 for the support of the militia. 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact that Congress contemplated, 
when it made this appropriation or increased the appropriation 
at the last session of Congress from one million to two millions 
of dollars, that that was to defray all of the expense that the 
Government should bear in connection with the militia, includ- 
ing the officers and their attendance upon any encampment or 
poroa, 2 they might be called upon or given the privilege to 
atten 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, in answer I would say that if 
that was intended when the extra million was voted it failed. 
The provision which requires this payment is the so-called “ Dick 
Act,” which provided that the Government should pay this class 
of expense, and it has been heretofore paid out of the appropria- 
tion for the transportation of the Army and its supplies, I think, 
entirely. This is simply to segregate and make plain how much 
we appropriate for this purpose. I want to say to the gentleman 
that when we come to that item of transportation of the Army 
and its supplies the commitee has incorporated another provision 
requiring hereafter the estimate for transportation and supplies 
under one head and detailed estimates for all the other items 
carried in that large provision. The militia act requires the 
payment by the General Government of these charges, and when 
we gave them the additional million of dollars for the militia it 
only applied to the same lines of expenditures for the militia 
that the first million stood upon the statute books of the country 
for years applied to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then, if I understand the gentleman, while 
this provision is new, the service for which the expenditure is 
made is of long standing? 

Mr. HULL. It is of long standing—ever since the passage of 
the Dick militia bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And the payments have heretofore been made 
out of the item for transportation and supplies? 

Mr. HULL. That is my recollection. They have always 
paid it, and they have in this simply segregated the item here so 
that Congress may know the amounts they were paying for this 
education of the militia officers. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I did not know but that we were embarking 
upon a new service. 

Mr. HULL. Not at all. It is provided in the Dick bill that 
this must be paid out of the appropriation for the Army. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Noncommissioned officers and privates, 50 companies, $497,131.20. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I moye to strike out 
the last word. I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee a question for information. When does this Porto Rican 
regiment end its career by operation of law? 

Mr. HULL. I think with this appropriation bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am glad to hear that. 

Mr. HULL. My recollection is—I may be mistaken in the 
year, but I think not—that the extension was made for four 
years in 1904, and it will expire in 1908. I understand the gen- 
tleman is referring to the Porto Rican regiment only and not to 
the Philippine scouts. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; the Porto Rican regiment. 

Mr. HULL. Because the Philippine Scouts are permanent 
law. 

` Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; I know that. I withdraw the 
pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk réad as follows: 
parneue UF the copsetaed waitin ot ANY Borie AAEE or ot the 
District of Columbia which may be authorized by the Secretary of War 
to participate in such brigade or division encampments as may be es- 
tablished for the field instruction of the troops of the Regular Army, 
as provided by sections 15 and 21 of the act of January 21, 1903, en- 
titled “An act to promote the efficiency of the militia, and for other 
purposes,” $1,000,000. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the paragraph. 
I do not intend to discuss this question at any great length, be- 
cause the chairman of the committee called attention to it when 
he was speaking on the bill the other day. I think that it is not 
necessary to have this appropriation every year. It seems to me 
that having it once in two years is sufficient and all that ought 
to be done. Not only does it cost the million dollars provided 
for in the paragraph, but in addition to that it increases the 
appropriation for the Army about a million dollars, making in 
all two millions. Therefore I hope that the committee will 
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Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. HAY. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. On what theory do you maintain that the 
appropriation should be made every two years instead of an- 
nually? Is it because they are not called out in this service or 
do not need to be called out? 

Mr. HAY. Yes; I do not think they need to be called out. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Your theory is the practice they get every 
two years will be sufficient for military purposes. 

Mr. HAY. Amply sufficient. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I hope that the motion of the 
gentleman from Virginia will not prevail. Under the present 
system of maneuvers our first year—namely, last year—was a 
great success. We had before us the Assistant Secretary of 
War and he said upon this question: 

The CHAIRMAN. Page 22 you have an appropriation for the organ- 
ized militia troops 3 in camps of the Regular Army. Is 
it intended to have maneuvers this year? 

Secretary OLIVER. We hope to put the regular troops under canvas, 
and if our scheme is carried out we will get the militia to participate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Just as you did during the past year? 

Secretary OLIVER. Yes, sir. Last year we did that experimentally, 
just to see how it would work. Apparently it has been a very great 
success. I have letters from most all the 8 of the States 
in favor of it. We found last zoar that $700,000 was inadequate, 
as the States spent $125,000 outside of our appropriation, while twelve 
States did not take part in the camps. 


And he then goes on to say that they hope to keep this camp 
this year for ten days instead of one week, as last year. e 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question? Is that 
the reason for the increase of $300,000 in the proposed appro- 
priation of this year over last year? 

Mr. YOUNG. It is because they wish to extend the time and 
because they wish to give an opportunity to these other twelve 
States to participate. 

Mr. MANN. Then a million dollars would not be sufficient. 
I suppose next year it will be a million and half. 

Mr. YOUNG. No; I think not. 

Mr. MANN. If they all participate and you extend the time, 
why does the gentleman think not? 

Mr. YOUNG. I think it will not be necessary. I think a 
million dollars will be sufficient for years and I do thin 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. YOUNG. lu just a moment. And I do think that there 
is no money expended for the benefit of the Army that gives 
greater and better results than this. It seems to me to be a 
matter of the utmost folly to try to have an organized militia 
or national guard and not give them the very best possible op- 
portunity to learn the art of war, and that they can only do by 
participation to some extent with the regular troops. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I desire to know whether these maneu- 
vers are conducted for the purpose of benefiting the men or the 
high officers? ` 

Mr. YOUNG. They are conducted for the benefit of the Reg- 
ular Army and for the militia. Our Army up to this time has 
been distributed mostly in small posts. There are few oppor- 
tunities for large bodies of troops, such as a brigade, even to 
act together and maneuver together, and the purpose of this pro- 
vision is to get brigades together and with them call in the mem- 
bers of the National Guard to assist them, and train both the 
men of the Regular Army and the men of the national guard, 
not the officers, but mostly the men. Of course it is a benefit 
to both. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. One regiment of militia is taken from 
each State? 

Mr. YOUNG. At least that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Do they take more than one? 

Mr. YOUNG. They have not so far. r 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How many years would it take for the 
National Guard of the State of New York, for instance, to get the 
benefit of this instruction? 

Mr. YOUNG. We hope in a State like New York to have more 
than one regiment. We hope to have more than one regiment 
this year. 5 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But the policy of the Department has 
made it impossible to take more than one regiment. 

Mr. YOUNG. Oh, not the policy of the Department, but the 
policy of Congress, which only appropriated $700,000 for this 

urpose. 
E The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Michigan have such time as he may desire. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Michigan have such time as he 
desire. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 


none. : 
Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman—— 
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Mr. YOUNG, I yield to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. KAHN. Is it not a fact that the very purpose of haying 
this appropriation annually is to take in different regiments 
every year from the various States, in order that they may all 
have an opportunity of learning the art of war in time of peace? 

Mr. YOUNG. That is precisely so. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Is it contemplated that the 
States shall make any contribution toward the expense? 

Mr. YOUNG. That is as the States may wish. They have in 
the past contributed something in addition of their own free will. 

Mr. MANN. Have they contributed anything of their own 
funds in addition to the $1,000,000 which Congress contributes 
to them otherwise? 

Mr. YOUNG. ‘Their own funds. 

Mr. KAHN. As I understand it, this money pays the travel- 
ing expenses of the State troops to the place of encampment. 
The expenses of the troops while at the encampment are, as I 
understand it, borne by the State. 

Mr. YOUNG. That is true. 

Mr. MANN. They just made an appropriation in here to pay 
commutation of quarters for the officers. Will the gentleman 
yield for a question? 

Mr. YOUNG. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. The proposition has been made in some quarters, 
and the gentleman is more familiar with it than I am, that in- 
stead of having this encampment every year to which one regi- 
ment from a State shall be sent, that the Government of the 
United States shall send a regiment of the Regular Army to the 
State encampment, where all of the State militia may have a 
better opportunity of observing the national regiment. What is 
the comparative value of these two propositions? 

Mr. YOUNG. I would say to the gentleman that both of 
those propositions haye merit, and that it is the intention of the 
War Department now to some extent to send regiments to State 
encampments. That matter was gone over by Secretary Oliver 
in his hearings before the committee this year, and it is said 
that that will be with no additional expense to the Government. 
The troops will be sent there and paid out of the transportation 
of the Army. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The gentleman says “no additional expense, of 
course.” I would say there would be “ additional expense, of 
course.” It is not possible to send a regiment of the Regular 
Army to an encampment without expense. 

Mr. YOUNG. There will be no more transportation in the 
aggregate in the Army in doing that than there would be if it 
was not done. 

Mr. MANN. Certainly the gentleman does not claim that 
sending a regiment of the Regular Army to a State encampment 
does not mean some expense? 

Mr. YOUNG. If they were not sent there, they would be 
moved somewhere else. 

Mr. MANN. Is it the policy of the War Department to keep 
the regular regiments on the railroads all the time? 

Mr. YOUNG. For one reason or another they would haye to 
be moved. 

Mr. MANN. They do not have to be moved to this place. It 
can not be done without expense, and I do not see where the 
Regular Army authorities get authority, for no purpose con- 
nected with the Army, to send a regiment, for instance, from 
Fort Sheridan, in Illinois, to. Springfield, in Illinois, in order to 
be observed by the State militia. 

Mr. YOUNG. Well, the gentleman can study that question at 
his leisure. 

Mr. MANN. No; I am trying to get light from the gentleman. 

Mr. YOUNG. The “ gentleman” is not discussing that ques- 
tion, and I will say that the gentleman from Illinois, in his 
hours of leisure and with his great studiousness, might devote, 
perhaps, some of his time, possibly, to that inquiry. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I am inclined to think that somebody con- 
nected with Congress might do it, and if the gentleman who 
is connected with the Committee on Military Affairs declines 
to state the question, I suppose it will become necessary for some 
of the rest of us to do it; but we would like to obtain informa- 
tion from the people who ought to know it. 

Mr. YOUNG. Of course the Commander in Chief of the 
Army has the right to move the Army for any military purpose 
to any part of the United States, and if it is thought for the 
benefit of the Army to move a part of it to some point where 
the National Guard is gathered at the time, unquestionably he 
has that authority and power, and it might be a wise exercise 
of his discretion. I believe, however, as I said before, that 
this provision which we are really discussing is one of the 
most important in this bill and that it ought to remain in it. 

Such I know is the opinion of the officers of the Army; such 


I know is the opinion of the Secretary of War and his assistant 
and all those who have studied the question. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for another question? 

Mr. HULL. Is the gentleman addressing me? 

Mr. MANN. I wanted to ask somebody in connection with 
the committee in reference to the damages growing out of these 
encampments. We have a number of bills before the House to 
pay damages caused by soldiers at these places, as it is claimed. 
And there haye been Army boards to pass on these claims. 

Mr. HULL. Is the gentleman asking me that question? 

Mr. MANN. I am making the inquiry and endeayoring to get 
an answer to the question. 

Mr. YOUNG. I suppose that is true. 

Mr. HULL. If the gentleman has asked me, I will take pleas- 
ure in answering. Of course every time we have an encamp- 
ment there will be some damages growing out of it. Two years 
ago the War Department took the precaution to ascertain the 
damages immediately, in order that they might adjust it, and 
in that way there was but little trouble respecting the maneu- 
vers at Manassas, but a great deal of trouble growing out of 
the maneuvers in Kentucky some years ago, and whatever 
damages there may be done the Government will be under a 
moral, if not a legal, obligation to pay. You will always have 
damages where you have maneuvers. In some cases it will be 
more and in some less, but this bill is only for the encampment, 
and the amount appropriated for it is provided in the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think, when he knows that 
these claims for damages are never likely to be paid, that they 
should pay them in one placé and an equally large amount of 
claims in another should remain unpaid? 

Mr. HULL. My impression is that when the Department has 
taken the precaution at the time of the maneuvers to adjust the 
damages at once and submit it that they can be paid, and should 
be, out of the appropriations. 

Mr. MANN. ‘There has been no such claim paid by Congress, 
it seems to me. 

Mr. HULL. It has been paid for the maneuvers at Manassas, 
and most of them in full, out of the appropriation. 

Mr. MANN. They have been paid out of the appropriation, 
then. ‘That is what I wanted to find out—why one man got 
his claim paid out of the appropriation and another had his 
claim allowed by the War Department, but they said they had 
no appropriation. 

Mr. HULL. In my judgment, that comes from the fact that 
in the first of the maneuvers too large an amount was expended 
on other matters. Take the maneuvers they had at Manassas, 
where they spent a million dollars in one week on a dress 
parade that was of no benefit to the country; then take the 
case of the encampment in Kentucky, where they had a large 
amount of damage. It was paid in the one case out of the 
allotment. The adjustment was made at the same time, and 
the settlement was made with the parties, and whenever they 
have sayed enough of the allotment for each camp they have 
paid. 

: The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan is entitled 
to the floor. 8 

Mr. MANN. ‘There was a board of officers appointed 

Mr. YOUNG. I yield the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Michigan has yielded the 
floor. 

Mr. HULL. I ask that I may have ten minutes on this sub- 


ject. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. Á 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Before the gentleman proceeds I 
should like to correct one misstatement that he made, not inten- 
tionally, of course, that the claims at West Point were all ad- 
justed immediately. There was a board appointed to adjust 
those claims, and they did adjust them. They scaled them 
from nearly $30,000 to less than $3,000, and those claims are 
not paid to this day, though it has been more than three years 


ago. 

Mr. HULL. All I can say, Mr. Chairman, is that they 
should be paid. . 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I think so, and I would be glad if 
the gentleman would consent that a provision should go into 
this bill for the payment of the amount that the Secretary 
recommends. i 

Mr. HULL. If an amendment is offered to this bill makin; 
that provision, I will not make any point.of order, although 
this committee has no jurisdiction over claims. I want to 
speak a few minutes on the proposition involved in this mat- 
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ter. I think it is well known to all members of the Military 
Committee and the House that personally I am not in favor of 
these large maneuvers of the Army every year. I do not believe 
that the militia gets the benefit from them that it is intended 
that the militia should have. Take my own State, for instance, 
where we have two brigades. One regiment, and one only, 
goes to the encampment. If you could send from the regular 
force a regiment of infantry, a squadron of cavalry, and two 
batteries of artillery, under command of a brigadier-general of 
the Regular Army, to my State (and I am using that only as 
an illustration), to remain there during all the encampments 
of the militia, continuing for a month's time, every regiment of 
the militia would have the benefit of this instruction. But that 
proposition is not before the House at this time. I hope that 
that will be the policy in the future. 

I am not willing to support the motion to strike this out, be- 
cause if it is stricken out we have nothing to take its place. I 
believe that the maneuvers last year did great good, especially 
to the Regular Army, but very little good to the militia, because 
so small a number of regiments in the different States took any 
part in them. I do not believe these general rendezvous at four 
or five places in the United States will ever be available for the 
militia of the States generally, because the constitution of the 
militia regiments is such that men can not leave their business 
for any great length of time. They can not spare the time. 
Their soldiering is only an incident. The Regular Army, of 
course, can be concentrated at any time, and the men can re- 
main in camp as long as the Government desires, but members 
of the militia regiments make their living in private life, and 
can not afford the time to go to distant parts of the country, 
even where their expenses are paid; but under the State laws 
they do go into State encampments every year, and they can 
have two weeks of actual information, instruction, and drill for 
each of the brigades, under Regular Army officers, if we take 
the Regular Army to the States in place of trying to take the 
States to the Regular Army. I believe this was of enough 
benefit last year to justify what we then expended. There is 
nothing better offered for this year. The committee determined 
that this was better than the ideas that I had on the subject. I 
hope that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] will not press 
his motion for that reason. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I feel constrained to press the mo- 
tion that I have made, because I would not have made it if I 
had not thought it was wise to do so. So far as I have been 
able to learn, I have not been able to find that these maneuvers 
have been of much benefit to the National Guard. If this mil- 
lion dollars was spent in the States and in instructing the Na- 
tional Guard of the States I would be much more willing to vote 
for it. I do not believe that three or four days spent by the 
National Guard at one of these encampments of the Regular 
Army can be of much benefit. They are taken there from long 
distances. They only stay there three days at the outside, I 
believe the evidence shows, and are then taken back. It is a 
sort of junketing trip and nothing else. If we want to do some- 
thing for the benefit of the National Guard, if we want to give 
them instruction from the. regular officers of the United States 
Army, then let us appropriate money for that purpose, but do 
not ppropriate it for the purpose of carrying troops from one 
end of the country to the other to participate in three or four 
days’ maneuvers, which at the best do not bring about much 
benefit. It would be much better spent, as is suggested, in 
teaching them marksmanship instead of in these maneuvers. 
The maneuvers held in Virginia three or four years ago, for 
instance, were a perfect farce. They overran the country. 
They learned nothing, and it was a sort of dress parade in 
which the officers had a good time, but which resulted in no 
benefit whatever to the men. So, Mr. Chairman, I hope that 
the committee will vote for the motion which I have made to 
strike out this extravagant appropriation, which, in my judg- 
ment, would be of no benefit to the National Guard of the 
country generally. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to speak 
upon this subject. I ask for ten minutes. 

Mr. HULL. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from New Jersey may have ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks that the 
gentleman from New Jersey be allowed to proceed for ten 
minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to speak, 
because I could not believe that it was earnestly proposed to 
abolish the system of summer encampments for the militia and 
the Regular Army together that has been such a grand success 
of these last years. As to the amount, $1,000,000 is what it 
costs on an average, counting all expenses, to support a single 


regiment of 1,000 men, while this million dollars goes to the 
benefit of the hundred thousand men of the whole National 
Guard of the whole United States. It also goes to the benefit of 
the Regular Army, because it brings them where they have never 
before been put, in actual, earnest, sympathetic touch with the 
officers and men of the National Guard. That touch between the 
Regular and Volunteer Army, that sympathy, is something that 
has been sought for since the beginning of our Government, and 
only now is-beginning to be attained. ‘ 

The statement that these encampments are dress parades 
must be founded on some misapprehension. I was at one camp 
last summer to see how it was conducted. I found there four or 
five thousand regular troops and the same number of militia. 
The regular troops stayed for two months, while the militia came 
for a week at a time, not counting the time occupied in travel. 
It took nine or ten days to include that. ‘They stayed in camp a 
whole week, and every day of the week was engrossed with 
duties that were not of parade. There was not a single dress 
parade during the whole week that the troops were there from my 
State. It was fully taken up with marching, camping, putting 
up their own tents, taking them down, with scouting duty, with 
sham battles, and with an amount of work that was such that 
the Regular Army at the end of that time was tired out, though 
that work was only such as trained soldiers ought to have. Our 
soldiers ought to avoid the garrison dry rot which has destroyed 
so many armies, where the officers live in quarters and the men 
live in the barracks, by bringing them together in actual service, 
in the actual work and duty of the tented field and in camp where 
the captain's tent is at the head of every company street. Men 


in that way get to know their officers and trust in them, and 


officers learn to know their men. 

This work now being done can not be done in any State 
camp, for, so far as I know, there is no State camp in the United 
States that affords room for the maneuvers of a brigade, much 
less for an actual sham battle. That was true of the first camp 
at West Point, but now we have secured grounds of ample size. 
At Mount Gretna the ground marched over was 10 miles long 
and 3 or 4 miles wide, with enough room for ordinary maneu- 
vers. They had large maneuyers at Gettysburg, if they were 
hard on the men, and they taught our men the value of march- 
ing and that it must be able not only to shoot and obey orders, 
but to get there. At Fort Riley, in Kansas, we have a large 
reservation, and in other States there are others. What is 
needed for the training of brigades, when artillery shoots 5 or 6 
miles and rifles carry a mile, is ground enough to march the 
men from place to place to find out the possibilities for cover 
under which men can get within the range of the modern rifle 
and the modern gun and to teach the soldiers the whole business 
of scouting and taking care of themselves in the field. We can 
give life to an army only by bringing it together in such larger 
bodies as are used in actual war and by giving that sympathy 
between the regular forces and the militia which we must have 
if we ever get into a real war. By these summer maneuvers 
we give, as far as may be, that training to the citizen soldier 
upon whom in the end we must rely. Mr. Chairman, I hope 
this amendment will not be adopted. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa re- 
ferred to the damages that were paid in such a way that would 
leave one to infer that they were damages caused by irresponsi- 
ble people for which the Government would not necessarily be 
legally liable. Now, the fact is that at West Point, Ky., the 
Government Army officers entered into contracts with the people 
there, whose land was to be used, providing in the contract for 
payment of the damage not only to the crops, but to all the 
fences and other things which might be damaged, and providing 
for the appointment of a board of Army officers. That board 
of Army officers was appointed. They considered all the claims. 
The amount of the original claims was $21,635. The Army 
board allowed $2,837.24. I do not know how much had been 
appropriated by Congress for this encampment, but although 
this award was allowed some years ago, not a dollar has been 
paid, and if it is the policy of the War Department to enter into 
contracts of this sort on these encampments of the State militia, 
to go in and damage property, ruin the crops of the people who 
happen to own the land there, and then content themselves 
merely with appointing a powerless board and paying no money, 
we better stop the encampment entirely. i 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I would say that, in my judgment, 
they ought never to allow the expense or damage to exceed the 
amount appropriated for the encampment. They evidently have 
done that in this case, and it now becomes a claim. The Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs has no jurisdiction over claims at all, 
and I paid no attention to that. 

Mr. MANN. I understand that. I am not criticising the 
judgment of the gentleman in charge of the bill. 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


843 


Mr. HULL. I reiterate what I said before—that in pursu- 
ance of law they hold these encampments, and as a result of 
encampments the citizen is damaged, through no fault of his 
own, in property, and it is the duty of the Government to pay 
the claim, whether it comes before the Committee on Claims or 
where it may come. 

Mr. MANN. We all know what the result of sending a bill 
to the Committee on Claims is. These amounts are small to be- 
gin with. Possibly they might have sustained a claim in the 
Court of Claims, but if the War Department, when we make an 
appropriation as is proposed here of a million dollars, proceeds 
to walk into a man’s field and ruin his wheat crop and then say 
to him, Oh, you can file a claim, if you want to, against the 
Government! —it that is to be the policy I think we had better 
stop the encampments. That was the policy in this case. Con- 
gress made an appropriation for this encampment. The en- 
campment was held. 

Mr. HULL. I think that was the first encampment. 

Mr. MANN. They entered into contracts for the use of the 
land upon which to hold the encampment, making the agreement 
to pay the money, and thereupon expended the money for I 
don’t know what—gold or gilt, I suppose—not keeping back 
enough to pay these claims, not even a sum of less than $3,000. 

Mr. HULL. Right there I think the gentleman is referring to 
the first encampment ever authorized. There has been none of 
this trouble, I understand, since the first encampment. That is 
not justifying, however, the fact that any such thing ever hap- 
pended, but I think that has not happended in the last two en- 
campments. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman from Illinois if, upon his own statement, this 
is not one of those just claims he described the other day, when 
we had some of the war claims under consideration, where it is 
perfectly easy for a creditor of the Government to get a judg- 
ment against the United States and then collect his judgment? 

Mr. MANN. It is perfectly easy, I may say to my distin- 
guished friend, for a man to get a judgment against the United 
States Government and collect, but it happens in this case that 
there are a number of claimants—194, I am informed—having a 
total amount due them of less than $3,000. It may be the gen- 
tleman’s idea of justice, but not mine, that those men should be 
required to sue in the district court of Kentucky. I think that 
the War Department, to which is given the money to carry on 
these encampments, ought to pay these bills. These men could 
collect their claims through the district court of Kentucky, on a 
certification to the Congress of the United States, but that is a 
denial of justice for which the Department is responsible. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I only call attention to this fact 
because I understood the other day that the gentleman was 
urging most strenuously that Congress ought not to consider 
these bills where a creditor could resort to a court and get his 
judgment and collect his judgment as he could against a private 
citizen. I understood the gentleman from Illinois is adyocating 
that policy on the part of Congress, and while I do not believe 
in that position 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent for one minute more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for one minute. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman understood me 
correctly. I do not believe it ought to be the policy of Congress 
to waste time over paying 5-cent claims, but I believe Congress 
ought to provide by law so that the War Department, when it 
enters upon duties which involve the payment of these claims 
and it has money provided for that purpose, will be compelled 
to use the money for that purpose, and not expend it for any- 
thing else, and then put Congress to the trouble of considering 
these claims. It is an outrage upon those people, for which 
somebody is to blame and for which we are not to blame. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the 
gentleman fully, and I hope hereafter when we have other claims 
coming before the House he will look at it in the same way. 

Mr. MANN. I do not know whether I would fayor the pay- 
ment of this as a claim or not. I make no promises on this ac- 
count, I will say to the gentleman. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. No; you will raise an objection 
when it comes up. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I have not to any bill of the gentlenian. I 
may have that opportunity some time—— 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the 
appropriation of a million dollars for the training and support 
and all that of the militia of the States if it were not coupled 


with this provision that it is to be expended by the War De- 


partment in supporting these joint brigade and division en- 
campments at which the Regular Army and the militia will 
cooperate. I believe that that is money absolutely thrown away, 
and I believe it is a great deal worse than that. I haye not 
witnessed a great many of these performances and I hope I may 
never witness another one. I saw one. One of them was 
brought into the neighborhood of the town in which I live and 
located about a mile outside of it. Regular batteries were trans- 
ported from Fort Sheridan and cavalry from every direction, 
and infantry of the Regular Army were brought down there into 
that locality, and then there was brought from various sections 
of the State militia regiments, and they went through some sort 
of a performance there for two or three days. Among the rest 
they had a sham battle, and among the rest they undertook to 
maneuver on a large scale, as an army would maneuyer. Well, 
I served four years and upward in the Army at a time of active 
service in war and, with a single exception, I never saw any 
regiment, brigade, division, battery, or squadron ever maneuver 
either in camp or in battle upon any of the magnificent plans 
and details that they undertook to perform down there, and they 
might just as well had a show and a performance on a slack 
rope and exhibitions of equestrianship for the benefit of a 
militia of Ohio as to have the performance they had, so far as 
benefiting the State troops went. In the first place, it may be 
useful for the Regular Army. Let them have their encamp- 
ments and whatever is necessary. I do not propose to dictate, 
but I say this, the militia of the States is organized for quite 
another purpose. We all understand that. We are not train- 
ing soldiers for war purposes in the militia of the States. Ul- 
terior benefit may be found in case of war. If we have a war 
soon we may get a great deal of benefit out of the young men 
now in the State guard, but primarily they are organized for 
purposes of protection of the people of the States, as a posse 
comitatus, armed to support the civil authorities, and in the 
meantime, as I have said, the ulterior benefit may come in case 
of war. But this is my point, to handle these troops in the 
form of a brigade movement, division movement, sham battles, 
is absurd, so far as the State militia is concerned. Then there 
is another thing. I do not know what other people’s experience 
has been, but the experience at the town where I live was such 
that we never want to see any Regular Army conglomerate per- 
formance such as that was ever come near us again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that his time may be extended for five minutes. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I am speaking under a 
great deal of difficulty, for I am not feeling at all like speaking 
now, but I had come to this point. I am going to tell you now 
what happened at that encampment. I never would have said a 
word about it if it had not been brought out in the records of 
the country in the affair that is going on in the Senate. There 
is always an irritation and conflict between these farmers’ sons 
and merchants’ clerks and men of the Regular Army in these 
encampments. Some trouble happened in the town of Athens, 
and a soldier of the regular battery was arrested for being 
drunk and disorderly on the street and locked up. Some time 
during the afternoon a soldier of his battery came up and lo- 
cated him in jail. That night somewhere from fifty to seventy- 
five members of the battery slipped one by one out of the 
camp, organized themselyes into a small force, marched up into 
the town, marched up to the jail, and just about the time they 
were about to attack the jail, probably—as seems likely from 
the facts—a guard of infantry of the State Guard, commanded 
by a young man—a sergeant or corporal—named Clark, ordered 
them to halt, and from ten to seventy-five shots were fired in- 
stantly and young Clark fell dead on the street. Three others 
were wounded, and a citizen was wounded, and the bullets flew 
in every direction, breaking windows and firing into houses. 
And, incidentally, this whole force scattered and fled. 

I do not care to go further. There never was a man punished 
for anything connected with it—I mean the shooting of Clark 
and others. There neyer was an officer of this battery called 
on to make a report, so far as appears to the public; there 
never was any report made by the captain and other command- 
ing officers of that regular battery, and the feeble attempt of 
the local authorities to punish the men who committed that 
cold-blooded murder was utterly futile, for reasons that I do 
not care to go into just at this time under the surrounding 
circumstances, The young prosecuting attorney, J. M. Foster, 
esq., did his duty, but, for reasons I will not now state, failed. 
One man was convicted of an assault with intent to kill, for an 
assault he had made at a distance from where the murder was 
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committed, and that whole encampment was filled with factions 
and bitterness and troubles of that character, growing up almost 
necessarily between the Regular Army soldiers and the men of 
the Ohio State Guard. 

So I may be prejudiced by what I witnessed, the horrors of 
that occasion, and the utter inability of the State authorities to 
successfully ascertain who the murderers were. I could go a 
great deal further and show you a great deal more about this, 
show how little aid we had, how a great deal of trouble was 
thrown in our way, show the factional conditions between those 
regular soldiers, including their officers and including the War 
Department here, who took up the cudgel in opposition to the 
authorities, and in opposition to the militia of the State. 

They ought not to be put together. There is absolutely noth- 
ing in it. And let me summarize why. Drill the Regular Army 
as much as you please, and maneuver it as much as you please. 
These long marches and these maneuvers are in no wise inci- 
dent or beneficial to the militia of a State. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Were there any colored soldiers at 
that encampment? . 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not one. 

[Cries of Vote.“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Har]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs if he will give 
the committee the benefit of his opinion as to the comparative 
value of this appropriation for target practice of $1,300,000, and 
the appropriation of a million of dollars for militia maneuvers? 

Mr. HULL. Well, Mr. Chairman, I regard the appropriation 
for target practice as of higher importance than any other 
appropriation to increase the efficiency of the Army. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is there any such relation between the value 
of those two endeavors as would be indicated by the appropria- 
tion of a million and a million three hundred thousand dollars? 
Is not the target practice of infinitely greater advantage? 

Mr. HULL. Oh, I think so. i 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then, why is it that the committee appro- 
priates in that proportion? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, it would be impossible to appro- 
priate for target practice any reasonable amount that would 
aggregate the sum that must be appropriated for maneuvers. 
We have now largely increased the appropriation for target 
ranges, and haye furnished an incentive in the Regular Army, 
especially, for target practice by increasing the pay per month, 
and the pay has increased to those who have qualified as marks- 
men, expert marksmen, and sharpshooters. All enlisted men in 
the Army may so qualify. But I see no way by which we could 
appropriate the sum of a million dollars for improving marks- 
manship without distributing it to increase the efficiency in tar- 
get work by giving to each man, as he won his standing by his 
skill. It may go over a million or fall far short. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, for myself I look upon this 
appropriation of a million dollars for encampment of the militia 
and for maneuvers of the militia as an absolute waste of money. 
The militia, as a rule, are not the volunteers who in time of 
war augment the Army. For example, the gentleman from 
Iowa will remember that nine years ago when his own State 
was called upon for regiments of volunteers, we had then four 
what I might call “ skeleton“ regiments. They aggregated about 
400 men to a regiment. They were already officered. When 
we came to the enlistment of those men, or, rather, the muster- 
ing in of those men to the service of the United States, a very 
large percentage of them were rejected. 

Mr. HULL. I think about 15 per cent only were taken. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I had thought 30. I have seen a state- 
ment somewhere that 70 per cent were rejected. See what a 
skeleton remained. Yet there was a complete skeleton. It was 
difficult to fill up those regiments to the maximum, and a long 
time, the gentleman will remember, was consumed while we 
were trying to get them, and when the regiments were finally 
formed and mustered into the service they were new men. 
They were not the men who might perhaps have participated 
in these encampments or others. They were a detriment, the 
small number that constituted this regiment. If the Govern- 
ment had made a call for a complete regiment of volunteers, 
officers to be appointed with the formation of the regiment, 
there would have been men interested in securing enlistments ; 
but the officers were already appointed, and there was no in- 
centive of that kind, and on that account, and on that account 
alone, I say it was a detriment. I do not believe that these 
maneuvers would be beneficial even if these same men 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. HEPBURN. I should like to have about fiye minutes 
more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks that he 
have five minutes more time. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the same men that had participated in 
the encampment had gone into the service, I think that this 
expenditure would still haye been, in large part, a waste.- Infi- 
nite time is consumed by a regiment in tactical movements. 
Months and months are expended in that way, and yet there is 
not a gentleman in the sound of my voice who does not know 
that on any occasion of real service of a regiment they could 
not use probably more than half a dozen movements during the 
course of a battle. A change from column to line and from line 
to column, an oblique movement, a partial wheel, the deploy- 
ment into skirmish line—that would cover every movement 
that would probably be made by a regiment. Half a dozen 
moyements would cover them all; and yet we spent hours and 
days and weeks and months in tactics and scarcely a moment in 
preparing men for the real business, namely, to shoot with 
accuracy. 

I was a member of a regiment for over three years. I never 
saw target practice by that regiment; and yet months were 
expended in fitting ourselves for dress-parade movements that 
in actual service never were undertaken. 

Gentlemen in the discussion of yesterday and this morning 
of the battle at New Orleans remind me of an incident I have 
somewhere read concerning those troops that wrought such 
hayoe upon the British. The men in the front rank, according 
to this statement, fired three volleys and the men in the rear 
rank fired two volleys, yet there were results obtained equal 
to the whole number of these soldiers, showing that a result was 
secured for each two and a half shots. These men were marks- 
men. They had had target practice of immense benefit to them. 
They were efficient. And that is what we want with our Reg- 
ular Army—to make them efficient. Ten thousand such men as 
were at the battle of New Orleans, composing Coffee’s brigade, 
are worth more than the whole Regular Army when it comes 
to the use of the musket. Ten thousand men that could pro- 
duce such results as these are worth more than 100,000 men 
that waste cartridges as cartridges are wasted. During the 
Mexican war we expended 70 cartridges to produce a result, 
and in those times they used buck and ball cartridges, hav- 
ing nine missiles in each cartridge. At the battle of Murfrees- 
boro 119 cartridges were expended to produce a result. I was 
told by an officer who was present at the battles around Santiago 
that, in his judgment, more than 500 cartridges were expended 
to produce a result. How much more efficient would one-twen- 
tieth part of these men have been had they been skilled as were 
the men that composed the army of Jackson. ; 

Therefore it seems to me that the one expenditure that we 
ought to be most willing to make and most zealous to have 
properly used is that for target practice. If you intend to make 
an army that will be efficient, you can not accomplish much in 
results by expending this money on the militia, because you have 
no certainty that the men whom you have thus educated will 
serve in time of war. But it is not so with the Regular Army. 
Every man in it ought to be made efficient with his musket. It 
does not matter, if he is so efficient, whether he can perform 
the fanciful Fourth of July evolutions or not. You want him 
capable of performing half a dozen of these movements; but you 
want him to be able to march and march with celerity. It was 
the rapidity of movements that was made possible by the drill in 
marching that made Jackson’s army so formidable; their ability 
to move; their knowledge of logistics; their ability to use that 
knowledge in actual marches by night or day. It made them 
efficient. When you have our Army in such a condition that it 
can march, in such a condition that it can shoot with accuracy, 
it shows that there has been discipline, and it becomes a terror 
to its enemies. [Loud applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay], strik- 
ing out the paragraph. 8 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Hay), there were—ayes 27, noes 50. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky offers the 
following amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert the following as a new ragreph : 
“For paying claims for dama incl t to the oy, maneuvers at 
West Point, „ in the year 1903, the sum of $2,837.24, to be imme- 


diately available.” 


1907. 


Mr. HULL. I reserve the point of order against that. My 
understanding from the gentleman from Illinois was that the 
board of Army officers reported about $3,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. They reported the exact amount in 
this amendment—$2,837.24. 

Mr. HULL. I understood the amendment to read 828.000. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Oh, no; $2,800. 

Mr. HULL. Then I will not make the point of order. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I want to inquire of the gen- 
tleman if this matter has not been before the Committee on 
Claims of this Heuse and reported favorably to the House? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Yes; a bill fer the payment of 
these elaims was intreduced by myself in the first session of this 
Congress, referred to the Committee on Claims, and, I believe, 
on March 26 last year the Committee on Claims reported the 
ae the payment of these claims, and it is now on the Cal 
endar. 

Mr. MILLER. Is the amount that is included in the amend- 
ment the same amount as that reported by the Committee on 
Claims? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Taken frem that report, just ex- 
actly the same amount. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I want to move an amendment, 
provided that the sum mentioned shall be paid out of this 
appropriation. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. That is -perfectly satisfactory 
to me. 

Mr. HULL. I want to reduce the appropriation by this 
amount and keep these claims all paid up out of what we give 
the militia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa will furnish the 
Clerk with the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the sum of $2,837.24 of the appropriation for the 
militia herein shall be im paying claims for maneuvers at 
West Point, Ky., in the year 1903. 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish to reserve a point of order to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is too late in making his 
point of order against the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish to reserve a point of order against 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 

ULL}. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
order against that. 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like an explanation of the nature of 
this appropriation. Upon what theory is it that the Govern- 
ment is to be made responsible for damages caused by these 
encampments of militia? It seems to me this opens up a fertile 
field for future claims. 

Mr. SMETH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the 
gentleman’s question I want to say that the land upon which 
the whole of these maneuvers were held was secured by the 
War Department, through its proper officers, and in the lease 
they provided that in addition to 5 cents an acre rent for the 
land they would pay such damages as might be done to the 
growing crops, fences, and other improvements by the soldiers 
during the maneuyers, and that these damages should be ascer- 
tained by a board of Army officers and reported to the War De- 
partment. They were so ascertained by a board of Army ofi- 
cers. The claims filed amounted to about $21,000, but the Army 
board scaled them down to $2,837.24, and the Seeretary of War 
at every session of Congress since that report was made has 
recommended the payment of these claims. 

Mr. PERKINS. Why was it necessary for the gentleman to 
go to the Committee on Claims, if this is based upon a eontract 
made with the Government? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. There were 194 claims, ranging 
from 50 cents to $5 or $6 apiece. The gentleman from New 
York can well understand that no one claimant could afferd to 
go into the Court of Claims on a sum of that size. It would be 
ridiculous to think of sending 194 claimants into the Court of 
Claims on little sums from 50 cents or $1.50, and so on, until 
the largest one, perhaps not amounting to more than $5 or $6. 
The Committee on Claims, to whom the bill was referred, re- 
ported it unanimously last March. 

Mr. PERKINS. How is the money to be paid? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. To the various claimants by the 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. PERKINS. Why was this not a proper item for the 
Committee on Military Affairs in the beginning? 

Mr. SMITH ef Kentucky. I do not know, but I understand 
that the Committee on Military Affairs, as the chairman has 
stated om the floor of the House, had no jurisdiction of this 


The gentleman may reserre a point of 
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subject, and hence the bill was introduced for the payment of 
these claims, and was referred to the Committee on Claims, of 
which the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Mrtztrer] is chairman. 
That committee, as far back as last March, unanimously reported 
a bill, and it is now on the Calendar. 

Mr. PERKINS. Were these damages occasioned by men in 
the Regular Army or by militia? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Both, as I understand; they were 
regulars and militia together. 

Mr. PERKINS. Damages done by marching over the fields? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. They were all under the command 
of United States officers. 

Mr. MANN. The claims, as shown by the report of Army offi- 
cers, were not for wanton destruction of property, but were for 
claims contemplated by the original contraet. ‘ 

Mr. PERKINS. Damages caused by the men marching over 
the ground? 

Mr. MANN. Soldiers marching over the growing fields, and 
such as that. 

Mr. PERKINS. Any claims for the destruction of buildings? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No destruction of buildings, but destruction 
of fences and things of that kind. 

Mr. MANN. It was the necessary destruction that would occur 
in any encampment, and they ought to have been paid out of the 
original appropriation; but I suppose that was exhausted in 
the maneuvers without saving any portion of it, as should have 
been done. 

Mr. PERKINS. In view of the statements, Mr. Chairman, I 
withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Kentucky. : 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Iowa if he does not think his amendment should be 
a little more specific? 

Mr. HULL. I have no objection to making it as specific as 
necessary, if the gentleman from Pennsylvania will indicate it. 

Mr. OLMSTED. It did not seem to me to state the character 
ef the claims, as I heard it read. d 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the proviso be read 
again, 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will read it. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk again read the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. HUIL. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that there be added the 
words “claims allowed by the board of officers convened by 
Special Order No. 162, Headquarters Department of the Lakes, 
September 6, 1903.” s 

Mr. OLMSTED. That covers my objection. 

Mr. HULL. I followed the language of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky and inserted it in the proviso. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Iowa will be modified as suggested 
by the gentleman from Illinois. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on agreeing to the 
amendment as modified offered by the gentleman from Lowa to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Kentueky. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment . 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky as amended. 

The question was taken; and the amendment as amended was 
agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT. 


Purchase of subsistence — For issue, as rations to troops, to 
civil employees when entit thereto, hespital matrons and nurses, 
general prisoners of war (including Indians held by the Army as pris- 
oners, but for whose subsistence appropriation is not otherwise made), 
to milita prisoners at posts: ‘ovided, That hereafter the emer- 

ney ration 8 for use on eme t occasions shall, when 
ssued, be furnished in addition to the regular ration under sneh 
lations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of War, and for pn Po 
to officers and enlisted men of the Army; for authorized issues of 
candles; of toilet articles, barbers’, laundry, and tailors’ materials; 
for use of general prisoners eonfined at military pone without pay or 
allowances, and recruits, Including applicants for enlistment while 
held under observation at recruiting stations; of matches for lighting 
public fires and lights at and stations and in the field; of flour 
used for paste In target practice; of salt and vinegar for public ant- 
mals; of es to Indians employed with the Army, without pay, as 
guides and scouts, and for toilet paper for use by enlisted men at 
posts, camps, ous, and offices where water-c ts are provided 
with sewer connections, or where the sanitary conditions require its 
use. For payments: For meals for recruiting parties and recruits, 
including applicants for enlistment while held under observation; 
for hot coffee, meats, baked 


fer cooking ap 
transports), bake 
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rinting, advertising, commercial newspapers, use of telephones, office 
urniture, commissary chests and outfits, and field desks of commis- 
sarles; for 8 buildings, cellars, and other means of protect- 
ing subsistence supplies (when not provided by the Quartermaster’s 
Department): Provided further, That hereafter the Secretary of War 
may cause to be sold at public sale, in Cuba or the Philippine Islands, 
under regulations to be prescribed by him, such subsistence stores 
in good condition, intended for issue or for sales to officers and en- 
listed men, as may from time to time accumulate at any subsistence 
depot, military post, or in the field, in excess of amounts required 
for use and which can not, with economy and advantage, be shipped 
to-other subsistence depots, sts, or places for military use, the pro- 
s to be immediately available for general disbursement, under the 
appropriation for subsistence of the Army current at the time of sale 
for any of the objects contemplated by that appropriation; for extra 
pay to enlisted men employed on extra duty in the Subsistence De- 
artment for periods of not less than ten days, at rates fixed by law; 
or compensation of civilians employed in the Subsistence Department, 
and for other necessary expenses incident to the purchase, testing, 
care, preservation, issue, sale, and accounting for subsistence supplies 
for the Army; for psyment of commutation of rations to the, cadets 
at the United States Military Academy in lieu of the regular estab- 
lished ration at the rate of 30 cents per ration; and for the payment 
of the regulation allowances of commutation in lieu of rations to 
enlisted men on furlough; to ordnance sergeants on duty at ungar- 
risoned posts; to enlisted men and male and female nurses when 
stationed at places where rations in kind can not be economically 
issued, and when traveling on detached duty where it is impracticable 
to carry rations of any kind; to enlisted men selected to to contest for 
laces or 1 in department and Army rifle competition While travel- 
ng to and from places of contest; to male and female nurses on leaves 
of absence; to applicants for enlistment while traveling under or- 
ders; for payment of commutation of rations in lieu of the regular 
established ration for members of the Nurse Corps (temas) while 
on duty in hospital, and for enlisted men applicants for enlistment 
held under observation and general prisoners sick therein, at the rate 
of 30 cents per ration (except that at the general hospital at Fort 
Bayard, N. Mex., 50 cents per ration is authorized for enlisted - 
tients in said hospital), to be paid to the surgeon in charge: Pro- 
vided further, That hereafter officers intrusted with the disbursement 
of funds for the subsistence of the Army are hereby authorized to 
keep, at their own risk, in their personal ession for disbursement, 
such restricted amounts of subsistence funds for facilitating payments 
of small amounts to public creditors as shall from time to time be 
authorized by the Secretary of War; for subsistence of the masters, 
officers, crews, and employees of the vessels of the Army transport 
service; for ice to organizations of enlisted men stationed at such 
pieces as the Secretary of War may determine; for providing prizes 
o be established by the Secretary of War for enlisted men of the Army 
who graduate from the Army schools for bakers and cooks, the total 
amount of such prizes at the various schools not to exceed $900 per 
annum; in all, $6,499,984.80, to be expended under the direction of 
the Secretary of War, and accounted for as “ Subsistence of the Army,” 
and for that purpose to constitute one fund. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to reserve a point of 
order to certain new matter contained in this paragraph. I de- 
sire to ask at this time whether it is necessary to reserve the 
point of order against the entire paragraph in order to reach 
the new provisions? 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the gentleman can reserve it against 
any portion of the paragraph. 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘There are two provisos that I want to reserve 
points of order against. On page 20, beginning with the word 
* Provided,” on line 18, and continuing over on page 21 to the 
word “appropriation,” line 6; and on page 22, beginning with 
the word “ Provided,” on line 8, down to and including the word 
“war,” line 14. These are new provisions, I think, and there is 
some information I desire of the chairman. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, in addition I desire to reserve 
the point of order for the present to the expression in the para- 
graph which occurs several times, “applicants for enlistment 
while held under observation.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman point out where that 
expression occurs. 

Mr. MANN. On line 22, page 19, is one place, “ including ap- 
plicants for enlistment while held under observation.” On page 
21, line 25, “applicants for enlistment while traveling under 
orders,” and on page 22, lines 3 and 4, “ applicants for enlist- 
ment while held under observation.” 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, there are several changes here: 

Provided, That hereafter the emergency ration prescribed for use on 
emergence occasions shall, when issued, be furnished in addition to the 
regular ration under such regulations as may be prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of War— 

Mr. MANN. There is no point of order made on that. 

Mr. HULL. Then, to the phrase, “including applicants for 
enlistment while held under observation,” I understand the gen- 
tleman from Illinois reserves the point of order. 

Mr. MANN. Yes. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. : 

Mr. HULL. Under the previous regulations of the Depart- 
ment a man, for instance, at Des Moines enlisting in the Army 
was immediately examined and sworn in. That has been 
changed so that he simply proposes to enlist, passes a prelimi- 
nary examination, but is not mustered into the service until he 
goes to a camp of concentration of all recruits, where he is 
carefully examined by a Regular Army officer. During this 
period he is held under observation. 


Mr. MANN, - It used to be the custom, as I understand, to 
haye these applicants examined by the surgeon at the recruit- 
ing station. 

Mr. HULL. In the locality. 

Mr. MANN. And now it is proposed to have the applicant ex- 
amined by the recruiting officer and then sent to the general 
concentration camp? ; 

Mr. HULL. He may have an examination by a local doctor, 
but he is not mustered in, and under the present law there is 
no way to feed him and pay him. 

Mr. MANN. And that is the reason for this? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. That is perfectly satisfactory, and I will with- 
draw the point of order on that. : 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman 
from Iowa proceeds, I will point out to him what my objection 
to this paragraph is. It is not so much against the condemna- 
tion and sale. 

Mr. HULL. This is for sale without condemnation. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; this is for sale without condemnation, 
at a price to be fixed by the commanding officer. The objection 
I have to this—and I think the gentleman will agree with me 
that it might lead to very dangerous practices—is that the pro- 
ceeds derived from the sale of these supplies goes back into the 
Treasury and is credited to the appropriation for subsistence. 
It may be that that opens the way for the officer whose duty it 
is to purchase supplies to purchase more than may be needed at 
a given post for the purpose of aiding the officers at that post in 
securing, when these extra supplies are sold, supplies which they 
need, at a cost very much below what the Government paid, and 
then turning the money into the Treasury. The officer who is 
responsible for the administration of the appropriation loses 
nothing whatever. This money goes right back again to the 
credit of the appropriation. I would have no objection if the 
gentleman would accept an amendment, on line 3, page 21, after 
the words “to be,” whereby all after that is stricken out and 
then substitute the words “paid into the Treasury of the 
United States.” Then there would be no inducement on the part 
of the officer to buy for sale. 

Mr. MANN. That would be reenacting the existing law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If that is so, then the thing I am endeavoring 
to accomplish will be accomplished by striking out all after the 
words “to be,“ in line 3, after that proviso. If it is worded so 
that the proceeds of the sale of these supplies would go back 
into the Treasury and not go to the credit of the appropriation, 
then the officer whose duty it is to administer this appropriation 
would see that there were no extra purchases made, because to 
that extent his appropriation would be reduced, and I think it 
would tend to good administration and prevent abuses that 
might otherwise arise. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the proposition submitted to the 
Committee on Military Affairs was to give the power to sell 
under certain conditions goods that had not been condemned at 
any post. The arguments that have been used by the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] would be good if we had made 
it so broad as that. But we restricted it to Cuba and the Philip- 
pine Islands only, because to open it up for sale at all the dif- 
ferent posts of this country would lead or might lead to very 
grave abuse. 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. HULL. The only argument that can be given for it in 
Cuba and the Philippine Islands is the fact that, for instance, 
in Cuba we have quite a large army of occupation at the present 
time. The authorities properly keep a surplus of supplies on 
hand there. In the event of the army being ordered home the 
expense of transporting the subsistence supplies back to this 
country would be very considerable, and yet if you do not allow 
them to use this money for the purpose of purchasing other sup- 
plies in this country they would ship them back for the reason 
that they must have the rations if the army is kept to the num- 
ber estimated for when this appropriation is submitted to us. 

Mr. TAWNEY. They would have the power, assuming now 
that they have a larger quantity of relief supplies in Cuba than 
will be needed during temporary occupation and have a supply 
on hand when the Army moyes back to the United States again— 
they would have the power, under this authority, under this pro- 
vision, to sell the surplus, would they not? 

Mr. HULL. Yes; if this stays in the bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, if they were required to put the pro- 
ceeds from the sale of that surplus stock back into the Treasury, 
if it depleted their appropriation to any extent so as to make it 
necessary for them to come in and ask for a deficiency, it would. 
be such a deficiency, an emergency deficiency, as would be en- 
tirely legal; and would it not be better to require them to do, 
that than to open the door for them, either in Cuba or the Phil- 
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ippine Islands, to thus attempt to either increase their appro- 
priation or buy more than they really need in order that they 
may help some fellow out by selling him at a price below cost? 

Mr. HULL. I can see no object in buying more than they 
need to send to Cuba. I can see an object in buying more than 
they really need if officers were at all dishonest and sending 
it to the frontier of this country, because the Government ration 
is worth the same everywhere to the Army. An officer of the 
Army pays the same in Alaska for supplies furnished by the 
Commissary Department as he does in New York. In other 
words, the freight that is added to this is not charged to the 
Army, but it is sold at the same price in Manila, Chicago, or in 
Alaska, and properly so, because if the officer had to carry the 
load of additional transportation it would destroy his ability 
to live in some parts of Alaska. He is not there on his own 
motion. He goes where the Government sends him, and he is 
put on an equality, so far as the expense is concerned and so 
far as the Government can, with every other man in the service. 
Now, I do not believe this provision ought to prevail at all as 
to any posts in the United States proper. I am not anxious for 
it to prevail anywhere, but yet, as I say it might be, as I illus- 
trated in Cuba it would be, of actual benefit to the Govern- 
ment itself to give them the right to sell surplus stores rather 
than to retransport them back to this country. If they are con- 
demned, they get the benefit of the condemnation. If they are 
good, they can not sell them at all. They ean move them. 
though, and the Government pays the freight. They can move 
them from one end of the country to the other as demanded by 
the service. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. HULL. Just one minute. If there is danger in the 
minds of Members of this being abused by officers selling to in- 
crease their appropriations it ought not to stay in at all. I de 
not believe in the danger. 

Mr. TAWNEY. My attention was first attracted to this pro- 
vision because in an examination of several appropriation bills, 
especially the sundry civil bill, I found that there is a growing 
tendency in the Departments and bureaus of the Government 
where théy sell anything to have the proceeds of that sale 
turned back into the Treasury to the credit of their appropria- 
tions. They are utilizing official services employed in the pro- 
duction of certain articles which they are selling under the au- 
thority of law, and they are always trying to have the proceeds 
of such sales credited to their appropriations and thus increase 
their appropriation. To prevent this, I think they should be 
required to transfer the money to the Treasury of the United 
States. That would prevent any abuse. 

Mr. HULL. My judgment is, if you make that requisition 
they will ship all stores back in order to avoid a deficiency. 
That would be my guess, and it is only a guess. 

Mr. MANN, Is it not a fact your appropriation is always a 
good deal larger than the actual expenditure? 

Mr. HULL. No; not on subsistence. 

Mr. MANN. How much more did you appropriate last year 
than was expended? 

Mr. HULL. This year has not been entirely used up yet, but 
the Commissary Department stated that it would be all used up 
before the close of the fiscal year. 

Mr. MANN. You aim to make a larger appropriation and 
usually haye done that? 

Mr. HULL. There is sometimes a saving by the reduced cost 
in buying food, and sometimes there is a deficiency on account 
of the increased cost of food. 

Mr. MANN. It has been charged in some of these places, pos- 
sibly in the Philippines and sometimes in Cuba in the past, that 
the people enjoyed the benefit ef purchasing Government sup- 
plies at a great profit to themselves and at considerable loss to 
the Government. 

Mr. HULL. That was true in the Philippine Islands, where all 
parties connected with the insular government for one or two 
years had all the privileges of the commissary that were extended 
to officers of the Army. That has been taken away novw, as I un- 
derstand it, and should have been done, and that privilege 
never should have been extended. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think there might be danger 
of that sort of thing if an officer can buy supplies, sell them, buy 
more supplies with the money, sell them, buy more supplies, and 
conduct a regular retail or wholesale business? 

Mr. HULL. That would never happen at public sales. 
Where these abuses crept in happened at private sale by order 
of the Department. This is only for public sale, and it seems to 
me that the danger is exceedingly remote that an officer would 
order a sale of the commissary stores where the whole world 
knows what he is doing, and make an abuse of the privilege; 
but if there is danger of that in the mind of any man I shall 


not oppose any proposition to strike it out on the point of order, 
but I think it is a good provision. I think it is an economical 


one. I think it is a beneficial provision, limited as we have it 
here, and not open to all the posts of the country, where a citi- 
zen may have influence with an officer to get things, but limited 
to those two tropical countries, one of which we hope to soon 
vacate and the other where the enlargement and contraction of 
the army makes sometimes a surplus. 

Mr. MANN. When the gentleman says, “ We all hope we will 
vacate one soon,” he omits to have in mind a gentleman con- 
nected with another body at the other end of the Capitol. è 

Mr. HULL. Oh, well, I do not pretend to say we will get out. 

Mr. MANN. Why not accept the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney]? 

Mr. HULL. I think you might as well strike it all out as to 
do that. That is the only reason. 

Mr. MANN. That would leave authority to sell the supplies 
and not bring them home. That is what you want to do? 

Mr. HULL. You reduce the appropriation by that amount.“ 

Mr. MANN. They know they can get all the money they 
want. 

Mr. HULL. They know they are always criticised when they 
bring in a deficiency bill. 

Mr. MANN. But they know when they manage to bring in 
something they have saved in that way they get 100 per cent 
credit on it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Suppose the Army in Cuba has some of 
these stores purchased with the funds of the Cuban Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. HULL. Is not that a violent supposition? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; it is not, because, the evidence is 
that they are buying them now. 

Mr. HULL. Then they would not belong to the Army of the 
United States. They would belong to the Cuban Government. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. They do belong to the Army of the 
United States, although the cost of maintaining troops there 
is, to some extent at least, paid by the Cuban Government. 

Mr. HULL. I am very glad to hear that, because I was of the 
impression that we were paying all of the bills for the support 
of the Army. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In Cuba? 

Mr. HULL, That is, of the Army. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. TAWNEY. All the expense the Government has incurred 
in the island of Cuba up to this time, except the expense of 
transporting the Army to Cuba, has been paid for out of the 
treasury of Cuba. 

Mr. HULL. Does the gentleman say that all of the subsist- 
ence of the Army is paid for there? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HULL. Then I can see no sense in this provision at all. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Not all of it is paid so far out of the 
Cuban treasury. 

Mr. HULL. If they are not sending rations and subsistence 
there, as they report to us, accumulating a surplus, so that if 
the Army is kept there the subsistence will be there, and if they 
go away there will be a surplus, this should not be in at all. 

Mr. TAWNEY. They are being paid for to some extent out 
of the treasury of Cuba. I have a letter in the committee room 
from the Secretary of War to that effect. He sent a detailed 
statement of everything paid, and I will send and get it. 

Mr. HULL. I will say to the gentleman that in our hearing 
the commissary of subsistence stated that they had to keep a 
surplus of food there, because if they stayed there they would 
need it, but if they returned they would not, or if the Army 
were reduced they would not need it; and yet everyone knows 
we would not tolerate for a moment running so near the margin 
of daily supplies that it would endanger the feeding of our 


army. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I asked the gentleman the question for 
the reason that at present from the revenues of the Cuban Gov- 
ernment sufficient funds are being diverted to maintain the 
Army there. I suppose that part of the maintenance of the 
Army is furnishing subsistence. Now, under this provision 
whatever stores remain there they could sell. 

Mr. HULL. I think the gentleman is mistaken about sub- 
sistence, for this reason: I have never understood it was the 
intention of the Government to charge the Cuban Government 
with the cost of the Army, a cost that we would have been com- 
pelled to meet even if they had never gone there. For instance, 
they feed the Army the same rations as they do here. Now, do 
I understand the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] 
to say or ihe gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] to say 
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that the Government is now collecting from the Cuban Govern- 
ment the amount expended for subsistence of our Army there 
from day to day? If the gentleman states that, and can prove 
it, this appropriation should be cut down. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I did not say that. 

Mr. HULL. And the “ Cuban invasion,” as some of the peo- 
ple call it, by our troops is really a great economical measure in 
the care of the Army, if that is the case. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That may be one good excuse, but I am 
not inquiring into that. The statement was made that the cost 
of maintaining the Army in Cuba was being met 

Mr. HULL. Does not that refer to extra expense, as that of 
charging up the extra mileage? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am asking the gentleman for informa- 
tion. 

Mr. HULL. I have not got it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am asking the gentleman for it. 

Mr. HULL. You gentlemen on the Committee on Appropria- 
tions would have more knowledge of that than I. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We have a detailed statement from the Secre- 
ay of War in regard to it, I have sent to the committee room 

or it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am asking this in order to be en- 
lightened upon this provision. 

Mr. HULL. I say to the gentleman now, and I think he will 
see it, that we pay the subsistence of the Army and pay proper of 
the soldiers, and there would be no more reason to charge the 
Cuban Government with the rations we issue to our soldiers 
because they are in Cuba than to charge them with the pay 
proper of the Army. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
as here? 

Mr. HULL. We have an alternative ration, costing about the 
same, that they can vary; but the character of the ration is 
practically that of the one issued here. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That would make a difference in the 
situation. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman in charge 
of the bill has reached probably the true point, that we are not 
paying them anything but the additional cost of maintaining the 
Army in Cuba; that we buy the ration now just as we haye al- 
ways done, and if there is any additional cost on account of 
transportation or otherwise in maintaining our Army at the 
camp of Columbia, outside of Habana, then it is paid out of 
Cuban funds, by order of the Secretary of War by the governor 
down there. But there has been no-information coming to 
me that the Army officers were paid or the men paid or their 
rations paid for out of any Cuban funds. I think the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations has a letter which will 
explain it all. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I understand there is informa- 
tion before.us of a deficiency for extra mileage that is to be paid 
by the Cuban Government, and extra cost of transportation of 
the Army and its supplies. There is a large deficiency made for 
that, as I understand, and mileage, and that is expected to be 
paid back out of the revenues of the Cuban Government; but the 
pay of the Army proper, for its clothing, subsistence, medical 
attendance, and all the expenses going on the same as they 
would go on in this country we are paying for. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him one 
question? 

Mr. HULL. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. MANN. It was reported around the Capitol here some 
time ago—and if not true it ought to be denied—that the ex- 
penses of sending the American troops to Cuba were borne wholly 
or in part out of an original emergency appropriation made at 
the beginning of the Spanish-American war. Can the gentle- 
man tell us whether that is the case or not? 

Mr. HULL. We have no report upon that, and no other in- 
formation than the gentleman has. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman is mistaken. The fact is 
that it was not the emergency appropriation made at the be- 
ginning of the Spanish war. There was an appropriation, as 
I now recall it, about the close of the Spanish-American war, 
when the Philippine uprising began, of about $3,000,000, and 
part of this extra expense, I understand, has been paid out of 
that $3,000,000 appropriation. How Congress could make that 
appropriation for the Army and how it could be expended in 
view of the constitutional provision, I do not know, but it was 
made, and it has been made ayailable for the payment of that 
expense. ; 

Mr. MANN. I do not see how that money could be used in 
that way in view of the constitutional prohibition of such a use. 
The money could not be properly expended by the Government 
in that way. 


Have they the same rations issued there 


Mr. HULL. It did not come from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and members of that committee have no information. 

Mr. MANN. I am not criticising where the appropriation 
came from. The appropriation was probably proper to be made, 
but the Constitution provides that they can not extend over 
two years. 

Mr. HULL. That is not a question with which we have to 
do; the Comptroller and the courts can pass on that question. 

Mr. MANN. If it be a fact that they are paying money for 
any purpose of that sort, which was not contemplated at the 
time the appropriation was made, even if they have the right to 
use the money legally, there would be 2 question, but in this 
case clearly they do not have the right to use the money, be- 
cause Congress can not make an appropriation for military pur- 
poses in that way. 

Mr. KEIFER. It is doing it all along. We will do it next 
year. Because we appropriate for fortifications that continue 
without any limitation to two years. 

Mr. MANN. I suppose they can make an appropriation for 
fortifications, but that is not for the maintenance of the Army. 

Mr. KEIFER. It is connected with the Army. 

Mr. MANN. While it is connected with the Army, this is di- 
rectly for the maintenance of the Army, and that it can not do 
under the Constitution. 

Mr. HULL. The whole matter is with the Comptroller of the 
‘Treasury and the courts. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist on his point of 
order? 

Mr. TAWNEY. 1 shall have to insist upon the point of order 
unless the cas accepts the proposed amendment. 

Mr. HULL. Then it might just as well go out. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then I insist upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The other part, line 8 to line 14, on page 22, 
where it is proposed to give to officers intrusted with the dis- 
bursement of funds for the subsistence of the Army authority 
to keep, at their own risk, in their personal possession for dis- 
bursement, such restricted amounts 

The CHAIRMAN. Beginning with the word “ Provided,” in 
line 8, and extending down to the word “ war,” in line 14? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understands. Now on page 20, 
beginning with the word “Provided,” in line 18—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Down to and including the word “ appropria- 
tion,” in line 6, on page 21. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understands. The Chair 
sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HULL. What point of order does the Chair sustain? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order 
striking out those two provisos. Does the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. MANN] insist on his point of order. 

Mr. MANN. No; I withdraw my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order made by the gentleman 
from Illinois is withdrawn. 

Mr. HULL. There is only one proviso that has been passed 
upon, which is the one on page 25 of the print which I have. 

Mr. TAWNEY. On page 22 of the one which I have. 

Mr. HULL. The one beginning— 

Provided, Cay hereafter the Secretary of War may cause to be sold 
at public sale— 

That has been sustained, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. HULL. Now, I understand the other is simply reserved 
until you know whether you want it or not. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. HULL. I understood the Chair to sustain that, too. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has sustained the point of 
order made by the gentleman from Minnesota, directed, first, 
against the words beginning with “Provided,” in line 18, page 
20, down to and including the word “ appropriation,” in line 6, 
page 21; and under the ruling of the Chair that goes out. Also, 
the Chair has sustained the point of order directed against the 
words beginning with the word “Provided,” in line 8, on page 
22, down to and including the word “ war,” in line 14, on that 
page. That goes out also under the ruling. 

Mr. TAWNEY, I simply reserved the point of order on the 
last proviso for the purpose of asking the gentleman from Iowa 
a question. I haye not insisted upon that point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman to 
insist. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have not insisted on that point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will then modify his ruling as 
indicated. 


Mr. TAWNBEY. Under this paragraph authority is given to 
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officers intrusted with the disbursement of funds for the sub- 
sistence of the Army to keep at their own risk, in their personal 
possession, for disbursement, such restricted amounts of sub- 
sistence funds for facilitating payments of small amounts to 
publie creditors as shall, from time to time, be authorized by 
the Secretary of War. I have no doubt about the convenience 
of this, but I want to submit to the gentleman from Iowa that 
the language is so general as to the amount that an officer may 
have at any one time that it is very likely to be abused, and if 
the gentleman could find more restricted language 

Mr. HULL. I should like to say to the gentleman from Min- 
nesota that my understanding is that at places where they have 
no subtreasury officers have that power now. This only extends 
it to places where they have a subtreasury. I should like to 
call the attention of the gentleman from Minnesota, and the 
committee, to the statement of General Sharpe on this subject: 

The CHAIRMAN. In regard to the provision about keeping funds on 
hand by officers at their personal risk, what is the practice now? 

General SHARPE. Under section 3620 of the Revised Statutes the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury can authorize the Secretary of War to grant 
authority to officers stationed at places remote from a depository to 
keep at their own risk in their personal possession the subsistence 
funds required for disbursement, but in places where there is a treas- 
urer or an assistant treasurer this authority can not be granted under 
the present law. The purpose of this proviso is to enable authority 
to be given in places where there is a treasurer or an assistant treas- 
urer. It an enlisted man comes to an office after banking hours to be 
pa commutation of rations, he must be giyen a check, and that check 

e will have to cash at a saloon or some other place. i 

The CHAIRMAN. It gives the Secretary of War the right to make 
allowances in places where they have a subtreasury? 

General SHARPE. Yes, sir. Those officers are under bond. ‘There is 
no relaxation of the security to the Government. It places additional 
responsibility on the officer. In the Spanish war troops went through 
New York from Montauk Point, and it was urgent in that case; the 
officer had to violate the law or make himself liable to criticism. 

If he had refuséd to pay them, he would have been subject to 
criticism, and in paying them he violated the law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And while this provision is-new it is not es- 
tablishing any new authority except at the point where there is 
a subtreasury or a treasury? 

Mr. HULL, That is all. s 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sane 1, page 20, strike out the words “vinegar for public ani- 
mais. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, this bill carries a total ap- 
propriation amounting to $79,000,000 for purposes little under- 
stood by most of us. We have to take it upon credit and upon 
our confidence in the Military Committee. This particular 
paragraph covers about $6,400,000. It bears some evidence of 
having been padded in the matter of language for the purpose 
of enumerating many items, stringing out long paragraphs of 
many items to justify an enormous total, but no amount is 
specified for any particular item. 

Now, I notice, on page 19, “ Matches for lighting public fires.” 
I do not suppose there will ever be a box of matches bought for 
that particular purpose. I notice several other peculiar fea- 
tures in this paragraph to which I will not call specific atten- 
tion, but this item of “vinegar for public animals” seems to 
require explanation. I have offered this amendment for the 
purpose of asking the chairman of the Military Committee 
three questions: First, what are public animals? Second, is 
vinegar a necessary article of diet for public animals? And 
third, what proportion of the amount of this $6,400,000 is to 
be expended for the purchase of vinegar for public animals? 
[Laughter.] . 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I suppose the gentleman. from 
Pennsylyania, who is understood to be a distinguished farmer 
as well as a great lawyer—— 

Mr. OLMSTED. More farmer than lawyer. 

Mr. HULL (continuing). Realizes that in many cases an ap- 
plication of hot vinegar is a good thing for spavin and sprain 
in horses, and that at some times it is excellent for the scalded 
back of a horse. Is not that so? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I never have tried it. 

Mr. HULL. Did the gentleman never ride a horse until his 
back became scalded? 

Mr. OLMSTED. No; I am a good rider. I keep my balance 
and his back does not rub. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HULL. Did not the gentleman ever drive a horse fast 
enough to cause a spavin? 

Mr. OLMSTED. No; I never drove a spavined horse. 

Mr. HULL. I am afraid the gentleman is no sport at all. 
[Laughter.] I have lost faith in the story that has been cir- 
culated around these halls that he is a distinguished agricul- 
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turist from Pennsylvania. [Laughter.] I should imagine that 
a very small amount of this appropriation would be expended 
for vinegar. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman limit the appropriation 
to a hundred thousand dollars. : 

Mr. HULL. Oh, yes; $20,000, I should say, would be suf- 
ficient, but let us have it in the debate, so that the War Depart- 
ment may have notice that they must not go beyond a certain 
sum for vinegar. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I will modify my amendment by inserting 
after the word “animals,” “ Provided not more than $20,000 
of this amount shall be used for vinegar for public animals.” 

Mr. HULL. I am inclined to think that that is not subject 
to a point of order, as it is a limitation. It might be at a large 
expense, but of course the gentleman has no hope or desire of 
getting such a proviso adopted or he would not have offered it. 

The question on agreeing to the amendment was taken, and 
the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, there has been some discus- 
sion this afternoon in regard to our expenditures in connection 
with the occupation or intervention in Cuba, and I desire, for 
the information of the committee, to have read at the Clerk’s 
desk a letter received from the Secretary of War. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman waive that until I have cor- 
rected some punctuation in the bill? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, on page 19, line 18, after the word 


“war,” I ask that a semicolon be inserted. In line 20, same 
page, after the word “ material,” strike out the semicolon and 
insert a comma. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendments will 
be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HULL. On page 20, line 3, after the word “scouts,” 
strike out the colon and insert a semicolon. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Is that in the interest of economy? 

Mr. HULL. That is in the interest of punctuation and to save 
amendments by the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
agreed to. : 

There was no objection. ` 

Mr. HULL. On page 21, after the word “department,” in 
line 9, strike out the comma and insert a semicolon. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, there have been some ques- 
tions asked this afternoon concerning our expenditures in Cuba 
and whether or not any part of that expenditure is being paid 
out of the treasury of the Cuban Government. During the con- 
sideration of the first emergency appropriation bill at this ses- 
sion, which carried an appropriation of, I think, $150,000 for 
traveling pay of officers in the Army, the subject came up, and 
the Secretary of War addressed to the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations a letter completely covering this subject. 
In view of the discussion this afternoon, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the letter may now be read for the information of the 
committee and printed in the RECORD. 1 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that the letter to which he has just referred 
may be read and printed in the Recorp. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, December 1}, 1906. 
My Dran Mr. TAwNex: The cost to the United States for the un- 
usual expenditures resulting from the sending of the army of pacifica- 
tion to Cuba amounted on November 30, 1906, to $2,012,632.77, dis- 
tributed as follows. 


Quartermaster’s Department: 


Regular supplſes - $103, 763. 82 
Incidental expenses 84, 316. 79 
Barracks and quarter 22. 252. 61 
reat transportation 1, 321, 361. 81 
Clothing and camp and garrison 
pe roe P aS A A E —— 69, 204. 25 
Horses for cavalry, artillery and 
P a EEE E A a nae 32, 500. 
Emergency fund 105, 625. 00 
— $1, 739, 024. 28 
Pay Department sos y aia 82, 495. 89 
Signal: Corps... + nen eee —— 66, 616. 81 
Subsistence Department 49, 041. 56 
Medical Department = 57, 235.15 
Engineer Department — 17, 774. 04 
Ordnance Department = 445. 04 


JJ!!! ⁰y een eee 2, 012, 632. 77 


In addition there will be a continued expense so long as this army 
remains there, of which an itemized account is being kept. As near 
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as can be estimated, this will be for the remainder of the current fiscal 
year as follows: 
Quartermaster's Depa 
riod Nov. 30, 1906, to June 30, 1907: 
Transportation of the Army and its 


rtment, for the pe- 


supplies ASAREE E E A SEEN $403, 503. 98 
Horses for cavalry, artillery, and en- 
Clothing and camp an ee 
ot and camp and garrison 
en REE RE SE et —.— 50, 600. 00 
Incidental expenses 2 293. 538. 85 
j 55 8757, 642. 83 
Pay Department, $45,831.05 per month, or for the 
3 Nov. 30, 1906, to June 30, 1907 =< 320, 817. 35 
Signal Corps, for the period Noy. 30, 1906, to June 
C A RRS ST eR eS 58, 000. 00 
Subsistence Department, $23,925.28 per month, or for 
period Nov. 30, 1906, to June 20, 1907 167, 476. 96 
Medical Department, for the period Nov. 30, 1906, to 
fe nas RE BE ae ee ea ae 14, 000. 00 


1. 317, 937. 14 


So far these expenditures have been made out of the regular ap- 
propriations, supplemented in the case of the Quartermaster’s, the Sig- 
nal Corps, and the Engineer Department out of the allotments made to 
them from the emergency fund of the War Department. Expenditures 
from such allotments, so far as reported, are as follows: 


Quartermaster’s Department 
Signa 


10, 000 
165, 625 


In my current annual report I say: 

“An insurrection against the Government of Cuba that arose during 
the pan summer assumed such proportions by September that the 
President of that Republic requested the intervention of the United 
States, under the authority derived from the so-called Platt amend- 
ment; and in connection with the establishment of a provisional gov- 
ernment for Cuba for the purposes of pacification an expeditionary 
force of regular troops, aggregating 5,396 men, was dispatched to Cuba 
and is now there, with Brig. Gen. James F. Bell, Chief of Staff, in com- 
mand. 

“Daring our first military occupation of Cuba, and while the Army 
was employed in putting down the insurrection in the 5 a 
large part of the expense involved in such use of the Unit States 
Army was made a charge against the revenues of Cuba and the Philip- 
\pines, respectively. 

“Among the classes of army ee thus paid out of the Cuban 
and Philippine treasuries were the following: 

“Rent of barracks, hospitals, storehouses, quarters for officers and 
for enlisted men entitled thereto by the regulations of the United States 
Army; rent of target ranges, pastures, drill grounds, and similar ex- 
penditures; repairs for quarters, and material used in such repairs: 
‘services, such as scavengers and policing not required to be performed 
by troops and prisoners; all expenses necessary in the supply of water; 
such expenditures as are made from the appropriation for t rtation 
of the Army, as repairs of wagons, transportation material, shoeing of 
horses and mules, maintenance of vessels and crews used by the Quar- 
termaster's Department in Cuba; surveying instruments and books; ex- 
penses connected with the establishment and maintenance of detention 
camps, material used in disinfection, and similar emergency expendi- 
tures ; maintenance and operation of telephone and telegraph lines used 
by the Army; and hire of scouts, guides, and interpreters. 

“The sending of an expeditionary foree to Cuba of course involves a 
v considerable expenditure for army purposes additional to that 
which would be necessary if the same force were employed in ‘their or- 
dinary places of duty. n itemized account of such expenditures is be- 
ing kept by the Department, and it seems just and proper that the in- 
pa ea cost to the United States of sen ing expeditionary forces to 
Cuba should be paid out of the funds of the Cuban treasury.” 

The authority for the use of the revenues of “ occupied gaye A "Is 
found in the familiar principle of international law. which is erred 
to by Hon. Elihu Root, then Secretary of War, in his letter to the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, dated May 31, 1902, being House No. 2350, Fifty- 
seventh Congress, first session, and just what procedure was taken and 
expenditure made is explained in the letter from the then Secretary of 
War to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, dated May 29, 

00, which is printed as House Document No. 896, Fifty-sixth Con- 
gress, first session. A 

While the. present provisional administration of the affairs of the 
Republic of Cuba is not military but civil in its form, it is in effect and 
law an assumption of the functions of government. As a necessary 
corollary to its obligations to maintain stability and to preserve life, 
liberty, and property, there comes the right to administer and expend 
such portions of the revenues of the occupied territory as may be nec- 
essary for those purposes. Under military occ tion the governing 
control is lodged in the President of the Unit States. Under the 
former occupation there was a general direction by the President of the 
United States for the expenditure of such portions of the revenues of 
Cuba as miit be necessary to maintain peace and order, which ex- 
tended to all necessary instrumentalities to attain the same. By di- 
rection of the Secretary of War, under his order, various expenditures 
were made by the military. governor of Cuba for those objects. 

The present government of the island is actually exercised by the 
President, through the provisional governor of the Republic of Cuba, 
and he has, by his various decretal orders, appropriated various sums 
for providing shelter and preserving the heal of United States 
forces on duty in Cuba, to wit: 

--._.~.. $50, 000 


Derne Ne. 17, October 13, TOUA .. ee 
Degree No. 18, October 18, 1906, general disbursement for nec- 
essary expenses from general revenue 
ee Yo. 3 1906, for net 3 eres 
repairs of public bu , supplying water troops, 
posal of sewage, secant mopping constructing — — 
necessary labor, and general sanitation . 50,000 
Decree No. 173, November 24, 1906, for above purposes 30, 000 


The necessary expenditures for the above objects, and for others nec- 
essary to the dne administration of the provisional government, 
contemplated to be made from time to time. The purposes for such 


are, 
ex- 


penditures are necessary to carry out the beneficial objects of our in- 
tervention, and are doomed to be properly paue from the revenues 
of Cuba, and not of the Government of the United States. 

The only question which arises is whether the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment of Cuba are sufficient to pay the 5 expenses of its gov- 
ernment and these military expenses besides. I think it might be well 
to authorize the President or Secretary of War to receive from the 
Cuban Sg oa A and deposit in the Treasury of the United States such 
sums as the President shall determine to be equitable and available 
from the Cuban revenues, and thus reimburse the Treausry of the United 
States for the expenditures incurred by the United States in ‘the 
TE occupation of the island. 

ery respectfully, 
Hon. Jauns A. TAWNBY, — 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, 
House of Representatives, U. 8., Washington. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 


SECRETARY OF Wan. - 


quired for heating offices, hospitals. 
ing stations, and United States military phan; also ranges and stoves, 
0 


i for th F t 
sions; for the ni ure, text- r, and equipmen' 
for the post schools and libraries; for the tableware and mess furni- 
ture for kitchens and mess halls, each and all for the enlisted men, 
including recruits; of forage in kind for the horses, mules, and oxen 
of the “Guartermaster’s Department at the several posts and stations 
and with the armies in the field, and for the horses of the several - 
ments of cavalry, the batteries of artillery, and such companies of in- 
cor f and scouts as may be mounted, and for the authorized number 
of officers’ horses, including bedding for the animals; and nothing in 
the act making spore riations for the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 1908, or any ‘other 
act, shall hereafter be held or construed so as to deprive officers of the 
Army, wherever om duty in the military service of the United States, of 
forage, bedding, „ or shelter for their authorized number of 
horses, or of — of transportation or maintenance therefor for 
on 


Pay and Quartermaster's rtments, and for printing De 
orders and reports, $5,500, : Provided, That hereafter fue 


master’s Department, for the actual use of such officers only, at the rate 
of $3 per cord for standard oak wood, or at an equivalent rate for other 
kinds of fuel, the amount so ed to each to be limited to the 
officer's actual personal necessities as certified to by him: Provided 
further, That no part of the appropriations for the Quartermaster’s De- 

rtment shall be expended on printing, unless the same shall be done 
4 contract after due notice and competition, except in such cases as 
the emergency will not admit of the giving notice of competition, and 
in cases where it is impracticable to ve the necessary printing done 
=i contract the same may be done, with the approval of the Secretary 
of War, by the ER of material and hire of the necessary labor for 
the pur or the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, whenever the 
ice machines, steam laundries, and electric 
competition with private enterprise for sale 
opinion of the Secretary of 


rtment 


lants shall not come in 
o the public, and in the 
War it becomes necessary to the economical 


use and administration of such ice machines, steam laundries, and 
rong lants as have been or-may hereafter be established in pursu- 
ance of law, 


lus ice 2 disposed of, laundry work may be done 
for other branches of the vernment, and surplus electric licht and 
power may be sold on such terms and in accordance with such regula- 
tions as may be prescribed by the Secretary of War: Provided, That 
the funds received from such sales and in payment for such laundry 
work shall be used to defray the cost of operation of said ice, laundry, 
and electric plants; and the sales and expenditures herein provided for 
shall be accounted for in accordance with the methods prescribed by 
law, and any sums remaining, after such cost of maintenance and o 
eration haye been defrayed, shall be deposited in the Treasury to the 
credit of the appropriation from which the cost of operation of such . 
plant is paid. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order 
against lines 17 and 18, on page 23. 

Mr, MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on 
the first proviso on page 24, commencing on line 17, and also 
to the proviso, on page 25, to the clause reading “and surplus 
electric light and power may be sold on such terms and in ac- 
cordance with such regulations as may be prescribed by the 
Secretary of War.” 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Perkins). Does the gentleman from 
New York wish to be heard on his point of order? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Iowa some questions. 

Mr. HULL. Do I understand the gentleman from Illinois 
to reserve his point of order to the fuel proviso? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. HULL. What is the point of order of the gentleman from 
New York? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I raise the point of order to the pro- 
vision for the “eonstruction and operation of laundries.” I 
desire to know how much of this appropriation it is intended 
shall be expended to construct new laundries. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I would say that on the proposi- 
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tion of the gentleman from New York [Mr.:FrrzeERaLD] that it 
is impossible for me to give the exact information as to the 
amount. My understanding is that it is an extension of the 
work of putting up laundries they have had heretofore at hos- 
pitals, and it is a matter of economy at posts to construct them, 
and that the amounts that would be expended I should imagine 
would not be very considerable, but would be something. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, when this bill was un- 
der consideration last session I called the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that in several items a great number of dif- 
ferent matters were included and large lump appropriations 
made. For instance, this particular paragraph appropriates 
$5,500,000 for a great number of different items. It is utterly 
impossible to ascertain either how much is expended for any 
particular purpose or how much is estimated for that purpose. 
So far as I am concerned, I said then that I should, as far as I 
was able, prevent the addition of new language making it possi- 
ble. to do additional things out of such appropriations. These 
items should have been segregated long ago. The matters 
should be divided up, so that Members of the House would be 
able to know just what was being done with the money appro- 
priated. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I would say that the different ap- 
propriations carry a very large number of items. Congress has 
never had in detail all the different items specified and the 
amount to be used for each particular purpose. I doubt if it 
would be profitable for Congress to have every particular in- 
dividual item in this large list of materials to be purchased or 
work to be done estimated for separately and appropriated for 
separately. I can give the gentleman the only information that 
Ihave here in regard to these laundries. I read from the hear- 


ings: 

The CHAIRMAN. The next is “For the construction, operation, and 
maintenance of laundries at military posts in the United States and its 
island possessions.” We have had that laundry business up, and I 
thought that we authorized you to have laundries. 

General HUMPHREY. No, sir. We are authorized to do laundry 
work. We have some laundries that were established by the Medical 
Department for sanitary reasons. I think it very desirable to provide 
that at such posts as the Secretary of War may decide require laundries 
the machinery may be purcha and fuel for operation supplied, so 
that laundry for the enlisted men may be done in the posts. 1 have 
mentioned that in my annual report, and believe the reasons given are 
excellent. They are as follows: k 

“There is urgent need at many military posts for laundry facilities 
for enlisted men. The work could done much more economically 
and with greater convenience than under the present system, or want 
of system, by which enlisted men have to depend upon private estab- 
lishments outside of the post, thus making a heavy draft upon their 
-meager resources. Established laundries under military control are 
also desirable for sanitary reasons, as has heretofore been pointed out 
by the Surgeon-General of the Army. The present method of having 
enlisted men’s laundry work done at all sorts of places outside of mili- 
tary reservations and which are not under sanitary inspection is a con- 
stant menace to health, especially in the island possessions. 

Those are the reasons for the items. I think it is subject to 
a point of order, and I hope that point of order will not be made. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to say that I disagree with the 
gentleman from Iowa that it is not desirable to have the items 
of these various paragraphs in this bill specially explained. 
Last session we discovered that $50,000 had been- taken out of 
the fund for the transportation of the Army in order to test 
coal. We found a great many instances in which the appro- 
priations were being used for purposes never contemplated by 
Congress in making the appropriations. In the naval appropri- 
ation bill specific appropriations are made for laundries for the 
barracks of the Marine Corps, and in the estimates of last year 
$280,000 was asked to put up laundries in connection with the 
different Marine Corps barracks. The extent of the Marine 
Corps is very insignificant compared with the Army itself, and 
if it will require $280,000 to build laundries for the Marine 
Corps I would hesitate very much to permit the Quartermaster- 
General to haye available $5,500,000 to build laundries for the 
Army. I know something about the way they use these appro- 
priations. If laundries are required at any specific post, they 
should be estimated for and passed upon both by the gentleman’s 
committee and by the House. This is simply the opening up of 
an avenue of great expenditures never yet considered by Con- 
gress and not known to Members to be contemplated from a 
casual examination of the provision. The Book of Estimates 
for last year shows that the smallest amount, as I recollect, 
asked for equipping a laundry at a Marine Corps barracks was 
$6,000. This appropriation authorizes the construction of laun- 
dries at any barracks or at any military post, either in the 
United States or in the island possessions. An astounding sum 
could be expended under this provision for laundries. I would 
ask the gentleman from Iowa if he knows whether the increase 
of $500,000 in this appropriation is intended to cover the pro- 
posed erection of laundries under this language of the bill? 

Mr. HULL. I will say to the gentleman that the increase of 


$500,000 was given because of the increased cost of a great 
many items here, and we cut what they asked down. The es- 
timate was $6,350,000, and we cut that estimate down from that 
amount to $5,500,000 not on account of laundries, but on ac- 
count of the belief that they might get through on that amount 
and it is a limitation upon what they could have. The increase 
of $500,000 was not on account of laundries, I will say to the 
gentleman, and I have no idea the amount expended would be 
anywhere near $500,000, because the Secretary of War would 
select the posts where they are needed most and thus know what 
they would have left out of the appropriation to carry on the 
regular work. There is nothing that can be bought under this 
appropriation except what is specifically mentioned in the appro- 
priation. The abuses to which the gentleman referred a while 
ago, or what he called abuses, as to tests of coal, etc., were all 
out of the transportation of the Army and its supplies. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think there was some in this particu- 
lar item 

Mr. HULL. There has been a large growth during the years 
of making that appropriation shoulder everything else that was 
not specifically provided for, and when we come to that we have 
required separate estimates for them in the future, but I think 
to go into a separate estimate of every one of the things 
enumerated in this would be to burden our record with a mass 
of detail that would not be of any particular benefit to the 
Government. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, upon that same line of reasoning 
we might just as well appropriate one lump sum and let them 
do as they please with it for the Army. 

Mr. HULL. I hardly think that would follow. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I imagine that what we are here for is 
to know something about the purposes for which this money is 
to be expended ; the more detailed information we have the more 
efficiently we can discharge the duty that devolves upon us. 

Mr. HULL. I do believe the reason given by the Quartermas- 
ter-General is exceedingly strong in favor of it, and we ought 
to give the enlisted force of the Army the privilege of having 
their laundry done inside of the grounds by sanitary methods. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I agree with the gentleman, but I think 
Congress ought to determine how much should be expended for 
a laundry and at what particular place it should be expended, 
just the same as Congress determines just where and how much 
shall be expended for a hospital, which is of much more impor- 


-tance to the enlisted men. 


Mr. HULL. Congress has never done that in regard to bar- 
racks and quarters and military posts. We have given a lump 
sum. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I said hospitals at those places. We 
have put a limitation so that they can not expend over $20,000 
for any one hospital. 

Mr. HULL. In the general hospital appropriation they do not 
go over $20,000; that is under the law. But generally it is a 
lump sum and expended under the direction of the Department. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But under this they could expend any 
amount they pleased for any one laundry. Mr. Chairman, I in- 
sist upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Iowa to resist the point of order? 

Mr. HULL. I do not resist the point of order at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Does the gentleman from Illinois insist upon his point of order, 
which he has reserved? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. I 
do not think there is any question but the paragraph is subject 
to the point of order. E 

Mr. HULL. What is it? 

Mr. MANN. On page 24, the first proviso, with reference to 
the charge which the Government shall make for fuel furnished 
to the commissioned officers. 

Mr. HULL. I will say to the gentleman that is the same pro- 
vision, as I remember, that we had last year. 

Mr. MANN. I understand. 

Mr. HULL. And I will say to the gentleman, if the word 
“ hereafter ” was in last year, this could go out on the ground 
that it is reenacted law. I am trying to see what is the case. 
There has never been a time when the Government has not fur- 
nished fuel to officers at a certain fixed price. 

Mr. MANN. I understand all of that, but here is a proposi- 
tion to furnish fuel at a great deal less than cost. 

Mr. HULL. Yes. ‘ 

Mr. MANN. Which means not only the kind that you de- 
scribe, which is standard oak WoOd 

Mr. HULL. That has always been the standard. 

Mr. MANN. Or hard coal, or soft coal, or anything else the 
man desires to burn. 
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Mr. HULL. Each class to be the equivalent of that cord of 
hard wood. 

Mr. MANN. Now, we pay a certain salary to a commissioned 
officer in the Army. 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Thereupon we provide in addition that he shall 
have so much money for the quarters which he does not get. 
Then we provide that he shall receive his grocery supplies partly 
at the expense of the Government. Then we provide that he 
shall receive his fuel partly at the expense of the Government. 
Then we provide that he shall have his laundry work done. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, no; you do not. 

Mr. MANN. You just wanted to put in that provision here. 

Mr. HULL. These laundries are for the enlisted men—spe- 
cifically advocated on that line. 

Mr. MANN. I understand the gentleman to say that is what 
they are advocated for, but the provision of the bill not only 
authorizes the use of these laundries for the benefit of the com- 
missioned men, but for anybody else in the world. 

Mr. HULL. No; they all have to pay. 

Mr. MANN. Pay what? A fixed charge regardless of the 
cost. So that I say it is done partly at the expense of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. HULL. Now, I will read what we passed last year: 

Provided, That hereafter fuel may be furnished to commissioned ofM- 
cers on the active list by the Quartermaster’s Department. 

Mr. Chairman, I am perfectly willing that it should go out. 
It is simply reenacting existing law. 

Mr. MANN. I am perfectly willing it should go out. 

Mr. HULL. It goes out because it stays in. 

Mr. MANN. That is a question for the Comptroller to de- 
termine. 

Mr. HULE. The reason for the Government placing fuel at a 
fixed price is because officers are compelled to go where they are 
ordered. The same reason that applies to that applies to the 
rations that are sold to the officers from the commissary stores. 
Now, under the old law, before the last appropriation act, all of 
the officers were allowed exactly the same amount for fuel. A 
man in Cuba got just the same amount allowed that the man in 
Alaska could buy, and a man in Alaska could not buy a pound 
more. That was not fair. A man is sent to Alaska in pursu- 
ance of the policy of the Government, and he ought not to be 
compelled, as he would in some places there, to spend practically. 
all of his salary to keep himself warm during the winter and 
be at a disadvantage with the man who is in a warmer country. 
It is to equalize the conditions that this was put in, granting 
an increased allowance under certain conditions. The officer in 
a cold country is still at a disadvantage. The Government has 
never, probably, made its fuel account come out even on what 
they let the officers have. It has never come out even on its 
commissary account with what it has supplied. And yet the 
very nature of the service required this must be equalized or 
else the man with the most undesirable billet in which to serve 

as an officer would be ruined by, the Government on account of 
such service. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that there will be 
any objection to letting the officers have fuel partly at the ex- 
pense of the Government, but it will be highly desirable, if it 
were possible, for Congress to ascertain what is the compensa- 
tion paid to the officers in the Army and Navy and other officials 
of the Government. The gentleman in charge of the bill is not 
able to tell. I do not think there is an Army officer who can 
tell. 

Mr. KEIFER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MANN: Well, the gentleman from Ohio thinks he can. 
Let us see. 

Mr. KEIFER. No; I did not say that. I stated that the 
Army officers could. 

Mr. MANN. They get their privileges, but nobody knows 
what is the amount of their compensation. They are provided 
with a salary, a home, then we let them have partly at our ex- 
pense their groceries, and we let them have partly at our ex- 
pense their fuel supplies. We have omitted to add part of the 
expense of the unnecessary and costly uniforms which the Army 
Regulations require them to purchase. But nobody knows what 
the compensation amounts to, and what these things that they 
get amount to. 

Mr. HULL. The amount paid for groceries is more than the 
amount these articles cost the Government, because 10 per cent 
is added in all cases, and where transportation has not been in- 
cluded it more than pays the cost to the Government. 

Mr. MANN. Is it not a fact that groceries or anything else 
are not purchased by the officer from the Government unless he 
can purchase them at the same price or lower price than he can 
from the grocer? J 


Mr. HULL. Oh, in the great staple articles the Government, 
with the 10 per cent added to the original cost, can supply them 
in all thickly settled parts of the country cheaper than the 
grocer; but it does not entail a loss on the Government in these 
cases. 


Mr. MANN. The gentleman must not misunderstand me. I 
do not say it is wrong to do it, but I am seeking to find out, if 
anybody can tell me, in the midst of the constant demand for 
increase now prevailing perhaps all over this country; and I 
would like to inquire what they now get. 

Mr. HULL. Take a captain. He gets $1,800 a year. 

Mr. MANN. That is his salary. 

Mr. HULL. Now, he gets no allowance for quarters unless 
he is stationed in a city where the Government does not own 
quarters. 

85 MANN. And if it does not, under this bill he gets $36 a 
mon 

Mr. HULL. If he is at a post, he has three rooms allotted to 
him; where there are no quarters he gets $36 per month. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HULL. I ask unanimous consent that I may give this 
5 for the benefit of my distinguished friend from 

no 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. HULL. Now, he gets that $1,800; then he gets a 10 per 
cent increase on that every five years up to 40 per cent increase. 
So that if he serves twenty years he gets 40 per cent additional 
pay on account of longevity service. Now, that is called the 
“ longevity ” or “ bogey pay, and this can not go beyond the 40 
per cent. 

Mr. MANN. That is the salary. 

Mr. HULL. That is the salary of a captain. Now, he gets 
the privilege of purchasing such commissary stores as he may 
desire to purchase from the Government at the cost to the Gov- 
ernment, with 10 per cent added. 

Mr. MANN. How does anybody know how much that will be, 
or whether they will buy any? 

Mr. HULL. A great many of them do not buy anything. 

Mr. MANN. How much does the Goyernment lose in paying 
out the money in that way? 

Mr. HULL. I should say a very trifling sum. 

Mr: MANN, Has the gentleman sufficient knowledge to be 
able to guess? 

Mr. HULL. Nobody could tell, unless they could figure each 
individual purchase and balance profit and loss. 

Mr. MANN. ‘That is what I say. 

Mr. HULL. It would be so trifling a sum that the gentleman 
from Illinois would not consider it. 

Mr. MANN. I do not see how the gentleman can say it is a 
trifling sum. What is a cord of standard oak wood worth in 
the District of Columbia to-day? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Eight dollars. 

Mr. HULL. The whole of the time that they are at a 
post they get fuel allowed up to a certain amount at a certain 
rate. They now get what they need at such a rate. It may not 
be wood, but can be the equivalent in heating power of wood. 

Mr. MANN. It would cost the Government $8 a cord, and 
they would get it at three, so that at least part of it would 
be at the expense of the Government. 

Mr. HULL. I will ask the gentleman how much his fuel 
costs him? 

Mr. MANN. It costs a great deal. I can tell the gentle- 
man to provide fuel for my modest house here it costs me 
from $150 to $250 a year. 

Mr. HULL. That is a very high price. = 

Mr. MANN. I burn a great deal of wood, for which we 
have to pay out of our own pockets and receive no assistance 
from the Government. 

Mr. HULL. But the gentleman must remember that these 
officers pay a very large part of it out of their pockets. 

Mr. MANN. Why not? 2 

Mr. HULL. Why, yes. 

Mr. MANN. The Government pays a large part of it. 

Mr. HULL. No; it does not pay the larger part. 

Mr. MANN. It costs the Government $8 a cord for the wood, 
and they are only charged three. 

Mr. HULL. I think I will undertake to furnish the gentle- 
man with all the woed he wants, if he will take it in consider- 
able quantities, for five dollars and a half a cord. 

Mr. MANN. I will take a cord, then, at five dollars and a 
half. The gentleman is called right now. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HULL. I said “in considerable quantities.” 

Mr. MANN. Oh, nobody buys these things in considerable 


quantities. We buy them at retail. 
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Mr, HULL. The Government buys largely at wholesale. I 
think I can tell the gentleman within a hundred dollars a year 
all that a captain of the Army gets out of his pay and allow- 
ances. 

Mr, MANN. I think the gentleman is wide of the mark more 
than a thousand dollars a year. 

Mr. HULL. That is quite a difference of opinion. 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. HULL. And while I ordinarily bow with the greatest 
respect to the judgment of the gentleman from Illinois, I am 
piping at this time to doubt his having figured on the ques- 
tion at al 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. PERKINS). Does the gentleman from 
Illinois insist on his point of order? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order on 
the proviso beginning with the word “Provided,” in line 17, on 
page 24. 

Mr. HULL. I concede the point of order, simply on the 
ground that it is a reenactment of existing law. 

Mr. MANN. I should like to ask the gentleman from Iowa 
what is the reason why the Government should engage in the 
business of making and selling electric light and power at 
Army posts? 

Mr. HULL. That question was gone into pretty fully last 
year. It is for the reason that at a great many of these places 
there are no private electrical plants, there is no ice made, and 
the people of the locality are fayored by the privilege of pur- 
chasing it, and it makes no expense to the Government. 

Mr. MANN. I was not referring to the provision with refer- 
ence to ice. I can understand that, but I ask about electric 
power and light. 

Mr. HULL. It is for the same reason, that at many of the 
Army posts they have electric power, while the villagers have 
none, and where they can purchase it from the Government it is 
of great advantage to them, and the amount received for it is 
covered into the Treasury. 

Mr. MANN. Then the gentleman thinks this is an advan- 
tageous thing. 

Mr. HULL. Provided they do not enter into competition with 
any private concern, and the Quartermaster-General says there 
has been no controversy raised at any place, but that it has been 
a great boon to the people living in these places. 

Mr. MANN. I withdraw the point of order on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn. The 
gentleman, as the Chair understands, has a further point of 
order reserved. The gentleman reserved a point of order on 
page 25. 

Mr. MANN. That is the one I withdraw. The other one, on 
page 24, is the one I insisted upon, and that was sustained. I 
withdraw the point of order on page 25. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois withdraws 
the point of order. 

Mr. HULL. - Concerning the provision on page 24, a reading 
of the law of last year shows that this is simply a reenactment 
of the law as it was last year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. HULL. It is a reenactment of the present law. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For Moe dg dl and 4 Rar ers for troops of the Seacoast Artillery, 
$1,300,000 : at hereafter no part of ao appropriations for 
barracks aaa 8 shall be pe ce at brigade posts unless by au- 
thority of Congress, and no . — this . shall be expended 


at posts pro to be abandoned. 


Mr. TAWNEY. I desire to reserve a point of order on this 
paragraph. 
Mr. MILLER. I desire to reserve a point of order to that 


part of the provision in the last section which is new legislation, 
“that hereafter no part of the appropriations for barracks and 
quarters shall be expended at brigade posts unless by authority 
of Congress.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
graph. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. CURRIER). The gentleman from Kansas 
makes a point of order against the entire paragraph, as the 
Chair understands. : 

Mr. MILLER. No; against the proviso. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I make the point of order against the entire 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota makes the 
point of order against the entire paragraph. Does the gentle- 
man from Iowa desire to be heard on the point of order? : 


I reserve a point of order on the entire para- 


Mr. HULL. I should like to hear what the gentleman bases. 


his point on. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not care to hear from 
the gentleman from Minnesota, 


Mr. HULL. Then the Chair and the gentleman from Minne- 
sota haye discussed it? I supposed the Chair would want to 
know what the gentleman from Minnesota based his point on, 
unless he had discussed it with the gentleman. 


The CHAIRMAN. No; the Chair has had no discussion with 
the gentleman from Minnesota, but it is very apparent to the 
Chair why the point of order is made. 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘The Chair can well admit that the gentleman 
from Minnesota has not even suggested the point of order to the 
Chair until now. The gentleman from Iowa is well aware of 
the fact that this provision is for the construction of new work. 
It is a provision that has always been carried in the sundry 
civil bill. The Committee on Military Affairs therefore had no 
jurisdiction of the subject-matter of the paragraph, as evidenced 
by the provision now carried in the sundry civil bill, which 
reads as follows: 


Military posts: For the construction aa Bor genera of buildings 
— such “military posts as, in the ju the Secretary of War, 

may be necessary; for the erection mal and quarters for the 
artillery in 99 — — with or Ane project for seacoast ka and guar: and 
for Te urchase of suitable building —.— for said barracks and quar- 
ters, $825,000, of which sum $1,000 may be used under eye — 
3 of War for 8 survey, and plans for an ad 
water supply for Fort William Henry Harrison, in the State of aoe 
tana ; but no part of the money appropriated for’ milita: tary posts shall be 
used for the purchase of any land except as herein specially provided. 


The matter is new legislation in this provision, and it is not 
7 5 to the bill reported by the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard. I haye no 
question in my mind that the Committee on Military Affairs has 
jurisdiction over barracks and quarters for the line of the Army, 
whether at seacoast defenses or otherwise. Even if the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations has heretofore had this matter, gives 
it no jurisdiction under the rule. In this appropriation this 
year there were two appropriations submitted by the estimates; 
that of itself carries with it no jurisdiction, I am willing to con- 
cede, because it is in the estimates, but for the artillery even 
seacoast defenses is just as much under the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Military Affairs up to the limit that has been 
heretofore carried in these bills by the two committees as the 
buildings at any other post in the country. I suppose we have 
no jurisdiction whatever to say where these posts shall be lo- 
cated, and we claim none on that. The Committee on Appro- 
priations, having jurisdiction of fortification bills, locate all the 
fortifications of the country. But giving them the location of 
fortifications, it does not follow that they buy the clothing; 
they do not buy the overcoats; they do not buy any of the 
clothing of the artillery, and they haye no more jurisdiction over 
the barracks and quarters on account of locating the place where 
the guns shall be emplaced than they have over the overcoats 
of soldiers. 

It seems to me because of this division heretofore we have 
appropriated for barracks and quarters, and part of the money 
has been expended at these posts. There has been no restric- 
tion upon it; it was simply barracks and quarters. I see no 
reason why the point of order should be raised against this 
appropriation simply because in this bill the committee has 
segregated the items and so appropriate that money for one 
class of quarters can not be used for another class. If we ap- 
propriated in the usual way all could be used at interior posts 
or all at seacoast defenses. Separating and making specific does 
not change the matter. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, one word in reply. It is not 
that I care anything personally about the jurisdiction between 
the two committees, but it has always been the policy of Congress, 
upon the initiation of the Committee on Appropriations, to keep 
separate and distinct the cost of maintaining the Army and the 
expense incident to that maintenance and the cost for new con- 
struction for new posts. That was the policy of Congress when 
the Committee on Appropriations had jurisdiction of both the 
Army appropriation bill and the sundry civil bill. It was for the 
purpose of enabling Congress to at all times determine from the 
Army appropriation bill what it was costing the people of the 
United States to maintain the Army and what it was costing for 
such new construction or new posts that were not necessarily 
incident to the maintenance of the Army. 

Now, that division was carefully maintained when the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations had jurisdiction of both bills, and when 
the jurisdiction over the Army bill was taken from that com- 
mittee nothing went from the Committee on Appropriations ex- 
cept the items incident to and necessarily involyed in the 
maintenance of the Army. From that time until to-day the 
Committee on Appropriations have carried in their appropria- 
tion bill the provision provided for here. 

I think the policy is a good one; I believe it should be main- 
tained. There is no feeling at all on the part of the Committee 


854 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 9, 


on Appropriations because of the attempt to take from the 
Committee on Appropriations this jurisdiction, but it will neces- 
sarily result in the abolition of that policy which I believe to be 
wise and correct—the policy that enables Congress and the 
country at all times to know what it is costing to maintain the 
Army and what the new construction is costing the people inci- 
dent to the existence of the Army. I think there can be no 
question whatever about the point of order being well taken, 
because it does not belong to this bill. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say one word in 
regard to what has been said by the gentleman from Minnesota 
that the military bill provides only for the actual cost of main- 
taining the Army. The answer to that is seen in every appro- 
priation bill since the division of power in the House and the 
taking away from the Committee on Appropriations of certain 
appropriations. There has not been a single appropriation bill 
from the Military Committee that has not provided for bar- 
racks and quarters, not one. It is true that when the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations had the entire subject under its con- 
trol there was carried in the sundry civil appropriation bill 
the appropriation for buildings costing more than $20,000, and 
in the Army appropriation bill appropriations for buildings 
costing less than $20,000. Yet, unless you construe the lan- 
guage in which they make it as waiving the law, they have 
violated the law every time they have brought in an appro- 
priation for a larger building. The same law that they invoke 
against the Military Committee applies to them. It is found 
on page 281 of the military laws of the United States, and it 
says: 

Permanent barracks or quarters and buildi and structures of a 
permanent nature shall not be constructed unless detailed estimates 
shall have been previously submitted to Congas and approved by 
special appropriations for the same, except when constructed by the 
troops; and no such structures the cost of which shall exceed $20,000 
shali be erected unless by special authority of Congress. 

Now, we have carried barracks and quarters in the military 
bill every year since the division of power. We are entitled to 
that at least. We have jurisdiction of it. If the gentleman 
were correct that we are only to legislate on the military bill 
for the actual expenses of supporting the Army, why have we 
done all these other things that have been in the nature of con- 
struction for every year since the Committee on Military Affairs 
has had jurisdiction? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Iowa if this committee has ever before taken jurisdiction of bar- 
racks for seacoast artillery on an appropriation bill? 

Mr. HULL. It has never been asked specifically for that. 
But under our appropriation for barracks and quarters, not 
limiting it to any other than coast artillery, every dollar we ap- 
propriate could have been used there, and much of it has been. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the Chair asked the gentleman from 
Iowa if the bill under consideration does not provide for bar- 
racks and quarters for troops other than seacoast artillery. 

Mr. HULL. We divided it for this reason: That the appro- 
priation asked for by the two committees had gone beyond the 
amount that the evidence showed the Department needed for 
this purpose. If we had appropriated in the other way, as we 
have done heretofore, it would have meant that they could use 
every dollar at the seacoast defenses, or they could use every 
dollar and let that out. The two appropriations asked for from 
the two committees exceeded by a million of dollars the amount 
that the Chief of Artillery stated would be necessary. We wanted 
to make it specific, so that they could not divert this money 
they asked for from one purpose to another. That is all. We 
have simply changed the language of the appropriation to make 
it specific, that they could not use what they ask for for sea- 
coast barracks and quarters at other posts and what they ask for 
at other posts at the seacoast. Heretofore they could use every 
dollar at the seacoast defenses or they. could refuse to use a 
dollar there, as they might desire. It does seem to me that 
simply making it specific does not change it. The only question 
that can arise is whether a dollar of this money can be used 
for any building costing more than $20,000, and, in my judg- 
ment, it can not under this provision and under the law I have 
just read. 

If we desire to appropriate more than $20,000 to a building, 
it would be necessary for us to specify each building, and then 
the same law would apply to the Committee on Military Affairs 
that applies to the Committee on Appropriations, and the only 
difference in the language of the appropriation heretofore is 
that they call it “for military posts“ and we call it“ for bar- 
racks and quarters.” It is identically the same thing, and they 
put in this language, “ subject to the discretion of the Secretary 
of War,” and hold that that waives the law and that he can put 
all the money in one building if he wants to. I think the intent 


of the law rigidly carried out by Congress would be that you 


have got to appropriate on detailed estimates for every building 
that costs more than $20,000, and you have got to make a spe- 
cific appropriation for the building under the law. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, in addition to what the gentleman 
from Iowa has just said, I would like to make this suggestion: 
It must be apparent that the Committee on Military Affairs has 
jurisdiction over this matter; otherwise you would have this 
anomalous condition. The Military Committee could come in 
here and make a recommendation for the increase of the Army, 
and yet they would not be able to furnish quarters for that in- 
crease. Therefore I maintain that they have that authority 
and have always exercised that authority. 

Mr. HULL. Let me submit this to the Chairman, just this 
one proposition. Suppose the Committee on Military Affairs, 
in place of trying to safeguard this appropriation, had simply 
said “ for barracks and quarters, $6,325,000,” as the Department 
asks. They could have used every dollar of it for what is set 
out here, submitted in the estimates, not only the $1,300,000, 
but the whole six million on the coast defenses if they had de- 
sired it, because there is no limitation in the language of the 
estimates and has never been any limitation in former appro- 
priation bills. The Chairman will find on page 37 of the hear- 
ings before the Military Committee the matter fully set out for 
what they desire it. That is the information that enables us 
to segregate the two items. If we had appropriated as we have 
heretofore, they could have used $6,000,000 for seacoast defense 
if ae had that number of buildings costing less than $20,000 
each, 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
tion? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact there is no estimate made in 
moe aimats submitted under the Army bill for this appropria- 

on? 

Mr. HULL. There is an estimate submitted in the estimates 
for the Army bill for $1,373,000. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is also a fact that the estimate for this 
item of barracks and quarters, Seacoast Artillery, is submitted 
as an estimate in the sundry civil expenses of the Government. 

Mr. HULL. Just as they do for military posts; and, Mr. Chair- 
man, that is one of the great evils of this class of legislation 
where two committees have jurisdiction concurrently over the 
same matters, where if a building costs less than $20,000 they go 
to one committee and if it costs more than $20,000 it goes to 
another, making two divisions. They have submitted to the 
committee in the sundry civil estimate for a certain amount for 
the same purposes, not only seacoast, but all posts. They claim 
that those buildings cost more than $20,000. They make this 
estimate to the Military Committee for $1,373,000 for buildings 
that could be built and have been built heretofore under the law 
under the appropriation carried by this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The suggestion of the Chairman at the 
time the point of order was made that he did not care to hear 
the gentleman from Minnesota was based upon the fact that this 
paragraph is out of order regardless of the question of juris- 
diction. This limitation is not confined to this appropriation, 
but is general in its terms, “Provided, That hereafter,” etc., and 
the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HULL. Let me ask the Chairman if he sustains the point 
of order to the whole paragraph or to the proviso? 

The CHAIRMAN. If any part of the paragraph is out of or- 
der, the whole paragraph is out of order. 

Mr. HULL. Then, Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment: For barracks and quarters for troops of the Seacoast 
Artillery, $1,300,000.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. I make the point of order against the amend- 
ment, Mr. Chairman. 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers the fol- 
lowing amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after line 2, page 31, the following: 

For barracks and quarters for troops of the Seacoast Artillery, 
$1,300,000.” 

The CHAIRMAN. And against that the gentleman from Min- 
nesota raises the point of order. The Chair would like to ask 
the gentleman from Iowa what committee in the past has ac- 
tually appropriated the money that has built the barracks for 
the Seacoast Artillery? 

Mr. HULL. I should say that the amount over $20,000 in a 
building had been appropriated by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and that all costing $20,000 and less by the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, has the gentleman any positive 
knowledge what committee has actually appropriated the money 
which has gone to build this class of buildings? 


Will the gentleman from Iowa permit a ques- 
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Mr. HULL, I have not, but if the Chair will hold the matter 
up until to-morrow morning I can give positive knowledge one 
way or the other. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I wish to say in reply to the Chair that the 
construction of barracks and quarters for the Army out of the 
appropriations made by the Military Committee have been made 
out of the general appropriation expended under the statute 
passed, as I now recollect it, in 1843, and have applied exclu- 
sively to barracks and quarters of the Army, not the seacoast de- 
fense at all, with a limit on the expenditure to $20,000 for each 
building. That is the only appropriation that has ever come 
from the Committee on Military Affairs relating to barracks and 
quarters. No appropriation has ever been made 

The CHAIRMAN. You are referring to Seacoast Artillery? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am not referring to Seacoast Artillery. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘To barracks generally. 

Mr. TAWNEY. To barracks of the Army. If there is any 
appropriation for seacoast defense it has been carried hereto- 
fore in the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. HULL. As a separate item; have you carried it as.a 
separate item or as military posts? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Carried it just as we carry it in the current 
law. It is for military posts, and in the body of the item For 
the erection of barracks and quarters for the artillery in con- 
nection with the adopted project for seacoast defense and for 
the purchase of suitable building sites,” etc. 

It is under the title “ Military posts,” but the language of the 
law especially authorizes the appropriation for the erection of 
barracks and quarters for the seacoast artillery in connection 
with adopted projects for seacoast defenses. That is the lan- 
guage of the appropriation for this purpose in the sundry. civil 
bill, and always has been. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I moye that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. CURRIER, the Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
the committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
23551) making appropriation for the support of the Army for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon, 

FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa, a member of the Committee on Appro- 
vriations, reported the bill (H. R. 23821) making appropria- 
tions for fortifications and other works of defense, for the arma- 
ment thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial 
and service, and for other purposes; which was read the first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I desire to reserve all points of order. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. Dowxxxn, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Ella F. Sydnor, H. R. 1763, Fifty- 
sixth Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

Also, to withdraw from the files of the House, without leav- 
ing copies, the papers in the case of John F. Starcher, H. R. 
10167, Fifty-seventh Congress, no adverse report having been 
made thereon. 

Mr. Ronix SON of Arkansas, by unanimous consent, was granted 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
copies, papers in the case of Fannie Hay Maffit, H. R. 3968, 
Fifty-ninth Congress, and H. R. 7230, Fifty-eighth Congress, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. HULL: Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 43 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting, with a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War, an esti- 
mate of deficiency appropriation for the War Department—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and sur- 
yey of Long Island channel and Rockaway Inlet, New York— 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed, with illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and sur- 
vey of Newark Bay and Passaic River, New Jersey—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary ef War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and sur- 
vey of Columbia River and tributaries, Oregon and Washing- 
ton—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting papers 
in the pension case of Mary Murray, with "recommendations of 
relief—to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 


‘named, as follows: 


Mr. BIRDSALL, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 
6855) to amend the act approved August 19, 1890, entitled, “An 
act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions at sea,” re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 6055); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. x 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public ds, to which 
was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 190) 
extending protection of second proviso of section 1 of the act of 
December 21, 1904, to certain entrymen, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6120); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. CUSHMAN, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5531) for the 
relief of Francisco Krebs, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6054) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
22291) to authorize the reappointment of Harry McL. P. Huse 
to the active list of the Navy, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6056) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15562) provid- 
ing for the payment of an amount found by the Court of Claims 
to be due John J. Vincent, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6057) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16793) for the relief 
of A. Boschke, civil engineer, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6058) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bill of the House (H. R. 19354) granting three months’ pay 


proper to Henry C. Pearson, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6059) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20009) for the 
relief of John D. McLain, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6060) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 874, reported in lieu thereof 
a resolution (H. Res. 680) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of Peter Dougherty, accompanied by a report 
(No. 6064) ; which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 1257, reported 
in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 681) referring to the Court 
of Claims the papers in the case of William Offutt, deceased, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6065) ; which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar, 
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He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 1258, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(IZ. Res. 682) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the 
ease of William Taylor, accompanied by a report (No. 6066) ; 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 1446, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 683) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of Lucy M. Fisher, accompanied 
by a report (No. 6067); which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 2167, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 684) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of William W. Callahan, adminis- 
trator, accompanied by a report (No. 6068); which said resolu- 
tion and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 2166, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(H. Res. 685) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the 
case of Salina E. Lauderdale, accompanied by a report (No. 
6069) ; which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 1571, reported in 
lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 686) referring to the Court of 

Claims the papers in the case of Joseph White, deceased, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6070); which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 2993, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 687) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of Mrs. E. W. Williams, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 6071); which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LER, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 3474, reported in lieu thereof 
a resolution (H. Res. 688) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of J. B. Chandler and D. B. Cox, accompanied 
by a report (No. 6072) ; which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 3824, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 689) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of Mason Shipman, accompanied 
by a report (No. 6073) ; which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 3827, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 690) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of Luther H. Potterfield, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6074) ; which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 3902, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 691) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of Napoleon B. Watkins, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6075) ; which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LEB, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 3903, reported in lieu thereof 
a resolution (H. Res. 692) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of George M. Fry, accompanied by a report 
(No. 6076) ; which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. : 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 3919, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (II. Res. 693) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of Virginia E. Ficklin and James W. Ficklin, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6077) ; which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 3957, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 694) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of John McDermott, accompanied 
by a report (No. 6078) ; which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 4902, reported in lieu thereof 
a resolution (H. Res. 695) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of J. W. McConnell, accompanied by a report 
(No. 6079) ; which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 


was referred the bill of the House H. R. 5078, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 696) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the estate of John Hogan, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6080); which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 5942, reported in lieu thereof 
a resolution (H. Res. 697) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of the estate of Richard M. Harrison, de- 
ceased, accompanied by a report (No. 6081) ; which said resolu- 
tion and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 5943, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 698) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of W. H. Harrison, accompanied by a report (No. 
6082) ; which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 5947, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 699) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of Richard Wiseman, deceased, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6083) ; which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 5951, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 700) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of Lettie Myers, accompanied 
by a report (No. 6084) ; which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 6456, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 701) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of Robert H. Holland, accompanied by a report 
(No. 6085) ; which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 7614, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 702) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of Peter Sheets, deceased, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6086); which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 7646, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 703) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of Johnson Miller, deceased, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6087) ; which said resolution and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska, from the Committee on War 
Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 7779, 
reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 704) referring to 
the Court of Claims the papers in the case of Protestant Orphan 
Asylum at Natchez, Miss., accompanied by a report (No. 6088) ; 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Priyate 
Calendar. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 7817, reported in lieu thereof 
a resolution (H. Res. 705) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of the heirs and representatives of Thomas B. 
Benson, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 6089); which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 9049, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 706) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case for the relief of estate of Bennett 
Robertson, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 6090) ; 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee on 
War Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 
9348, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 707) refer- 
ring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of Edwin Cal- 
houn, accompanied by a report (No. 6091) ; which said resolu- 
tion and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 9349, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 708) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of W. F. Parker, accompanied by a report (No. 6092) ; 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 11195, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 709) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the estate of Josuah Parnell, 
deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 6093) ; which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr, PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee on 
War Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 
11697, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 710) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of W. H. 
Padrick, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 6094) ; which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 11828, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (II. Res. 711) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of Henry Gannon, deceased, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6095) ; which said resolution and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 11830, reported in 
lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 712) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of Oliver Milburn, deceased, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6096) ; which said resolution and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 11831, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 713) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in 
the case of John Whittington, accompanied by a report (No. 
6097) ; which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 11857, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 714) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the estate of James Johnson, 
deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 6098) ; which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee.on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 11965, reported in 
lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 715) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the estate of Henry Vedrine 
et al., accompanied by a report (No. 6099); which said resolu- 
tion and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 12110, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 716) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the estate of Aaron Turner, 
deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 6100) ; which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H, R. 12527, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 717) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of Dr. J. J. Crunk, accompanied 
by a report (No. 6101); which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 12668, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 718) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of Jonathan Poulk, deceased, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6102); which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 12722, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 719) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of William M. Goforth, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6103) ; which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 12817, reported in lieu thereof a reso- 
lution (II. Res. 720) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of the estate of H. B. Henegar, deceased, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6104); which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 12893, repotted 
in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 721) referring to the Court 
of Claims the papers in the case of A. J. Bryson, accompanied 
by a report (No. 6105) ; which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee on 
War Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 
13290, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 722) refer- 
ring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of Mount Zion 
Church, of Williamson County, Tenn., accompanied by a report 
(No. 6106) ; which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 17302, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 723) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of James Inman, accompanied by 
a report (No. 6107) ; which said resolution and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar, 


Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 13353, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 724) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the heirs of Mary A. Summer- 
hill, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 6108) ; which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 17609, reported 
in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 725) referring to the Court 
of Claims the papers in the case of James T. Dodson, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 6109) ; which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 17764, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 726) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of Lewis B. Brasher, accompanied 
by a report (No. 6110); which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee on 
War Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 
18004, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 727) refer- 
ring to the Court cf Claims the papers in the case of Frederick 
A. Holden, accompanied by a report (No. 6111); which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 18055, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 728) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the estate of Solomon Landis, 
deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 6112) ; which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 18101, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 729) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the heirs of Edward and Wil- 
liam Holderby, accompanied by a report (No. 6113) ; which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 18796, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 730) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the Grand Lodge Independent 
Order of Odd Fellows of the State of Tennessee, accompanied 
by a report (No. 6114); which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska, from the Committee on War 
Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 19742, 
reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 731) referring to 
the Court of Claims the papers in the case of the estate of 
George E. House, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 6115) ; 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 19972, reported 
in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 732) referring to the Court 
of Claims the papers in the case of Martha A. Davis, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6116) ; which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to-which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 19982, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 783) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in 
the case of Robert Michaels, accompanied by a report (No. 
6117) ; which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 21865, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 734) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of John B. Page, accompanied by 
a report (No. 6118) ; which said resolution and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 22600, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 735) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of Lillie L. Penrod, sole heir of 
Mary E. Wycough, accompanied by a report (No. 6119); which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2, Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska, from the Committee on War 
Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
16485) for the relief of the estate of John T. McCord, deceased, 
reported the same, accompanied by an adverse report (No. 
6061) ; which said bill and report were laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 18117) for the relief of Oscar Von 
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Hoffman, reported the same, accompanied by an adverse re- 
pori (No. 6062); which said bill and report were laid on the 
table. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21701) for the relief 
of Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of the Philippine 
Volunters, reported the same, accompanied by an adverse report 
(No. 6063) ; which said bill and report were laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 23815) to purchase a painting 
of the battle of Gettysburg—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 23816) to prevent intimida- 
tion and corruption of yoters at all primary elections and at 
all general elections held for the purpose of nominating or elect- 
ing any person to any political office under the Constitution and 
laws of the United States—to the Committee on Election of 
President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23817) granting pensions to certain en- 
listed men, soldiers and officers who served in the war of the 
rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23818) to provide for fixing a uniform 
standard of classification and grading of wheat, flax, corn, oats, 
barley, rye, and other grains, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 23819) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved June 29, 1906— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill {H. R. 23820) for the 
erection of a monument to the memory of Philip Kearny—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions: A bill (H. R. 23821) making appropriations for fortifica- 
tions and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for 
the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 23822) for dredging and re- 
moving sand bars in Ohio River near Hawesville and Union- 
town, Ky., and near the mouth of Green River—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 23823) to provide recip- 
rocal free trade in coal between the United States and the 
Dominion of Canada—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 23824) to require an account- 
ing of money expended in elections, to provide for the filing of 
statements of receipts and disbursements of political commit- 
tees with the Secretary of the Department of Commerce and 
Labor, and to prohibit corporations and national banking as- 
sociations from directly or indirectly paying or contributing any 
money, property, or thing of value to any political committee 
or to any candidate for nomination or election to any office 
under he Constitution and laws of the United States—to the 
Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 23825) to protect the 
rights of any owner of letters patent for an invention—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 23826) for the settlement of 
conflicting claims of the State of Wisconsin and its grantees 
and of the La Pointe band and other Chippewa Indians to lands 
on sections 16 in La Pointe Indian Reservation, in Ashland 
County, Wis.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 23827) providing that the 

[wuts of service of certain employees engaged in operating any 
railroad engaged in interstate commerce in the United States 
‘shall be limited to not more than eight hours in any twenty- 
four consecutive hours, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 23828) to amend an act ap- 
proved February 24, 1905, for the protection of persons furnish- 
ing labor, materials, plans, and supplies for the construction of 
public works—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23829) to provide for the computation of 
salaries of employees of the Government for fractional parts of 
a month—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BABCOCK : A bill (H. R. 23830) governing the main- 
tenance of stock yards, slaughterhouses, and packing houses in 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 215) pro- 
posing amendments to the Constitution of the United States, 


and providing for the election of United States Senators by di- 
rect vote of the people—to the Committee on Election of Presi- 
dent, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 680) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill 
H. R. 874)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 681) referring claim to Court of Claims 
(bill H. R. 1257)—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee: A resolution (H. Res. 682) 
referring claim to Court of Claims (bill H. R. 1258) — to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

By Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 683) referring claim to Court of Claims 
(bill H. R. 1446)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 684) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill 
H. R. 2167)—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 685) re- 
ferring claim to Court of Claims (bill H. R. 2166)—to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 686) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill 
H. R. 1571)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 687) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill 
H. R. 2993)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 688) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill II. R. 

74)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 689) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill 
H. R. 3824)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A res- 
olution (H. Res. 690) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill 
II. R. 3827)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 691) referring claim to Court of Claims 
(bill H. R. 3902)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 692) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill H. R. 
3903)—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee: A resolution (H. Res. 693) 
referring claim to Court of Claims (bill H. R. 3919)—to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 694) referring claim to Court of Claims 
(bill H. R. 3957) —to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 695) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill II. R. 
4902)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 696) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill 
H. R. 5078)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 697) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill H. R. 
5942) —to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee: A resolution (H. Res. 698) 
referring claim to Court of Claims (bill H. R. 5943) —to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 699) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill 
H. R. 5947)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 700) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill H. R. 
5951)—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee: A resolution (H. Res. 701) 
referring claim to Court of Claims (hill H. R. 6456)—to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 702) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill 


-H. R. 7614)—to the Private Calendar. 


By Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 703) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill 
H. R. 7646)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 704) referring claim to Court of 
Claims (bill H. R. 7779) —to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 705) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill H. R. 
7817)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 706) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill 
H. R. 9049)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee 
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on War Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 707) referring claim to 
Court of Claims (bill H. R. 9348)—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee: A resolution (H. Res. 708) 
referring claim to Court of Claims (bill H. R. 9349)—to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

By Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A res- 
olution (H. Res. 709) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill 
H. R. 11195)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee 
on War Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 710) referring claim to 
Court of Claims (bill H. R. 11697)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 711) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill H. R. 
11828)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A resolution (H. Res. 712) referring claim to Court of Claims 
(bill H. R. 11830)—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee: A resolution (H. Res. 713) 
referring claim to Court of Claims (bill H. R. 11831)—to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 714) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill H. R. 
11857)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A resolution (H. Res. 715) referring claim to Court of Claims 
(bill H. R. 11965)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 716) referring claim to Court of Claims 
(bill H. R. 12110)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 717) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill 
H. R. 12527)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 718) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill 
H. R. 12668)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 719) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill 
H. R. 12722) —to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee: A resolution (H. Res. 720) 
referring claim to Court of Claims (bill H. R. 12817) - to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A resolution (H. Res. 721) referring claim to Court of Claims 
(bill H. R. 12893)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee 
on War Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 722) referring claim to 
Court of Claims (bill H. R. 18290)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 723) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill 
H. R. 17302)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 724) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill 
H. R. 13353)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res 725) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill 
H. R. 17609)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 726) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill 
H. R. 17764)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee 
on War Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 727) referring claim to 
Court of Claims (bill H. R. 18004)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 728) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill H. R. 
18055) —to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 729) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill 
H. R. 18101)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 730) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill H. R. 
18796 )—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 731) referring claim to Court of 
Claims (bill H. R. 19742)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A resolution (H. Res. 732) referring claim to Court of Claims 
(bill H. R. 19972)—to the Private Calendar, 

Also, from the same committee: A resolution (H. Res. 733) 
referring claim to Court of Claims (bill H. R. 19982)—to the 
Priyate Calendar. 

By Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 734) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill 
H. R. 21865)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 


lution (H. Res. 735) referring claim to Court of Claims (bill 
H. R. 22600)—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A resolution (H. Res. 736) referring to 
the Court of Claims bill H. R. 20575—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A resolution (H. Res. 737) to pay to Mrs. 
Alberta De Lario a certain sum of money—to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

By Mr. HULL: A resolution (H. Res. 788) providing for pro- 
vision in the Army bill creating grade of Lieutenant-General of 
the Army—to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
me following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 

ollows : 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 23831) granting an increase 
5 pension to Joseph R. Day—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 23832) granting 
an increase of pension to John H. Aughey—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23833) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary M. Howell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 23834) granting an increase of 
ponpon to Samuel Langmaid—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BANNON: A bill (H. R. 23835) granting an increase 
of pension to John O. Eyans—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 23836) for the relief 
of Thomas J. Akins, assistant treasurer of the United States at 
St. Louis, Mo.—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23837) granting a pension to Peter Mil- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23838) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Spies—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23839) to correct the military record of 
John Quasse—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 23840) for the relief of 
Mary Wellmaker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23841) granting an increase of pension to 
Kate C. Bishop—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (II. R. 23842) for the relief of Joseph 
H. Parsons, heir of Lewis E. Parsons of Talladega, Ala.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 23843) granting an increase 
of pension to Frances A. Barker—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 5 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 23844) granting a pension 
to Edwin F. Foster, alias Paul Gillon—to the Committee on 
Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23845) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Cassle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 23846) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah Ann Kendig—to the Committee on -Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 23847) for the relief of 
William Donnelly and Patrick Egan—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 23848) granting a pension 
to James W. Shuffelbarger—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23849) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Mathews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania : A bill (H. R. 23850) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Freeman—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23851) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac F. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 23852) granting an increase 
of pension to James G. Crozer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 23853) granting an increase 
of pension to Frank Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 3 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 23854) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Allen—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DAWES: A bill (H. R. 23855) granting a pension to 
Sarah E. Selders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23856) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles T. Alcock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23857) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac C. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 23858) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh M. Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 23859) granting an increase 
of pension to Mark D. Lillie—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23860) granting an increase of pension to 


William G. Cummings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 23861) granting a pension 
to William L. Snider—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 23862) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Gagan—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 23863) 
granting an increase of pension to Daniel Mayer—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 28864) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILHAMS: A bill (H. R. 23865) granting an increase 
of pension to John Sanford Mott—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23866) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23867) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Rickey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23868) granting an increase of pension to 
George Buchanan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A bill (H. R. 23869) for the relief of 
George E. Hoffman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23870) an increase of pension to 
America J. Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 23871) granting a pension to 
Hazlewood A. C. Bradfute—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 23872) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Blacker—to the Committee on In- 

valid Pensions. ? 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 23873) granting a pension to 
John E. Drohan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 23874) granting an increase 
of pension to William R. Horn—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 23875) granting an increase 
of pension to William M. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 23876) granting an increase 
of pension to William E. Richardson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23877) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 23878) granting a pension to 
Lena Wing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 23879) granting an increase of 
pension to Elizabeth Hodge—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 23880) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Winfield S. Howe—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23881) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry R. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23882) granting a pension to Mary W. 

Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23883) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23884) granting a pension to Mary K. 
Lynch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23885) to correct the military record of 
Edgar Crockett—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a dill (H. R. 23886) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the naval record of Samuel E. Wadsworth, alias William 
Smith, second—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 23887). granting an increase 
of pension to Silas C. Yingling—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23888) granting an increase of pension to 
Myron H. Perrigo—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 23889) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to issue deed of conveyance to Lyman Bal- 
lou to certain lands in Custer County, S. Dak.—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. $ 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 23890) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jacob B. Haslam—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 23891) granting an increase 
of pension to William Sawyer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 23892) granting an increase 


of pension to Zachariah T. Houseman—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23893) to remove the charge of desertion 
and grant an honorable discharge to Henry Lowmaster—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 23894) granting an increase of 
penala to Ulysses J. Wannemaker—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions.: 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 23895) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elijah W. Adkins—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23896) for the relief of W. A. Coffman— 
to the Committee on War Claims. ` 

By Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 

7) for the relief of the estate of Henry Carter, sr., de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 23898) for the relief of R. 
Jane Brewer—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 23899) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James P. Hanna—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SAMUEL: A bill (H. R. 23900) granting a pension 
to Rebecca B. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: A bill (H. R. 23901) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William E. Sigler—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23902) granting an increase of pension to 
John Ogden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23903) for the relief of Evan Knecht—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHARTEL: A bill (II. R. 23904) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph H. Cox—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a: bill (H. R. 23905) granting an increase of pension to 
E. B. Platt—to the Committee on Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23906) granting an increase of pension to 
Elbert C. Taylor—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23907) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew M. Douglass—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 23908) granting an 
increase of pension to Jacob Konigstein—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (II. R. 23909) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to David S. Cochran—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 23910) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James O’Neal—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23911) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Stauffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23912) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Fitzgerald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23913) granting an increase of pension 
to James H. Arrowsmith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23914) granting an increase of pension to 
Russell Punteney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 23915) granting a pension 
to William Stegal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 23916) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Emil Umlauft—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23917) granting an increase of pension to 
Solomon Marsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23918) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas M. Dukehart—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ry Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 23919) granting a pension to 
Edgar C. Harris—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23920) granting a pension to John W. 
Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WELBORN: A bill (H. R. 23921) granting a pension 
to Anna E. Lucas—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23922) to carry out the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the ease of John W. Brooks, son of Isaac 
Brooks, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 23923) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth B. Thomason—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 23924) granting a pension to 
William S. Warner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23925) granting a pension to Mary Bemus— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. z 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committee was discharged 
from the consideration of bill of the following title; which was 
thereupon referred as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 23772) granting an increase of pension to 
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Temperance Davis— Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers-were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Spokane (Wash.) Chamber 
of Commerce, for increase of salaries of Representatiyes and 
Senators in Congress—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: Petition of the Forestry Club, 
State Federation of Women’s Clubs, for establishment of an 
eastern forest reserve—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Association of Army Nurses of the Civil 
War, for the Dalzell bill pensioning ex-Union prisoners of the 
civil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Reading Club of Rutherford, 
N. J., against the tariff on art works—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ANDRUS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Wil- 
liam F. Judson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the Yonkers Federation of Labor, against em- 
ployment of Chinese laborers on the Panama Canal—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petitions of citizens of Floyd County, 
Ind.; citizens of Shelby County, Iowa, and citizens of Mecosta, 
Mich., against legisiation to regulate the practice of osteopathy 
in the District of Columbia (bill S. 5221)—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 8 

Also, petition of conductors, engineers, and brakemen of the 
Pittsburg division of the Southwestern System, against the 
sixteen-hour railway bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
‘Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Pittsburg Composition Company, against 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Mary Wellmoder—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Jennie A. Tall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWIE: Petition of Milton A. Smith, of Anniston, 
Ala., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURTON of ‘Ohio: Petition of Major Cramer Camp, 
United Spanish War Veterans, Department of Ohio, for restora- 
tion of the Army canteen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Gif- 
ford M. Bridges—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Sarah 
Ann Kendig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Publishers’ 
League, against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Association of Army Nurses of the Civil 
War, for the Dalzell bill pensioning ex-Union prisoners of the 
civil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William Freeman— 
to the- ‘Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania State Camp, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CROMER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ken- 
neth M. Burr—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of William E. Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: Petition of the Acme 
Publishing Company, against tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Sophie F, Hunter— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John J. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of conductors, engineers, and brakemen of the 
Pittsburg division of the Southwest System, against the sixteen- 
hour railway bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the Association of Army 
Nurses of the Civil War, for the Dalzell bill pensioning ex- 
Union prisoners of the civil war—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Robert Hardwick—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Lucretia Hone—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

Also, petition of Ex-Prisoners of War Association, for bill S. 


3195 and the Dalzell bill (H. R. 9, Fifty-ninth Congress) — to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensjons. 

Also, petition of the National Camp and the Pennsylvania 
State Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring restric- 
tion of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration 


and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Elkhorn Council, No. 126, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, fayoring restriction of immigration 
(S. 4403) to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William D. Wol- 
ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Aguilla B. Gilli- 
land—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William L. South- 
gate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John W. Hard- 
wick—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Thomas J. Wells— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Daily World, Helena, Ark., against tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James McKelyey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
Hurst (previously referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions)—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Camp Luzon, No. 1, Army of the 
Philippines, favoring H. R. 18276 (medals for service in Philip- 
pine war)—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Chicago Board of Trade, favoring one- 
third of Government shipments for Panama from the port of 
New Orleans and Gulf ports—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of A. H. Bliss, for bill S. 2165, to pension mili- 
tary telegraph operators of the Army in the civil war—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Marseilles Plaindealer, for modification 
of the railway rate law so that advertising can be exchanged 
for transportation—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Mrs. America J. Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of the Rhode Island Horticul- 
tural Society, of Providence, R. I., against free distribution of 
seeds—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GRIGGS: Petition of the Times-Enterprise, against 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of the Willimantic (Conn.) Board 
of Trade, favorable to an increase of the salaries of post-office 
clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of the Franco- 

American Food Company, of Jersey City, N. J., urging modifica- 
tion of the meat-inspection bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Edward Simmons— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: Papers to accompany. bills for relief of 
Mary A. Edwards and William E. Richardson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: Petition of the International Sea- 
man's Union, against the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Publishers’ League, against tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Alsd, petition of the Evening Review, East Liverpool, Ohio, 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Local Union No. 17, N. B. of O. P., against em- 
ployment of all Asiatic cooly labor on the Panama Ganal Zone— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the Mission Promoting Asso- 
ciation of San Francisco, for remittance of the duty on lumber 
for building purposes in San Francisco—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Association of Army Nurses of the Civil 
War, favoring enactment of the Dalzell bill relative to pension- 
ing ex-Union prisoners of the civil war—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ’ 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petitions of the Rock Island (III.) News, 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. MADDEN: Petition of citizens of Washington, D. C., 
favoring legislation for reduction of the price of gas in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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By Mr. MEYER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of An- 
tonio Hook (previously referred toethe Committee on Invalid 
Pensions)—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
David T. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John R. McMaster— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Valentine Fraker— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John C. Bennett 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: Petition of the Associa- 
tion of Army Nurses of the Civil War, for the Dalzell bill giving 
pensions to ex-Union prisoners of the civil war—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of William 
H. Hawley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Sam- 
uel C. Young—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the Farmers’ Club of Montgomery County, fa- 
yoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petitions of the E. R. Andrews Printing 
Company, the Rochester Telegraph, the Rochester Herald, and 
the Burnett Printing Company, against tariff on linotype ma- 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of the Association of Army 
Nurses of the Civil War, for the Dalzell bill pensioning ex-Union 
pr sonera of the civil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Petition of Robert Andrews Division, No. 
317, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, for enactment of the 
ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: Petition of the American Academy of 
Medicine, favoring legislation in the interest of second-class 
mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. ; 

Also, petition of the Times, against tariff on linotype ma- 
chines—to the Committee on, Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Easton Council, No. 984, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the San Francisco Labor Council, against the 
utterances of the President on the Japanese relation to the pub- 
lic schools of said city and favoring exclusion of Japanese 
coolies on the same terms as the Chinese coolies—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. . 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of the National Bankers of Kansas, 
against legislation proposing to guarantee deposits of national 
banks—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Petitions of citizens of Avery, Hooks, 
Arthur City, and Bagwell, Tex., and of Durant and Sulphur, 
Ind. T., for an appropriation for improvement of the upper 
Red River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: Petition of the Evening News, El 
Paso, Tex., against tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STAFFORD: Petition of the Spanish War Veterans, 
of Waukesha County, Wis., for restoration of the Army can- 
teen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STERLING: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Thomas Banks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Odell, Ill, for deep waterway 
from the Lakes to the Gulf—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. . 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Sylvanus G. Pep- 
ple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Ira P. Morrison—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN WINKLE: Petition of the Franco-American 
Food Company, of Jersey City, N. J., for modification of the 
meat-inspection bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of Bayonne, N. J., for 
improvement of the waterway between Staten Island and New 
Jersey—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of the Post, Jamestown, N. Y., 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Petition of John A. Logan Council, No. 
19, Daughters of Liberty, favoring restriction of immigration 
(S. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WELBORN: Petition of the Ruralist, Sedalia, Mo., 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. f 
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SENATE. 


Tuurspay, January 10, 1907. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. CuLtom, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 


ASSAY OFFICE AT SEATTLE, WASH. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Director of the Mint submitting an amended estimate 
of appropriation for wages of workmen, assay office at Seattle, 
$30,020; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of the vestry of Trinity Protestant Episcopal 
Church on Edisto Island, South Carolina, v. The United States; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
Edward Buford, administrator of the estate of William R. El- 
liston and Maggie E. Fall and Sallie Richardson, only heirs of 
William H. Evans, deceased, v. The United States; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Chamber 
of Commerce of Colorado Springs, Colo., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to provide for a reclassification and increase 
of salaries of postal clerks in all first and second class post- 
offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. . . 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of Henry G. Crockett, of 
Maine, praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief 
of Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of the Philippine 
volunteers; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
southwest Washington, praying for the enactment of legislation 
prohibiting steam locomotives from emitting smoke anywhere 
within the confines of the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KNOX presented a petition of the New Era Club of West- 
ern Pennsylvania, Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the removal of the duty on works of 
art; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Copper River Railway 
Company, of Alaska, remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation providing for the construction of a railroad, tele- 
graph,- and telephone line in the district of Alaska; which was 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition.of the Merchants’ Association of 
New York, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for increased facilities in the United States Patent Office; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of the Association of Army 
Nurses of the Civil War, Brookville, Pa., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing that volunteer nurses of the civil 
war be placed on an equality with those pensioned under the 
act of 1892; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of C. R. Walker, secretary Altoona 
Lodge, Brotherhood Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen, of Al- 
toona; Thomas F. Durkin, secretary Lodge 544, Brotherhood 
Railway Trainmen, of Wilkes-Barre; Nicholas Burns, secretary 
Lodge 250, Brotherhood Locomotive Firemen, of Wilkes-Barre ; 
J. H. Rockenstein, secretary Brotherhood Locomotive Firemen 
and Engineers, of Freedom, all of the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the passage of the so-called “sixteen-hour bill; ” 
which were ordered to lie on the table. : 

He also presented memorials of Local Division No. 156, Order 
of Railway Conductors, Binghamton; Local Division No. 172, 
Engineers of Delaware and Hudson System, Oneonta; Local Di- 
vision No. 58, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, Oneonta, 
all in the State of New York, and of Local Division No. 263, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, Wilkes-Barre, Pa., remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called“ sixteen-hour bill; ” 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Williams- 
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port, Oil City, Pittsburg, Sunderlinville, and Shinglehouse, and 
of Rev. C. S. Longacre, Pittsburg, all in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation re- 
quiring certain places of business in the District of Columbia 
to be closed on Sunday; which were referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Dark Tobacco Planters’ 
Protective Association of Tennessee, Kentucky, and Virginia, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the re- 
moval of tax on leaf tobacco; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the Federation of Catholic So- 
cieties of Pennsylvania; sundry citizens of Haverford; H. W. 
Hayden, of Overbrook; sundry citizens of Jamestown; the 
Right Rey. Alexander Mackay-Smith, of Philadelphia, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for an investigation of the ex- 
isting conditions in the Kongo Free State; which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the State Camp of New York, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, New York, N. Y.; the National 
Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of America, Phillipsburg, N. J., and 
the Pennsylvania State Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of America, 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
widing for the restriction of immigration; which were referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of the publisher of the Monessen 
News, of Monessen; the publisher of the Covington Sun, of Coy- 
ington, and of the Breeze Printing Company, of Johnstonburg. 
all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for a modification of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission’s ruling denying newspapers the right to 
exchange advertising for railroad transportation; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce, 
Portland, Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for an appropriation of $15,000,000 for the construction and 
maintenance of submarine terpedo boats to be used exclusively 
for the defense of the Pacific coast; which was referred to the 
Committee on Coast Defenses. 

He also presented a memorial of the Pittsburg Ministerial As- 
sociation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Pittsburg, Pa., 
relative to the exclusion of Japanese from the schools of San 
Francisco; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 

. lations. 

Mr. KEAN (for Mr. WETMORE) presented the petition of J. H. 
Wiley and 92 other citizens of Newport, R. I., and the petition 
of Rey. S. W. Smith and 84 other citizens of Providence, R. I., 
praying for an investigation of the Brownsville incident involy- 
ing soldiers of the Twenty-fifth Infantry, United States Army ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. WerMoreE) presented the petition of Clara 
Browning, of Westerly, R. I., and the petition of Harvey Chace 
Perry, of Westerly, R. I., praying for an investigation into the 
existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DICK presented a petition of the Business Men’s Associa- 
tion of Alliance, Ohio, and a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Youngstown, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to increase the salaries of postal clerks; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Pomona Grange, No. 62, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Mount Nebo, Ohio, praying for the passage of 
the so-called“ parcels-post bill ; ” which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offiees and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of Goshen Grange, No. 573, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of New Hampshire, Ohio, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation providing free distribution 
of seeds and plants; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Western College of Women, 
of Oxford, Ohio, praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator from the State 
of Utah; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Labor Council, of San 
Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the utterances of the 
President regarding the attitude of the people of that State 
toward the Japanese; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Western College of Women, 
of Oxford, Ohio, praying that an appropriation be made for a 
scientific investigation of the conditions of women and child 
workers in the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 


perance Union, of Columbus, Ohio, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
cating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Harry C. Egbert Camp, No. 1, 
United Spanish War Veterans, Department of Ohio, of Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, praying for the repeal of the present anticanteen 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of Union Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Thompson, Ohio, and a memorial of Typograph- 
ical Union No. 474, American Federation of Labor, of Ashtabula, 
Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called“ ship- 
subsidy bill; ” which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Springfield Clearing House 
Association, of Springfield, Ohio, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to establish a uniform bill of lading; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Publishers’ League of 
New York City, N. ¥., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to remove the duty on linotype machines and the composing 
parts thereof; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Toledo, 
Ohio, remonstrating against the attitude of France toward the 
Catholic Chureh; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

He also presented sundry petitions of the Committees of Ex- 
Prisoners of War of Cincinnati and Norwalk, Ohio, praying for 
the enactment of legislation for the relief of ex-prisoners of the 
civil war; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cleveland, 
Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the maintenance of the Betsy Ross House, in Philadelphia, Pa., 
as a memorial to the designer of our national fiag; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Ohio State Dental So- 
ciety, of Columbus, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to increase the efficiency of the dental service of the Army ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Iie also presented a petition of National Camp, Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, of Phillipsburg, Pa., and a petition of 
Pennsylvania State Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of America, 
of Philadelphid, Pa., praying fer the enactment of legislation 
to restrict immigration; which were referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of the Cleyeland Sorosis and sun- 
dry artists of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to remove the duty on works ef art; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of John F. Bishop, of Ohio, 
praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief of Joseph 
V. Cunningham and other officers of the Philippine Volunteers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DEPEW presented memorials of Local Division No. 
154, of Binghamton; of Local Division No. 46, of Whitehall; of 
Local Division No. 56, of New York City, and of Thomas Dick- 
son Division, No. 171, of Mechanicsville, all of the Order of 
Railway Conductors, and of Local Division No. 263, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, of Oneonta, N. Y., and a me- 
morial of Local Division No. 58, Brotherhood of Locomotive En- 
gineers, of Oneonta, all in the State of New York, remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called“ sixteen-hour bill; ” which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Sherman Lodge, No. 143, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of East Syracuse, N. X., 
praying for the passage of the so-called “ anti-injunction bill,” 
and also the so-called“ sixteen-hour bill; ” which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Onondaga Lodge, No. 705, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Syracuse, N. Y., praying 
for the passage of the so-called“ sixteen-hour bill;” which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LONG presented a petition of the Cherokee Indians, pray- 
ing that jurisdiction be given the Court of Claims to hear and 
determine their right to certain lands west of the Mississippi 
River granted to them under certain treaties; which was re- 
ferred 2 5 the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
print 

Mr. SPOONER presented sundry papers to accompany the bilk 
(S. 7643) for the promotion and retirement of Col. John B. 
Rodman, United States Army, retired; which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented memorials of sundry citizens of Gene- 
see, Parma, and Latah County, all in the State of Idaho, and a 
memorial of sundry citizens of Farmington, Wash., remonstrat- 
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ing against the enactment of legislation requiring certain places 
of business in the District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday ; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 8 

He also presented memorials of sundry train dispatchers and 
of Local Division No. 209, Order of Railway Conductors, all of 
the Oregon Short Line Railroad Company, of Pocatello and 
Nampa, in the State of Idaho, and of Kemmerer, Wyo., remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called“ sixteen-hour bill; ” 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BACON presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 4822) for the relief of the estate of Wiley Franks, of Jones 
County, Ga.; which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Middlebury, Vt., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion requiring certain places of business in the District of Co- 
lumbia to be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 3 

Mr. FORAKER presented a petition of Wellsville Lodge, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Wellsville, Ohio, praying 
for the passage of the so-called “anti-injunction bill; ” which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 175, Broth- 
erhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Newark, Ohio, and a petition 
of Forest City Lodge No. 10, Brotherhood of Loconiotive Firemen 
and Enginemen, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the passage of 
the so-called“ sixteen-hour bill; ” which were ordered to lie on 
the table. : 

He also’ presented sundry petitions of freight trainmen an 
enginemen employed on the Cincinnati division of the Pennsyl- 
vania line, of Cincinnati, Ohio; of sundry conductors of the Penn- 
Sylvania lines west of Pittsburg, Pa., and of New Castle, Pa.; of 
H. W. Thornton, superintendent of the Pennsylvania lines west 
of Pittsburg, Pa., of New Castle, Pa.; of sundry conductors, 
engineers, and firemen employed on the Creston division of the 
Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Railroad, of Creston, Iowa, and 
of sundry railway employees of Crestline, Alliance, and Cam- 
bridge, in the State of Ohio, praying for a modification of the so- 
called sixteen-hour bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of C. W. Jarvis, of Columbus; of 
sundry railway employees of Lancaster; of the Commercial and 
Financial Chronicle of Ohio, and of Local Division No. 100, Or- 
der of Railway Conductors, of Columbus, all in the State of 
Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called “ six- 
teen-hour bill ;” which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of William H. Plummer, of 
Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of legislation for the 
relief of Joseph V. Cunningham and other officers of the Philip- 
pine Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. McCREARY presented a petition of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Louisville, Ky., and a petition of 
sundry citizens of Madisonville, Ky., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of in- 
toxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CULLOM. I am directed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 21574) making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1908, and for other purposes, to report it with amendments, 
and I submit a report thereon. . 

I desire to give notice that to-morrow morning immediately 
after the routine business, I shall call up the bill for considera- 
tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8631) for the relief of James 
M. Darling, reported it with an. amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 

was referred the bill (S. 7614) to amend the act entitled 
“An act to protect the harbor defenses and fortifications con- 
structed or used by the United States from malicious injury, 
and for other purposes,” approved July 7, 1898, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
„Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3357) granting an honorable 
discharge to James B. Mulford, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 7375) to correct the military record of Dennis 
O’Brien, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, 


and that it be referred to the Committee on Nayal Affairs; 
which was agreed to. ; 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.-R. 19749) to prescribe the duties of 
deputy collectors of customs, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 6987) permitting the building of a dam 
across the Savannah River at Gregg Shoals, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HEYBURN, from the Committee on Manufactures, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 
8th instant, proposing to appropriate $50,000 for compensation 
and actual necessary traveling expenses of special agents to in- 
vestigate trade conditions abroad, with the object of promoting 
the foreign commerce of the United States, ete., intended to be 
proposed by him to the legislative, etc., appropriation bill, re- 
ported it with an amendment, submitted a report thereon, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and printed ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 8th instant relative to 
the appointment of three clerks of class 4, one of which shall 
act as chief clerk in the Bureau of Manufactures, intended to be 
proposed by him to the legislative, etc., appropriation bill, re- 
ported it with an amendment, submitted a report thereon, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and printed ; which was agreed to. 


LICENSED OFFICERS OF VESSELS. 


Mr. FRYE. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 6898) concerning licensed officers 
of vessels, to report it favorably without amendment, and I sub- 
mit a report thereon. The committee instructed me to ask that 
the bill might have present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. It proposes to amend section 4438 of the Revised Stat- 
utes so as to read as follows: 

Sec. 4438. The boards of local inspectors shall license and classify 
the masters, chief mates, and second and third mates, if in charge of a 
watch, engineers, and pilots of all steam vessels, and the masters of 
sail vessels of over 700 gross tons, and all other vessels of over 100 
gross tons carrying ssengers for hire. It shall be unlawful to em- 
ploy any person, or for any person to serve, as a master, 
engineer in charge of a watch, or pilot of an 
any sail vessel of over 700 gross tons, or of any other vessel of over 
100 gross tons carrying passengers for hire, who is not licensed by the 


inspectors ; and anyone violating this section shall be liable to a penalty 
of $100 for each offense. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION AT ISLES OF SHOALS, NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am instructed by the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 189) to estab- 
lish a life-saving station at the Isles of Shoals, off Portsmouth, 
N. H., to report it favorably without amendment, and as it is a 
very brief bill, I shall ask for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LIGHTS ON LAKE OF THE WOODS, MINNESOTA. 


Mr. NELSON. From the Committee on Commerce I report 
back favorably without amendment the bill (S. 953) for the es- 
tablishment of lights at the mouths of Warroad and Rainy 
rivers, Lake of the Woods, Minnesota, and I submit a report 
thereon. I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


chief mate, 
steamer or as master of 


DONATION OF CANNON TO SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. WARNER. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 80) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to furnish two 3-inch wrought- 
iron muzzle-loading cannon, with their carriages, limbers, and 
accessories, to the State of South Dakota, to report it favorably 
without amendment, and I submit a report thereon. I was re- 
quested by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KITTREDGE] to 
ask for the immediate consideration of the joint resolution. 
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The Secretary read the joint resolution; and there being no 
objection, it was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


REVISION OF THE LAWS. 


Mr. FULTON. I ask consent to make a report from the 
special joint committee appointed under House concurrent reso- 
lution No. 35, to examine, consider, and submit to Congress 
recommendations upon the revision and codification of laws 
prepared by the Statutory Revision Commission. I wish to 
state before presenting the report that the committee has pre- 
pared one title, and presents it in the form of a bill. I am not 
advised as to what the proper practice in such case is, but I 
assume that the bill simply goes to the Calendar. It occurred 
to me that it would not be proper to refer it, because it comes 
from the special committee and is based on the report of the 
Commission. I ask that the bill and report may go to the Cal- 
endar and be printed, and at an opportune moment I shall ask 
to have the bill made the unfinished business in order that it 
may be taken up and disposed of at the present session. I do 
not make that request at the present time. 

The bill (S. 7709) to revise, codify, and amend the penal 
laws of the United States was read twice by its title. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 7678) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Kennedy; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7679) granting an increase of penaion to George M. 
Shaffer; and 

A bill (S. 7680) granting an increase of pension to John R. Boso. 

Mr. LONG introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7681) for the relief of the estate of William Coker, 
deceased ; and 

A bill (S. 7682) for the relief of the estate of James Childers, 
deceased. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 7683) granting an increase 
of pension to William Wakefield; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (S. 7684) to provide and 
maintain for the port of Galveston, Tex., a customs boarding 
boat; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 7685) granting an increase 
of pension to Albion W. Tebbetts; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 7686) to carry out the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the case of J. W. Howett, 
administrator of William Howett, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7687) granting an increase of 
pension to P. H. Henley; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FOSTER introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7688) for the relief of the estate of John Hoey, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 7689) for the relief of the estate of Dr. Joseph Rich- 
acd Martin, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 7690) for the relief of Mrs. Octave Simoneaux, ad- 
ministratrix of the estate of Henry Robertson, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 7691) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa Dornier; 

A bill (S. 7692) for the relief of the estate of Leandre Campo 
& Co.; and 

A bill (S. 7693) for the relief of Mrs. Marie Vives, executrix 
of the estate of Numa Vives, deceased. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 7694) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of Richard D. Lamb for 
himself and, as administrator of Ira M. Lamb, heirs of Ira M. 
Lamb and Caroline, his wife; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7695) granting a pension to 
Mary B. Wooster; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 7696) granting an increase 
of pension to Zadok K. Judd; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (S. 7697) for the relief of 
the estates of J. W. Gunter and W. H. Gunter, both deceased ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims, 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions : 

A bill (S. 7698) granting a pension to Fannie S. Grant; and 

A bill (S. 7699) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Hiler. 

Mr. BACON introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7700) for the relief of the estate of William R. 
Poole, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 7701) for the relief of Mary Wellmaker ; 

A bill (S. 7702) for the relief of the estate of Nancy Cates, 
deceased ; 

A bill ( S. 7703). for the relief of the estate of Aleck Baswell, 
deceased ; and 

A bill (S. 7704) for the relief of the estate of William B. 
Quinn, e 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 7705) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of A. G. McDonald. ad- 
ministrator of Robert H. Green, deceased ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 7706) for the relief of 
Robert Broadbent, Barger Holst, James A. Dunham, Byron 
Dawley, Axel Rosendahl, and Will J. Elliott; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 7707) to amend sec- 
tion 14 of the act approved July 29, 1892, entitled “An act for 
the preservation of the public peace and the protection of 
property within the District of Columbia;“ which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 7708) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Susan A. Brockway; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 7710) for the relief of 
J. A. Ragland; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Ile also introduced a bill (S. 7711) granting a pension to 
James Allen; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7712) granting an increase of 
pension to William Coxton; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LONG introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 82) providing 
for continuance in office of municipal officials in Indian Terri- 
tory; which was read twice by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, in the absence of objection, 

Mr. KEAN. I think the bill ought to go to the Committee on 
Territories. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas de- 
sire a reference to the Committee on Indian Affairs, as is indi- 
cated upon the bill? 

Mr. LONG. I think that is the appropriate committee. 

Mr. KEAN. I supposed that necessarily it would go to the 
Committee on Territories, 

Mr. LONG. Very well; that reference is satisfactory. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Territories, 


HOURS OF LABOR OF RAILROAD EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I submit two amendments to the substi- 
tute proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIvER] to the 
bill (S. 5133) to promote the safety of employees and travelers 
upon railroads by limiting the hours of service of employees 
thereon. As the amendments are very short, I ask that they 
may be read and lie on the table. 

The amendments were read and ordered to lie on the table, as 
follows: 

Amend the amendment proposed pipe 8 foll 

After the word “ — on line 2 1, insert . by 
accident or unexpected delay of rana 5 5 to make connection 
with the train of which such employee is serving, he is prevented from 
reaching his terminal.’ 


Strike out the word 


Ne hes on line 11, page 1, and insert in lieu 
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AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. ANKENY submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 


priate $750 to reimburse John M. Hill, late register of the 
United States land office at Walla Walla, Wash., for money paid 
by him, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment proposing to pay to 
Mary Lajord, widow of 'Thomas Lajord, the salary due him as a 
messenger on the rolls of the Senate from July 1, 1906, to July 
7, 1906, the date of his death, etc., intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed’ x 

ELIZABETH NALLY. 


Mr. KEAN submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the Senate, to 
Elizabeth Nally, widow of Dennis Nally, late a laborer in the employ of 
the Senate of the United States, a sum equal to six months’ salary at 
the rate he was receiving by law at-the time of his demise, said sum 
to be considered as including funeral expense and all other allowances. 


DISMISSAL OF THREE COMPANIES OF THE TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I have been detained from the 
Chamber for a couple of days by reason of an attack of the grippe, 
and the resolution in regard to the Brownsville matter has gone 
over twice upon that account. I understand that to-day the bill 
which deals with the hours of labor of railroad employees has 
the right of way, and that to-morrow there is unanimous consent 
to take up and dispose of in some manner the pension bill which 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Mecvumm!] has in charge. 

I therefore give notice that I will call up the resolution with 
regard to the Brownsville tragedy on Saturday at the conclusion 
of the routine morning business, and submit some remarks on it. 

Mr. FORAKER. In view of the notice the Senator has given, 
it is hardly necessary to ask for any agreement as to the resolu- 
tion to be taken up at that time for consideration, but I want at 
least to give notice that at that time when it is up for consider- 
ation to be discussed by the Senator from South Carolina I shall 
press it to final consideration and get a yote on it, if possible. 


HOURS OF EMPLOYMENT OF RAILROAD EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the unfinished business, Senate bill 5133. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 5133) to 
promote the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by 
limiting the hours of service of employees thereon. 7 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, at the close of the con- 
sideration of this bill on yesterday the Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. Kean} asked to have printed in the Recorp a docu- 
ment prepared by Mr. F. C. Rice, of Chicago. This document, 
which appears in the Recorp to-day, criticises the table pre- 
pared by the employees of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion and incorporated in the report of the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce of the House of Representatives at the last 
session, which reported favorably a bill relating to the same 
subject as the bill now before the Senate. That table was pre- 
pared and incorporated in the report of the House committee 
and, near the close of the last session, was used in the dis- 
cussion upon the floor of the Senate. I know that I made 
some use of it. I think reference was made to it and quota- 
tions were made from it by the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. TILEMAN]. 

It seems that this Mr. Rice has, or claims to have, examined 
the files of the offices of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
containing the reports made by the railroad companies under 
the statute requiring such companies to make report of acci- 
dents occurring on their lines. He claims to haye discovered 
discrepancies, and he even charges that interpolations have been 
made into those records for the purpose of conveying a wrong 
impression with respect to the hours the employees involved were 
at work and with respect to the causes of the accidents as set 
forth in the reports. 

I shall ask leave to print in the Recorp without having it read 
at this time a reproduction of Mr. Rice’s criticism, and in paral- 
lel columns quotations taken directly fresn the sworn reports 
made by the railroad companies in each case. Each case cited 
in the Rice pamphlet will be taken up in the order in which it 
was placed by Mr. Rice. 

I do, however, wish to take the time of the Senate very 
briefly, and I feel that I ought to do it in justice to the Inter- 


state Commerce Commission and those who were charged with 
the preparation of this report, which was made at the request 
of the Committee on Interstate Commerce of the Honse of Rep- 
resentatives, to call attention particularly to those cases in Mr. 
Rice’s pamphlet in which he charges that interlineations have 
been made in the reports as furnished by the railway companies 
to the Interstate Commerce Commission. In Mr. Nice's criti- 
cism of the table on case No. 36 he states: 

Some one seems to ‘have inserted the words “conductor on duty 
twenty kours ” in the company’s report without their knowledge. 

This, sir, of course, is a very serious charge. If any employee 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission has engaged in the busi- 
ness of doctoring these reports in order to advance legislation, 
he ought to be driven out of the public service. ‘ 

I have here before me a photographic copy of the record to 
which Mr. Rice refers. This shows that in addition to the type- 
written matter incorporated in the report upon the blank fur- 
nished by the Interstate Commerce Commission to the railroad 
company there has been written the words “ conductor employed 
October, 1896, on duty twenty hours.” 3 

These words are written in the handwriting of the railroad 
official. The identity of this handwriting is proved beyond ques- 
tion by comparison with other reports by the same official, in 
which there will be no dispute as to authorship. The Commis- 
sion returned the report to the general manager's office be- 
cause it had not been made in full compliance with the blank 
sent to the railroad company, upon which the report should be 
made, and it was therefore returned with a request calling for 
a statement of the time which the conductor of this train was 
3 continuously in service immediately prior to the ac- 
cident. 

In this and every other instance where changes have been 
made in these reports there is on file, and was at the time Mr. 
Rice was given access to the reports to make up the table, 
copies of all the correspondence between the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission and the yarious railroad companies upon 
whom calls had been made to complete the records in each of 
the cases where such records were incomplete. 

I will incorporate in the Record the complete answer in each 
of these cases and will only. take time to call attention to 
another in particular. This is among the cases concerning 
which charges were made by Mr. Rice with respect to the cor- 
rectness of the record. 

I have here a letter from the secretary of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, and accompanying it the correspondence in 
this particular case, which shows how difficult it is in many 
of these cases to obtain from the railroad companies a complete 
statement of all the facts necessary to make a complete record, 
and which explains exactly how some corrections appear in the 
records that are on file in the Interstate Commerce Commission 
office. The letter is addressed to nie, and is as follows: 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION, 
OFFICE OF run SECRETARY, 
Washington, January 10, 1907. 

Dear SENATOR LA FOLLETTE: Referring to case 81 of the accident 
— 1 5 0 furnished you through Mr. Hannan, this is the only case to 
which any inaccuracy can ascribed at all. The facts in this case 
are as follows: 

The accident occurred October 5, 1902. The general manager of 
that road, under oath as required by the accident law, reported that the 
conductor “had been on duty two days at time of accident.” On 
January 2, 1903, it was observed that the report had not been made in 
accordance with our instructions, in that the time on duty was stated 
in days instead of hours. 5 that day a letter was sent to 
the general manager asking him to please report in hours the length 
of time the conductor had n on duty. On the 20th of January the 
general manager advised the Commission that the superintendent had 
made an error in ing his report. 

The Commission fs compelled to take the sworn statement of the 
reporting officer of the railroad as to any accident, and it was only after 
months had ela „ and then in response to a request to change the 
report to show bours instead of days, that the general manager gave a 
diferent report than the first one. 

Whether the report of the general manager under oath or his letter 
of January 20, 1903, is correct we are unable to say, and it is to be 
regretted In preparing the report for you the letter was overlooked; it 


being in different hands than the report. 
Very respectfully, 


E. A. MOSELEY, Secretary. 
Hon. ROBERT M. LA FOLLETTE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
Then follows the letter of the Secretary of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission to Mr. Nixon, as follows: 


Jaxtary 2, 1903. 
Mr. W. C. NIXON, 


General Manager Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fe Railway, 
lveston, Ter. 
Dear Sin: Referring to your report of collision at Manvel, Tex, 
October 5, 1902, please report in hours the length of time the con- 
ductor had been on duty. 


Very ully, , Secretary. 
On January 20, 1903, the general manager replied to the let- 
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ter of the secretary of the Interstate Commerce Commission as 
follows: 
GULF, COLORADO AND SANTA Fe RAILWAY COMPANY, 
OFFICE OF GENERAL MANAGER, 
Galveston, Tex., January 20, 1903. 


{Train accidents, October, 1902.] 
Mr. EDWARD A. MOSELEY, 
Secretary Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dran SIR: n to your letter of January 2, in regard to the 
length of time the conductor had been on duty prior to the collision 
at Manvel, Tex., October 5, 1902. 

B to advise that after investigat the matter I find that the 
superintendent of the southern division, through error, showed the con- 
ductor as being on duty two days prior to the time of the accident, 
when, as a matter of fact, he had practically forty-eight hours’ rest 
prior to going on this trip, and was on the road three hours and forty- 
five minutes at the time of the accident. Conductor Scott arrived 
Temple October 2, at 1.05 p. m.; was off duty until 2 a. m. of October 
4, when he deadheaded to Galveston on a passenger train, arrivin 
8 1 p. m. of the Sth, and departed on train 36, same date, a 

slo p. m. 

I not think it is the desire of your Commission, when a con- 
ductor is deadheading on a passenger train, that it be shown as length 
of time in service, even though he was paid for the time while dead- 
heading; for the reason that no service whatever is required of train- 
men when deadheading on passenger trains, and they can get prac- 
tically as much rest while deadheading as they could get at home. 

Yours, truly, 
W. C. Nixon, General Manager. 

That explains, Mr. President, the correction that should be 
made in that particular case. For the others the statement 
which I haye here, from which I shall quote only a little further, 
I will ask to have printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, permis- 
sion to do so will be granted. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. While it may be true that in this in- 
stance a mistake has occurred in the compilation of the table in 
the office of the Commission, that mistake is in part, at least, 
due to a prior mistake on the part of the railroad officials re- 
porting the accident. The other criticisms of Mr. Rice do not 
appear to be so well founded even as this. In many cases his 
statements are in direct contradiction to the sworn reports of 
the railroad officials to the Commission, as will appear from the 
detailed comparison which I will ask to have printed in the 
Recor in this connection. A few cases will illustrate: 

In connection with case No. 8, the first one that Mr. Rice se- 
lects for criticism, he says: “ This man had not been on duty 
sixteen hours.” ‘The railroad official reporting the accident says, 
under oath, that the employee in question had been on duty 
seventeen hours previous to which he had seven hours’ rest.” 

On case 19 Mr. Rice makes the following statement: 

This case should not have been reported. The company's report 
states: No one saw the accident;” so that is mere assumption as to 
the cause of the injury. 

The proposed sixteen-hour law would have had no effect in this case. 
The accident was the result of a wreck which occurred before the crew 
had been on duty sixteen hours. The whole trouble was due to a 
casualty beyond the control of the company. n 

The company’s statement, under oath to the Commission, says 
of the employee, who not merely sustained an “injury,” but 
was killed: “Prior to accident he worked and rested as fol- 
lows: Worked fourteen hours and fifty-five minutes, rested 
eight hours and thirty-five minutes; worked thirty-two hours 
and rested nine hours thirty-five minutes; worked twenty-two 
hours and thirty minutes, when killed.” 

On case No. 29 Mr. Rice says: The accident really occurred 
from the failure of the flagman to put down torpedoes, which 
failure can not be attributed to long-duty hours.” 

The sworn report of the company states that: 

The accident was the result ‘of the conductor of No. 73, F. B. Poling, 
and rear brakeman of No. 73, Frank Atwood, being asleep in their 
caboose and not protecting their train properly. Both of these men 
were experienced railroaders, having been in the service of this com- 
pany for three years. They had been on the road, however, thirteen 
ours and ten minutes on the day previous to the accident, with only 
four hours’ rest before going out on this run, and they had been on the 
road eighteen hours when the accident occurred. 

These examples are fairly indicative of the reliability of the 
statements of Mr. Rice respecting these accidents, as will ap- 
pear to anyone examining and comparing his statements with 
the reports made under oath to the Commission by the rail- 
roads. While Mr. Rice takes up in detail only a part of the 
cases, he declares the whole table to be “a misrepresentation.” 
The fact is that Mr. Rice’s statement is discredited quite as 
much by the cases which he dodged, with the excuse that the 
companies had not yet reported to him concerning them, as by 
his garbling and distorting those cases with which he chose to 
deal. In nearly every one of the omitted cases the company’s 
reports state that the men had been on duty so long that they 
had actually gone to sleep at their posts of duty. I submit the 
following brief extracts from the language of the sworn reports 
of the companies in these cases. 

The first part of the table 19 cases are personal-injury 


comb Junction. At the time of acc 


cases not connected with any collision or derailment. Of these 
19 cases Mr. Rice chose to deal with but 4. I will quote 
briefly from the exact language of the reports in some of the 
rest of these cases, giving only that part of the statement which 
is directly related to this question, being careful to represent 
fairly the meaning of the report. 


No. 1,—Engineer, lying beside track sleeping, struck by No. 18. On 
auy 21 hours and 31 minutes previous to time of injury. 

o. 2.—Flagman sent back to 3 rear of train and fell asleep on 
side of track * * step of coach in rear of train 311, south 
bound, struck him in back. * * * Had been on duty continuously 
21 hours and 10 minutes. His own carelessness. 

o. 3.—He sat down on ties at end of bridge and fell asleep and was 
struck by passing freight. On duty 20 hours. 

No. 4.—Is supposed to have sat or laid down on track and gone to 
sleep and was run over. * lle had been on duty 18 hours. 

No. 5.—In backing up ran over flagman, who was sitting on the 
track and had fallen as ot He was seriously injured and died the 
same day. This crew had been out about 25 hours when the accident 
occurred, but the flagman was relieved 4 or 5 hours just prior to the 
accident, and after taking his place again he had been awake only 
about 15 or 20 minutes until the accident occurred. 

No. 6.—This man was run over while asleep on the track. He was 
on duty from 7.30 p. m. of the 17th until the afternoon of the following 
day, i. e, 4.15 p. m., or 20 hours and 45 minutes. 


Most of these nineteen cases of personal injury are of this 
same kind. The employee is kept at his post of duty so long that 
he becomes utterly exhausted, he falls asleep on the tracks while 
waiting to flag a train, and is killed. There can scarcely be any 
question in these cases that the accident is directly due to the 
excessive hours on duty. The case is not altered a bit by the 
statement in the report of an accident to an employee who has 
been on duty twenty-one hours and ten minutes that it was due to 
“his own carelessness.” 

Coming now to the second part of the table, the collisions and 
derailments : 


No. 21.—Due to engineman of sy 1068 falling asleep and failing 
to take signal to stop. * * + Engineman at fault. lle 
had 12 hours’ rest; on duty 29 hours. 

No. 22.—Accident was directly due to the fact that the engineman 
on extra west 8909 went to sleep om before the train reached Rend- 
: dent this man had been on duty 16 
1ours. 

No. 23.—Engineer and brakeman * * .* both asleep. * * * 

Both had been on duty continuously for 18 hours. 
_ No. 24.—Crew on No. 32 went in at Ripley 2.15 for No. 11 and No. 
5. They overlooked No. 11, and when it passed thought it was No. 5 
and pulled out. Conductor in service six years, two as conductor. Had 
been on duty 29 hours, with 13 hours! sleep before going out. En- 
gineer in service seven years as engineman. On duty 29 hours, with 
5 hours’ rest before going out. 

No. 27.—Accident caused by failure of engineer to have train under 
proper control. * * * Engineer had been on duty 22 hours and 
35 minutes. e 

No. 37.— Due to entire crew, except rear brakeman, being asleep and 
passing switch at which they should have poe in. Engineman and 
front brakeman dismissed; conductor and fireman suspended 30 days. 
+ * Crew had made Fairmont turn and been on duty 24 hours. 

No. 40.—Accident caused by failure of brakeman to properly flag; had 
been on duty 34 hours.. 

No. 41.—Brakeman threw switch for engine 773 to back through 
cross-over from south main track to north main track at a time when 
eastbound freight train, second section, No. 76, was very close, and en- 
gineer'on 773 moved back and fouled north main track right in front 
of them, resulting in collision. Engineer claims he did not see the east- 
bound freight, but there was nothing to prevent his seeing them if he 
had looked. Entire crew of engine 773 had been on con- 
tinuous duty 20 hours. s 

No. 49.—The entire crew of extra No. 667 are at fault for this acci- 
dent. > The engineman had been on duty fourteen hours 
at the time of the accident. * * The conductor and the rest of 
the ere had been on duty almost continuously for seventeen hours. 


No. 53.—Due to flagman and conductor being asleep in cabin and 
not giving their train protection. Crew had been out eighteen hours up 
to the time of the accident. 

No. 57.—The brakeman of third 74 threw main-track switch with- 
out instructions and without knowing what other trains they were to 
meet, and then sat down near switch and fell asleep. * Brake- 
man in question * * * had been on duty eighteen hours. 

No. 66.—Brakeman on second 131 did not have fiag out far enough. 
* $ * Had been on duty seventeen hours and twenty-five minutes. 

No. 70.— Engineer of train 90 was responsible for this head-end 
collision, for pann down main track instead of taking siding as or- 
dered. * lie had been on duty twenty-one hours at the time 
of the accident. * * * 

No. 71.—Accident caused by failure of engineman of extra 1848 to 
have his train under control. * * Crew of extra 1848 had been 
on duty twenty-six hours. 

No. 12.— Engineman in charge of engine 1617 is responsible for this 
accident. * * He failed to have his train under control.“ + # 
He had been on duty 18 hours at the time of the accident. * + œ 

No. 76.—Concurrent negligence on the part of two brakemen. * * * 
One on duty 23 hours at time of accident, * * * the other on duty 
11 hours at time of accident. * * + 

No. 78.—Extra 1291 north stopped at Bamford and conductor and 
flagman were in the caboose asleep, the train therefore having no pro- 
tection, and extra 3188 collided with rear end. * * * ‘This crew 
was out about 21 hours. * * The flagman asked the conductor 
to be relieved when out 14 hours, but he did not grant the request. 

No. 84.—Parties at fault on the road 24 hours and 20 minutes. 
Had one intermission of 4 hours and 3 minutes; another 2 hours and 
10 minutes. 

No. 85. — Investigation and coroner's inquest show that Conductor 
Turner of train No. 81 was responsible for accident. * * * rew 


had been on duty 25 hours and 30 minutes at time of accident. 
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The following statement shows in detail, in parallel] columns, 
the statements made by Mr. Rice concerning these accidents for 
the purpose of creating sentiment adverse to this legislation side 


by side with the sworn statements of the companies made in 
the regular course under provisions of law to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission : 


Accident reports as they appear in the Rice pamphlet and as they appar in sworn statements made to the Interstate Commerce Commission by 
railway managers. 


Casn No. 8. 


STATEMENT CONCERNING ACCIDENT AS IT APPEARS IN THE RICE PAMPHLET. 

Statement of cause: “ Fell asleep while sitting on track; struck by 
train, Hours on duty, 17.” 

The facts: The language of the company’s report to the Commission 
was: “It is supposed that he fell asleep while sitting on the track.” 
This man had not been on duty 16 hours. He started at 5.05 a. m., ar- 
riving at Conway yard at 12.56, a run of less than 8 hours, and then 
laid at Conway yard 3 hours 4 minutes. He met with the accident at 
8.55 p. m., or after 4 hours 55 minutes of service. It was impossible 
to make the crew take 10 hours’ rest at Conway yard. They would 
very much oppose it; there were no facilities there, and the crew 
would very much prefer to make the return trip and rest at home. 


SWORN STATEMENT CONCERNING ACCIDENT MADE TO THE COMMISSION BY 
RAILROAD COMPANY. ` 


Northwest System, at or near East Liverpool, July 24, 1903; time, 
dark. J. A. Reig, age 26, killed. This man got of his train, which 
had pulled on a siding, and sat down on the main track, and was run 
over by train No. 2d 376. It is supposed he fell asleep while sitting 
on the track. He had been in the service seven days, and had been on 
duty 17 hours, previous to which he had 7 hours“ rest. The accident 
did not occur in yard limits. 


CasE No. 9. 


Statement of cause of accident: Sat on track; went to sleep; struck 
by train. Hours on duty, 23.“ 

The facts: Weaver, the brakeman, had made the going-out trip from 
Springfield to Newberg in 6 hours 35 minutes. He had 1 hour and 30 

nutes for rest; his train was called for 5 4 m., he expecting to 
make the return trip in about 6 hours. He was delayed 2 hours, switch- 
ing, at Newburg; 3 hours at Lebanon, meeting passenger trains. He 
was thus on duty continuously from 5 P: m. until arrival at Marsh- 
field at 7.38 the next morning, where he was injured, 14 hours 88 
minutes. At the time he was called for the return trip he had only 


At or near Marshfield, Mo., July 31, 1903; time, 8.15 a. m. C. C. 
Weaver, brakeman, age about 28 years, fatally injured. Was with 
extra 757-951, and when about 1 mile east of Marshfield pulled draw- 
head out of car, and brakeman Weaver was sent back to flag. Went 
back about 3 mile, sat down on track and went to sleep, and was 
struck and fatally injured by X 795 West. Died 3.10 p. m. August 1, 
1903. On duty 23 hours 45 minutes after having had rest for previous 
19 hours and 15 minutes. 


been on duty 6 hours 35 minutes, and could then have had additional 
rest if he had asked for it. 
Before starting he had had more than 19 hours’ rest. 
Case No. 10. 


Statement of cause of accident: “ Engineman dropped crown sheet, 
blowing out grates, ash pans, and connections. Hours on duty, 23.” 

The facts: Phe company’s report shows that in a snowshed the en- 
fine dropped crown sheet; the fireman was in the act of putting coal 
n the fire box when the accident occurred. The fireman had been on 
duty 11 hours 25 minutes. The engineer had been on duty 11 hours 25 
minutes. The only member of the crew who is claimed to have been 
on duty 23 hours was the brakeman, who had nothing whatever to do 
with the accident. No member of the crew who had anything to do 
with the accident had been on duty longer than 11 hours 25 minutes, 
with 15 hours’ previous rest. The cause of the accident was remote 
from any question of hours on duty. 


At or near Alvin, Wash., Au 


t 14, 1904; time, dark. J. C. Davis, 
engineer, age 39, in service o 


this company since 1897, no previous 
experience, injured. O. F. Strand, student fireman, age 24 (Spokane 
Diy. emp.), injured. C. H. Cracraft, brakeman, age 35, in service of 
this company since May, 1901, prenion experience, 15 years, in- 
jured. Extra 1108, engineer, J. C. Davis; in snowshed 3}; engine 
— 5 ed crown sheet, blowing out grates, ash pan, and connections, 
scalding face, neck, legs of engineer. Fireman was in act of pesing 
coal in fire box when explosion occurred, scalding him over entire per- 
son, including face, trunk, and limbs. Brakeman Cracraft had hands 
and face scalded. J. C. Davis on duty 11 hours 25 minutes; rest, 15 
hours 40 minutes. C. H. Cracraft on duty same period; 23 hours 45 
minutes rest. Fireman on duty 11 hours 25 minutes. First trip. 
Equipment O. K.; carelessness on part of engineer., 


Casn No. 19. 


1 of cause: “ Out flagging; went to sleep on track., Hours 
on duty, blank.” i 
The tacts : This case should not have been reported. The company’s 
report states: No one saw the accident ;” so that it is mere assump- 
tion as to the cause of the injury. 

The proposed sixteen-hour law would have had no effect in this case; 
the accident was the result of a wreck, which occurred before the crew 
had been on duty 16 hours. The whole trouble was due to a casualty 


beyond the control of the company. 


At or near East Germantown, Ind., March 16, 1903; time, dark. 
H. H. McDonal, aged 23, brakeman, in service 3 months, killed. While 
he was out flagging for a work train he was run over by train No. 2 
and killed instantly. No one saw the accident, but No. 2 was onl 
train that passed from time he went out until he was found dead. 
Prior to accident he worked and rested as follows: Worked 14 hours 
and 55 minutes; rested 8 hours and 35 minutes; worked 32 h 
= 5 hours and 25 minutes; worked 22 hours and 30 minutes 
when 5 


Case No. 20. 


Statement of cause: “Crew falling asleep. Hours on duty, by ped 

The facts: The statement made by the company to the Commission 
was as follows: “Had been on duty 27 hours, with four hours inter- 
yening sleep, behind a landslide.” . 

Additional facts regarding this crew are given as follows: “It was 
a round trip, and the crew was on duty 11 hours 55 minutes, east- 


At or near Porters Falls, W. Va., October 20, 1905; time, dark; esti- 
mated damages, $2,000, One brakeman, age 27, collar bone broken; 
one brakeman, age 30, ankle rained. xtra freight train engine 
No, 275, northbound, collided with rear of extra 231, northbound, de- 
stroying caboose and two ears, damaging engine 275 and eight cars. 
Caused by engine crew on engine 275 falling asleep. Had been on duty 


bound, and spent four hours of this time behind a landslide. At the 27 hours, with 4 hours intervening sleep, behind a landslide. 
terminal they had 8 hours 42 minutes further rest before making the 
westbound run, which occupied 10 hours 23 minutes. They made no 
request for further rest. eir longest continuous duty was 11 hours 
55 minutes, eastbound, of which 4 hours was behind a landslide.” 
: Casn No. 25. 


Statement of cause: Running down grade too fast. Hours on 


duty, 18. 

The facts: Collision was due entirely to the manner in which the 
engineer handled his train of 33 freight cars. He was Snag rac down 
grade at a high rate of speed and not begin to hold up in time to 
pass through the station under proper control; when he fonnd the sem- 
aphore set a. t him he could not get the train Koppes in time to 
avoid collision. No claim made that hours on duty had anything to do 
with the excessive speed of train. 


At Arenzville, III., 3 7, 1905; time, 6.15 p. m., dark; esti- 
mated damage, $3,050. Brakeman, age 21, shoulder bruised; jumped 
from engine in collision. Northbound extra freight train, consisting of 
engine and 33 loaded cars (1,426 tons), the engine and 16 cars equipped 
with air brakes in Sune Orbe. pulled into station at too high a rate 
of speed and collided with rear of freight train No. 91 standing at 
station, badly damaging engine and two loaded cars in the extra and 
13 cars in train No. 91. Engineer at fault for running down de too 
fast. Eight hand brakes were set, besides the air-brake cars. Engineer 
in service twelve years; on duty 18 hours, after 13 hours’ rest. 


Cask No. 26. 


Statement of cause: Running at high rate of speed. Hours on 
183.“ 


he facts: The length of time on duty had no bearing on this acci- 
dent. The company’s report states: The responsibility for the acci- 
dent rests with the engineer of extra 203. It appears that he turned 
over the hill approaching Guthrie at too high rate of speed and did not 
start to apply air brakes at the proper time. He also wasted the air 

ressure by making too light applications, so that when he found that 
Re was not going to stop before reaching the crossing, and attempted 
application, he was unable to get the proper 


du 


to make an emergenc; 
effect from the brakes.” 


At or near Guthrie. By January 13; time, 3.35 a. m.; estimated dam- 

e, $1,036. Injured, . G. Graves, fireman, 22 years, contusion of 
hip and chest. Henderson division freight train, first No. 67, south, 
was pulling slowly over crossing of Memphis line division. Memphis 
line freight train, extra No 203, north, consisting of 12 lodded cars, 
10 with air brakes in service, collided with side of Henderson division 
train, the engine running completely through it. Engine was consid- 
erably damaged and body of one gondola destroyed and two other cars 
slightly damaged. The fireman of engine 203 Seni to jump and 
was caught betwen cab and tender. The responsibility for the acci- 
dent rests with the engineer of extra 203. It appears that he turned 
over the hill approaching Guthrie at too high rate of speed and did not 
start to apply air brakes at the proper time. Ile also wasted the air 
ressure by making two light applications, so that when he found that 

e was not going to stop before reaching the crossing, and attempted 
to make an emergency 2 he was unable to get the proper 
effect from the brakes. e also failed to call for hand brakes when he 
found that the air brakes were not properly checking the speed of the 
train. The air brakes on the 10 cars were in good working order and 
had made good stops at other points on that trip, and when inspection 
was made after the accident no defect could be found. He had had 
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3 months’ experience as engineer and 15 years’ previous experience as 
fireman. He had been on duty 183 hours, with an intermediate rest 


z about 2 hours. This period of service followed a layover rest of 17 
urs, 


CasE No, 28. 


3 of cause: “Snowplow ran into rear of caboose. Hours 
uty, 18.” 

The facts: This train was figh snow in the dark, opening up the 
line of road, and it was an sens Ar to relieve the crew at the end 
of 16 hours. In the confusion the ee struck the rear of a 
freight train standing on the main track at station. 


At or near Dakota City, Nebr., February 9, 1905; time, 11.20 p. m., 
dark; estimated damage, $1,350. J. F. Loudy, conductor, age 40 genra; 
killed. Freight train No. 16, north, standing on main track at sta- 
tion unloading freight. Snowplow extra, north, ran into their rear 
end, demolishing No. 16's caboose and badly damaging engine and 
caboose of snowplow extra. Conductor Loudy and two passengers in ca- 
boose of No. 16 injured, Loudy dying in a few hours. eer of snow- 

low extra held at fault for this accident; in our service 7 years as 
and engineer. He had been on duty 18 hours at time of acci- 
dent, fighting snow. 


Casa No. 29. 


Statement of cause: “ Let engine run out at other end of switch and 
fouled main track. Hours on duty, 18.” 

The facts: The schedule time of this run was nine hours and thirty 
minutes. The train on this day met with very unusual delays; but a 
t part of the time was put in at stations where there was noi 
or the crew to do. The accident really occurred from the failure o: 
the flagman to put down torpedoes, which failure can not be attributed 
to long duty hours. There is very light traffic on this line, and it was 
unusual to have a wreck train to look out for, which was the kind of 

train that ran into them. 


At or near North Berne, Ohio, December 2, 1903, 9.50 p. m. 5 Ime, 
k; damage, $1,800. P. B. Poling, freight conductor, age 24, in- 
stantly killed (train No. 73). M. Dittmar, engineman, 


age 33, 
on wreck train, finger amputated and numerous cuts and bruises. 
Robert Morton, fireman (wreck train), age 26, arm sprained, jumping 
from engine before collision. George Siegfried, jr., car repairman, ago 
80, occupied seat in tool car on wreck train and had finger sprained. . 
Wreck train extra w engineman, M. L. Dittmar; fireman, Robert 
Morton; engine 1811 and ten cars ran into rear of freight train No. 
73, west, caboose, and thirty cars while the latter was standing on 
main* track—the head end of No. 73, engine 8814, and three cars was 
switching on ese Pater and injuring the above employees and 
damaging engine 1811 to e extent of about $1,200, destroying ca- 
boose of No. 73’s train, valued at about $360, and damaging other cars 
to the extent of about $240. The damage was partly the result of 
fire starting from the caboose stove. The accident was the resuit of 
conductor of No. 73, P. B. Poling, and rear brakeman of No. 73, 
Frank Atwood, being asleep in their caboose and not protecting their 
train properly. Both of these men were experienced railronders, ving 
been in the train service of this company over three years. They ha 

hours and ten minutes on the day ` 
four hours’ rest before out on 
road eighteen hours when the acci- 


been on the road, however, 
previous to the accident with onl 
this run, and they had been on 
dent occurred. 


Case No. 30. 


At or near Canton (yard), Ohio, March 6, 1905; time, dark; esti- 
mated damage, $3,064. G. G. Wise, freight engineman, age 40 years, 
killed; F. Stantz, freight engineman, age 29 years, killed; H. J. John- 
son, passenger engineman, age 34 years, right ankle and right hand 
cut; C. Howe, passenger fireman, age 28 years, back injured; . 
Wesner, 158 baggageman, age 28 3885 back injuried. West- 
bound extra freight train engines 66 and 569 collided head on with 
east-bound passenger train No. 30 at east end of Canton yard; train 
80 on time, engine crews of freight train forgetting passenger train. 
Both freight engines, three freight cars, and one coach badly damaged. 
Passenger engine and two freight cars slightly 3 Freight train 
was within twenty minutes of end of their run. ngineman Wise in 
company’s employ five years; had on duty nineteen hours with ten 
hours’ rest. Engineman Stantz in company’s employ six years and 
five months; had been on duty nineteen hours with twenty hours’ rest. 
Fireman Ellithorp, with Engineman in company's employ four 
years as brakeman and fireman; had been on duty nineteen hours with 
ten hours’ rest. Fireman O'Hara, with Engineman Stantz, in company's 
employ four months (no other railroad experience) ; had been on duty 
nineteen hours with twenty hours’ rest. 


Cass No. 3!. 


4 5 of cause: “Failed to walt prescribed time. Hours on 
u Sa 

"the facts: The immediate cause of this accident was the failure of 
the conductor to wait at Kise the prescribed time after the departure 
of No. and for running through the dense fog at too high a rate 
of owing that No. 38 was only a few minutes ahead of them. 
The conductor who was responsible for the accident had been on duty 
six hours and forty minutes. This accident could not be attributed 
to overwork. 


-\t or near Cherry, Ky., May 20, 1905; time, dark; estimated damage, 
$600. William Fultz, conductor extra 98, white, age 32, contusion of 
right hand and right arm and forehead brui 4 Edward Walker, brake- 
man, train 38, white, age 25, rigħt knee sprained; Charles Cooper, 
engineman, extra 98, white, age 46, left ankle wrenched and head 
bruised; W. M. Greene, fireman, extra 98, white, age 22, sprain and 
contusion of left shoulder. Extra 98, east bound, light engine, running 
at a speed of about 30 miles per hour, straight track, level grade, ran 
into rear of train 88, east bound, passenger, consisting of engine 92 
and coaches 330 and 334, all air and working, which was running at a 
speed of about 15 miles per hour, damaging engines 92 and 98 and 
coaches 330 and 334. Damage to equipment, $600. Conductor and 
engineman of extra 98 are responsible for the accident for failure to 
wait at Kise the prescribed time after the departure of No. 38, and for 
running through the dense fog at too high rate of speed, knowing that 
No. 38 was but a few minutes ahead of them. Conductor in service 
four years, engineman in service nineteen years. Conductor had been 
on duty six hours and forty minutes and had four hours and eighteen 
minutes’ rest before going on duty. Train No. 38 had a slight acci- 
dent at Kise, near Cherry, just before this accident, and a crew had 
to be sent out from Ashland with equipment in case a transfer of 
passengers was necessary, in consequence of which the conductor had 
to be called before giving him his usual rest, account no other con- 
ductor available. Engineman had been on duty fifteen hours and 
twenty-five minutes, and had twelve hours’ rest before going on duty. 
This engineman was working on yard engine at Ashland and had been 
on duty about twelve hours when he had to be called for this extra 
duty account no other engineman available. The injuries to the 
eighteen passengers consisted mostly of bruises, shake ups, ete.; there 
were no bones broken, and none of the injuries were of a serious nature. 


Case No. 32. 


plied, 
d stop signal he did not have time to pump u 
ent preire ta apply the brakes to prevent the eullision. 


At or near North Canton (ardi Ohio, tember 8, 1905; time, 
daylight; estimated damage, $2,300. J. Klein, engineman, age 25, 
right foot and ankle sprained. East bound freight train, extra engine 
679, collided head on with yard engine No. 2 at Fertilizer switch at 
North Canton, doing dama to both engines and slight damage to five 
box cars. imeman Klein and Conductor Fry, of extra, at fault. 
Engineman Klein had been on duty twenty-one hours, with fourteen 
hours rest, and in company’s employ six years as fireman and one year 
as engineman; no foreign experience. Conductor Fry had been on duty 
twenty-one hours, with twenty-four hours’ rest, and in company's em- 

loy four years as brakeman and six years as conductor; four years 
‘oreign experience on Erie Railroad. 
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Case No. 33. 


Statement of cause: Failure to flag train. Hours on duty, fifteen.” 

The facts: The company’s report states, Extra stopped; account air 
sticking, and conductor and rear brakeman failed to flag the regular 
train following.” The crew had been on duty fifteen hours, after forty- 
eight hours’ rest. - 


At or near Loami, III., February 1, 1903; time, 12.22, night; esti- 
mated damage, $1,800. J. W. McCarthy, engineer, age 30, ankle sprained 
in jumping from engine. Extra freight train north on short time ahead 
of regular freight train No. 44, north. Extra stopped aecount air 
sticking, and 3 and rear brakeman failed to flag the regular 
train following. reck caught fire, burning caboose and one box car, 
and portion of one coal car; pigar damage to machinery of secon 
engine, and tank frame broken. ‘onductor had two years’ experience 
as freight conductor, preceded by five years as freight brakeman; brake- 
man had fourteen months on this line; crew had been on duty fifteen 
hours, after forty-eight hours’ rest. . 


Case No. 34. 


3 Statement of cause: “Overlooked open switch. Hours on duty, 
wenty.” 

The facts: Accident caused by 1 7 75 into open switch. The engi- 
neer was at fault for failing to notice that switch light was not burning. 
He had been on duty ten hours forty minutes at the time, including 
two hours’ lay over at St. Louis, and had twenty-five hours’ rest before 
going out. lame also attached to the brakeman, who had requested 
the fireman to close the switch, and the latter a to do so. Both 
the brakeman and fireman had been on duty about ten hours from Gales- 
burg, where they had a four-hour lay over. In order to get twenty 
hours for the brakeman and fireman the time going and returning, in- 
cluding the four-hour lay over at Galesburg must be included. They had 
both had forty-four hours’ rest before going out. € 

There is nothing to show that excessive hours had anything to do 
with this accident. 


At Beardstown, Ill., October 7, 1903; time, 12.40 a. m., dark; esti- 
mated damage, $5,100. Four injured—(1) brakeman, aged 26, left 
thigh slightly bruised, fell Renin seat in chair car; a) mail clerk, 
a; 33, left shoulder slightly bruised, fell a, rack; (3) 
mail clerk, aged 38, left hip sHghtiy bruised, thrown against mail 
rack; (4) nose slightly bruised, thrown against seat in front. North 
bound ssenger train, consisting of engine and six cars, all equipped 
with air brakes in working order, while running at a speed of about 20 
miles per hour, struck an open switch and ran in on side track, colliding 
with cars standing on track, seriously damaging the engine, mail, bag- 
gage, four box and two tank cars. he contents of the tank car t 
fire, causing more loss than ordinarily would have occurred by the col- 
lision. The switch was left open by a freight-train crew, which had 
used track a short time previous. rakeman of freight train should 
have closed switch, but requested fireman on the engine to do so, and 


the latter agreed to do so, but forgot it after engine had cut off and had 


pulled out on main track to to roundhouse, Fireman at fault; was 
employed as engine wiper ree years and locomotive fireman nine 
months. On duty twenty hours after several days lay off. 


Case No. 35. 


Statement of cause: “Engineman asleep. Hours on duty, nine and 
three-fourths.” 

The facts: The report of the company to the Commission states: 
& — Morgan, who was instantly killed, supposed to have been 


asleep. 


At or near Davisyille, W. Va., October 29, 1903; 
estimated damage, $7,000. Killed: Engineman, . reman, 
a 24. Injured: Brakeman, a 22. Train 86, engine 1287, col- 
lided with second 97, damaging engine 2260 to the extent of $2,000; 
engine 1287 to the extent of Fo. . Damage to cars, $3,000. Acci- 
dent due to negligence of crew. Engineman Mo „who was instantly 
killed, suppo: to haye been asleep; he had only three hours’ rest be- 
fore leaving on this trip. Conductor Frederick suspended thirty days. 
Brakeman S. Proudfoot suspended fifteen days. agman Payne sus- 
pended thirty days. Conductor Frederick has been in the service ten 
years. Brakeman Proudfoot. two years, Flagman Payne five years. 
Service records good. 


time, daylight; 
27 fi 


CAsE No. 36. 


Statement of cause: “ Conductor not being out on train. Hours on 


duty, twenty.” 

The facie: The general 9 of the Baltimore and Ohio, of date 
November 27, 1906" writes: The words ‘conductor on duty twenty 
hours do not appear in our report. As a matter of fact, the train crew 
had been on duty thirteen hours thirty-nine minutes. The homs on 
duty had nothing to do with the accident, which was caused by the train 
being parted. ut for a dense fog they would have known their train 
was parted before they struck.” 

Some one seems to have inserted the words “Conductor on duey 
twenty hours” in the company’s report without their knowledge. 


At or near Burton, W. Va., October 3, 1903; time, dark; estimated 
damage, $284.50. One brakeman killed. First 89, engine 2268, west, 
broke off helper engine 1500, caboose and two cars, and collided with 
front portion of train, which was stopped to pull in siding for train 8. 
Conductor responsible for not being out on train himself and seeing 
that brakemen were propan instructed. Brakeman killed was caught 
between cars when they collided. Conductor employed October, 1896 ; 
ọn duty twenty hours. 


Cask No. 38. 


Statement of cause: Engineman failed to have engine under con- 


At or near Narrows, October 13, 1903; time, daylight; estimated 
damage, $230; 1 brakeman injured. First 95—en x 


n duty, twenty.” gine 2243 west side- 
bearb. facts: There is nothing to indicate that this accident was wiped train of O, R. division engine 297 account switch spiked. | En. 
caused by anybody being asleep. The statement made by the company gineman engine 2243X responsible, for failing to approach end of 
to the Commission is that it was caused by the engineman’s “fail- double track under full control. Brakeman slightly injured by jump- 
ing to approach the end of double track under full control.” ing. Engineman in service since April, 1900; on duty, twenty hours. 

he letter from the general manager says: “The words 'engine- 
man in service since April, 1900, on duty twenty hours,’ do not appear 
in our copy of the report sent in to the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
n.” 
This was a round trip run. 
Case No. 39. 


Statement of cause: Carelessness of engineman. Hours on duty, 


seventeen.“ 
ts: “ Engineer had been on duty five hours and twenty min- 
8 to which he received nine hours’ rest. 
The foregoing appears in the company’s report to the Commission. 


At or near Ulin, Nev.; November 30, 1903; time, dark; estimated 
damage, $2,600; one trainman killed. Engine on east-bound freight 
train 216 ran low on water and cut loose from train, running ahead 
to next station for water. In returning light engine collided with 
two light east-bound engines running extra. Fireman on 216’s engine 
killed; three engines badly damaged. Accident was due to careless- 
ness of train crew on 216 and engineer on head light engine. Con- 
ductor and brakemen have had five, ten, and one years’ experience, 
and engineer five years. ‘Train crew had been on duty seventeen hours, 
previous to which they had received thirteen hours’ rest. Engineer 
had been on any five hours and twenty minutes, previous to which 
he received nine hours’ rest. 


CASE No. 42. 


Hours on duty, 


jaim that this accident occurred on ac- 

ee rity. There was a dispute between the bridge 
the buge watchman claiming that 
d signaled the engineer to 

The engineman claimed that he had made the stop, and had 


sion. 


At or near McGirts Creek, Florida; January 13, 1904; time, dark; 
estimated damage, $2,000. W. P. Atkinson, engineer, ankle sprained ; 
Rufus Everly, fireman, face bruised. Engine 501, train No. 212, in 
charge of Engineman W. P. Atkinson; conductot, Livingston, ran into 
open draw at MeGirts Creek. Engineman claims he made the usual 
stop, and received a signal from the bridge tender to come ahead; 
bri watchman claims he opened bridge for a boat to stop and sig- 
naled 212 north bound to stop. Facts developed that the bridge light 


displayed were at angles, which should have warned the engineman 
that the bridge was turned. ae of Engineman Atkinson, fif- 
teen years; had been on any h 

Engineman Atkinson responsible. 


eighteen hours, after ten hours’ rest, 
Engine and two cars submerged. 
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= Case No. 43. 


Statement in table: “Crew not taking proper precautions. Hours 
on duty, twenty-four.” 

The facts: This statement is not correct. The crew on engine No. 
151 were held responsible for not keeping a lookout to see the snow- 
plow, which was only ten car lengths ahead around the curve of the 

1, This crew had only been on duty eleven hours, and had had 
twenty-four hours’ previous rest. The other crew was on a snowplow 
at a time when the weather conditions were unusually severe, and it 


was practically impossible to keep the snowplow crew within the six- 
teen hours. It was the not of the brakeman to look after the rear 
of the train; and he had had eight hours’ rest before lea Traverse 

t he had been on duty only ten hours at the e of the 


city, so tha 
accident. 

No one in any way responsible for the accident had been on duty 
more than eleyen hours. 


At or near Kopje, Mich.; January 24, 1904; time, 11.10 a. m. (day- 
light); estimat damage, $585; one brakeman slightly hurt about 
face; one brakeman cut over right eye, not serious. ht train 
No. 55, north bound, engine 151, running as second 55, ran into rear 
end of snowplow extra north, engine 164 running as first 55. First 
55 left White Cloud at 10 a. m., second 55 at 10.25 a. m. First 55 
lost time account of engine leaking, and second 55 came up with them 
1 mile north of Kopje, at a point where train could not be seen 
more than ten car lengths ahead account of curve around hill, and 
as train crew on first 55 had not taken the precaution to throw off 
any signals, and as the crew on engine 151 (second 55) were not kee 
ing sharp lookout at that point, they did not see train in time to 
stop. The speed of second 55 at time of the accident was 8 
20 to 30 miles per hour They had fourteen cars in train, all loads; 
ten of them were air cars, air coupled up. Crew were disciplined. 
On No. 55 first: Engineer, three years in service, on duty 24 hours; 
previous rest, 24 hours; brakeman, 5 years’ service, twenty-four hours 
on duty, seven hours’ rest; brakemen, one month in service, twenty- 
four hours on duty, twenty-four hours’ rest. On second No. 55: 
gineer twelve years In service, eleven hours on duty, twenty-five hours’ 
previous rest; freman, three months in service, eleven hours on duty, 
thirteen hours’ rest; brakeman, ten days in service, eleven hours on 
duty, thirteen hours’ previous rest. 


Case No, 44. 


Statement in table: “Engineman disobeyed orders. Hours on duty, 


The facts: This accident was caused by disobedience of orders, hav- 
ing no relation to length of hours. 


CASE 
nae nas of cause: “Engineman; train getting away. Hours on 


e facts: The report of this accident, made by the company to the 
Commission, is as follows: The evidence shows that the train had 
been stopped at Wilsons on account of trouble with brake rigging on 
eighth car from the engine. They took brake head off brake beam 
and cut air out. The train made a very smooth run until reaching 
Hitchcock’s tunnel, where it was noticed that it commenced to run at 
an excessive Brakemen doubled and applied hand brakes on all 
cars, and in so doing broke brake chains, rendering 3 additional brakes 
inoperative.” 

The entire crew were very wide awake and alert; and the accident 
was caused solely by trouble with the brake appliances. 


du 


CASE 


à 8 of ane: PA nasai failed to give signal. Hours on 
uty, 15; hours of rest, = 
The facts: The train backed into an open switch ; and the conductor, 
, and brakemen were held jointly responsible for the accident. 
The hours of service had absolutely no g to do with the accident. 
The conductor, Devaney, and the brakeman, Miller, who were pe 
marily res nsible, had not been on duty to exceed 6 hours at the e 
of the accident, 


or near Diaz, Ark. ; January 26, 1904; time, 11.05 pi m., dark: 

ted damage, $2,050; nine passengers injured, one killed; en 
neer, age 48, injury to shoulder, elbow, and leg; fireman, age 39, 
injury to left leg and side; 8 train, east, one engine damaged, 
four cars destroyed, one coach maged, and one sleeper slightly 
damaged; damage to equipment, $1,950; 8 to track, 8100. Ac- 
cident caused by engineer coming out on main line without orders. 
Had been in service of the company since 1886, and had ten hours 
and five minutes’ rest prior to going on duty, and had been on duty 
fifteen hours and forty minutes. 


At 
estima 


No. 46. 


At or near Everetts Tunnel, W. Va., February 17, 1904; time, day- 
light; estimated damage, $4,905. Fireman F. Eagan, age years, 
killed; engineman, a 85 years, injured. Extra east, engine 1817, 
train consisted of loaded cars; 16 alr brak 2 inoperative ac- 
count of broken brake heads; derailed engine and 20 cars in curve 
just west of Everetts Tunnel. Evidence shows train had been stopped 
at Wilsons on account ot trouble with brake rigging on eighth car from 
engine, and they took brake head off brake beam and cut alr out. The 
train made a very smooth run until reaching Hitchcock's tunnel, where 
it was noticed that it commenced to run at an excessive speed. Brake- 
men doubled and applied hand brakes on all cars, and in so doing 
broke brake chains, rendering 3 additional brakes inoperative. The 
only reason that can be assigned for train getting away is that en- 
gineman, 12 years’ experience, knowing he was on short time ahead 
of passenger train permitted engine to run at an excessive speed be- 
fore taking up s of train, and then he could not control it. Train 
was In charge of conductor, 15 years’ experience; 1 brakeman, 8 years 
of experience; 1 brakeman, 8 years, and 1 brakeman, 14 months. En- 
gineman had had 4 hours’ rest and had been on duty 17 hours prior 
ro accident. Engineman had leg broken and generally bruised up by 
zumping from engine. 


No. 47. 


At or near Pennock (Yard), Minn., February 11, 1904; time, dark; 
estimated damage, $14,500. C. B. Wilson, brakeman, age 22, slight 
bruise on head. Has had 1 year and 1 month's experience as brake- 
man with this company; no experience with other roads. At time of 
accident had been on oe, 14 hours and 58 minutes, with previous rest 
of 25 hours. J. W. Williams, porter, age 25, back hurt. Has had 6 
months’ experience with this company; no experience with other roads. 
Had been on duty 5 hours at time of accident. West bound passenger 
train, No. 3, ran by Pennock Station, which is a flag stop for that 
train. On account of having 2 passengers for that Domne and con- 
ductor failing to give engineer s until station had been 
train stop about one-quarter of a mile west and backed up 
tion to let off passengers. ‘The train backed into an open switch and 
collided with rear end of eastbound freight train, No. 256. W. H. 
Hill, W. J. Heffner. and C. J. Hanscomb, passengers in caboose, re- 
ceived injuries resulting in death; A. J. Sathney, another ger 
in ca Was serlously injured. Trainmen on train No. 5 shown 
aboye, also received slight injuries. The stove in caboose 0118, set 
fire, entirely consuming caboose 0118, sleeping car 937, and G. N. box 
car 21466; value estimated at $14,450; ck damaged to extent of 
$50. Conductor J. P. Devaney, Engineer G. P. Irvin. and Brakeman 
C. B. Wilson, on train No. 256 are held jointly responsible for accident, 


Cas No. 48. 


Statement of cause: “ Disobeyed signals. Hours on duty, 48, 473 


hours. 

The facts: This was a 3 crew. There had been serious fresh- 
ets just previous to this accident, and the train in question had been 

ling a pile driver and carpenter force in repairing washouts. 

At the e of the accident they were returning to Olean, where they 
would have discontinued: work. They were only technically on dut 
474 hours. While waiting for the 5 to do their repair wor 
the train crew had frequent and extended intervals of several hours at 
a stretch when they secured sleep and rest. It was an impossibility 
to relieve this crew and put another in their place while they were on 
this duty because of these washouts, the result of spring freshets, and 
we were 7 to MORE the most available means for resuming the 
operation of the do one was claiming to. be overworked at the 

e of the accident. It was a question of veracity. The operator 
who gave the signal claimed that it was “red,” while the train crew 
claimed that it was “ white.” 
The report of the company to the Commission states: Investigation 
indicates that operator was at fault for the accident, but responsibility 
could not be definitely placed.” If so, the train crew were not re- 
sponsible; and in any event their hours of service were not a con- 
tributing cause. * 


Three-fourths of n mile north of Portage, N. Y., March 9, 1904; 

6.33 a. m. : dark: estimated damage, $1,800. ‘Fireman, age 22, Killed. Wire: 
man, age 24, seriously injured. Conductor, age 40, slightly injured. Engine- 
man, age 46, seriously injured. 5 age 40, seriously injured. Four 
brakemen, ages 34, 28, 26, and 22, slightly injured. Extra work train 
6249 south was returning to Olean from’ Mount Morris, and they re- 
ceived orders at Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Junction to meet 
extra 6255 north at Rossburg, but were detained several hours at West 
Nunda, meeting other trains, and in order not to delay extra 6255 order 
was placed at Deep Cut for extra 6249 to meet extra 6255 at Lewis. 
Extra 6249 failed to get this order at Deep Cut and collided with 
extra 6255, causing damage to both engines, track, and 6 cars to extent 
mentioned, killing fireman and injuring 8 trainmen. Crew of extra 
train 6249 claim that signal was in their favor when they passed Dee 

Cut, but operator claims that signal was set sunas them, and h 

statement corroborated by an extra laborer who was at work near 
telegraph office. When extra 6249 passed, operator seized a red flag 
and tried to attract their attention, but was unable to do so. Engine- 
man and conductor of extra 6249 exceeded s limit, which is re- 
stricted to 8 miles per hour at-this point. Investigation indicates that 
operator was at fault for the accident, but 8 could not be 
definitely placed. Engine and train crews of extra 6249 had been out 
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of Olean for nearly 48 hours, but had some opportunity to rest. En- 

ineman and fireman of 7 6249 had been on duty for 473 hours, 
ut were able to rest by first one handling the engine and then the 
other, when they were doing repair work; operator has had 1 month 
19 days’ experience. Conductor sustained contusions of body. Engine- 
man of extra 6249 sustained fractured clavicle and scapula, scalp 
wound, and general contusions of body. Engineman of extra 6255 sus- 
tained fracture of 3 ribs on right side and severe contusion of right 
shoulder and arm. Fireman of extra 6255 sustained burns and con- 
tusions of body, lower limbs being crushed and scalded. Died 8 hours 
after accident. Fireman of extra 6249 had left shoulder dislocated. 
Brakemen of extra 6249 sustained burn of right hand and body badly 
bruised and severe scalp wound and contusions of entire body, respec- 
tively. Brakeman of extra 6255 sustained general contusions of body, 
latter also having left shoulder dislocated. These injuries were sus- 
tained by reason of men being thrown about when collision occurred, 
with the exception of dead fireman, who was caught between his engine 
and tender by wreckage. 


` CasE No. 51. 


Statement of cause: “ Did not keep lookout. Hours on er 174.” 

The facts: This train had just reached its destination. he Penn- 
sylvania Company were at that time (1903) constructing second main 
track over this division, and the freight trains were Ne and un- 
avoidably slow on this account. The long hours could not have been 

revented, as the company was doing everything possible and spending 
faves sums of money to provide two tracks in order to prevent just such 


goar This accident was in no way due to long hours. If the fireman 


had n on his seat box as they pulled from one yard track to another, 
he would have seen the engine ahead in time to notify the engineman. 
CASE 


Statement of cause: Flagman failed to get back proper distance. 
Hours on duty, 17%.” 

The facts: This was a round-trip run from Nashville to Hollow Rock 
Junction and return. Hollow Rock Junction was a very unhealthy 
place, and the men much preferred to return to Nashville. The trip 
could ordinarily be made within the sixteen hours. The accident was 
primarily caused by the engineman on No. 59 failing to keep proper look- 
out for an extra ahead. He had been on duty eleven and one-half hours, 
prior to which he had ninety-four and one-half hours’ rest. The hours 
of du had nothing to do with this accident. The engineman knew 
that the extra was right ahead, from the fact that he had seen them 
only 8 miles from the point of collision. They failed to approach the 
station under proper control. . 


At or near Chicago, III., August 13, 1903; estimated damage, $125. 
One yard engineman, age 60, legs, back, and hands scalded. Extra en- 
gine 7307 backing two cabin cars south collided with extra light engine 
7140, south bound. Damage as follows: Engines, $122; track, $3.37; 
total, $125.37. Engineman of engine 7307 held at fault for not keepin: 
a lookout and also for not seeing that his fireman was on engine sea 
box, which would undoubtedly have prevented accident. Experience, 
five years. Had been on duty about seventeen hours thirty minutes, 
and had just reached destination. Wighteen hours’ rest before going on 
duty. Steam pipe was broken, which caused injury to the engineman. 


No. 54. 


At or near White Bluff, Tenn., October 2, 1904; time, dark; estimated 
damage, $5,000. One freight passenger killed; three trainmen injured— 
engineman, age 33; fireman, age 22; brakeman, age 34. No. 59 ran 
Into rear of extra, east bound. ive cars and caboose destroyed account 
wreckage catching fire. One engine and one car badly damaged; one 
car slightly damaged. Extra was slowing down to enter siding to meet 
an opposing train; flagman failed to get back the required distance, and 
engineman on No. 59 failed to keep proper lookout for extra ahead. 
Engineman had been 8 in that capacity four and three-fourths 

ears and had been on duty eleven and one-half hours, prior to which 
e had had ninety-four and one-half hours’ rest. Flagman had been 
5 in that capacity ten years, and had been on duty seventeen 
and one-half hours, with one hour intermission, and had eighteen and 
one-half hours’ rest prior to starting on this trip. Injuries to engine- 
ian: fireman, and brakeman, slight sprains as result of jumping from 
engine. 


Case No. 55. 


Statement in table: “Not properly equipped with flagging signals. 
Hours on duty, 18.” 

The facts: The report of the company to the Commission states: 
“The conductor, engineer, and flagman on freight train were responsible 
for this acident, on account of not seeing that they were properly 
equipped with flagging signals; and the flagman had not been properly 
instructed how to use the same.“ 


At or near Swifton, Ark., November 22, 1904; estimated damage, 
$30,350; time, 5.57 a. m.; dark. Ten passengers injured. Fireman, 
age 36, killed; engineer, age 44, right arm broken; brakeman, age ——, 
right hand injured; porter, age 50, injury to chest. Freight train 
north and passenger. One baggage car and three coaches destroyed ; 
engine damaged; one sleeper damaged; seven cars had bodies destroyed: 
six cars 90 dama damage to equipment, $30,050; damage to 
track, $300. onductor, engineer, and flagman on freight train were 
responsible for accident account not seeing they were properly equipped 
with flagging signals, and flagman properly instructed how to use same. 
Conductor had been in service of the company two years; had been on 
ony eighteen hours and had eight hours’ rest prior to going on duty; 
engineer had been in service of company five years and 9 — five years’ 
experience on other roads; had been on any. eighteen hours and had 
eight hours’ rest prior to going on duty; flagman had been on duty 
eighteen hours and had eight hours’ res prior to going on duty; had 

een in 1 l of the company one month; four years’ experience on 
other roads. 


Case No. 56. 


Statement of cause: “Running at too high rate of speed; foggy 
weather. Hours on duty; YAY 

The facts: The record shows that these men had been on duty sixteen 
hours and two minutes. At the time of the accident they were only 3 
miles from their terminal station. The length of time on duty had no 
bearing on the accident, which was due to high rate of speed under a 
caution signal in a dense fog. 

The accident happened at the nearest point where a train could haye 
been sidetracked at the expiration of sixteen hours. 

The train was on the road so long on account of the cold weather, 
which delayed both it and the trains it met along the road. 


CAsE 


Statement of cause: “Engineman not seeing flagman in time on ac- 
count of smoke. Hours on duty, 20.“ 

The facts: The length of time the crew had been on duty was not 
responsible for the accident. All the members of the crew were awake 
and alert, and the flagman had gone back and piven the proper signal, 
but it was obscured by the smoke from the engine. There was no rea- 
son for anyone to think that the signal could not be seen. The accident 
resulted solely from the obscurity thus caused, and not from any negli- 
gence whatever, 


At or near Isleta, Ohio, December 15, 1904; time, 5.50 a. m.; dark; 
estimated damage, $210. Four trainmen injured. Accident where T. W. 
V. and O. engine No. 7352, eastward, ran into the rear of T. W. V. and 
O. engine No. 7391. Accident at Isleta, Ohio, where extra eastward 
T. W. V. and O. engine 7352 (with caboose attached) ran into the rear 
of extra eastward T. W. V. and O. engine 7391 (with caboose attached). 
The responsibilty of the accident was placed with the engineman of en- 
gine 7352 on account of running at too 5 85 a rate of speed under a 
‘green block.“ The weather was extremely foggy, and when engine 
7352 sighted engine 7391 they were running at too high a rate of speed 
1 stopped before colliding with the other engine. The engineman 
and fireman of engine 7352 are 5 by the T. W. V. and O. divi- 
slon, and they stated that they had n on duty for seventeen (17) 
hours prior to the time of the accident, and that they had been allowed 
twelve hours’ rest before going on duty. The engineman is a man of 
some experience, having served in the capacity of engineman on the 
T. W. V. and O. division for the past six years. The following is a list 
of the casualties: J. C. Cosgrove, engineman, 25 years, right shoulder 
and leg injured, also kneecap broken and left thumb dislocated. . — 
Perrine, conductor, 30 years, legs bruised and ankle sprained. W. D. 
Miller, brakeman, 25 years, right hand lacerated, right side of face and 


head bruised. . R, Perkins, extra conductor, ears, left mi 
finger bruised and right leg lacerated. These men all reside at Toledo, 
0. 
No. 58. 


At or near Onward, Ind., October 6, 1901; time, dark; estimated dam- 
age, et Elbert Greeley, conductor. age 35, instantly killed; 
T P, rosius, brakeman, age 27, instanti kill 3 8. A. Galbrai h, brake- 
man, age 28, instantly killed. These three men were deadheading on 
second section No. 79. J. W. Hutchins, fireman, age 25, instantly 
killed; F. W. Patterson, engineman, age 29, body and limbs badly 
bruised. Freight trains, second and third sections No, 79, westbound; 
third section ran into rear of second section, Three trainmen dead- 


heading home in their cabin car, which was attached behind second 
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The Rear’ made by the ge rag A to the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission shows this clearly. The flagman who gave the signal was a 
member of the crew of a switch engine which on Sunday had been sent 
to Logansport for we sig and was returning. The condition of the en- 
gine delayed the train, and the collision occurred while they were stop- 
ping on the main track to blow up steam. The other train involved was 
a wak train also en route to gansport to remain over Sunday for 
repairs. ~. 


as they appear in sworn statements made to the Interstate Commerce Commission by 
railway managers—Continued. 


section No. 79's cabin car, and fireman of engine attached to third 
section No. 79 were instantly killed. Two cabin and three side-dump 
cars in second section No. 79 and six refrigerator cars in third section 
No. 79 destroyed, and six other freight cars in third section No. 79 
more or less damaged. This accident due to second section of No. 79 
having to stop on main track to blow up steam and engineman on third 
section not seeing flagman in time to get stopped. The n on sec- 
ond section No. 79 went back to flag as soon as he could, but only got 
back about seventeen car lengths. It was a clear night and the ag PEN 
believed the following train would have no difficulty in seeing his signal 
in sufficient time to get stopped, as the headlight could be plainly seen. 
Between the flagman and the N train there was a strip ot 
woodland, and it was thought the smoke from the engines on the lead- 
ing train hung over the tracks between the trees just high wa to 
obscure the view of the engineman on third section on account of the 
higher position he occupied, while the flagman, as well as the balance 
of the crew on second section, could plainly see the headlight approach- 
ing and had no reason to think the signal could not be seen. he en- 
gineman on the third section saw the markers of the second section as 
he was leaving Bunker Hill, several miles east of where the accident 
occurred, but lost sight of them on account of the grades, and when 
he reached a point where he could again have seen them his view was 
obscured by the smoke, as described above. 
tion No. 79 has bad 2 years 9 months’ experience as brakeman, and 
had been on duty about 20 hours, less 2 hours’ intermission, and had 
14 hours’ rest before this. The engineman on third section No. 79 has 
had 8 years’ experience as fireman and engineman, had been on duty 
about 22 hours, less 3 hours’ intermission, and had 39 hours’ rest before 
starting on this trip. 


The flagman on second sec- 


Casg No. 59. 


Statement of cause: Engineman of freight pulled out ahead of pas- 
senger train. Hours on duty, 17.” 

e facts: This man had 20 hours’ rest before starting to work. He 
was on a turn run, and there was no opportunity for him to take rest 
until arrival at Logansport. The men very much prefer returning to 
their home terminal rather than to lay over at Bernice,. where there 
was no opportunity to take proper rest. This occurred in 1901. 

5 There is nothing to show that the accident was caused by excessive 
ours. 


At or near Ripley, Ind., September 16, 1901; time, dark; estimated 
damage, $2,500. Four 8 gens to wit: Fanny Dacosta, 
right forearm sprained, injury slight; William Sherridan, cut near right 
eye, injury slight; Dollie Earell, complained of haying head bumped, 
injury slight; Francis Emmett, complained of beh, J head Damped, - 
jury slight. Freight train extra, engine 71, east, and passenger train 6, 
east bound. Passenger train ran into side of freight train, damaging 
passenger cars to extent of $165 ; freight cars; $1,945, and passenger en- 
gine No. 275; total, $2,500. Accident due to engineman of extra ht 
starting. to pull out of siding ahead of passenger train, account of for- 
getting that train was on road. This man has had 12 years’ experience 
as engineman, had been on duty 17 hours, but had 20 hours’ rest before 
starting to work. 


CASE No. 60. 


Statement of cause: Improper flagging. Hours on duty, 16.” 

The facts: The accident was caused by the failure of the brakeman 
to place torpedoes on the track. He stated that he did not consider the 
use of torpedoes necessary. He had been on duty a little over 16 hours, 
but no claim was made that the accident was caused by excessive hours, 


At or near Marion, Mont., July 6, 1901; time, daylight; estimated 
damage, $8,000. Two firemen, 1 conductor, and 1 engineer injured. 
Fireman L. Eaton, head slightly cut, age 26; Fireman I. H. Eller, col- 
lar bone broken, 33 years; Conductor V. M. Hill, ankle sprained, age 
45 years; Engineer P. J. Nolan, ankle sprained, age 38 years. Extra 
freight east No. 722 stopped to replace a broken knuckle. Meanwhile 
helper engine No. 725 came up and called in the flagman before the 
train and its helper could start. Freight train No. 10, following them, 
ran into their rear, badly ae 


ing 2 on 22 cars, and 1 caboose. 
There was no damage incurred fire. 


ji he accident was due to im- 

proper flagging. The brakeman directly responsible for it stated that 
e did not consider the use of torpedoes necessary. This man had been 
on duty from 5.30 p. m. of the day previous until the time the accident 
occurred, 10 a. m. 4 


He was a man of 18 years’ railroad experience. 


Casa No. 61. 


5 of cause: Disobeyed rule respecting open switch. Hours 
‘on duty, 20." 

The Three A work train was standing on track in gravel pit, and 
switch leading from main line was left open. An express train dashed 
through the switch, resulting in a collision. The responsibility rested 
with the switchman, who failed to follow the rule of the company: 
“ Whoever opens a switch shall remain at it until it is closed, unless re- 


lieved by some other competent employee.” 


There is not a word of evidence to show how long the man who left 
the switch open had been on duty. The record simply shows that the 
engineman, who apparently had had nothing to do with the switch 
bolig left open, had been on duty about 20 hours; but there is nothing 
to indicate any connection between this and the accident. 


CASE 


Statement of cause: “Engineman responsible, not keeping proper 
lookout. Hours on duty, 22.“ 

The facts: This accident occurred in daylight ; nothing to show that 
the engineer was asleep. He simply failed to 1 the station 
with his engine under Proper control. Instead of being on continuous 
duty for 22 hours, the report of the company shows that he had 5 
hours of rest within that period. This rest riod may have come 
at such time that he had only 8 hours of continuous service. 


At or near Springfield, N. H., July 25, 1901; time, daylight; estimated 
damage, $1,640. One trainman killed, 3 injured. George H. Corliss, 
engineman, killed; Robert M. Simmons, fireman, slightly injured ; George 
Sawyer, engineman, ankle sprained; Frank Holbrook, fireman, le 
bruised. Work train No. 552 was standing on track in gravel pit, an 
switch leading from main line was left open. An express passenger 
train, No. 21, north bound, dashed through the switch, resulting in a 
serious collision. Engines of both trains were badly damaged, together 
with a ba gage car, caboose car, and a flat car. 

Responsibility for this accident rests with the engineman who was 
killed, the switchman, and telegraph operator. Had they observed the 
rule which reads, Whoever opens a switch shall remain at it until 
it is closed unless relieved by some other competent employee,” the 
accident would not have occurred. Engineman Corliss had been on 
duty continuously about 20 hours, 


No. 62. 


At or near Norwich, N. Dak., June 22, 1902; time, dark; estimated 
damage, $400. E. J. Jennings, of Fargo, passenger, killed; A. H. 
Eckhart, passenger, contusion of back and legs, not serious; F. Martin, 
conductor, slight injuries to head; age, 25 years. While freight train 
153, west bound, was standing at Norwich station for the purpose of 
unloading freight, light engine No. 311 ran into rear of same, damaging 
aaboose and one car. There were two passengers in caboose; one was 
fatally injured and died shortly aferwards; the other was slightly 
injured. he conductor was also slightly injured. Engineer of light 
engine responsible for not se ig proper lookout ahead -and has been 
discharged. Had been on duty 22 hours, with 5 hours’ rest during 
that length of time. Has been an engineer since 1892. Rules require 
all trains to approach all stations under control, and responsibility of 
accident rests mainly with following train. Damage to engine, $50; 
damage to equipment, $350. 


Case No. 63. 


Statement of cause: “Approaching station at too high rate of speed 
to stop after seeing signal. Hours on duty, 17.” 

The facts: There is 8 to indicate that the accident was due 
to overwork on the part of the engineer. It was simply a case of 
error of judgment in the use of air brakes. he statement made by 
the company to the Commission was as follows: “No. 14 arrived just 
south of station and was slowing up to take siding. No. 15 approached 
the station at too high a rate of speed to stop after seeing red signal, 
although the operator had placed a to on the track about 800 
feet from the station and signaled the engineer to stop. The train 


At or near Molino, Fla., June 10, 1902; estimated damage, $2,632. 
No one killed or injured. Butting collision between freight train No, 
13, south, consisting of 14 loaded cars (6 with air brakes in service), 
and freight train No. 14, north, consisting of 6 loads and 1 empty 

6 with air brakes In service). A train order had been given, to be 
elivered to No. 15 at Molino, making a meeting point between Nos. 
14 and 15. No. 14 arrived just south of station and was slowing up 
to take siding. No. 15 approached the station at too high a rate of 
speed to stop after seeing red signal, although the operator had placed 
a torpedo on the track about 8 feet from the station and signaled 
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past the station and collided with No. 14, which was almost the engineer to stop. The train ran the a and collided 1 
stopped. No. 14, which was almost 8 th engines d „ bodies of 1 
gondola and two box cars troyed, 1 gondola a 1 hopper car 
slightly Engineer of No. 15 was at fault for nad’ 4 years 

train-order ice with train not under control. He has ha 


experience as engineer. He had been on duty 17 hours and 45 
utes after a lay off of 3 days. z 


Cusn No. 64. 


Statement of cause: “ Not protected by flag. Hours on duty, 15.” At or near Wild Horse, Colo., February 2, 1902; time, 5.25 a. m.; 
The facts: There was no connection between the number of hours of moann ht; estimated 1 gs he $1,000 Owen McCarthy, brakeman, age 
labor and the cause of the accident. The freight train (an extra) 35, ed. Employed by is company in such capacity one year. 
sop at the water tank with Its caboose sta on a 2 trestle Previous record, 9 years’ experience in like position. Freight tratn, 
‘eet high. It was a short lata d ahead o of the 8 8 extra, west on main line to take water; passenger train west No. 3 
—.— the brakeman evidently figured that his train d no ran into rear end freight train, which was not protected by flag. 
to exceed two minutes, so that he would not be taking any chances in Brakeman McCarthy, supposed to have flagged passenger train, was 
not flagging the ger. When the ee train came around in caboose when bey agin occurred; killed instantaneously. Freight 
the curve where they could see the caboose Soe ae was standing train crew on gaT 15 hours; intermission 11 hours elapsed for rest 
on the rear platform with his lantern in hand. He was afraid to between service. No fire caused by collision. 
leave the caboose for fear the passen; train would catch him «n the 
trestle. He was wide awake and fully aware of what was - on. 
but could do nothing. The passenger — came up and s: . the 
caboose and killed him. j 
Casg No. 65. 


Statement in table: Carelessness of engineman. Hours on duty, At or near B Minn., February 2, 1902; daylight; esti- 
8.” mated damage, $3,500. one killed or injured. While extra south 
The facts: This crew left Brainerd at 3.15 p. m., and arrived at engine 7 was doubling out of siding, extra south engine 8, doubling 
Spur (75 miles) at 9.05 p. m., 5 hours 50 minutes. They left Spur for into Hackensack, collided with rear of extra 7’s train ditching engine 
Brainerd at 9.50 p. 7 a, expecting to make the return trip inside of six 8. One U. P. log flat car totally destroyed; 7 log Ea flats cons derably 


hours. They were d hours meeting an extra, which was de- damaged. Cause, carelessness of engineer engine Engineer engine 
layed on account of pi — train doubling a hill. There were no 8 employed as fireman on M. and I. May 1901, to June 15, 1 
—.— accommodations whatever at Spur; trainmen and a and as engineer June 18. 1901. to 88 1903, and was engineer 


erred to make the double, Brainerd br Spur and return, instead on other roads. He was on duty lo tiie tine inn wreck occurred and 
of laying over at Spur. This crew had 40 hours’ rest before making had had 40 hours’ rest previous to 


Casa No. 67. 

Statement of cause: “ oe rule 99 in not properly protecting At or near Lurgan, Pog) November 9, 1901; time, 3.05 a. m.; dark; 
Hours on duty, 22. estimated damage, $500. vere Bowerd, age 24, brakeman, killed. 

The facts: This is entirely erroneous. The report made by the com- ae freight, westbound, ran into rear of extra Western Maryland 
pany states that the service was not co W “there was an inter- ight at Lurgan, da ng the cabin car, which took fire from the 
val of 5 hours 17 minutes for rest;” that is, the run was from Hagers- cab 8 car stove, causing the destruction of the cabin and one box car. 
town to Rutherford, 12 hours 42 minutes, then 5 hours 17 ahat flagman, George Bowerd, was caught in the wreckage, 5 
rest at Rutherford; then a run of 4 hours $6 minutes from Rutherford inori which caused his death. Flagman Bowerd was on duty 2 
to Lurgan, where the accident occurred. hours and 35 minutes with an interval of 5 hours and 17 minutes for 


The oseley statement simply Bari together these three periods, rest. He has been in service since December 29, 1900. Rule 99 vio- 
taking no note of the intervening rest period. lated. a 


Case No. 68. 

Statement of cause: “ Conductor and W at fault in moving At or near Helena, Mont., December 1, 1902; time, 7.10 p. m.; esti- 
train before track was clear. Hours on duty, 1 mated damage, $500. No personal injuries. Cars of extra west 17 
facts: There is no evidence in this case * long hours or over- cornered in yard. The train set back in yard about fifteen car len uk ug 

work; the crew had two days’ rest before s e accident was from the lead. Conductor gave instructions to have the train pul 
entirely due to lack of judgment. The trainmen tried to save haps close to the lead, and while doing so the train was cornered care 
ner seconds of 480. pulling 2 to lead; they pull Key being switched with switch engine. Train should not have moved until 
farther than intended, with the — 5 that train was cornered by swi they had clear track to go. ‘onductor and brakeman at fault. Con- 
ductor ten years’ experience; brakeman eleven years’ ex ig ae as 
switchman and brakeman. Had been on duty 15 hours with 2 hours 

intermission. Damage to engine and three cars, 
CAsE No. 69. 

tatement of cause: “ Brakeman failed ie to far end of cars to At or near Boyles, Ala., ar pred 22, 1902; time, 4.25 a. m.; esti- 
3 they had cleared. Hours on du se mated damage, — Injured: F. A. Woods, engineer, 45 years, bruises 
The facts: There is nothing to show that Gere to take 1 yee and abrasions of head, face, legs, a and back: C. H fireman, 32 
cautions was due to CERNS Bo Botos of work. This crew had years, bruises of shoulder, elbow, and side; Bob Green, brakeman, 27 


cekin clearin 
ihe peni a report Ro the “ ha Commission es the 3 ng an south, consisting of seventeen loaded cars (all with air brakes in 
nation of the cause of the a r ag had service) was running about 15 miles per hour and collided with side of 
ears on siding, striking cars 2 Giese: standing on tha ra om freight cars which had been pushed out of siding so as to foul main 
causing them to foul main track. 5 instructed brakeman — track. Engine of No. 73 was consid arabiy as damaged. One box car 
to other end of cars and see that the in to — T popa py destroyed and two cars slightly damaged gineer, fireman, and front 
Phe. brakeman reported that they were. bis br brakeman brakeman of No. 73 were injured. Wrecker crew had placed 2 cars 
for failure to go to far end of cars and see that they wees eared.” 1 — etary 5 88 Ss 8 . ; N 
wrecking crews. em to fou ‘onductor instruc rakeman to 

law sho not apply to other end of cars and see that they were in to clear proper! E one 
brakeman reported that they were. This brakeman is nsible for - 

failing to go to far end of cars and see that they cleared. e had had 

three years’ experience. The. conductor was also nd talin in failing 

to see that brakeman carried out his instructions and f: to assure 

himself that the cars cleared. He has had six years“ experience, four 

years as rear-end flagman, but only about ten days as conductor. These 

men had been on duty about 18 hours after 10 hours’ rest. They had 

— on emergency duty with wrecker. 


Case No. 73. 
Statement in table: “Plagman not far enough out to protect his At or near Portland, Mich., November 28, 1902; time, 5 a. m.; dark; 
16.” 


estimated damage, $700. Injured : Fireman John Dunnin about 28 
terne . his 5 at 1.30 p. m., November 27, after years old, arm and shoulder bruised jumping off 1 Flagman 
46 hours ious rest. The accident occurred at 5 a. m., November freight train No. 66 was not out far enough to protect his train and 
28, so that he had been on duty less than 14 hours. extra engine No. 80 ran into rear of train No. 56 (freight). Brakeman 


returned to way car of train No. 56 after having been sent out to 
pos by conductor. Brakeman given 60 demerits and discharged. 
n service one year. On duty 16 hours; off duty previous 24 hours, 


Case No. 74. 


F. not bein, l rotected. Hours At or near Watts Siding, Minn., November 1, 1902; time, 7.12 a. m.: 
5 of cause: rom no properly p ; daylight ; 5 damage, ago, $4,000. E ited 2 Charles Gott, conductor § 
sed by an extra train starting ou . C. Congdon, bra 8 5 ured Ryan, brakeman, lacera 

without “pro . a — foe vevatled at the time. Srhey wound of pa hes oer mr ple be pe hand scratched. Passengers 
stop atts Siding to do some sw 3 and they had just got 1 ieKinuan, and bruised ; 8. 5 bruised ; 
head car Star off when second No. 3 collided with theirrear. The freight Andrew a left leg bruised; Alex. Deier. bruise ow left eye; 
crew had only made a oye" of Bog a = — — oue 2 juries = Sees re knee bruised; Jolin 8 Nags 55 a 

and acknowledged r assen: 4 a west 
lao — W * 6 and second No. 3 west. Accident happened on main line, was 
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3 is nothing to indicate that any employee was not awake and 
ert. . 


caused by extra 426 west pulling out of Glyndon between first and 
second sections of train No. 3 without orders; a dense 1000 3 at 
the time. They stopped at Watts Siding to do switching without 

roper protection and they had just got head car cut off when second 

o. 3 collided with their rear. Conductor Goff and Engineer Geene, 
of extra west 426, responsible for accident. Had been on duty 23 hours. 
Had had 36 hours’ rest before starting. Both old experienced men. 
Damage to No. 3's engine; seven cars damaged; four box cars burned 
after the collision, 


Casn No. 77. 


Statement of cause: Conductor failed to set switch for siding; 

8 also failed to make proper effort to stop train. Hours on 
uty, 19.” 

The facts: An extra engine was 
Devlin, conductor, failed to set swite 
backed down on a grade crossing, resulting in a collision. All the train 
men were wide awake and on the ground, and the failure of the con- 
ductor to set switch properly was due to an oversight, which might 
have occurred under any circumstances. 

There is nothing to show any connectlon between the accident and 
the hours on duty. 


utting train away in siding, and 
for mountain siding. The train 


At or near Penn Haven Junction, Pa., November 30, 1902; time, 7.30 
p. m., dark; estimated Gamage 1,100. No one killed or injured. Ex- 
ra engine, 604 east, was putting train away in siding, and William C. 
Devlin, conductor, failed to set switch for mountain siding; also failed 
to have his brakemen properly distributed on the train, resulti in 
train backing down on grade crossing and Central Railroad of New 
Jersey 460 colliding with the same. The investigation also showed 
that James J. Neary and Frank Henritzy, brakemen, failed to make 
proper effort to stop the train, These men had been on duty 19 hours 
minutes, after having had 11 hours 30 minutes rest. illiam C. 
Devlin had had 18 years’ experience; James J. Neary, 3 years, and 
Frank Henritzy, 8 years’ experience, 


Case No. 79. 


Statement of cause: Brakeman failed to turn switch; train ran in 
on siding. Hours on duty, 19.” 

The facts: Rear-end collision, caused by brakeman failing to turn 
switch, throwing the train in on side track and striking the rear of 
freight train. e had not been on continuous duty for 19 hours. He 
had left Galesburg and gone to Quincy, a trip of 8 hours. At Quincy 
he had 3 hours minutes rest, and, returning, had been on duty about 
7 hours when the accident occurred. 

There is no reason for saying that this failure to properly turn the 
switch was caused by excessive hours of labor. He had had two days’ 
rest before going on this trip, 


At Saluda, Ill., July 25, 1902; time, 7.50 p. m., dark; estimated dam- 
age, $1,000. Slight injuries to five passengers. Brakeman, aged 43, 
head and right hand cut. North-bound freight train No. 68, consisting 
of engine and 48 cars (1,390 tons) pulled in on side track to allow 
passenger train No. 12 to pass. Brakeman was stationed at switch, and 
when the passenger approached switch he signaled train ahead; when 
too close to avoid it, the engineer of the passenger train (which con- 
sisted of engine and two coaches, all 8 7 with air brakes in work- 
ing order) noticed the brakeman had fa to turn the switch, and train 
ran in on the mane striking rear of freight train, badly damaging way 
car and engine. The brakeman injured was in the way car; passengers 
all slightly injured. The brakeman at fault; in service 12 years; on 
duty 19 hours after 36 hours’ rest. 


Case No. 80. 


Statement in table: “ Crew went to sleep. Hours on duty, 24.” 
The facts: This is an incorrect statement. The crew went on dut 
at 10 p. m. September 4, after 11 hours’ rest. 


oseph at 9.30 p. m. and remained there until 6.30 a. m. September 
5—that is, they had 9 hours for rest and sleep. They left St. Joseph 
at 6.30 a. m., and the accident occurred at 2.20 p. m.; so that they had 


CASE 


Statement of cause: “ Disobeyed rule 17, train taking siding not be- 

ing in the clear. Hours of duty, two days.” 
he facts: This is an entire mistake, the result of a mere error in 

3 the report. As a matter of fact these trainmen had only 
been on this run 3 hours 45 minutes at the time of the accident and 
had ample rest prior to going on the trip. This is all fully explained 
in a letter written by the penera manager, W. C. Nixon, to Mr. Moseley, 
of date January 20, 1903; but, notwithstanding the explanation, the 
ne contains the statement that the conductor had been on duty 48 

ours. 

Whatever negligence there was, was on the part of the engineer, 


At or near New Richmond, Mich., September 5, 1902; time, 2.20 p. m., 
daylight; estimated damage, $390. o one injured or killed. 
freight, south No. 174, collided with second section No. 57 north, engine 
No. 218. Second section No. 57 had orders to meet extra No. 174 at 
New Richmond and took siding at that place. They then received an- 
other order to also meet extra No. 233 south at same place. Train 
crew and engine crew No. 57 (second section) went to 5 were 
awakened by whistle of engine No. 233. They su th extras 
had passed and started with train and collided with extra No. 174. 
Train crew of second section No, 57 had been on duty about 24 hours 
at time of accident. No personal injuries. 


No. 81. 


At or near Manvel, Tex., October 5, 1902; time, 8 p. m., dark; esti- 
mated damage, $2,300. Injuries: C. Hawkins, engineer, foot sprained ; 
M. J. Scott, conductor, head injured; J. Ginn, brakeman, slightly in- 
jured. Train 36 north bound and train extra south 684. Freight 
train ran into side of freight train on switch; sone 214 damaged 
$250. Six box cars destroyed and three box cars badiy damaged. Both 
trains were all air and last inspected on date of accident. Accident 
caused by disregard of rule 17, train taking siding and not being in the 
clear and still haying headlight exposed ; should have warned train 36 
to approach meeting point under control. Extra south was going into 
siding when struck by No. 36. M. J. Scott, conductor, no experience on 
other roads as conductor; one month on this road as conductor; had 
been on duty two days at time of accident. C. Hawkins, engineer, 12 
years’ experience as fireman and two months as engineer on this road ; 
no experience on other roads. He had over ten hours’ rest before going 
on this trip. On duty 3 hours 45 minutes at time of accident, 


Cass No. 82. 


Statement of cause: Engineman at fault; in going back struck cars. 
Hours on duty, 20.“ 

The facts: The train stalled and then doubled, and in going back for 
the rear end of the train the engineer struck the cars. There is nothing 
to show that the hours on duty bad anything to do with the accident. 
The length of the division is 130 miles, and an average of 10 miles per 
hour would consume only 13 hours. In this case there was an unusual 
number of delays, largely caused by the train having parted and by be- 
ing held to meet passenger trains. 

Se this crew bad been tied up at the end of 16 hours, it would proba- 
bly have been at a point where they could neither sleep nor get meals, 
and by the time miey got to the terminal they would have lost more 
time and have been less fit to go out sgain than if ey had been al- 
lowed to go through, even if it should ta n 


e more than 16 hours. 


At or near Culmerville, Pa., October 30, 1902; time, dark; estimated 
damage, $350. No injuries. Train, third section 33 south, stalled and 
doubled and in going back for rear end of train struck cars so as to 
cause above damage. Engineer at fault. Six years’ experience as en- 
gineer. On duty 20 hours, continuous trip. 


Casa No. 83. 


Statement of cause: “ Work train fouled main track without due pro- 
tection. Rule: An inferior train must keep out of the way of a supe- 
rior train.’ Hours on duty, more than 15,” 

“The facts: This accident occurred in 1902, to a work train engine, 
which had been in the shop at Fort Wayne over Sunday for washing out, 
etc. They had a rest in their bunk car, and went on their regular Mon- 
day's duty on the work train from Plymouth at 7 o'clock in the morning. 
The accident occurred at 5.35 Pi m. Monday; 10 hours 35 minutes on 
duty. Excessive hours had nothing at all to do with the accident. The 
engineman simply overran the clearance gour of the switch leading 
from the siding to the main track, in the dark 


At or near Plymouth, Ind., October 20, 1902; time, dark; estimated 
damage, $500. o injuries. Train No. 8 east bound and extra work 
train engine No. 318 east bound. Damage, two engines, $487.43; track, 
$5.54. ause: Work train fouled main track without due protection, 
resulting in a “ side swipe.” Parties at fault in service 15 nt 22 years, 
respectively. Engineman on duty more than 15 hours, with less than 
7 ret fe 8 „Rule: “An inferior train must keep out of the way of a 
superior train. 


Cask No. 86. 


Statement of cause: “Engineman at fault for not stopping when 

| 5 against him, and not having train under control. Hours 
on du D 

The acts : The number of hours on auy had nothing to do with the 
accident. “Engineer Burns frankly admitted that when approaching 
crossing he saw an N. P. train passing over same, and that he also saw 
that semaphore signal was set ig age him, but thinking that tower 
man would give him the crossing in time to avoid necessity of stopping 
his train he allowed train to drift until too late to stop before going 

| off track at derail.” 


At or near State Line, Wis., October 21, 1902; time, dark; estimated 
damage, $2,200, No injuries. East bound extra freight train No. 1146 
had en ine and . at San ae — switch. Signal 

alnst train but fa o stop. stimat amage 
$2,100, and to track, $100 Engineer J. P. Burns . 
dent for not stopping when semaphore was against him and also for not 
having his train under control. He has been taken out of the service. 
Has been engineer with this Supay three years three months; no 
previous experience as engineer. Was on duty 19 hours. 
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Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, before referring to the 
provisions of this bill and the criticisms which have been made 
of its terms, I wish to have read the telegrams and letters 
which I send to the Secretary’s desk. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

PEORIA, ILL., January 9~10, 1907. 
R. M. La FOLLETTE, United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C.: 


I am opposed to penalizing employees for working over hours, as 
advocated by Senators GALLINGER Ša FORAKER. 
JOHN J. HANNAHAN, 
Grand Master Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Engineers. 


CLEVELAND, OHIO, January 9-10, 1907. 
Hon. R. M. La FOLLETTE, United States Senate, 


ashington, D. C.: 

The Brotherhood of Railway -Trainmen is decidedly opposed to the 
be sina to penalize employees for working in excess of hours to be 
gnated by 5 enactment. The amendments to that end 
n every sense and simply intended to embarrass 
the employee and put up to him the enforcement of the law; the pen- 

alty clearly belongs to the employer who compels him 55 violate it. 
ORRISEY, 


2 
Grand Master Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen. 


are objectionable 


LACROSSE, WIS., January 9, 1907. 
Mr. R. M. La FOLLETTE, K 
Washington, D. O.: 
Please use every effort to pass Senate bill 5133 and amendments In 
favor of railroad employees. 


W. J. BARBER, 
Secretary Brotherhood Railroad Trainmen. 


CHICAGO, ILL., January 10, 1907. 
Rost. La FOLLETT) 


E, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

The general 8 committee Brotherhood of HANES Trainmen, 
representing 3, members on the Chicago and Northwestern syete, 
heartily indorse the pro legislation relative to restriction of sery- 
ice hours for men in train and yard service. 

A. F. WHITNEY, Chairman. 


ORDER OF RAILWAY CONDUCTORS OF AMERICA, 
INDIANAPOLIS DIVISION 103, 
Indianapolis, Ind., January 7, 1907. 
H. R. FULLER, 


206 Delaware avenue NE., Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sm: This afternoon a number of conductors, . fev ens 
men, and brakemen were called before the staff officers of the Penn- 
sylvania lines in Indianapolis, as employees in train service, to talk 
over the proposed La Follette bill now pending before this session of 
Co 1 to the limit of hours on duty and after that time 

uring ten hours’ rest. I can not give you the number of the b 
bat I ask that you give me two or ree copies of this original bil 
and give me your rsonal opinion and feel regardi this bill. 
Give me all the advice pertaining to this measure, as I feel that it is 
one of the old tricks of the railroad officials, of their undermining yay 
of trapping the many employees. Before I left this body of men 
am glad to say that no steps will be taken until I hear from you in 
regard to this matter. 

Very truly, yours in P. F. 


INTERNATIONAL BroTHERHOOD’ or LOCOMOTIVE ENGINEERS, 
Basalt, Colo., December 8, 1906. 
H. R. E 2 


* Legislative R tative B. of D. E. 
8 ative Represen ve B. of L. E., f 
10 asking ton, D. C. 

DEAR SIR AND BROTHER: The 8 superintendent ot the Colorado 
Midland Railroad has issued a circular asking the men to endeavor to 
defeat the La Follette bill against working railway men more than 
sixteen hours at a time without rest. This bill comes up for considera- 
tion in the Senate aat 10, we understand. The men here are all 
in favor of a law along this line being passed. The members of this 
division, however, desire that I find out from you whether this is the 
bill which you are endeavoring to have passed im our behalf. Thank- 
ing you advance for an early reply, I am yours, fraternally. 


BROTHERHOOD OF LOCOMOTIVE ENGINEERS, 
GENERAL BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT, 
Lima, Ohio, December 9, 1908. 


‘United States Legislative R tati 
e: ates ive entative, 
206 Delaware avenue NE., Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I would thank you, if it is not too much trouble, if you 
will send me a copy of the sixteen-hour Federal law, now pending action 
of the House, and has the Lower House, and comes up Jan 
10, 1907, for final action. My superintendent has headed a remon- 
strance against its passage and has handed the chairman of each order 
a copy and asked them to get names of all trainmen to remonstrate, 
setting forth that such a law would be injurious to the employees and 
a reduction in pay. Now, I haven't read the bill, but I think it is a 
move in the ri he direction. Its passage and enforcement will cause 

companies to get their trains over the roads in less time, and no 
crew should be kept on an engine longer than fifteen consecutive hours, 
and Enis lal Baap if passed wiu help ae W geal op Division No: 
er 0 socomotive ngineers, insis 0 s ssage; a * 
. on the Lake Erie and Western system—864 miles of road 
and 


Mr. H. R 


engineers, of which I am general chairman, and any informa- 
tion pin par this law you can furnish me with I will thank you for. 
Thanking you for the many past favors shown us, 
I beg to remain, respectfully and fraternally yours. 


BROTHERHOOD OF LOCOMOTIVE ENGINEERS, 
FLOUR CITY DIVISION, No. 494, 
Minneapolis, Minn., December 19, 1906. 
H. R. FULLER, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SIR AND BROTHER: Just received yours of the 16th in answer 
to my telegram regarding Senate bill 5133, and I will say that the in- 
formation in it will clear up a lot of false statements regarding this 
bill. All that I knew or heard about it came from our railroad officers, 
so know which side was shown up. Will be pleased to receive 
further information and instructions when the proper time comes, but 
give — the time possible, as it takes time to get these things before 

Fraternally and truly, 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, such criticism as has 
been urged respecting this bill, and particularly that made by 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON] yesterday in his 
remarks, is made because there is no provision in the bill to 
prohibit men who may have been in service less than sixteen 
consecutive hours again going on duty without having a suffi- 
cient rest, thus, by working two or more periods of less than 
sixteen hours each, interrupted by only short intervals of rest, 
virtually defeating the purpose of the measure. 

I think the criticism of the Senator from Colorado is a just 
one. Provision should be made to meet that criticism. It 
seems to me this can be done easily; and, if no one else offers 
such an amendment, I shall offer one which I believe will meet 
that objection. y 

However, I find on an examination of all the statutes of the 
different States that have enactments upon this subject that 
in every single instance the language used in these statutes with 
respect to this feature is precisely the language of this bill. It 
is manifestly apparent that whoever drafted the substitute pro- 
vision reported by the committee for the bill which I introduced 
had before him the provisions of the different State enactments 
upon this subject. 

Arizona provides in exactly this language against any railway 
employee who is concerned in the moving of trains from 
employed more than sixteen consecutive hours, but it makes no 
provision for men who have been employed fifteen and a half 
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The same is true of the Arkansas statute, which prohibits the 
working of those having to do with the operation of trains for 
more than sixteen hours in succession. The same is true of the 
Colorado statute, the language of that statute being as follows: 


Act of 1901. 

Secrion 1. No- company operating: a railroad in whole or in part 
within this State shall permit or require any conductor, engineer, fire- 
man, brakeman, telegraph operator, or any trainman who s worked 
in his respective capacity for sixteen consecutive hours, except in case 
of casualty, to again go on duty or perform any work until he has had 
at least ten hours’ rest. 

The language of that statute is almost identical with the 
second section of the bill now under consideration. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator from Wisconsin has made a great 
study of this question, and it occurs to me to ask the Senator, as 
we are going on at this time, whether he does not think we could 
limit the hours to twelve instead of sixteen? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will say to the Senator from Vir- 
ginia that such a provision would impose in many cases un- 
called-for hardship upon the railroad companies and upon the 
employees as well. I believe by a very slight amendment to 
the bill under consideration provision can be made for exigen- 
cies which may arise where the service is cumulative and over- 
runs the time limit for which men should be expected reasonably 
to be on duty, or where the service is consecutive in its nature 
and is for a somewhat shorter period than the sixteen hours 
mentioned in the bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. If the Senator from Wisconsin will permit, I 
asked him the question because I have traveled on a train 
within the week past where I was informed by the men they had 
been in continuous service for fifty-three hours. With respect 
to cases in which the employees are allowed to be on trains for 
the time extended, emergency cases, such as those to which the 
Senator is now directing his attention, I will ask does not the 
Senator think it would be well to provide that for such extra i 
service the employees should have additional compensation? I i 
call his attention to that, as he is now preparing his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It has been suggested, Mr. President— 
and I think the suggestion a good one—that if there could be 
imposed upon the railroad companies a requirement for extra 
pay, in excess of the regular pay, for the time men are com- 
pelled to work beyond a reasonable limit, it would be a most 
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wholesome and effective provision against the overworking of 
men to their detriment and their danger and the great danger 
of the service. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. ; 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the hour of 3 o’clock has been 
fixed, as I understand, by unanimous consent for a vote on the 
bill and all the amendments then pending. I desire to call the 
attention of the Senator from Wisconsin to the fact that there 
are probably twenty or more amendments to be disposed of, 
and that, inasmuch as no debate will be permitted after the 
voting begins, it would seem quite wise to make some provision 
for debate on the amendments presented before 3 o'clock or 
pending now. I should like, therefore, to inquire if it would 
inconvenience the Senator should I make request for unani- 
mous consent that we take up the amendments for debate under 
the five-minute rule at 1.15 o'clock, thus leaving an hour and 
three-quarters only for debate on twenty-odd amendments? I 
do not wish to interfere with the Senator’s remarks, except to 
suggest the expediency and almost necessity of some such pro- 

» vision if the amendments individually are to receive any con- 
sideration at all. , 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I will say, in reply to 
the suggestion of the Senator from Montana, that I understood 
the same request to be made yesterday and the ruling to be 
made substantially that no variation of the unanimous-consent 
agreement which had been entered upon the record could be 
made. If I remember rightly, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Lopar] submitted such a query to the President, and 
there was such a ruling. I may be wrong about it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not so rule. On the 
contrary, the Chair ruled that, in his opinion, the unanimous- 
consent agreement could be modified by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LA FoLLETTE. Then I misunderstood the ruling of 
the Chair. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, even in the absence of the rule 
suggested by the Chair I understand it to be a fact that no 
modification of the unanimous-consent agreement would obtain 
should the Senate agree to regulate the time for speeches prior 
to 3 o'clock. For instance, such agreement would in no wise 
operate to affect the unanimous-consent agreement any more 
than would the agreement frequently arranged for the interposi- 
tion of the Brownsville debate interfere with the vote at 3 
o'clock this afternoon, In other words, I think the Senate has 
complete control of its time and the disposition of the time up to 
8 o’clock, but at that time the unanimous-consent agreement be- 
comes imperatively operative under the usual usage of the 
Senate. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. CARTER. If the Senator from Colorado will permit me 
for one moment I will conclude. In the light of the holding of 
the Chair on the subject, I renew my suggestion to the Senator 
as to the propriety of taking up the amendments under the fiye- 
minute rule in the very near future, because we have but very 
little time remaining. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I have from time to 
time yielded the floor with the expectation that possibly some 
who had proposed amendments to the bill would have something 
to offer in support of their amendments. This bill has been the 
unfinished business during this entire session. At any time after 
2 o'clock on any day any Senator who was interested in dis- 
cussing or debating this bill, or who desired to say anything in 
support of any amendment offered to it, could readily have had 
the floor and the opportunity to do so. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— . 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If the Senator will pardon me just a 
moment, I have observed that in all the debate which took place 
yesterday upon this bill—I will say nothing about my own par- 
ticipation in it—outside of the time when I occupied the floor, 
the debate was rather in criticism of the bill than in discussing 
any of the proposed and pending amendments. I have not felt 
called upon to say anything about these amendments unti} 
those who have proposed them and who are in favor of them 
advance reasons for their being adopted. I am unable to re- 
call a single instance in which any Senator who had offered an 
amendment has taken the floor, either yesterday or to-day, to 
advance any reasons for the amendment offered. 

I do not desire, Mr. President, to occupy the fioor to the ex- 
clusion of anyone who desires to discuss proposed amendments. 
I shall have opportunity probably before 3 o'clock to say some- 
thing, if I desire, in reply to what may be put forward con- 


cerning any of these amendments. I will yield the floor at 
this time to any Senator who rises to discuss any pending 
amendment. 

Mr. CARTER. I again ask that we proceed to consider the 
bill and amendments under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact 
that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fotterre] just this 
moment declined to agree to that request. I understood the 
Senator from Wisconsin to say, after having given the reasons 
why he could not agree to it, that even while he was on the 
fioor he would yield to any Senator who wanted to say anything 
in behalf of any amendment. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. CARTER. I will withhold the request for unanimous 
consent for the time being, if the Senator from Colorado desires 


to speak. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I am in hearty accord with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER], except that his request 
for unanimous consent does not go far enough. I believe, in 
order that the bill may be perfected intelligently, that the re- 
quest for unanimous consent should include the voting upon 
amendments as they are offered and discussed. Unless that is 
done when 3 o'clock arrives there will be a mass of amendments 
offered, and there will be no opportunity for Senators who have 
not been following the discussion to understand the relations of 
the amendments to the bill and the effect of adopting or rejecting 
the amendments. 

I submit, Mr. President, that there is nothing in the way of 
the unanimous-consent agreement going to the extent that I sug- 
gest. The language of the unanimous-consent agreement, as 
found on the Calendar, is as follows: 

It is agreed by unanimous consent that on Thursday, January 10, 
1907, at 3 o’cloc 1 m., the Senate will vote, without further debate, 
upon the bill (S. 5 33) to promote the safety of employees and travel- 
ers upon railroads by limiting the hours of service of employees thereon, 

It says nothing whatever about amendments. So that I take 
it that until 3 o’clock we would have the right, under the unani- 
mous-consent agreement, to perfect the bill by amending it, so 
that at 3 o’clock the vote may be taken upon the amended bill. 
I therefore suggest to the Senator from Montana to amend his 
request for unanimous consent so that it will include the propo- 
sition that the amendments shall be voted upon. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. After discussion. 

Mr. PATTERSON. After discussion under the five-minute 
rule. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I fear that the suggestion of 
the Senator would involve a violation of the existing unanimous- 
ecnsent agreement. If the Senator will refer to the Calendar, 
upon which a statement of the unanimous-consent agreement 
appears, he will find it to read: 

It is agreed by unanimous consent that on Thursday, January 10, 
1907, at 3 o'clock p. m., the Senate will vote, without further debate, 
upon the bill (S. 5133) to promote the safety of employees and trav- 
elers upon railroads by limiting the hours of service of employees 
thereon, together with all amendments pending or to be offered. 

Under that unanimous-consent agreement the question arises 
whether we can begin by unanimous consent to vote upon and 
dispose of amendments prior to 3 o’clock. I doubt if that.can be 
done without inyading the unanimous-consent agreement. I 
would be perfectly willing to extend the request so as to include 
time for brief debate when an amendment is offered. 

I recall an occasion during the last session of Congress, while 
we were operating under a similar unanimous-consent agree- 
ment, when Senators were estopped from the slightest explana- 
tion of either the necessity for or the effect of a proposed amend- 
ment at the time it was about to be voted upon. The embarrass- 
ment arising from that situation all Senators felt at the time. I 
believe there should be some slight opportunity for the Senator 
offering an amendment to explain its effect at the moment for 
at least five minutes. The debate might be limited to an expla- 
nation of the Senator proposing the amendment, so that it would 
not extend indefinitely five minutes for each Senator in the 
Chamber, as the general rule would permit. 

Now, if it is agreeable to Senators, I should be glad to modify 
the request for unanimous consent so as to put it in this form: 
That at twenty minutes after 1 o’clock we proceed to debate the 
bill and the amendments under the five-minute rule until 3 
o'clock and that the unanimous-consent agreement heretofore 
given be modified so that the Senator proposing an amendment 
may be permitted five minutes’ time when it is about to be voted 
upon in which to explain its effect on the bill as it then stands. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think that both the Senator from Mon- 
tana and the Senator from Colorado are correct, except I do 
not think the Senator from Montana is correct in supposing that 
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we can not modify a unanimous-consent agreement by another 
unanimous-consent agreement. The Chair haying just a moment 
ago ruled upon the subject, that of course any unanimous-con- 
sent agreement can be modified by another unanimous-consent 
agreement, it would be entirely competent for us to agree by 
unanimous consent to begin voting earlier, so far as that is 
concerned—that is, if everybody consented. But if we debate 
this question of unanimous consent very much longer, we shall 
have consumed golden moments which we need for the discussion 
of the amendments. 

I will make a suggestion to the Senator, which I think he can 
get unanimous consent for, that beginning at half past 1 we 
take up the amendments as Senators may offer them, and debate 
them under what you may call the ten-minute rule, because 
there is no five-minute rule or ten-minute rule except as we 
make it—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; the ten-minute rule, because some of 
the amendments can not be intelligently discussed in five min- 
utes, while, on the contrary, the great number of them will not 
require much discussion. And after the conclusion of the de- 
bate on each amendment, we vote upon that amendment, as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Colorado, and that we continue in 
that order until all amendments are disposed of, and that at 
that time we vote upon the bill without further debate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. ‘To-day? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly ; to-day. 

Mr. CARTER. That would modify the existing unanimous- 
consent agreement. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
do that. 

Mr. CARTER. I am perfectly agreeable to that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think that unanimous-consent agree- 
ment can be had; I do not know. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, it does not occur to me that 
unanimous consent can now be given that votes may be taken 
upon the amendments as they are discussed, because the origina! 
unanimous-consent agreement was a notice to all Senators that 
there would be no voting until 3 o'clock, and then it would be 
upon the bill and the pending amendments and the amendments 
then offered. So that those Senators who are absent from the 
Senate are entitled to the advantage of that unanimous-consent 
agreement. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course I instantly see the force of that 
suggestion, but I had understood the Chair to hold only a mo- 
ment ago that any unanimous-consent agreement might, of 
course, be modified by unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the opinion of ‘the Chair. 
The considerations advanced by the Senator from Maine would, 
in the opinion of the Chair, warrant objection by any Senator 
to a subsequent modification of a unanimous-consent agreement 
by unanimous consent; but they do not affect the question of 
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power. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That would amount, then, merely to 2 
question, as a practical matter, whether the consideration sug- 
gested by the Senator from Maine is weighty enough in the mind 
of any Senator to cause him to object to the request for unani- 
mous consent. I think the unanimous-consent agreement which 
I have suggested can be secured, if it is competent. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it seems to me the point made 
by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] is one that is perfect!y 
unanswerable, We make an agreement to begin to vote on a 
bill and amendments at 3 o’clock. That is notice to the Senate 
that there will be no voting before that time. There may be 
many Senators desirous of voting on this bill who are not pres- 
ent. It seems to me an obvious violation of the unanimous-con- 
sent agreement to begin to vote before 3 o’clock. If an objec- 
tion is necessary, I shall most assuredly make it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In view of the fact that the Senator from 
Massachusetts has suggested that he will make objection, it is 
not necessary to ask for a formal ruling of the Chair. I there- 
fore ask for this modification of the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment, because the considerations advanced by the Senator from 
Colorado and the Senator from Montana are unanswerable. 
We can not vote upon the amendments intelligently unless we 
hear them discussed immediately before they are yoted on. I 
ask for this modification of the unanimous-consent agreement— 
that beginning at 3 o’clock we shall first take up the amendments 
in the order in which they may be offered by Senators, and that 
then we shall debate each one of those amendments under the 
five-minute rule and yote on each one separately after the debate 
upon each shall have been concluded. I ask for that modifica- 
tion of the unanimous-consent agreement—beginning at 3 o'clock. 
That answers the objection made by the Senator from Maine. 


I call attention, further, to the fact that without this modifi- 
cation there would be not more than two or three Senators, who 
have been giving very special attention to this bill, who could 
possibly vote understandingly on hardly any of the amendments. 
I ask for that unanimous-consent agreement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana asks 
that the unanimous-consent agreement be modified so that begin- 
ning with 3 o’clock—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments offered and to be 
offered to the pending bill be taken up and debated under the 
five-minute rule, and at the conclusion of the debate the amend- 
ments be voted upon. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Each amendment; that is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Each amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to ask the Senator from Indiana 
what he means by each amendment being debated under the five- 
minute rule? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I mean this: As each Senator offers his 
amendment any Senator will be entitled to discuss the amend- 
ment for five minutes, until every Senator who desires to do so 
shall have discussed it, and at the end of the discussion, no 
Senator being permitted to speak more than once, the amend- 
ment be voted upon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is a sufficient answer. 
about forty amendments. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And each amendment is to be debated 
under the five-minute rule at the pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is obvious that under such an arrange- 
ment we would stay here all night, to say the least, and I 
object. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Before the Senator from New Hampshire 
objects, I should like to have the opportunity of trying to per- 
suade the Senator by an observation or two. Of course, if it is 
hopeless to try to persuade the Senator, I will not attempt it. 

But I offer this suggestion: While there are some forty or forty- 
one or forty-two amendments, it is perfectly obyious that the 
majority of them will not be debated at all, and upon those that 
are debated not more than three or four Senators would speak: 
But even if what the Senator from New Hampshire states is 
true, that we might stay here until a late hour at night—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. All night. r: 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. This bill is of more importance than the 
convenience of Senators; but if the Senator objects, that set- 
tles it. 

Mr GALLINGER. I will say that if any mọdification of the 
unanimous-consent agreement should be reached the modifica- 
tion ought to be to recommit the bill to the committee. That is 
what ought to be done. It is manifestly in such shape now that 
if we directly vote upon it or amuse ourselves by five-minute 
speeches on it we will have a bill that nobody will be satisfied 
with when we come to vote on it. That is my sincere convic- 
tion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire whether, if the Senator from Massachusetts, on reconsider- 
ation, were willing to withdraw his objection to the first unani- 
mous-consent request (I mean as modified by the Senator from 
Montana—that is to say, that at half past 1 or at any other 
time we take up the amendments and discuss them and vote on 
them), he would agree to it? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Massachusetts can an- 
swer for himself. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not put my objection on any special ground 
about the time to be consumed or even on the point I made 
before as to the notice given to Senators. Unanimous-consent 
agreements in the Senate must be observed. If they are not, 
they will come to an end. If it is to be supposed that unani- 
mous-consent agreements are to be modified, we shall soon find 
it impossible to get a unanimous-consent agreement. I think 
nothing is more important than the rigidity with which the Sen- 
ate preserves unanimous-consent agreements. It is absolutely 
necessary to the transaction and conclusion of business. I do 
not think we ought to undertake to modify a unanimous-consent 
agreement if it can possibly be avoided, and I certainly do not 
think we ought to modify it in such a way as to bring on a vote 
before the time set. That, it seems to me, is in absolute viola- 
tion of the agreement. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to say in answer, taking just a 
moment, because I do not propose to occupy more of the time of 
the Senate, that I recognize the very great weight of what the 
Senator from Massachusetts has said; and if that rule is going 
to be maintained until it shall become a law of procedure in the 
Senate, it might as well be understood by all of us that hereafter 


There are 


1907. 


when we make a unanimous-consent agreement about voting it 
must be understood that that agreement is not going to be 
changed by any subsequent agreement. 

Mr. FRYE. It neyer has been. 

Mr BEVERIDGE. It is well for all of us to understand that 
hereafter a unanimdus-consent agreement becomes.a law of the 
body. I recognize the great weight of what the Senator from 
Massachusetts has said. j 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have never known a unani- 
mous-consent agreement to be changed in the slightest degree. 
It seems to me the moment we commence changing, that 
moment the custom is practically of no value whatever. 

It is quite obvious that this bill is not in proper condition to 
become a law. Nobody knows what it will be when we shall 
have passed upon the amendments. It is very doubtful whether, 
after we have got through amending it, it will be such a bill 
as we ought to pass. It is an important bill. I want to vote 
for the principle. I want, in some way, if possible, to compel 
the railroad companies to not overwork their men, and at the 
same time I do not want to do anything that will interfere with 
the proper discharge of the duties which the railroad companies 
owe to the public. I supposed I would be able to vote for this 
bill, tut I misunderstood the present condition of the bill. I 
may be able to vote for it when the amendments shall haye been 
disposed of. I may conclude that I ought to vote against the 
bill. I desire to say that if I do, I am going to vote against it 
because it is not a bill suitable, in my judgment, to carry out the 
purpose intended by the bill. 

Mr. President, this bill ought to have been taken up and there 
ought to have been no unanimous consent in connection with it 
that no vote should be taken upon any amendment prior to 3 
o'clock. The unanimous-eonsent agreement ought to have been 
confined to the perfected bill. We ought to have had an oppor- 
tunity before that time to vote on the amendments. Such ought 
to have been the agreement, but it is not the agreement. The 
agreement should haye been submitted in that way—that we 
might vote on the amendments as they came up and at 3 o’clock 
make final disposition of the bill. There is no trouble about the 
rule if it is properly applied. z 

I have said this merely because it looks to me as if I shall 
have to vote against the bill as it now stands, I desire the 
public to know, and I want the Record to show that, so far as 
voting against the bill is concerned, I do not vote against it be- 
cause I am opposed to the principle, but because I do not believe 
the bill has had proper consideration in order to carry out 
the purpose which, on its face, it purports to intend. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I was called out of the Cham- 
ber a moment ago when an effort was being made to arrive at 
some workable rule here. It appears to me a very absurd idea, 
which I caught as I came in, that the Senate can not modify a 
unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It can. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It can? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There is no question about it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Unless we can change a foolish custom or 
habit or rule, if we have agreed to one, we had better quit busi- 
ness. We will not be doing business in a decent or praper 
manner if the Senator proposing an amendment to an important 
measure is deprived of the opportunity to explain what he wants 
to do, and other Senators are deprived of the opportunity of 
showing where the amendment is wrong, and we are thus denied 
the opportunity to vote intelligently. Otherwise we will kill all 
these amendments, some of them good and some of them bad, 
without any intelligent understanding of what we are doing or 
why we are doing it. 

I can not conceive that any Senator here will object to our 
now taking up the amendments and proceeding to their disposi- 
tion, of course calling the roll of the Senate, so as to give every 
Senator notice to be on hand to yote on the amendments if he 


desires. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER] objected to that very request. 

Mr. TILLMAN. He did? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply wish to inquire if the Senator from 
South Carolina thinks there is any rule against discussing the 
amendments which haye been offered? 

Mr. TILLMAN. But why not vote on an amendment when it 
shall have been discussed? 

Mr. CULLOM. Because the unanimous-consent agreement 


does not allow it. That is the only reason. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. The Senate can change the unanimous-con- 
sent agreement if it sees fit. s 

Mr. CULLOM. Let Senators proceed to discuss the bill and 
amendments, and the time will come when we will yote on them. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. With the permission of the Chair, I call 
the Senator’s attention to the fact that precise request was 
made, and objection was interposed by the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There is no question of the power of the 
Senate to change it, as a matter of power, but as the Chair has 
put it, it is not a question of power. The power exists. It isa 
question whether the considerations presented by the Senator 
from New Hampshire and the Senator from Massachusetts 
have, in the mind of any Senator, sufficient weight to cause him 
to make an objection. In this instance it did with two Sen- 
ators—the Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator from 
Massachusetts. There is where we stand. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In other words, we have made a foolish 
agreement, and two Senators object to changing it. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is no objection on the part of anybody 
to a Senator discussing these amendments if he wants to make 
a speech on them, and we will vote on them when the time 
comes. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, this is an agreement which is 
binding merely on the honor of the Senate. If I choose at 3 
o'clock to take the floor on this bill and speak for three hours 
there can be no complaint, except that I have violated an old 
and <dncient custom here. I could not be brought before the 
Senate and accused of any official impropriety. But in the 
many years I have been here I have never known anybody to 
violate a unanimous-eonsent agreement, although I have known 
Senators to come on the floor and say, “If I had been present 
the agreement would not have been made; but having been 
made, I will stand by it.” I have heard Senators say they did 
not think the construction put upon an agreement by the Chair 
was correct, and yet I have never known a Senator to refuse to 
adhere to the ruling. The moment you begin to modify these 
agreements there will be an end to them. If we make an im- 
proper agreement, there is always a way to get out of it. You 
can defeat the bill. You can yote against the bill. You can 
reconsider it and reinstate it. There is a way in which it 
can be done if it becomes absolutely necessary. 

Mr. President, this bill is not going to become a law at the 
present session of Congress. Everybody knows that. It is 
net now in proper form, in my judgment, and I doubt whether 
in the hour and a half that we have left before we must vote 
there will be opportunity to debate it sufficiently and intel- 
ligently enongh to put it in form. The friend of the bill is 
the one who always asks unanimous consent to make it the 
order of business and to fix a time for a vote. If the friends 
of the bill are not sufficiently alert to want to complete and 
perfect the bill before voting, they are the people who ought to 
take the responsibility of it. Had I been present and had my 
attention been called to the request, I should have insisted that 
we should be allowed to vote on the various amendments be- 
fore the hour fixed for the general vote. That is the orderly 
and proper way. That is what ought to have been done and 
can always be done, and it saves any question such as now 
arises. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, is there any request for 
unanimous consent pending? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No request is pending. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Would it be in order at 3 o’clock, when, 
under the unanimous-consent agreement, we are to proceed to 
vote, when every Senator who agreed to the previous unanimous- 
consent arrangement has had an opportunity to be present, to 
modify the unanimous-consent agreement so that debate may be 
permitted? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to say to the Senator from Con- 
necticut that that is precisely the request which has already 
been made and which was objected to. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I did not make the request. I asked 
the Chair if it would be in order to make the request at 3 
o'clock. 

The, VICE-PRESIDENT. In the opinion of the Chair, it 
would be the duty of the Chair to submit such a request to the 
judgment of the Senate. The Chair. is of the opinion that the 
Senate possesses the power to modify by unanimous consent a 
unanimous-econsent agreement. It is merely a question of policy 
whether or not the Senate will modify its unanimous-consent 
agreement, : 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Then, I Wil 
Mr. KEAN. Mr. President 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. I believe I have the floor, Mr. President. 
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ee VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator from Connecticut has 
the floor. = 

Mr. BRANDEGEER. Mr. President, referring to the amend- 
ment I proposed last evening, on page 2 there is a provision— 


That any such common carrier, or any of its officers or agents, know- 
ingly violating any of the provisions of this act, or any employee who 
by any false representation or concealment of fact procures himself to 
be employed in violation of the provisions of this act, is hereby de- 
clared to be guilty of a misdemeanor. 


That was put in the bill on the theory that if the laboring over 
a certain number of hours was to be a misdemeanor, both the 
employer and the laborer ought to be subject to the same or 
similar penalties. But on looking over the bill, which is mod- 
eled largely upon the bill that the committee reported, it seems 
to me that the theory of the bill is that it is a bill to prevent 
common carriers from employing their help more than a certain 
number of hours, and that the provision which puts a penalty 
upon the employee is not properly in the bill or according to the 
theory of the bill. Therefore I desire to modify my amendment 
by striking out the language stricken ont with pen and ink in 
the copy which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut pro- 
poses a modification of his amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2 of the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Connecticut, in line 18, after the word “ act,” it is 
proposed to strike out— 


or any employee who by any false representation or concealment of 
fact procures himself to be employed in violation of the provisions of 


this act. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I think the valuable time 
that has been taken up in the discussion of the proposition to 
modify the unanimous-consent agreement has, after all, been very 
well spent, because it is now brought to our attention that from 
custom it has become a practical law that when a unanimous- 
sonsent agreement to vote has once been made it can not there- 
after be modified. 

That being true, I wish to give notice that, so far as I am con- 
cerned, when I am present in the Senate Chamber hereafter I 
shall object to any proposed unanimous-consent agreement for 
the modification of a unanimous-consent agreement, so that 
hereafter when a unanimous-consent agreement is asked it can 
be fixed in proper terms. 

I wish to call attention to the fact that there is nothing what- 
ever right now to prevent any Senator who has an amendment 
to this bill from speaking to his amendment immediately. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course not. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the amendments to this bill, allowing each 
Senator to speak not more than five minutes upon any amend- 
ment, and no yote to be taken upon any amendment until after 3 
o'clock. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is plainly out of order. 
lation of the unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. TELLER and others. No; it is not. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I insist that it does not modify the unan- 
imous-consent agreement, The unanimous-consent agreement 
is that we shall proceed at 3 o'clock to vote upon the amend- 
ments and upon the bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is right. i 

Mr. McCUMBER. The motion now is that we divide the 
time, on the basis of five minutes, allowing each Senator five 
minutes to discuss any amendment that may be offered up until 
3 o'clock. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is an admirable motion. 

Mr. McCUMBER. So as to give every Senator an opportu- 
nity at least to explain any amendment he may offer. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understand the Senator from North 
Dakota. I think it is an admirable motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from North Da- 
kota please restate his motion? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Before making the motion, I am going to 
ask for unanimous consent. I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the amendments to this 
bill, allowing each Senator to debate an amendment not longer 
than five minutes, no vote to be taken upon any amendment until 
after 3 o'clock. 5 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Precisely that request was made by the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER] half an hour ago, and it 
was objected to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the amendments to the pending bill, the debate there- 
on to proceed under the five-minute rule, and that no vote upon 
any amendment be taken until after 3 o'clock. 

Mr. SPOONER. The latter part of that is covered by the 


It is a vio- 


unanimous-cousent agreement. It could not be changed by mo- 
tion. I suggest to the Senator that he omit the latter part of 
his motion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator is asking unanimous con- 
sent; he is not making a motion. 

Mr. SPOONER. I understand, but he is asking that we pro- 
ceed under the five-minute rule, and that no vote be taken on the 
amendments until 3 o'clock. The latter part of it is covered by 
the unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am in fayor of it, but that is precisely 
the request made by the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. CARTER. My request was that we proceed under the 
five-minute rule until 3 o'clock. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That was the request, and it was ob- 
jected to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from North Dakota? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I wish to ask the Senator from North 
Dakota to modify his motion in this respect, that the time be 
divided between those who are in favor of a given amendment 
and those who are opposed to it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not see how it would be possible to 
divide the time, because I suppose there may be many amend- 
ments to which there will be no objection, and there may be 
other amendments where all the remarks will be on one side, in 
opposition to the amendment, very few supporting it. I think 
we will get the matter 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. There will be no disposition on either 
side to occupy time if there is no occasion for it. But where a 
large number of amendments have been proposed to a bill and 
have been pending for weeks, and no debate had in favor of 
those amendments until we draw on to the time of voting on 
the bill—within an hour and a half of the time when we are to 
vote upon it—if those who are in favor of the various amend- 
ments which have been offered choose to occupy all the time 
they can do so, to the exclusion of speeches in opposition to an 
amendment. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not think any Sehator or any number 
of Senators would abuse the privilege of the five-minute rule. 
I think they.would all have an interest in the amendment and 
would confine their arguments so that the time would be prac- 
tically divided among all the amendments. I do not think there 
is any occasion for fear in that respect. I hope the Senate will 
agree to the request. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I should like to ask the Senator a ques- 
tion. Does he not think that, after all, the amendments might 
receive their better proportion of attention, according to their im- 
portance, by any Senator rising now and speaking on his amend- 
ment without the agreement for which the Senator asks? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Any Senator can take up the whole time 
now. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will not object to the Senator's request. 
I was very much in favor of it in the first place and was sur- 
prised when it was objected to. But I do not think any Sen- 
ator would take up the full time or half the time or a sixteenth 
of the time. 

Mr. McCUMBER. If he took up a half of it or a quarter of 
it it would destroy the opportunity to discuss fully the amend- 
ments. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There are forty amendments, as the 
Senator from New Hampshire pointed out, and if each Senator 
debated for five minutes the discussion could not be concluded 
within the next hour and a quarter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from North Dakota? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. - 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
rises to a parliamentary inquiry. He will state it. 

Mr., GALLINGER. The unanimous-consent agreement is 
“that on Thursday, January 10, 1907, at 3 o’clock p. m., the 
Senate will vote, without further debate, upon the bill (8. 
5133) to promote the safety of employees and travelers upon 
railroads by limiting the hours of service of employees thereon, 
together with all amendments pending or to be offered.” 

I desire to ask the Chair whether it would be competent, 
under that agreement, at the proper time to make a motion to 
recommit the bill? 

I will venture to make one observation merely, if the Chair 
will pardon me. 

Mr. President, it seems to me—although I anticipate the 
ruling—that a motion to recommit is a vote upon the bill and 
the amendments; that it is a disposition of them for the time 
being. But I await the opinion of the Chair. 
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Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota will 
state his point of order. : 


Mr. NELSON. This is resorting to a practice, which has pre- 
yailed in the House of Representatives for a long time, of asking 
what are called “ parliamentary questions.” I do not think that 
practice has ever prevailed in the Senate, nor ought we to at- 
tempt to have any such practice. The Presiding Officer of the 
Senate ought not to be required to rule on a question in advance 
of the time when it legitimately comes up for decision. I do 
not think we ought to institute a practice of this kind, requiring 
the President of the Senate to pronounce an opinion on what 
for the time being is purely an academic question and not a 
practical question for immediate decision. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is not purely an academic question; it 
is a legislative question, a question of procedure. The decision 
of the Chair on this question might decide my action in other 
directions. I submit to the Senator from Minnesota that he 
has not been as diligent in this matter as he usually is if he does 
not recall a great many instances in which parliamentary in- 
quiries have been directed to the Chair and courteously an- 
swered. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
rise to the question raised by the Senator from New Hampshire? 

^r. PATTERSON. Yes. I was going to suggest that I know 
of no more complete repudiation of the unanimous-consent rule 
than would be the submission of a motion to recommit, when 
by a vote of the majority of the Senate it would be utterly im- 
possible to vote at the time fixed for voting. By uanimous 
consent we were to commence voting at 3 o'clock on the bill and 
amendments. 

Mr. CULLOM. Which we will do. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Every argument that I have heard by those 
who object to any amendment of the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment which was adopted has been that it would be like invading 
the holy of holies to change the unanimous-consent rule, even to 
the extent of the dotting of an i or the crossing of a t. Under 
those circumstances, it seems to me that no motion would be in 
order that would take from the Senate the right to proceed un- 
der the rule which was adopted. I therefore suggest to the 
Chair that such a motion should not be entertained. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish only to say that in the shape in which 
this question stands the Presiding Officer could not well rule 
on the question now, because the bill comes to a vote at 3 
o'clock by unanimous consent. That is the status of the bill. 
We have agreed to vote upon the bill and pending amendments 
at 3 o’clock under the unanimous-consent arrangement. If at 
that time a motion is made to recommit, it would be subject to 
the ordinary parliamentary rule, and it would be for the Chair 
to say whether it was a departure from the unanimous-consent 
agreement or whether it was in the scope of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is clearly of the opinion 
that a motion to recommit under the circumstances suggested by 
the Senator from New Hampshire would be a violation of the 
terms of the unanimous-consent agreement already made. The 
agreement is that “at 3 o’clock p. m. the Senate will vote upon 
the bill, together with all amendments pending or to be offered.” 
This clearly contemplates a final disposition of the measure. 
Obviously a recommittal would be inconsistent with such final 
disposition. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I present an amendment which 
will be noted, as I send a memorandum of it to the desk. 

In line 1, page 4, I move to strike out the word “ consecutive ” 
before the word “ hours,” and after the word “ hours” to insert 
the words, during a period of twenty-six consecutive hours; ” 
and in line 4, page 4, after the word “ duty,” to insert the words 
“who has been in service sixteen hours during twenty-six con- 
secutive hours; so that the bill as thus amended would read: 


That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier by railroad in any 
Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia, or any of 
its officers or agents, to require or permit any employee engaged in or 
connected with the movement of any train to remain on duty more than 
sixteen hours during a riod of twenty-six consecutive hours, except 
when by casualty occurring after such employee has started on his trip 
he is prevented from reaching his terminal; or to require or permit any 
such employee to go on duty who has been in service sixteen hours 
during twenty-six consecutive hours without having had at least ten 
hours for ; 

Mr. President, I think the amendment cures the defect in the 
bill made apparent by the lucid argument of the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. Patterson] yesterday afternoon. The bill as 
presented and as we were urged to pass it at the last session 
would, according to reasonable construction, regardless of what 
any State law may be, have permitted the employment of men 
for substantially thirty-odd consecutive hours. This amendment 
will require ten hours of rest during every twenty-six consecu- 
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tive hours, and I think in that it responds to the desire and 
intent of those favoring this legislation. 

As suggested by the Senator from Colorado yesterday, under 
the bill as it stood the man who had worked sixteen consecu- 
tive hours would become entitled to ten hours’ rest, and the 
company would be obligated to see that he obtained it; but if 
he had worked fifteen and a half hours he would not be en- 
titled to any rest at the expiration of that time, but could again 
be sent out upon a trip and continued for fifteen and a half 
hours longer, or fifteen hours and fifty-nine minutes doubled in 
each period of service, if you wish to make it apply to the utter- 
most extreme. 

I think there is not within this Chamber, nor was there in 
the Chamber during the last session, a single Senator who did 
not feel that a law should be passed limiting the hours of con- 
secutive employment by persons engaged in the movement of 
railway trains. There is not a Senator in this Chamber who 
did not feel that it was and is now, if you please, the duty of 
Congress to do whatsoever it may in a constitutional manner 
to lessen the great and deplorable loss of life of passengers and 
railway operatives connected with the operation of trains. But, 
Mr. President, in making the provision I think it was and now 
is the commendable desire of all to guard this legislation in 
such a manner that it will accomplish the purpose intended to 
be accomplished without needlessly and ruthlessly interfering 
with the stupendous business operations of the country. 

We were seriously chided during the last session for desiring 
some time to look the bill over. It was reported here on the 
9th of June. There was no motion made to take it up until the 
26th of June. We adjourned on the 30th day of June in con- 
formity with the provisions of a concurrent resolution. Thus 
we had four days, and all Senators will clearly recall the busy 
time during the last days of the session. The great appropria- 
tion bills, imperatively requiring disposition, had to be disposed 
of during those four days. 

Now, Mr. President, in perfect good faith, in common with 
other Senators on this floor, I objected to the consideration of 
this bill in the limited time then at our disposal. I objected 
because the bill required careful consideration, and, moreover, 
because in the nature of things it was known that whatsoever 
the Senate might hastily do, the bill could not become a law 
during that session of Congress. The discovery within the brief 
period of the present debate that the bill was fatally defective, 
the admission that the Senator advocating its passage had not 
written it and did not know what it contained, seems to be 
quite sufficient to justify those who objected to its hasty con- 
sideration during the closing hours of the last session of Con- 
gress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. CARTER. I have only one word more. I am in favor of 
the bill, but it must be perfected before I can vote for it—that 
is, made as near perfect as fair consideration and proper amend- 
ments can make it. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I expect to vote for this 
bill. I shall do so, however, with some doubt as to whether it 
will accomplish the purpose for which it is intended. I entertain 
this doubt in consequence of some inquiries which I made during 
last summer and fall of the men who operate railroad trains. I 
did not find any great amount of enthusiasm among the train 
men with whom I talked in behalf of the bill as it stood at that 
time. I did find, however, a strong desire on the part of some of 
the older engineers and conductors with whom I talked in favor 
of a provision in the bill which would make unlawful the move- 
ment of trains containing tonnage in excess of the registered ca- 
pacity of the engines hauling such trains. It may not be gen- 
erally known that all locomotives are registered as to their ca- 
pacity in point of power by their makers. 

It seemed to me to be such a valuable suggestion that I have 
formulated and offered an amendment, and at the proper time I 
shall ask the Senate to vote upon it. I offered the amendment 
yesterday and Senators will find it in print. When the time 
comes to offer it to the bill, however, I shall propose some modi- 
fications. With the permission of the Senate, I will read the 
amendment as I shall propose it then: 

Sec. —. That it shall be unlawful for any interstate railway to move 
any train or trains carrying commodities entering into interstate com- 
merce containing tonnage in excess of the registered capacity of the en- 
gine or engines attached thereto. Any officer, agent, or employee of any 
such railway who violates the provisions of this section shall Te deemed 


ilty of a misdemeanor and be punished by a fine of not exceeding 
1,000 for each offense. 


Mr. President, the men with whom I conferred on this question 
told me that if they were allowed to proceed with their trains 
without having those trains overloaded they would be able to 
reach their destination without delay and on schedule time. 
For instance, a man starts from an initial point with a train. 
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When he gets out two or three stations he is ordered to attach 
five, ten, or twenty additional cars, and thus he acquires a 
greater amount of tonnage than the engine he is in charge of can 
haul. So he is delayed, and getting behind time he is forced to 
get upon a side track in order to let some other train go by, and 
so a large number of freight trains passing over the line are 
thus delayed, to the detriment of the traffic of the entire road. 

The engineers and conductors with whom I talked tell me that 
if we limit the tonnage of the train to the capacity of the en- 
gine one-half of the difficulties which are arising to-day, and out 
of which questions of car shortage and coal supply come, will be 
avoided. : 

So, Mr. President, I think the adoption of this amendment will 
go further toward accomplishing the purpose of the friends of 
the bill, and I am one of them, than the bill itself. I believe it 
is a yery essential amendment and should be adopted. 

Mr. BRANDEGER. Mr. President, the amendment that J 
offered last night is proposed as a substitute for the bill, and 1 
should like to have it read at the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment. s 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all after the 
enacting clause of the bill and insert: 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier by railroad in any 
woe of the ERa piara or the gr pet of paragon ees a= of 

officers or agen 0 re or permit any employee e n or 
connected with the 3 of any train — . 9 in pone moe 
than sixteen consecutive hours, except when on account of an emergency, 
which by reasonable care on the of such carrier, its officers or 
agents, could not have been avoided, he is prevented from reaching his 
terminal; or, except in such 2 to require or permit any such 
8 having m in service as aforesaid, to go again into service 
without having had at least ten hours for rest. 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier engaged in inter- 
state or foreign commerce by railroad, or any of its officers or agenta 
to re or permit any employee engaged in or connected with the 
movement of any train which sueh commerce is conducted, or to 
require or permit any 7 oyee engaged in or connected with the move- 
ment of any train by which such commerce is affected, to remain in 
service more than sixteen consecutive hours, except when on account 
of an emergency, which by reasonable care on the part of such common 
carrier, its officers or agents, could not have been avoided, he is pre- 
vented from reaching his terminal; or, except in such emergency, to 
require or permit any such employee, haying been in service as afore- 
aua, — go again into service without having had at least ten hours 

r rest. 

Sec. 2. That any such common carrier, or any of its officers or 
agents, knowingly violating any of the provisions of this act, is hereby 
declared to be gullty of a misdemeanor, and Pe conviction thereof 
shall be liable to a penalty of not more than $1,000 for each and every 
such violation, to be recovered in a suit or suits to be brought by the 
United States district attorney in the district court of the United 
States having jurisdiction in the locality where sueh violation shall 
have been committed; and it shall be the duty of such district attorne 
to bring such suits upon duly verified information being lodged wit 
him of such violation having occurred, but no such suit shall be 
brought after the expiration of one year from the date of such viola- 
tion; and it shall also be the duty of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission to fully investigate all cases of the violation of this act and 
to lodge with the proper district attorneys information of any such 
violations as may come to its knowledge. 

Sec. 3. That the provisions of this act shall not apply to employers 
operating wreck or relief trains. 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. The proposed amendment follows the 
form of the bill as reported by the committee, and, as one of 
the members of the committee who reported the bill, I desire 
to say that I do not in any way wish to interfere with the 
passage of a proper bill upon this subject. On the contrary, I 
desire to assist in every possible way to that end. 

But the bill as reported by the committee, as stated by the 
chairman [Mr. Doiitver] yesterday, was not considered very 
exhaustively nor at great length. Nor were there any witnesses 
before the committee, but simply the statement that a similar 
bill has been reported favorably by the House committee and 
the representations of the gentlemen who appeared in behalf 
of the brotherhood of trainmen. The bill became so encum- 
bered with the various amendments printed in it that I thought 
it would be wise to make a clean, new draft of a bill, so that it 
might be considered as a whole and be coherent. 

I like the provision in the amendment that I have offered, on 
the first page and in the first section, which defines what kind of 
an exception may justify a railroad company in employing a 
man sometimes over the sixteen hours. The exception, as there 
defined, is that “on account of an emergency, which by reason- 
able care on the part of such carrier” could not have been 
avoided. 

The reason why I like that in preference to the language of 
the bill as reported by the committee, which simply used the 
words “ casualty occurring after the train had started,” is that, 
in my judgment, the word “casualty ” is not as susceptible of 
a concise, well-known, legal meaning a> the words “reasonable 
care.” I believe that the reasonable care required on the part 
ef the carrier has been repeatedly defined by the courts in the 
ease of passenger transportation to be the highest degree of 
care, and it would be so considered by the courts in a case where 
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the company were claiming that it was a proper kind of emer- 
gency to exempt them from the operations of the law and the 
Government official was claiming that it was not. 

Secondly, I do not like the provision in the committeee bill, 
or at least the proposed amendment of the committee, authoriz- 
ing the Interstate Commerce Commission to employ whatever 
number of inspectors it has a mind to employ and incur what- 
ever expense it has a mind to incur in the enforcement of the 
law. I believe if it is the duty of the Commission to enforce the 
provisions of the act where complaint is made to them, every 
railroad employee will be an informer against the company in 
case of any violation of the law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La FoLLErTE} and the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER], one of whom introduced the 


original bill and the other of whom, from the same committee, 


introduced a substitute. It seems to me that the substitute 
more nearly meets the requirement without injury to the traffie 
of the country than any amendments which have been proposed 
to the original bill. ; 

Pe BEVERIDGE. Which substitute does the Senator speak 
of? 

Mr. McCUMBER. The substitute of the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. Dotttiver]. But 1 desire to call the attention of both 
Senators to a condition which, I think, their bill or substitute 
does not fully meet. I have here prepared a section of about 
200 miles of railway on one line running through my State. It 
is a transcontinental line. There are just an eyen twelve 
feeders running from the line, about 15 to 18 miles apart, to the 
Canadian border. Each one of those is from 50 to 80. miles in 
length and each one of those lines has one passenger train 
daily. The crew either start at the end of the line, go down to 
the connecting point and return the same day, or they start at 
the connecting point, go to the end of the line and return the 
same day. This gives daily one passenger service. 

Now, as this is a through line, every one of those trains is 
run with the idea of making connections both with the eastern 
and the western lines; and inasmuch as the run is only from 40 to 
80 miles, usually there is but little time taken in the actual run, 
but considerable time is necessary sometimes to wait for the 
eastern train or for the western train. Even under ordinary 
conditions they must wait a few hours. So the actual services 
under ordinary conditions requires but four or five or six or 
eight hours of run daily, and there is but one crew to make the 
run back and forth. 

Now, Mr. President, we will say that we start at one of these 
points at the end with a crew which should leave at 6 o'clock 
and return at 6 o’clock in the evening. They get down to the 
connection and they must wait five hours, possibly, for a train 
coming from the east to make connections, and then they go 
back again. That would take them seventeen hours, or an hour 
more than the regular time, and they would have to leave again 
in seren hours. If they got in at 11 o'clock and left at 6, they 
would leave in seyen hours instead of having eight or ten hours’ 
delay, and yet the time has actually been put in. 

Take the conditions of the roads at the present time. There 
are blizzards almost every day. But outside of that, these 
trains coming East and West have to meet other trains at St. 
Paul and other large cities, and make connection with the mail 
trains. 

There are hundreds of causes for delay irrespective of cas- 
ualty. For instance, waiting for a train to which you are to 
eonnect which is itself behind is not a casualty. Necessarily 
the crews will haye to either stop running their train when 
they get back at the end and wait twenty-four hours, keeping 
the people, who will not know whether they will get back or 
not, waiting in the several depots twenty-four hours to ascer- 
tain whether or not they can go on to their destination. 

The amendment which I have prepared simply adds after the 
word hours,“ in line 8.of the substitute, these words: 

Except, when by accident or unexpected delay of trains scheduled 
to make connection with the train on which such employee is serving, 
he is prevented from reaching his terminal. 

That would coyer a dozen cases and cases that are occurring 
almost daily. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Can the Senator suggest where, if the 
substitute be not adopted, he would put that same amendment 
into the bill? : 

Mr. McCUMBER. At the proper place. 
it is. I will try to find it. 


I do not know where 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am for the amendment 


l 


| 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from 
North Dakota has expired. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I want only a moment. I 
have numerous letters, telegrams, and petitions in respect to the 
pending bill which I have been trying to find an opportunity to 
present. There is not time now to have them read, but I send 
them to the desk in order that they may be filed as petitions 
with respect to this matter. 

The petitions and memorials were ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: A 

Petitions of Joppa Lodge, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, 
of Toledo; of Local Division, Brotherhood of Railroad Train- 
men, of Painesville, and of Lake Shore Lodge, No. 84, Brother- 
hood óf Railroad Trainmen, of Ashtabula, all in the State of 
Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called “sixteen-hour 
bill.” 

Memorials of sundry citizens of Cambridge, Crestline, Colum- 
bus, Lancaster, Cleveland, Alliance, of Local Division, No. 218, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of Dennison, all in the State of 
Ohio; of the assistant general manager of the Missouri, Kansas 
and Texas Railway Company, of St. Louis, Mo., and of sundry 
conductors, engineers, firemen, and brakemen employed on the 
Pittsburg division of the southwest system of the Pennsylvania 
lines west of Pittsburg, all of Pittsburg, Pa., remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called“ sixteen-hour bill.” 

Mr. FORAKER. Now, having the floor, I want to give notice 
that I shall not offer the amendment which I gave notice at 
the last session I would offer at the proper time. It is the 
amendment to be found near the top of page 6 of the bill as 
printed with the amendments, the one which provides that if 
an employee should by false representations procure himself to 
be employed longer than sixteen consecutive hours he should be 
liable to a penalty. Since I gave that notice I have investigated 
the matter, and I have come to the conclusion as a result of it 
that the system of keeping an account of the employment of 
men is such upon all properly managed railroads that there is 
no danger of any such imposition as that; and therefore I shall 
not offer the amendment. I give this notice so that if any other 
Senator wants to offer it he may do it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, in common with other Sen- 
ators I am extremely anxious that this bill should pass, but not 
less anxious that it should be perfected and the defects in it 
which are pointed out corrected by appropriate amendment. 

I desire to say that I recognize fully the force of the sug- 
gestions made yesterday by the distinguished Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON] in respect to the phraseology in 
which those excessive hours of labor are prohibited, both in the 
bill which was reported from the committee and in the sub- 
stitute which I suggested the possibility of my offering upon 
the floor of the Senate. It is obviously, whether it be a prac- 
tical question or not, within a reasonable interpretation of the 
language of the bill possible to figure out that instead of pro- 
hibiting excessive hours of labor the language may be so con- 
strued as literally to authorize it. So I desire the Senate to 
understand: that I fully appreciate the force of the suggestion 
made by the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carrer] modifying the 
phraseology as he suggested in the amendment which, I believe, 
he offered, and that so far as I am concerned, and I think so 
far as the committee is concerned, it is our desire that this lan- 
guage be changed as suggested by the Senator from Montana, 
or in some other way to fully meet the lucid criticism of the 
phraseology contained in the remarks made yesterday by the 
Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I offer, and ask to have 
read at this time, what I shall propose as a substitute to the 
bill now under consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. _ In the absence of objection the Sec- 
retary will read the substitute now proposed by the Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert: 


That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier by railroad in any 
Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia, or any of 
its officers or agents, or any common carrier engaged in interstate or 
foreign commerce by railroad, or any of its officers or agents, to require 
or permit any employee engaged in or connected with the movement of 
any train to remain on duty more than sixteen consecutive hours, except 
when by casualty occurring after such employee has started on his trip, 
or by unknown casualty paste before he started on his trip, he i 
prevented from reaching his term nal; or to rhe Fri or permit any such 
employee who has been on duty sixteen consecutive hours to go on duty 
without having had at least ten hours for rest; or to require or permit 
any such employee who has been on duty sixteen hours in the aggregate 
in any twenty-four hour period to continue on duty or to go on duty 
without having had at least eight hours for rest within such twenty- 
four hour period. 

Sec. 2. That any such common carrier or any of its officers or agents 
violating any of the provisions of this act is hereby declared to be 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and apon conviction thereof shall be Hable to 
a penalty of $1,000 for each and every violation, to be recovered in a 


suit or suits to be brought Uy the United States district attorney in the 
district court of the United States having jurisdiction in the locality 
where such violation shall have been committed; and it shall be the 
duty of such district attorney to bring such suits upon duly verified 
information being Igaged with him of such violation having occurred ; 
and it shall also the duty of the Interstate Commerce Commission to 
fully investigate all cases of the violation of this act and to lodge with 
the proper district attorneys information of such violations as may 
come to its knowledge. 

That to enable the Commission to execute and enforce the provisions 
of this act it shall have the power to employ such inspectors or other 
persons as may be necessary. ‘To enforce the provisions of this act the 
Commission and its agents or employees thereunto duly authorized by 
order of said Commission shall have the power to administer oaths, in- 
terrogate witnesses, take testimony, and require the production of 
books and papers. The Commission may also order depositions taken 
before any officer in any State or Territory of the United States or the 
District of Columbia qualified by law. to take the same. 

The provisions of this act shall not apply to relief or wreck trains. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to come 
in at the end of the first section of the proposed amendment. 

Mr. PILES. I ask that the first section of the proposed sub- 
stitute may be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington asks 
that the first section of the proposed substitute of the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. La FOLLETTE] be again read. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I suggest, if it is not disagreeable to any- 
one, that the entire substitute be again read. Though I listened 
attentively, I could not hear it all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana requests 
the rereading of the entire substitute offered by the Senator 
from Wisconsin. If there is no objection, it will be again read. 

The Secretary again read the proposed substitute of Mr. 
La FOLLETTE. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I now ask to haye read the 
amendment which E offer, to come in at the end of the first sec- 
tion of the proposed substitute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the first section of Mr. La 
Fortetre’s substitute it is proposed to insert the following 
words: 

The extra time served by any employee on account of an emergency, 
as heretofore provided, shall be paid for by the carrier in addition a 
the compensation of the employee for regular service. The rate of 


compensation for extra service shall, in proportion to the time con- 
sumed thereby, be not less than the compensation for regular service. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I think that this is a wise pro- 
vision for two reasons. The first is that it is just to the em- 
ployee. When he has performed to the last degree the legiti- 
mate, legal service for which he was employed, and when by an 
emergency he has been constrained into an additional service, 
it is but right and just to him that he should receive additional 
compensation therefor. Second, to have the carrier understand 
that, in the event of casualties or emergencies such as are pro- 
vided for in this act, it will entail upon him additional expense, 
and that he would have to pay the bill of labor rendered neces- 
sary thereby, is a wholesome and expedient regulation to keep 
him always notified and upon warning to prevent the occasion 
for such casualties or emergencies. z 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I desire to present at this time 
an amendment, which I shall offer at the proper time and which 
I ask may now be read. Then I shall have a few words to say 
in reference to it. I intend to offer the amendment to which 
ever one of these measures may be finally agreed upon by the 
Senate, whether it be the original bill or the substitute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Georgia will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert at the proper place 
the following: 

Provided, That the 8 of this act shall not apply to any rail- 


road company the railroad of which lies wholly within the limits of 
one State. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, conceding the importance of the 
end sought to be accomplished—and no one is more fully in ac- 
cord with the desire to accomplish the end than I am—to wit, the 
prevention of the employment of operatives upon railroads for 
lengths of time which may be either burdensome to themselves or 
unsafe to the public—conceding that, at the same time I am 
strongly of the opinion that this legislation can not be consti- 
tutionally applied to a railroad which lies wholly within the 
limits of a State. I can not, of course, go into the constitu- 
tional argument at this time. I simply desire to say that I 
think not only that it is the particular province of each State 
to determine these matters for itself in the case of a road that 
lies within its own borders, but that each State is entirely com- 
petent to do so. Speaking for my own State, I am satisfied that 
the legislature of the State will apply the proper remedy when- 
ever it is shown that there is a necessity for remedy in the 
operation of trains upon railroads which lie altogether within 
the State; and I am not willing that this province of the State 
of Georgia should be invaded and taken away by national legis- 


lation. I do not think that there is any power in the General 
Government to do so. ; 

For that reason I most earnestly favor the adoption of this 
amendment. I trust the Senate will agree with me that pro- 
vision may be incorporated in such bill as may be finally agreed 
upon by the Senate. 


Now, Mr. President, without elaborating that, I avail myself 


of the opportunity, in the few minutes that are left to me, to say 
that I think this bill is before the Senate in an extremely un- 
satisfactory and unfortunate position. The Senate, Mr. Presi- 
dent, has committees for the purpose of perfecting legislation 
in order that the Senate may act advisedly, largely influenced 
by the judgment of the committee. How stands this measure 
before the Senate? The committee reports the bill before us, 
which is itself absolutely plastered with amendments, upon 
which we are called to act. The committee, however, may not 
be responsible for that, because it can not prevent other Sen- 
ators from offering amendments. 

But that is not the serious condition to which I want to call 
the attention of the Senate. Since this bill has been reported 
to the Senate, during the last hour of its consideration and just 
before we are called upon to determine the question of its 

we have presented to us by three members of the com- 
mittee—and the three members who are the active representa- 
tives of the committee before the Senate—three separate sub- 
stitutes, one by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Dorttver], one by 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BRANDEGEE], and one by the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fotterre], each of them a 
separate substantive proposition. We are called upon to decide 
now which one of these we will adopt. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I sympathize with the 
general purpose of this bill, and, so far as I may be able, I intend 
to support the principle it involves. I want to call attention, 
however, to a provision in section 1 of the proposed substitute 
offered by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La FOLLETTE]. 
After the language affecting the Territories and the District of 
Columbia it is provided: 

Or any common carrier engaged in interstate or foreign commerce 
by railroad, or any of its officers or agents— 

Following, then, with the prohibition or the requirement— 
to require or permit any employee engaged in or connected with the 
movement of any train to remain on duty, etc. 

Now, Mr. President, take, for instance, the State of Texas. 
There is not, I venture to say, a railroad in that State, the ter- 
mini of which lie wholly within the limits of the State, but is 
engaged to a degree in interstate commerce; yet the provisions 
of the substitute offered by the Senator from Wisconsin pro- 
pose to regulate the hours of labor of employees not alone in con- 
nection with interstate shipments of freight or the transporta- 
tion of passengers from Texas out of it into other States or Ter- 
ritories or foreign countries, but it prohibits a railway company 
from requiring or permitting any employee “ engaged in or con- 
nected with the movement of any train” to labor longer than 
the specified time. So that, as clear as the English language can 
make it, this provision undertakes to regulate the movement of 
trains wholly within the limits of a State, whereas the authority 
of Congress is limited to the regulation of interstate transporta- 
tion of passengers and freight or transportation into foreign 
countries. Unless the Senator from Wisconsin will accept such 
an amendment as is proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon], some of us, although we sympathize with the general 
purpose which he has in view—reaching the safety of passen- 
gers as well as employees engaged in interstate commerce—it 
will be difficult for us to support such a measure. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to 
ask him a question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Would not the passage by Congress of an act 
that undertook to regulate commerce entirely within the limits 
of a State be unconstitutional, and would not the Supreme Court 
so declare? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I think so. I am very sure, Mr. Presi- 
dent, it would, but it would endanger—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Therefore, the passage of such a law here 
would be an absurdity upon our part. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I think so; but it would endanger the 
validity of the entire bill. : ; 

Mr. TILLMAN. We would simply be making asses of our- 
selves, _ [Laughter.] 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, to make myself more 
plainly understood, if I can, I want to repeat that there is 
scarcely an intrastate railroad in the United States but what is 
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also engaged in interstate commerce. We may regulate the 
movement of interstate freight on those roads, but our power 
stops there. We can no more regulate the movement of intra- 
state freight by local companies than we can regulate the move- 
ment of intrastate freight by Federal corporations, such as the 
Texas and Pacific Railway Company. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from Texas 
has expired. 

Mr. CULBERSON. May I offer an amendment? 

Mr. KEAN. Let the Secretary read it. 

ee Very well; I will ask the Secretary to 
rea 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read the proposed amendment. 

The SECRETARY. In the amendment offered by Mr. LA For- 
LETTE, in line 10, after the word “ train,” it is proposed to insert 
“ carrying interstate or foreign freight or passengers.” 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I think the proposition in 
the proposed amendment of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon], as well as the remarks made by the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. Curserson], were in advance completely answered yester- 
day by the singularly lucid remarks of the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. PATTERSON]. Nor do I think, Mr. President, that the re- 
peated decisions of the Supreme Court upon this particular sub- 
ject leave this question open to further dispute. Where a rail- 
road is altogether within the limits of a State and still carries 
interstate commerce it becomes an agency of interstate com- 
merce, and as such is within the plenary power of Congress to 
regulate interstate commerce and all of its agencies. The rea- 
son of this becomes apparent when we consider, for example, 
the law concerning automatic couplers. If a State road takes 
cars from an interstate road to transport them from one State 
to within the limits of that State or beyond it, it is as much an in- 
strument of interstate commerce as if the railroad rails them- 
selves extended beyond the borders of the State. Both Senators 
are very well familiar with the decisions of the Supreme Court 
upon this point which, from the beginning, even before the de- 
cision in the case of Gibbons v. Ogden down to the present time, 
haye repeatedly and increasingly held this to be the case. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Georgia to a decision 
with which he must be particularly familiar, and which en- 
tirely answers his whole contention. It is the decision in the 
case of “The Daniel Ball” (10 Wallace), where it was dis- 
tinctly held, not by obiter dicta, but in deciding the case, that 
where the-boat never left the waters of the State, yet if occa- 
sionally it carried interstate commerce, it became an instrument 
of interstate commerce, and as such subject to the absolute 
power of Congress; orto the stronger case of “The Montello” 
(20 Wallace), a Wisconsin case, the argument in which, per- 
haps, was participated in by the distinguished senior Senator 
from that State [Mr. Spooner], where it was held that a boat 
which traversed not State rivers only but State canals made by 
the State itself, and which never left the State, but which at 
times carried interstate commerce, was nevertheless an instru- 
ment of interstate commerce, and as such subject to the regula- 
tions of Congress, although the boat never left the limits of the 
State. 

However, it must be perfectly apparent, Mr. President, that 
no such decisions are required to demonstrate, not only the 
reasonableness, but the necessity of this rule, because if articles 
of commerce, or passengers, or anything else which enter into 
commerce, are transported beyond the limits of one State to an- 
other, no matter whether by a railroad whose railroad iron 
crossed the boundaries or whether by a railroad which stopped 
at the State line, nevertheless the commerce goes over the State 
just the same, and that fact, and not the fact of the iron ex- 
tending across the State boundaries, is what makes them an in- 
strument of interstate commerce. 

Further, I call the attention of both Senators to the fact that 
it has been held from the beginning that a boat which never 
leaves the waters of the State, but merely meets boats that do 
pass in and ont of the waters of the State, must observe the sig- 
nals required by Congress, although they never carry any inter- 
state commerce at all, merely because the meeting of boats that 
do carry interstate commerce, if they do not observe the signals 
required by Congress, would be to put interstate commerce in 
danger. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that these direct decisions, 
which have been repeatedly held from the beginning, answer the 
contentions advanced by the Senator from Georgia and the Sen- 
ator from Texas. 

As to the practical question, I have not been able to see, nor 
have I heard it suggested, what danger or injury can come from 
this measure of safety. The Senator from Georgia, in offering 
his amendment, does not offer any practical reason, but suggests 
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merely that it is a legal question of the limitation of the consti- 
tutional power of Congress. 

I was interested in the question asked by the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], because, of course, if it is taken 
for granted, without examination of the decisions of the Su- 
preme Court or the reasons upon which they rest, and which 
have continued unbroken from the foundation of the Government 
till now; if you pass a law that is admittedly constitutional 
would be almost 

aoe VICE-PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I have for the first time had 
an opportunity of seeing in print the substitute proposed by the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Forterre]. I notice that the 
substitute does not contain the objectionable words found in the 
bill as reported. I should seriously object to supporting a Dill 
containing the provision that an employee should be liable under 
this penal statute for a violation of the provisions of the statute. 

At the bottom of page 5 of the bill as reported by the committee 
will be found the following words: 

Src. 2. That any such common carrier, or any of its officers or agents, 
or employee, knowingly violating any of the provisions of this act— 

Now, an employee may not have either the opportunity or the 
intelligence which will enable him to avoid responsibility under 
this penal statute, and it is not necessary for the purpose 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. BRANDEGED. I wish to direct, the attention of the 
Senator to the fact that the words “or employee knowingly ” 
are not in the bill reported by the committee, but constitute a 
proposed amendment by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER]. 

Mr. HEYBURN. That is so explained, but as printed it does 
not so appear. I am just informed by the Senator who intro- 
duced the amendment that he intends to withdraw it, so that it 
will not be necessary to consider it further. But I want to add 
a word. No provision of this bill should fix a responsibility 
upon an employee who has not or may not have either the in- 
telligence or the opportunity of controlling the action that would 
result in his criminal liability under this proposed statute. But 
if the amendment is to be withdrawn, it is not necessary to fur- 
ther consider it. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, it has been stated, and very 
„ thoughtfully and well, that the first consideration in connection 
with this measure should be the safety of the passengers travel- 
ing over the railroads. I think it will be conceded, however, 
that the trainmen take equal chances with the passengers upon 
passenger trains, and that as to freight trains the matter of life 
and death is entirely with the employees. So it seems to me 
that in providing for the good and safety of the employees we 
are providing for the public as well. I would rather hear from 
the employees upon this subject than from those who may talk 
from a theoretical, sentimental, or an outside point of view. I 
therefore send to the desk and ask to have read, in my time, pe- 
titions by associations of trainmen. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator from Wyoming per- 
mit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. WARREN. Certainly. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to ask the Senator if the asso- 
ciations of trainmen are composed of the men who operate 
the trains—engineers, firemen, and conductors—or whether they 
are dispatchers and superintendents? 

Mr. WARREN. The papers which I present are official 
copies of resolutions passed in meetings of trainmen—conduct- 
ors, engineers, firemen, etc.—those who actually perform the 
duties of running trains. They are not walking delegates, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Whereas a bili has been introduced in Congress, known as the La 
Follette bill, or Senate bill 5133, fixing an arbitrary limit on the hours 
which employees in the transportation department of railroads shall be 
allowed to work; and 

Whereas the employees of railroads have been able to make agree- 
ments with the managers of said roads regarding the hours which they 
shall be required to remain on duty which are satisfactory to both the 
employees and the managers, and solicitous of the welfare and safety 
of the traveling public; and 

Whereas although accidents have 8 where employees have 
been on duty a long number of hours, number of hours on duty 
are * . 3 with the accident and is rarely the 
herent the avowed object of this bill is to shorten the trains and 

t them over the read at ah average rate of „and if this were 

e we would give this measure our hearty support, but from our knowl- 

of railroading gained by many years of experience, we know that 


this measure if it mes a law will compel railroad companies to 
shorten the divisions and increase the tonnage of trains, keep us on 


the road nearer the sixteen-hour limit on all runs than is now the case; 


Whereas the making of shorter divisions will cause many of the pres- 
ent terminals to be abandoned; this means financial ruin to many em- 
ployees who have the savings of a lifetime Invested in their homes, and 
will result in great hardship to the older employees, who must on ac- 
count of age soon retire from active service; an 

Whereas on account of our long years of experience Ìn railroad service 
we believe that we are better qualified to judge the result of this meas- 
ure than men who have never been in the service: Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the State legislative committee of the Order of Railway 
Conductors of Nebraska, in session at Lincoln, Nebr., this Sist day ot 
December, 1906, That we are unaiterably opposed to this measure; 1 
would operate to the detriment of men in train service by increasing 
their expenses and reducing their income with no advantage to the 
traveling public; and be it further 

Resolved, That we cause these resolutions to be spread on the records 
of this meeting, and that the secretary be directed to forward a copy of 
said resolutions to each Senator and Member of Congress from the State 
of Nebraska as a protest against this measure. 

Adopted by the State legislative committee of the Order of Railwa 
isthe ace session at Lincoln, Nebr., this 31st day of December, 1908. 

pprove: 
S. C. MECOMBER, 
North Platte, Nebr., Chairman, 

Attest: 

S. H. HIGHLAND, 
Alliance, Nebr., Secretary. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I rise to submit some ob- 
servations on the amendment submitted by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. BRANDEGEE]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Another paper is at the desk, pre- 
sented by the Senator from Wyoming, with the request that it 
be read. 

Mr. WARREN. As that is very much of the same tone as 
the one just read and is from employees of the Burlington sys- 
tem, I ask that it may be printed in the Rrecorp without taking 
the time to read it, so that the Senator from Texas may now 


have the floor. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the paper will 


be printed in the RECORD. 
The paper referred to is as follows: 
PROTEST FROM CHICAGO, BURLINGTON AND QUINCY TRAIN AND ENGINE 
MEN. 


SHERIDAN, Wro., January 1, 1907. 
Hon. C. D. CLARK, United States Senator, 
Hon. F. E. WARREN, United States Benator, 
Hon. F. W. MONDELL, Congressman, 
Washington, D. C. 

GENTLEMEN: At a union meeting held January 1, 1907, of the men 
employed in the train and engine service of the Sheridan division of 
the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Railroad, the following resolutions 
were adopted : 

“Whereas it has come to our notice that there Is now pend be- 
fore Congress and the House of Representatives a bill known as H. R. 

us as the ‘sixteen-hour bill, which 
le features: Therefore, 


bill 18671, or better known amon, 
we think has some very objection 2 

“We hereby respectfully petition our representatives in both Houses 
of Congress that owt use every means in their power to modify the 
arbitrary parts of said bill. ile we are in favor of a law of some 
kind that will as a rule do away with long hours on duty, we do be- 
lieve and know that there are circumstances that arise in the handling 
of traffic by railroads that, while strictly speaking. are unavoidable, 
yet would not come under the gh dead rovided for in the bill as it 
now reads. There are numerous things that might happen to a train 
that is only a few miles from its terminal and perhaps on the main 
line and the time Umit might expire befcre relief could be gotten to 
them. Then, again, a crew might be but a few miles from their home 
terminal and the time Oi pete when a few minutes 9 they could 
panon 8 home terminal, where they could get their rest at home, as 
they should. 

We do not believe, gentlemen, that you want to make a law that will 
compel a crew 5, 10, or 15 miles from their home terminal to la up 
for rest just because the sixteen-hour limit was up; then when the 
rest was up run them into their home terminal and double them right 
out again. This would work more of a hardship.on the men than on 
the company. ‘Then, again, a crew may have had a hard run from their 
home terminal to thelr terminal away from home, which under the bill 
as proposed would compel them to have ten hours off duty,.as the case 
might be. For example, this crew stands for a 1 yro run home after, 
say, five or six hours’ rest, which could be reached in, say, six or eight 
hours. We have a run like this every day on our division, which has 
been handled to the entire satisfaction of both the railroad company 
and its men, with five or six hours’ rest. 

We think it would be a hardship on the railroad company, but a 
much greater hardship on the men, If the railroad company were com- 

lled to keep a crew at these particular points to protect this train 
fast because the regular crews on such runs could not get the whole of 
the required ten hours of auy: 

Therefore it is resolved at this union meeting that we jointly request 
you to do all in your power to so amend this bill In favor of the rail- 
roads of this country that unavoidable and unforeseen accidents be 
excepted in favor of the men; that an hour or two will get them to 
their home terminal be excepted and further in favor of the men wilfen 
a few hours’ rest at their terminal away from home will start them 
toward their home terminal, and that the men be allowed to use their 
own judgment as to whether they are able to go out or not. 

Committee: D. H. Steele, J. G. Wagner, Ralph Richard- 
committee of Order of Railway Conductors; 


Brotherhood of 
S. A. Gould, H. C. 
Locomotive Firemen; O. D. 


F. P. Conlin, 
G. S. De Lapp, committee Brotherh notive 


of Locomotive 


Mr. BURKETT. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to 
send up to the desk a telegram to be read in this connection? 
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Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BURKETT. Since those resolutions were drawn I haye 
received a telegram from the order of trainmen in Omaha, which 
I should like to have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska re- 
quests the reading of a dispatch. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

OMAHA, NEBR., January 9, 1907. 
E. J..Burketrr, Washington, D. 0.: 

Overland Lodge, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen, 

request your vote in favor of Senate bill 5133. 
- H. E. GRAHAM, 
Secretary, 1010 South Eighteenth Street. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, in connection with the 
remarks I submitted a moment ago I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the language of the bill as reported from 
the committee. I read from page 5: 

To require or permit any employee engaged in or connected with the 
movement of any train— 

Not any train engaged in any character of commerce,- but 
any train In which such commerce is hauled, or to require or permit 
any employee engaged In or connected with the movement of any train— 

No, sir; but— 
any train by which such commerce is affected. 


The proposition submitted by the Senator from Connecticut 
Mr. BRANDEGEE]—and 1 hasten with it because the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE] desires to close the discussion— 
is: 

To require or permit any employee engaged in or connected with 
the movement of any train by which such commerce is conducted, or 
to require or permit any employee enga in or connected with the 
movement of any train by which such commerce is affected. 

Therefore the committee which has reported this measure to 
the Senate, as well as the Senator from Connecticut, under- 
stands that it is without the power of Congress to regulate the 
movement of trains confined within the limits of a State and not 
hauling interstate freight or passengers or foreign freight or 
passengers. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE obtained the floor. 

Mr. MALLORY. I ask the Senator from Wisconsin to yield 
to me for a moment in order that I may offer an amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. To offer an amendment. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I desire to inquire if it is in 
order-to offer an amendment to the amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It can be offered and remain pend- 
ing. 

Mr. MALLORY. I desire to present an amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. A proposed amendment to the proposed 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut: On page 2 of the 
proposed amendment, line 18, after the word “act,” strike out 
the remainder of the section and insert: 

Shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof 
shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $1,000 or by imprisonment 
not exceeding six months. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, the most that could 
happen under the amendment suggested by the Senator from 
Texas and the Senator from Georgia to the substitute which I 


have proposed would be that the court would not hold the stat- | 


ute in question applicable to a train not engaged in interstate 
commerce, It is a fact that the substitute employs in that re- 
spect exactly the language of other statutes which haye been 
passed by Congress relative to kindred subjects, the safety- 
appliance act being one. 

Mr. President, three substitutes have been read with a view 
of being proposed later—one by the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. BRANDEGEE], one by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLLI- 
ver], and one by myself, and yet an examination and com- 
parison of these proposed substitutes with the bill reported 
by the committee will show very little change from the pro- 
posed bill. The presentation of these substitutes is not a con- 
fession upon anybody's part that the bill as originally reported 
was a fatally defective bill. That bill conforms line by line 
almost exactly to the statutes of fourteen States which have 
legislated upon this subject. Those statutes have received ju- 
dicial construction; those statutes haye been tested by experi- 
inent and experience. I desire also to call attention to the fact 
that the petitions which haye been presented to the Senate 
come very largely from the people interested, and, so far as the 
employees are concerned, are in fayor of legislation similar in 
character. 

The only modification which the substitute proposed by me 


would make in the bill as reported would be to except from the 
operation of the statute cases of excessive hours of labor arising 
because of casualties the knowledge of which was not in the 
possession of the railroad company at the time the employee 
entered upon his service and for casualties that occurred before 
as well as for casualties that occurred after he had entered upon 
such service. 

Besides prohibiting more than sixteen consecutive hours of 
service, my substitute provides that no employee engaged in the 
movement of trains shall be required or permitted to serve more 
than sixteen hours within any twenty-four-hour period, whether 
the service be consecutive or otherwise, without a reasonable 
allowance of time for rest. 

At the last session it required ten roll calls, and several hours 
of filibustering tactics had to be contended against before it 
was possible to secure for this bill a place upon the Calendar 
where it could have consideration of the Senate. Eyen then 
the matter of securing a vote upon it was delayed, and it was 
only after four days of these proceedings that an agreement 
was finally secured fixing the time at which a yote would be 
taken upon the bill. : 

The necessity of legislation upon this subject need not now 
be urged, although it was argued when this bill first came up 
for consideration that it was “ paternalistic,” a “ mischievous 
bill,” and that no such legislation was necessary. -That argu- 
ment is not made now. It is conceded that it is necessary. 
The death roll and the roll of the injured as they grow from 
year to year have impressed that upon everybody. Within the 
last five years the number of killed and injured railroad em- 
ployees and passengers has increased over 70 per cent. Within 
the last five years 277,475 have been killed or injured by the 
railroads of this country, almost as many people as constitute 
the population of this great national capital. 

I believe, sir, that legislation of this character ought to be 
adopted. If there should develop imperfections or defects which 
have not been provided for in the proposed substitute, they can 
be taken care of in conference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 3 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Secretary will read the committee amendment. The 
Chair would suggest to the Senate that confusion may be avoided 
if Senators will address their amendments to the reprint of the 
bill ordered on the 8th of January. There are a number of 
prints. The print from which the Secretary will read is the re- 
print of January 8. 

Mr. BACON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia will 
state his parliamentary inquiry. 5; 
Mr. BACON. As I understand, there are now before the Sen- 
ate the original bill and three substitutes. I đesire to ask the 
presiding officer if it is not the intention to take up each one of 
those separately for amendment, and when one has been per- 
fected that it shall be laid aside in order that another may be 
taken up, to go through the same process, so that after each of 
the four different propositions has been perfected by its friends 

the Senate may choose between them? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the rule to 
be to consider first the committee amendment. The friends of 
the amendment may perfect it by amendments before the Senate 
proceeds to consider the substitutes which may be offered. And 
when the proposed substitutes are offered they may be perfected 
in the same manner. 

Mr. BACON. In other words, after the original has been per- 
fected it will be laid aside and the several substitutes will be 
taken up in their order? 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. I 
should like to inquire, so as to be advised definitely, whether a 
motion to recommit is in order now, or will be at any time dur- 
ing the consideration of this measure? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that a 
motion to recommit would be in contravention of the distinct 
language of the unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. WARREN. ‘The rule of the Chair being that the unani- 
mous-consent agreement bars the entertainment of the motion 
to recommit? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If that question should be pre- 
sented in the progress of the consideration of the bill, the Chair, 
according to his present opinion, would so hold. The Secretary 
will read. 

Mr. MONEY. Excuse me, Mr. President; I did not hear ex- 
actly what the Chair said. I am anxious to know the decision 
on that point. What was the decision of the Chair? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair, in answering the Sena- 
tor from Wyoming, stated his opinion to be that a motion to re- 
commit now or later would be in contrayention of the unant- 
mous-consent agreement. 
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Mr. MONEY. I beg pardon, Mr. President; what was the de- 
cision of the Chair? ‘That is the inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair does not understand the 
Senater from Mississippi. 

Mr. MONEY. I think I was not understood. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not hear the Senator 
from Mississippi. 

Mr. MONEY. My question was, What was the decision of 
the Chair? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has rendered no deci- 
sion, but stated that, according to his present opinion, if the 
question should be presented for his decision, he would hold 
that a motion to recommit was out of order. 

The Secretary will state the amendment of the committee. 

The SECRETARY. The committee amendment proposes to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert the following, printed 
in italics, beginning on page 3, line 24: 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier by railroad in any 
Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia, or any of 
its officers or nts, to require or = a 5 engaged in or 
connected with the movement of an on duty more than 
sixteen consecutive hours, except when — 5 occurring after such 
employee has started on his 3 he is prevented from reaching his 
terminal; or to require or t any such employee to go on duty 
without ha had at least ten Ses hoarse for rest. 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier engaged in inter- 
— or foreign commerce by railroad, or any of its officers or agents, 

or permit any employee engaged in or connected with the 
miraa of any train in which such commerce is bauled, or to require 
or permit any employes engaged in or connected with the movement of 
any train by which such commerce is affected, to remain on duty more 
than sixteen consecutive hours, except when by casualty occurring after 
. — W ae Sete on veers it a. such employ ro 3 = on Sate 
term — 3 0 u u 
without having hadat least ten outs for vest 7 = y, 

Sec. 2. That vs AE such common carrier, Ai any of its officers or agents, 
1 any of the provisions of this act, is hereby declared to be 

guilty a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be liable to 
a = penalty of $1,000 for each and every such violation, to be recovered 
= ri suit or suits to be t by the Taikon States district attorney 


district court of the ‘United Sta eget urisdiction in the 
have be tted; and it shall 


VV 

During the reading of the amendment, 

Mr. CULBERSON. A point of order, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Chair suggested that we follow the 
reprint of January 8, 1907. The Secretary does not seem to be 
reading from that print as we have it here. 

Several Senators. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. He is reading the committee amendment 


first. 
He is reading nothing but the italicized por- 


Mr. TILLMAN. 
tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary is reading the com- 
mittee amendment, which appears in italics. 

The reading of the amendment haying been concluded, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. TELLER. Is it not proper to take up the amendments 
to the amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is in the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole and open to amendment, 

Mr. GALLINGER, I offer the amendment found on page 4, 
lines 5 to 8, inclusive. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
proposes an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 4 of the bill, beginning in line 4, 
strike out the words “casualty occurring after such employee 
has started on his trip” and insert “unavoidable accident, or 
act ef God, or resulting from a cause not known to the carrier 
or its agent in charge of such employee at the time he left the 
terminal.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. Is that the only amendment we are to vote on? 
My copy of the bill appears to have several. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They have not been offered. They 
are printed in the bill, but it is necessary for Senators desiring 
that their proposed amendments shall be considered to offer 
them from the floor. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I move, on page 4, line 17, to strike out the 
words “for rest” and insert “ off duty.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move to insert, after the word “ ter- 


minal,” in line 8, after the amendment which has just been 
adopted, the words: 

Or except when by accident or un 
make connection with the train on which 
is prevented from reaching his terminal. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Accidental delay of trains? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will ask to have it read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I would suggest that the amendment hay- 
ing been adopted in Committee of the Whole, it can not be fur- 
ther amended until the bill gets into the Senate. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am simply inserting it now as a part of 
the original amendment, to come in after the amendment of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh! 

Mr. McCUMBER. It does not interfere with the Senator's 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from North Dakota will be stated. 

The Secrerary. After the last word in the amendment 
offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], 
the word “terminal,” on page 4, line 8, it is proposed to insert: 

Or except when by accident or un delay of trains scheduled — 
make connection with the train on which such employee is serving, he 
is prevented from reaching his terminal. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On page 5, line 15, I move to strike out 
the words for rest” and insert off duty,” an amendment sim- 
ilar to the one heretofore adopted. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARTER. I call up the amendment heretofore offered, 
to be inserted on page 4. Š 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Montana. 

The SECRETARY. On page 4, in the committee amendment, 
line 3, after the word “ sixteen,” it is proposed to strike out 
the word “ consecutive; and after the word “hours,” in line 
4, to insert “during a period of twenty-six consecutive hours ;” 
also, in line 16, after the word “ duty,” to insert “ who has been 
in service sixteen hours during twenty-six consecutive hours.” 

Mr. PATTERSON. How will that part of it read? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read that por- 
tion as it will read if amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier by railroad in any 
Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia, or any of 
its officers or agents, to require or permit age! employee engaged in or 
connected with the ee of any train to remain on duty more 
than sixteen hours period of twenty-six consecutive hours, 
except when by 1 e — or act of God, or resulting from 
a cause not known to the carrier or its agent in charge of such em- 
ployee at the time he left the terminal, or except when by accident 
or unexpected delay of trains scheduled to make connection with the 
train on which such employee is serving, he is prevented from reach- 
ing his terminal, or to — uire or perm t any such employee to go on 
duty who has been on m hours out of twenty-six consecu- 
tive hours without . had at least ten hours off duty. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. PATTERSON. On that I call for the yeas and nays. It 
seems to me to be the crucial proposition. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. PATTERSON. May I ask a parliamentary question? 
Did I understand the Chair to declare the amendment carried? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair had not announced his 
decision upon the question. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The yeas and nays have been ordered, I 
understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays have not been 
ordered, one-fifth of the Senators present not having demanded 
a roll call. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like.to have the ruling of the Chair 
as to whether the amendment is carried or not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is going to put the ques- 
tion again. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On page 7, lines 11 to 14, inclusive, I 
move the amendment that is found in the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amenäment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page T, line 11, insert the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That the provisions of this act shall not apply to crews of - 
wrecking or relief trains. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment which has just been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARTER. In order to perfect the amendment adopted 


delay of trains scheduled to 
such employee is serving, he 
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on my motion some moments ago, I move that the words in- 
serted after “ hours,” in line 4, be likewise inserted after the 
word “sixteen,” in line 8, page 5, striking out the word“ con- 
secutive.” The first portion of the section, it will be observed, 
relates to the District of Columbia and the Territories and the 
second portion to interstate commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No debate. 

Mr. KEAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CARTER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator’s amendment, then, proposes 
to make it uniform? , 

Mr. GALLINGER. No debate, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Montana will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 5, line 8, before the word “ hours,” 
strike out the word “ consecutive,” and after the word “ hours“ 
insert “during a period of twenty-six consecutive hours.” 

The amendment was agreed to. h 

Mr. CARTER. I also offer an amendment to come in after 
the word “ duty ” in line 15, in the second portion of the section. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, line 15, after the word “duty” 
insert “who has been in service sixteen hours during twenty- 
six consecutive hours.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move the amendment that will be found 
in lines 15 to 18, page 6, in the printed bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
` amendment. F 

The SECRETARY. 
curred,” insert: 


state the 


On page 6, line 15, after the word “ oc- 


But no such suit shall be brought after the expiration of one year 


from the date of such violation. 


The amendment was agreed to. ` 

Mr. DANIEL. I move the following amendment at the end 
of the first section. 

The SECRETARY. 
1 the following: 

The extra time served by an nape a few on account of casualty or 
emergency as hereinbefore provided shall be paid for by the carrier, in 
addition to the compensation of the ere for regular service. The 
rate of compensation for extra time served shall, in proportion to the 
time consumed by regular service, be not less than the rate of com- 
pensation therefor. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia, which has 
just been read. [Putting the question.] The noes seem to have 
it. The noes have it. 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment stands rejected. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I offer as section 5 the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. 
additional section : 

Sec. 5. That nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit or in 
any way interfere with the employment, with their consent, of men 
whose hours of labor are affected herein, upon runs, single or turn, 
which, in the reasonable judgment of the officers of the respective rail- 
roads and of the men so employed, can be completed, in the ordinary 
course of business of the carrier, within sixteen hours. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let the amendment be read again, unless 
it is in print. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It has been printed. 

Mr. WHYTE. May I ask that the amendment be read again? 
There is so much confusion in the Chamber that I could not 
hear it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire, 
which has just been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BRANDEGER. I offer the substitute which I send to 

desk. 
nig? BACON. I desire to know whether, under the ruling of 
the Chair, after the bill has been laid aside in order to give 
way for amendments to the substitutes, it can thereafter be 
amended? I will state the purpose of my inquiry. I have an 
amendment which I desire to offer to whichever proposition 
may be adopted by the Senate and that upon which it will vote. 
Otherwise it would be necessary for me to offer it to each one of 
them, and I desire to offer it but once. If I can offer it to 


It is proposed to insert at the end of section 


It is proposed to insert the following as an 


such one of these four différent propositions as the Senate may 
select, I will withhold it until it shall have determined which of 
the propositions it will favor as the one upon which it will 
If not, I shall have to offer it before the original bill is 


vote. 


laid aside and then offer it successively to each of the substi- 
tutes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Offer it in the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. I will adopt the suggestion which has just been 
made and which had not occurred to me. I will offer it in the 
Senate. So I will withhold it for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
BRANDEGEE] offers a substitute which will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all after.the en- 
acting clause and insert: 


That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier by railroad in any 
Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia, or any 
of its officers or agents, to require or permit any enpi ee engaged in 
or connected with the movement of any train to remain in service more 
than sixteen consecutive hours, except when on account of an emer- 
gency, which by reasonable care on the part of such carrier, its officers 
or agents, could not have been avoided, he Is prevented from reaching 
his terminal; or, except in such eme: 
such employee, having been in servic¢ as aforesaid, to go again into 
service without having been at least ten hours for rest. 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier engaged in inter- 
state or foreign commerce by railroad, or any of its officers or a ents, 
to require or permit any employee engaged in or connected wi the 
movement of any train by which such commerce is conducted, or to 
require or apes any employee engaged in or connected with the 
movement oi train by which such commerce is affected, to remain 
in service more than sixteen consecutive hours, except when on account 
of an emergency, which by reasonable care on the part of such common 
carrier, its officers or ents, could not have been avoided, he is pre- 
vented from reaching his terminal; or, except in such emergency, to 
hig 50285 or permit any such employee, having been in service as afore- 
= d, 5 go again into service without having had at least ten hours 
‘or rest. 

Sec. 2. That any such common carrier, or any of its officers or agents, 
knowingly violating of the provisions of this act is hereby declared 
to be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be 
liable to a penalty of not more than $1,000 for each and every such 
violation, to be recovered in a suit or suits to be brought by the United 
States district attorney in the district court of the United States hav- 
ing jurisdiction in the locality where such violation shall have been 
committed; and it shall be the duty of such district attorney to brin. 
such suits upon duly verified information being lodged with him of 
such violation having occurred, but no such suit shall be brought after 
the expiration of one year from the date of such violation; and it shall 
also be the duty of the Interstate Commerce Commission to fully in- 
vestigate all cases of the violation of this act and to lodge with the 
proper district attorneys information of any such violations as may 
come to its knowledge. 

Sec. 3. That the provisions of this act shall not apply to employers 
operating wreck or relief trains. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I desire to offer as a 
substitute what I send to the desk. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That can not be done. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that the substitute now offered 
by the Senator from Wisconsin is in the same attitude as the 
others, for such amendments as may be offered, but it will not 
now be in order to offer it for action. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not understand the 
Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. I simply remarked that I understood that the 
substitute now offered by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La 
FoLLetTe] was offered in the same way that the previous sub- 
stitute had been offered, simply for the purpose of such amend- 
ments as might be presented. Otherwise it would not be in 
order, there being already pending the original bill and amend- 
ments to it and a substitute therefor. 

Mr. LODGE. As I understand it, a substitute has been offered 
by the Senator from Connecticut, which is in order, but no other 
amendment to that substitute can be offered because that is an 
amendment in the third degree. His substitute is now offered 
for the committee amendment. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. The report of the committee was itself 
a substitute for the original bill. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BRANDEGER. My amendment is a substitute for the 
committee’s substitute, and is an amendment in the second de- 


ency, to 3 or permit any 


gree. 

Mr. LODGE. Exactly. My point was against the amendment 
of the Senator from Wisconsin. The only thing in order now is 
the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. That is as I understand it. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Massachusetts is undoubtedly 
correct, if the substitute as now offered is a proposition to be 
voted on for acceptance or rejection. That was the purpose I 
had in view in calling the attention of the Chair to it. It is 
only in order for the purpose of itself being amended, and then 
to be laid aside. The previous substitute of the Senator from 
Connecticut would then be in order for voting on it. 

Mr. LODGE. We can not amend the substitute offered by the 
Senator from Connecticut because that would be an amendment 
in the third degree. We can yote on the amendment of the 
Senator from Connecticut, and if it is adopted it can then be 
amended in the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have the Secretary 
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read Rule XVIII, which governs the question under considera- 
tion. 

The Secretary read Rule XVIII of the standing rules of the 
Senate, as follows: 


If the question in debate contains several propositions, any Senator 
may have the same divided, except a motion to strike out and insert, 
which shall not be divided; but the rejection of a motion to strike out 
and insert one proposition shall not prevent a motion to strike out and 
insert a different proposition; nor shall it prevent a motion simply to 
strike out; nor shall the rejection of a motion to strike out prevent a 
motion to strike out and insert. But pending a motion to strike out 
and insert, the part to be stricken out and the part to be inserted shall 
each be regarded for the purpose of amendment as a question; and mo- 
tions to amend the part to be stricken out shall have precedence. 


Mr. CARTER. I offer an amendment in line 6 to the substi- 
tute of the Senator from Connecticut, striking out the word 
consecutive“ and inserting, after the word “ hours,“ the words 
“during a period of twenty-six hours.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana pro- 
poses an amendment to the substitute offered by the Senator 
from Connecticut, which will be read. 

The Secretary. On page 1 of the proposed substitute, after 
the word “sixteen,” line 5, strike out the word “ consecu- 
tive,’ and after the word “ hours” insert the words “ during a 
period of twenty-six hours.“ 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I fail to understand how we 
can amend an amendment to an amendment. This is an amend- 
ment in the third degree. The pending amendment is the sub- 
stitute offered by the committee. That we have been per- 
fecting, and we can continue to perfect it. The Senator from 
Connecticut has offered an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute for the amendment of the committee, and the amendment 
of the Senator from Connecticut is clearly in order, but I utterly 
fail to understand how the amendment of the Senator from Con- 
necticut can be amended. 5 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Rule XVIII reads: 

But 1 a motion to strike out and insert, the part to be stricken 


out and the part to be inserted shall each be regarded for the purpose of 
amendment as a question. 


Mr. LODGE. I call attention to the fact, if the Chair will 
permit me, that the part to be stricken out is the original bill. 
The amendment is the substitute of the committee. Those are 
the two points covered by the rule. We are now perfecting the 
substitute offered by the committee. 

Mr. BACON. No; we have perfected that and laid it aside. 

Mr. LODGE. I beg the Senator’s pardon. We have not per- 
fected it. The Senator from Connecticut is now offering an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute, which is a perfecting 
amendment. There are other amendments to be offered. 

Mr. BACON. If I may be pardoned, the proceeding is one 
which is well recognized in all parliamentary law. It is simply 
this: The rule which limits amendments in number applies to 
each substantive proposition. Where there is an original bill 
pending and two or more substitutes are offered therefor, cov- 
ering the entire scope of the original bill, and offered in the place 
of the entire scope of the original bill, it is manifest that it 
would be utterly impossible to perfect the several measures if 
the ordinary rule of amendment were applied to it. Therefore, 
if Senators will look at any of the works on parliamentary 
law, they will find laid down specifically this, as a course of 
procedure: The original measure is taken up in order that it 
may be put in the shape most favorable for its passage by its 
friends. It is then laid aside and the next substantive amend- 
ment covering the scope of the entire proposition is taken up 
for a similar procedure, in order that it may be perfected by its 
friends. Then it is laid aside and the subsequent amendment is 
taken up, not for action in the way of rejection or acceptance, 
but purely for amendment. When it is thus perfected it is laid 
aside, Then when the time comes to vote upon the acceptance 
or rejection of either one of these substantive propositions the 
body returns to the original rule. 

For illustration, the original bill having been perfected and 
laid aside and the substitute of the Senator from Connecticut 
having been perfected and laid aside, when the subsequent one 
offered by the Senator from Wisconsin has also been perfected 
and laid aside, the question will be then upon the two original 
propositions. The question will be, first, upon the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Connecticut, and, if that is adopted, 
it displaces the original bill and stands in the place of the 
original bill. If, however, the Senate should reject the substi- 
tute offered by the Senator from Connecticut, then the substitute 
offered by the Senator from Wisconsin would take its place and 
be voted upon by the Senate, and if it should be adopted it 
would stand in place of the original proposition. If it should 
be rejected, we would be brought to a vote upon the original 
proposition. 

Mr. President, I do not hesitate to say, without assuming to 


be a parliamentary expert, that Senators will find that pro- 
cedure laid down in works on parliamentary law in too plain 
language to be possibly misunderstood, and it is the only prac- 
ticable way in which a legislative body can proceed in the con- 
sideration of several substantive measures which cover the en- 
tire scope of the original proposition. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I should be very glad if the 
Senator would refer us to the general parliamentary law 
where it is laid down that we can take up four or five substi- 
tutes, one after the other, and amend them when none of them 
are before the body in any parliamentary sense. The only 
thing before the Senate now is the amendment reported from 
the committee in the nature of a substitute. That is the pend- 
ing substitute. If an amendment is offered to that in the na- 
ture of a substitute it is perfectly in order, as is the amendment 
of the Senator from Connecticut; we can vote it up or vote it 
down, but we can not amend it at this stage. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. LODGE. I do. 

Mr. DANIEL. Is not the original bill now before the Senate? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly, the original bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. DANIEL. There is a substitute offered by the commit- 
tee for that bill now pending before the Senate, to which amend- 
ments have been offered and rejected or embodied in it. There 
is now proposed a substitute for the substitute offered by the 
Senator from Connecticut. That is in the third degree of 
amendment, and the rule does not admit of the consideration 
of that substitute until the amendment before the Senate has 
been yoted upon. That is the position, as I understand it. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I think the Senator has stated 
it precisely, though I did not, on account of the confusion around 
me, hear all that was said. 

Mr. WARREN. The amendment is reported here as an 
amendment to the bill and not to a substitute. 

Mr. LODGE. The bill is here, and the amendment to the 
amendment is in the nature of a substitute; but it makes no 
difference whether it is in the nature of a substitute or not so 
far as its parliamentary position is concerned. It is the amend- 
ment of the committee. To that amendment of the committee 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BRANDEGEE], as he is entitled 
to do, offers an amendment, which is also in the nature of a 
substitute. The Senator from Connecticut can himself perfect 
his amendment before offering it, or now, in any way he pleases; 
but we can not vote on an amendment to his amendment. It 
is perfectly clear that that would be an amendment in the third 
degree. If we would take up a series of substitutes we should 
find ourselves adrift here with four or five substitute amend- 
ments and not know really which one we were amending or 
what the condition of any one was. We can deal with but two 
amendments at a time, as it seems to me. I do not see how we 
can go off on a series of substitutes which, in a parliamentry 
sense, are not before the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Loner] is right in his contention, and that any 
amendment offered to this amendment would be an amendment 
in the third degree. If this amendment be adopted, then in the 
Senate it will be clearly open to amendment, and the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. Carrer] can offer his amendment in the 
Senate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Before the Senator from Maine takes 
his seat I want to ask him a question. As I understand, if the 
amendment offered by way of substitute by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. BRANDEGEE] should be adopted, then it be- 
comes open to amendment in the same way that he is now 
attempting to amend the committee amendment? 

Mr. FRYE. It will be open to amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. So that, if his amendment is adopted, 
that does not preclude the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA 
FoLLETTE] from hereafter offering his substitute as an amend- 
ment to the substitute of the Senator from Connecticut. 


Mr. FRYE. Clearly, in the Senate he could offer his amend- 


ment. . 

Mr. PATTERSON. I want to ask the Senator from Maine a 
question. 

Mr. FRYE. The Chair will allow me to repeat what has 
already been said, that it is within the capacity and right of 
the Senator from Connecticut to amend his own amendment, if 
he desires to do so. 

Mr. HALE. To modify it. 

Mr. FRYD. To modify it to suit himself, if he desires to 
do so. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut un- 
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doubtedly has the right to modify his own amendment as he sees 
fi 


t. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I simply desire to say, Mr. President, 
that as it is within my power to modify my amendment, I 
should like, at the proper point, that the language which the 
Senator from Montana proposes as an amendment to the com- 
mittee’s substitute which the Senate adopted be interlined and 
made a part of my amendment. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If the Senator from Connecticut will, of 
his own motion, modify his substitute, that will be quite satis- 
factory to me. I want, however, to ask the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. FRYE] a question in connection with the statement he made 
as to the status of the substitutes and proposed substitutes. If 
the substitute as perfected by the Senator from Connecticut 
shall be adopted, can another substitute be offered to the entire 
measure? 

Mr. FRYE. It can in the Senate. 

Mr. PATTERSON. But not as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FRYE. Not as in Committee of the Whole, because the 
Committee of the Whole will have disposed of that entire thing 
if it shall be adopted. That is the final disposition in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. Then when the bill is reported to the Senate 
it is still open to amendment, and the substitute of the Senator 
from Wisconsin can be offered. 

Mr. PATTERSON. One other question. I understand the 
Senator from Connecticut has accepted the amendment sug- 
gested by the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Yes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is all I desire to know. 

Mr. FRYE. Just another word, if the President pleases. If 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Connecticut shall 
be voted down, then, clearly, another amendment will be in 
order—any amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
BRANDEGEE]. 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask that the amendment may be read. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let it be read as modified. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The modification of the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Cennecticut [Mr. BRANDE- 
GEE] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The amendment of Mr. BRANDEGEE is modi- 
fied as follows: On page 1 of the proposed amendment, line 5, 
after the word “sixteen,” by striking out the word “ consecu- 
tive; “ after the word “ hours,” on line 6, by inserting “ during a 
period of twenty-six consecutive hours;” on page 2, line 8, be- 
fore the word “hours,” by striking out the word “ consec- 
utive“ and after the word“ hours,” by inserting “ during a pe- 
riod of twenty-six consecutive hours.” . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BRANDEGEE] 
as modified. 

Mr. MALLORY. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ELKINS. I should like that the proposed substitute be 
again read, so that we may understand what we are voting 


upon, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the pro- 
posed substitute as modified. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all after the 
enacting clause of the bill and insert the following: 


That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier by railroad in any 
Territory of the United States or District of Columbia, or any of its 
oflicers or agents, to require or permit any employee engaged in or con- 
nected with the movement of any train to remain in service more than 
sixteen hours during a period of twenty-six consecutive hours, except 
when on account of an emergency, which by reasonable care on the part 
of such carrier, its officers or agents, could not have been avoided, he is 
prevented from reaching his terminal; or, except in such emergency, to 
require or permit any such sapores having in service as afore- 
said, to go again into service without having had at least ten hours for 


rest. a 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier engaged in inter- 
state or foreign commerce by railroad, or any of its officers or ts, 
to require or permit any ree engaged in or connected with the 
movement of any train by which such commerce is conducted, or to re- 
quire or permit any employce engaged in or connected with the move- 
ment of any train by which such commerce is affected, to remain in 
service more than sixteen hours during a period of twenty-six consecu- 
tive hours, except when on account of an emergency, which by reason- 
able care on the part of such common carrier, its officers or agents, 
could not have been avoided, he is prevented from reaching its termi- 
nal; or, except in such emergency, to require or permit any such em- 
ployee, having been in service as aforesaid, to go again into service 
without having had at least ten hours for rest. 

Sec. 2. That any such common carrier, or any of its officers or agents, 
knowingly violating any of the provisions this act, is hereby de- 
clared to be guilty of a misdemeanor, and yy conviction thereof shall 
be Hable to a penalty of not more than $1, for each and every such 
violation, to be recovered in a suit or suits to be brought by the United 
States district attorney in the district court of the States hay- 
ing jurisdiction in the locality where such violation shall 
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Sec. 3. That the provisions of this act shall not apply to employers 
operating wreck or relief trains. 


Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary 


inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas will state 
his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I inquire if the question is not divisible? 
I understand that this is an amendment to an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute. , 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, if I may be allowed a 
word, it seems to me that the pending question is on the sub- 
stitute—to strike out the substitute reported by the committee 
and insert what I have proposed as a substitute. How can that 
question be divided? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, of course I understand 
the suggestion of the Senator from Connecticut, but the proposi- 
tion is this: This substitute now pending for a vote has been 
amended by the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. LODGE. Modified. . 

Mr. CULBERSON. Modified by the Senator from Connecti- 
cut, as suggested by the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER]. 
The question with me is whether we are not entitled to have 
that question divided and be permitted to vote upon the propo- 
sition submitted by the Senator from Montana. Of course I un- 
derstand the suggestion that the Senator from Connecticut can 
control his own amendment, and possibly that is an answer; 
but by this parliamentary inquiry I intended to suggest to the 
Senator from Connecticut that he probably had better let the 
amendment stand on its merits. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I will withdraw the mod- 
ification proposed by the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, there is no oc- 
casion for him to do that. When he modifies his amendment, 
he makes the modification a part of his amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the opinion of the Chair, the 
question is not divisible, it being a motion to strike out and 
insert. 

Mr. CULBERSON. But the Senator from Connecticut offers 
to withdraw it. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I am perfectly willing, Mr. President, to 
withdraw it, as I do not desire to imperil the bill in any way, 
and renew it in the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, why should the Senator with- 
draw that modification? - 

Mr. CULBERSON. Then I will move to amend the substi- 
tute by striking out the words suggested by the Senator from 
Montana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That can not be done. 

Mr. HALE. That is out of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the opinion of the Chair, it is 
not in order at the present stage of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Let the vote be taken on the proposed substi- 


tute, Mr. President. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 


the proposed substitute. 7 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I understood that the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. BRANDEGEE] withdrew the modifica- 
tion. He said he would offer it in the Senate. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I said I was perfectly willing to with- 
draw it if a proper reason was shown for doing so; but I will 
allow it to stand and let a vote be taken on it as it stands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
BRANDEGEE]. > 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DOLLIVER (when Mr. ALLIsON’s name was called). I 
am requested by my colleague [Mr. Alaasox] to state that on 
this bill and all the amendments pending to it he is paired with 
the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morcan]. I will make 
no further statement to this effect during the remaining votes. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. BuRNHAM’s name was called). 
I announce that my colleague [Mr. BURNHAM] is unavoidably 
absent and that he is paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Cray]. 

Ar CLAY (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr: BURNHAM]. 
If he were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. KEAN (when Mr. DrypEN’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. DRYDEN] is necessarily absent from the Senate. He 


* 
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is paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLavurrn]. 
TI make this announcement in connection with all votes in rela- 
tion to this bill. 

Mr. McENERY (when his name was called). 
nounce that I am paired with the junior Senator from New 
York [Mr. Prarr] on this bill and all the amendments to it. I 


I wish to an- 


therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PETTUS (when Mr. Morcan’s name was called). The 
senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morean] is paired with the 
senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. DEPEW (when Mr. PLarr’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. PLATT] is unavoidably absent. He is paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. MeExkRVYI. I make this an- 
nouncement to cover all the yotes in relation to this bill. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK], who 
is absent. I have inquired of his colleague, but I am unable to 
ascertain his position on the bill or any of the amendments. I 
47 withhold my vote. I make this announcement once 
or all. 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. MONEY. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
McLaurin] is absent on account of protracted sickness. He is 
paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. DRYDEN]. 

Mr. TELLER. I am requested by the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. NewLanps], who is detained on account of sickness in his 
family, to say that he is paired with the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. GAMBLE]. If present, he would vote for the bill as 
reported by the committee. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 45, as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Alger Crane Heyburn Smoot 
Bacon Dillingham ox Sutherland 
Brandegee Du Pont Long eller 
Bulkele Flint Money Tillman 
Clark, Mont. Frye Patterson Warren 
Clark, Wyo. Hale Proctor 

NAYS—45. 
Ankeny Dick Kean Pettus 
Berry Dolliver Kittredge Piles 
Beveridge Dubois La Follette Rayner 
Blackburn Elkins Latimer Scott 
Burkett Foraker ge Simmons 
Burrows Foster McCreary Stone 
Carter Frazier McCumber Taliaferro 
8 Fulton 1 Warner 
Culberson Gallinger Milla Whyte 
Cullom Hansbrough Nelson 
Daniel Hemenway Overman 
Depew Hopkins Perkins 

NOT VOTING—22. 

Aldrich Carmack McEnery Penrose 
Allee Clarke, Ark. McLaurin Platt 
Allison ‘lay Martin Spooner 
Bailey Dryden Mor, Wetmore 
Benson Gamble Newlands 
Burnham Gearin Nixon 


So Mr. BRANDEGEE’S amendment was rejected. 

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk as a substitute for the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Wisconsin will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause of the bill and insert: 


That It shall be unlawful for any common carrier by railroad in any 
Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia, or any of 
its officers or agents, or any common carrier engaged in interstate or 
foreign commerce by railroad, or any of its officers or agents, to require 
or permit any employee engaged in or connected with the movement of 
any train carrying interstate or foreign freight or passengers to remain 
on duty more than sixteen consecutive hours, except when by casualty 
occurring after such employee has started on his 8 or by unknown 
casualty occurring before he started on his trip, he is prevented from 
reaching his terminal; or to require or permit any such employee who 
has been on duty sixteen consecutive hours to go on duty without hav- 
ing had at least ten hours for rest; or to require or permit any such 

he aggregate in 
any twenty-four-hour period to continue on duty or to go on duty with- 
ogs 85 had at least eight hours for rest within such twenty-four- 
nour period. 

Sec. 2. That any such common carrier or any of its officers or agents 
violating any of the provisions of this act is hereby declared to be guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be liable to a pen- 
alty of $1,000 for each and every violation, to be recovered in a suit or 
suits to be brought by the United States district attorney in the dis- 
trict court of the United States naring jurisdiction in the locality where 
such violation shall have been committed; and it shall be the duty of 
such district attorney to bring such suits upon duly verified informa- 
tion being lodged with him of such violation having occurred; and it 
shall also be the duty of the Interstate Commerce Commission to fully 
investigate all cases of the violation of this act and to lodge with the 
proper district attorneys information of such violations as may come 
to its 8 

That to enable the Commission to execute and enforce the provisions 
of this act it shall have the power to employ such inspectors or other 
persons as may be necessary. To enforce the provisions of this act the 
Commission and its stents or employees thereunto duly authorized by 
order of said Commission shall have the power to administer oaths, in- 


terrogate witnesses, take testimony, and require the production of books 
and papers. The Commission may also order depositions taken before 
any officer in any State or Territory of the United States or the Dis- 
trict of Columbia qualified by law to take the same. 

The provisions of this act shall not apply to relief or wreck trains. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La 
FOLLETTE]. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FRAZIER (when Mr. CarĮmacK’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. Carmack] is unavoidably detained from the Sen- 
ate. He has a general pair with the Senator from Wisconsin 
Mr. Spooner]. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BURNHAM]. If he were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. + 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to state that my colleague [Mr. 
Martin] is unavoidably detained from his seat to-day by illness 
in his family. If he were present, he would vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 32, as follows: 


YEAS—36. 
Bacon Du Pont Kittredge Rayner 
Berry Elkins La Follette Scott 
Beveridge Flint Latimer Simmons 
Brandegee Foster Mallory Stone 
Burkett Frazier Money Taliaferro 
Culberson Gearin Nelson ‘Teller 
Daniel Hansbrough Overman Tillman 
Dolliver Hemenway Patterson Warner 
Dubois Hopkins Perkins Whyte 

NAYS—32. 
Ankeny Crane Gallinger McCumber 
Blackburn Cullom Hale Millard 
Bulkeley Depew Heyburn Pettus 
Burrows Dick Kean Piles 
Carter Dillingham Knox Proctor 
Clapp Foraker Lodge Smoot 
Clark, Mont. Frye Lon Sutherland 
Clark, Wyo. Fulton McCreary, Warren 

NOT VOTING—22, 

Aldrich Burnham 8 Penrose 
Alger Carmack McLaurin Platt 
Allee Clarke, Ark. Martin Spooner 
Allison Clay Morgan Wetmore 
Bailey Dryden Newlands 
Benson Gamble Nixon 


So Mr. LA FoLLETTE’S amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as amended. 

The amendment ‘as amended was agreed to. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate-as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend the bill by striking out 
“casualty occurring after such employee has started on his 
trip, or by unknown casualty occurring before he started on his 
trip,” and insert “ unavoidable accident, or act of God, or result- 
ing from a cause not known to the carrier or its agent in charge 
of such employee at the time he left the terminal.” 

That is the amendment which was adopted to the previous 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The Secrerary. It is proposed to strike out “ casualty occur- 
ring after such employee has started on his trip, or by unknown 
casualty occurring before he started on his trip,” and in lieu 
thereof to insert, “ unavoidable accident, or act of God, or re- 
sulting from a cause not known to the carrier or its agent in 
charge of such employee at the time he left the terminal.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire. 
[Putting the question.] The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CULBERSON. In the confusion some of us did not hear 
the amendment. I ask that it be again stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again state the 
amendment. 

The Secretary again stated the amendment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Secretary will begin at the be- 
ginning of the sentence, so that we may get some idea of what 
is proposed to be done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the clause 
as it will read if amended. 

Mr. SCOTT. I was just going to say that I do not believe 
half of us know what the amendment is. It has never been 
printed, and none of us have read it. We are groping in the 
dark on the whole thing. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It has been read four times. 

Mr. LODGE. Debate is not in order, Mr. Presideut. 
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The Secretary. If amended the clause will read: 


That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier by railroad, in any 
Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia, or any of 
its officers or agents, or any common carrier engaged in int te or 
foreign commerce by railroad, or any of its officers or agents, to re- 
quire or permit any employee enga, in or connected with the move- 
ment of any train carrying interstate or foreign freight or rs 
to remain on duty more than sixteen consecutive hours except when by 
unavoidable accident, or act of God, or resulting from y cause nat 
known to the carrier or its agent in charge of such empires at thi 
time he left the terminal, he is prevented from reaching his terminal. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER}, on which the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martry]. He 
is for the bill and so am I, but on this amendment he would 
vote “nay” and I should vote “yea.” So I will withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. MCENERY (when his name was called). The same an- 
nouncement which I made on the last roll call applies likewise 
to this. 

The roll call having been coneluded, the result was an- 
nounced—yeas 31, nays 35, as follows: 


N YEAS—31. 
Ankeny Dick i Hopkins Piles 
Bacon Dillingham Kean Proctor 
Bulkeley Du Pont Lodge Scott 
Carter Foraker Long Simmons 
Clapp Frye McCumber Smoot 
Clark, Mont. Gallinger Money Sutherland 
Clark, Wyo. Hale Overman Warren 
Crane Heyburn Perkins 
NAYS—35. - 
Berry Dolliver Kittredge Pettus 
Beveridge Dubois Knox Rayner 
Blackburn Elkins La Follette Stone 
Brandegee Flint Latimer Taliaferro 
Burkett Foster McCreary Teller 
Burrows Frazier NMallor, Tillman 
Culberson Gearin* Milla: Warner 
Daniel Hansbrough Nelson Whyte 
Depew Hemenway Patterson 
NOT VOTING—24. 
Aldrich Burnham Fulton Newlands 
Alger Carmack Gamble Nixon 
Allee Clarke, Ark. McEne Penrose 
Allison Cla MeLaur Platt 
Bailey Cullom Martin Spooner 
Benson Dryden Morgan etmore 


So Mr. GALLINGER’S amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I shouid now like to have the bill read as 
it stands, for the purpose of amendment. I wish to offer an 
amendment, and I desire to have the bill read so as to have a 
correct copy before me. d 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
requests that the bill be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier 
by railroad in any Territory of the United States or the District of 
Columbia, cr any of its officers or agents, or any common carrier en- 
gaged in Interstate or foreign commerce by rallroad, or any of its oM- 
cers or agents, to require or permit any employee enga in or con- 
nected with the movement of any train carrying interstate or foreign 
freizht cr passengers to remain on duty more sixteen consecutive 
hours, except when by casualty occurring after such employee has 
started on his trip or by unknown casualty occurring before he started 
on his trip 


Mr. McCUMBER. That is as far as I wish the Secretary to 
go. After the word “ trip,” I move to insert what I send to the 
desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
proposes an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “trip,” it is proposed to in- 
sert: 


Or except when by accident or unexpected delay of trains scheduled 
to make connection with the train on which such employee is serving. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Dakota. [Put- 
ting the question.] In the opinion of the Chair the ayes bave it. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays are demanded. 
Is there a second? In the opinion of the Chair, there is not. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask to have the vote taken again. 

Mr. CLAY. I suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin that he 
ask for a division. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask for a division. 

The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 32, 
nays 23, 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I now ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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A a MALLORY. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida proposes 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. Strike out all of section 2 after the words 
“shall be,” in the fourth line, down to and including the word 
“occurred,” and insert: 
deemed 0 nor, and on let io 
pacer gar 4 — of wet tue thas $100 — than 21.000. N 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. I offer an amendment to come in at the close 
of section 1. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia pro- 
poses an amendment, which will be stated ; 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert at the end of section 
1 the following: 2 

The seploras: who is required or permitted to serve for any time be- 
yond the hours of service herein provided shall be paid by the carrier 


therefor what such extra service is reasonably worth, in addition to his 
regular compensation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia. [Putting 
the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have another amendment which I desire to 
offer, to come in at the same place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia pro- 
poses an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of section 
1 the following: 

The extra time served by any employee on account of an arr aye 
as heretofore oe shall be paid for by the carrier in addition to 
the compensation of the employee for regular service. ‘The rate of com- 


pensation for extra service shall be in proportion to that for regular 
service, according to the time consumed. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I ask, Mr. President, where the 
amendment is to come in? 

Mr. DANIEL. At the end of section 1. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the end of the first section. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Virginia. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Where the words “for rest” occur in the 
bill—I think in two places—I move to strike them out and insert - 
the words “ off duty.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. At the end of the first paragraph of sec- 
tion. 2 I move to add the words “but no such suit shall be 
brought after the expiration of one year from the date of such 
violation.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the first paragraph of section 
2 it is proposed to insert 

Mr. MALLORY. I call the attention of the Senator to the 
fact that the major portion of that paragraph has been stricken 
out by the amendment already adopted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; this is to be inserted after the word 
“knowledge.” 

The Secretary. After the word “ knowledge,” at the end of 
the first paragraph, section 2, it is proposed to insert: 

But no such suit shall be brought after the expiration of one year 
from the date of such violation. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask that section 2 be read as it will 
stand if the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire 
is adopted. It is clearly not applicable to the section now. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That any such common carrier or any of its officers or ts 
violating any of the provisions of this act is hereby declared tn be 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conyiction thereof shall be punished by 
a fine of not less than one hundred nor more than one thousand dollars, 
and it shall also be the duty of the Interstate Commerce Commission to 
fully investigate all cases of the violation of this act and to lodge with 
the proper district attorneys information of such violations as may 
come to its knowledge. But no such suit shall be brought after the 
expiration of one year from the date of such, violation, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. How many sections, may I inquire, 
does the bill contain as it now stands, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill contains two sections. 

Mr. HEN SBROUGH. I offer an amendment to be known as 
section 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
proposes an amendment which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add, at the end of the bill, 
a new section, as follows: 


Sec. 3. That it shall be unlawful for any interstate railway to move 
any train or trains carrying commodities entering into interstate or 
foreign commerce containing 9 in excess of the registered ca- 
pacity of the engine or engines at ed thereto. Any officer, agent, or 
employee of any such rallway who violates the provisions of this sec- 
tion shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor p! by a fine of 
not exceeding $1,000 for each offense. 


Mr. RAYNER. I make the point of order upon the amend- 
. ment that it is not germane to the bill. 

ne VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair overrules the point of 
order. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I think the amendment should be again 
read. 

Mr. LODGE. Let it be again read. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. There is too much confusion in the 
Chamber. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
amendment. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Dakota. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire, at the request of a number of engi- 
neers, to offer an amendment to be inserted as a new section at 
the end of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia 
proposes an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add, at the end of the bill, 
the following: 


This act shall not apply to cases where a continuance on duty 
beyond sixteen hours ll enable an employee to reach a terminal: 
Provided, That at the expiration of sixteen hours he is within 20 miles 
of such terminal. 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BACON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia proposes 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add, at the end of the bill, 
the following proviso: 


Provided, That the provisions of this act shall not apply to any rail- 
way ee the railroad of which lies wholly within the limits of 
one State. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia. [Putting 
the question.] By the sound the noes have it. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. MALLORY, Mr. PATTERSON, and 
Mr. BEVERIDGE demanded the yeas and nays, and they were 
ordered. 

Mr. ELKINS. Let the amendment be read. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill 
the following proviso : 


Provided, That the provisions of this act shall not apply to any rail- 
WAS Company the railroad of which lies wholly within the limits of 
one Sta 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN]. I do 
not know how he would vote if present, and I withhold my vote. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was an- 
nounced—yeas 16, nays 46, as follows: 


YEAS—16. 
Bacon Crane Kean Proctor 
Bulkeley Foraker Lodge Scott 
Burrows Gallinger Long Smoot 
Clark, Mont. le Money Warren 

NAYS—46. 
Ankeny Dick Hopkins Piles 
Berry Dolliver Kittredge Rayner 
Beveridge Dubois La Foliette Simmons 
Blackburn Du Pont Latimer Stone 
Brande; Elkins McCreary Sutherland 
Burket Flint McCumber Taliaferro 
Carter Frazier Mallor Teller 
Clapp Frye Millar Tillman 
Clark, Wyo. Fulton Nelson Warner 
Culberson Gearin Patterson Whyte 
Daniel Hansbrough Perkins 
Depew Hemenway ' Pettus 

NOT VOTING—28. 

Aldrich Bailey Clarke, Ark. Dryden 
Alger Benson ree G Foster 
Allee Burnham Cullom Gamble 
Allison Carmack Dillingham Heyburn 


Knox Martin Nixon Platt 


McEne Morgan Overman Spooner 
McLaur Newlands Penrose etmore 


So Mr. Bacon’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move to insert, after the word “train,” in 
the line “or connected with the movement of any train“ 
number is not marked on the paper I have—the following 
words: 

Which is e in transporting passen ticl comm 
between „ Uni ca States . an 

[After a pause.] I understand the amendment which was 
adopted on motion of the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] 
accomplishes the same purpose, and I withdraw the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia with- 
draws the proposed amendment, The bill is in the Senate and 
open to amendment. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I offer an amendment to come in as a 
new section. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Sxecrerary. It is proposed to add to the bill a new sec- 
tion, as follows: 

Sec. 3. In addition to the penalty prescribed herein, any such com- 
mon carrier violating the provisions of this act shall not be permitted 
to interpose the defense of contributory negligence in the event of 
action being brought to recover for d renee from any acci- 
dent which shall occur by which injury shall be inflicted on any em- 
ployee who mey be detained in service more than said sixteen hours, not- 
withstanding the negligence of such employee may have caused or con- 
tributed to his own injury or death; nor shall such defense of contrib- 
Hd negligence be interposed if the said injury result in death of said 
employee and the action brought for the benefit of his next of kin, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment which has just been read. [Putting the question.] 
By the sound the noes seem to have it. The noes have it. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask for a division. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTDH. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McCUMBER, I ask the Secretary to read that portion 
of the bill showing the number of hours necessary for rest after 
the sixteen hours of service. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested by the Senator from North Dakota. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Or to require or pennir any such employee who has been on du 


sixteen consecutive hours to go on duty without having had at leas 
ten hours off duty. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move to strike out the word “ten” be- 
fore hours“ and to insert in lieu thereof the word “eight.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out the word “ ten,” 
before the word “hours,” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ eight.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment just read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If no further amendments be pro- 
posed, the question is, Shall the bill be engrossed for a third 
reading and read the third time? 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
it was read the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill having been read the third 
time, the question is, Shall it pass? 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the bill as amended be read. It 
has not been printed. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill as 
amended. 

The Secretary read the bill as amended, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier 
by railroad in any Territory of the United States or the District of 
Columbia, or any of its officers or agents, or any common carrier en- 
gaged in interstate or foreign commerce by railroad, or any of its 
officers or agents, to require or permit any employee en in or con- 
nected with the movement of any train carrying interstate or foreign 
freight or passengers to remain on duty more than sixteen consecutive 
hours, except when by casualty occurring after such employee has 
started on his trip, or by unknown casualty occurring before he started 
on his trip, and except when by accident or unexpected delay of trains 
scheduled to make connection with the train on which such employee 
is serving, he Is ee from reaching his terminal; or to require 
or permit any such employee who has been on duty sixteen consecutive 
hours to go on duty without having had at least ten hours off duty; 
or to require or permit any such employee who has been on duty sixteen 
hours in the aggregate in any twenty-four hour period to continue on 
— 57 or to go on duty without having had at e aight hours off duty 
within such twenty-four hour period. 

Sec. 2, That any such common carrier or any of its officers or agents 
violating any of the provisions of this act is hereby declared to be 
gait of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction 50 shall be praune 
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8 3 Information of such violations as may come to its 
"That fo enable the Commission to execute and enforce the provisions 
of this act it shall have the power to employ such Inspectors or other 
persons: as may be necessary. To enforce the provisions of this act, the 
ommission and its agents or employees thereunto duly authorized by 
order of said Commission shall have the power to administer oaths, 
interrogate witnesses, take testimony, and require the production of 
ks and papers. The Commission may also order depositions taken 
before any officer in any State or Territory of the United States or the 
District of Columbia qualified by law to take the same. 

The provisions of this act shall not apply to relief or wreck trains. 

Mr. KNOX. I am somewhat handicapped by not having a 
copy of the bill, but if the bill can be amended at this stage I 
should like to offer an amendment. I think the words “ carry- 
ing interstate freight or passengers” should be stricken out, 
and the words “engaged in interstate commerce” should be 
substituted. As the bill now stands in the case of such an 
accident as occurred at Terra Cotta, a train coming from Penn- 
Sylvania and causing the accident would not have been included, 
because it was not carrying either freight or passengers. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator's suggestion is that it should 
read “ engaged in interstate commerce,” I understand. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Is this matter debatable? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not debatable. Debate is not 
in order. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator from Pennsylvania made 
a statement and argument. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He made a statement. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The statement of the Senator from Penn- 
Sylvania was in itself an argument, and in my judgment a false 
one. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. So far as that was so he was out 
of order. The Secretary will state the amendment. 

The Secrerary. After the word “train,” where it appears 
near the beginning of the bill, strike out the words “ carrying 
interstate freight or passengers” and insert the words en- 
gaged in interstate commerce.” 

Mr. CULBERSON. Is an amendment to the amendment in 
order? The amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania 
would, in my judgment, render the bill unconstitutional. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I make the point or order that 
the bill was ordered engrossed and to be read a third time, and 
that it was read the third time, and was so announced by the 
Chair, and therefore it is not open to amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s point of order is wel! 
taken. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then I move to reconsider the vote 
whereby that action was taken. 

Mr. DANIEL. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves to reconsider the vote by which the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading and was read the third time. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is in the Senate and open 
to amendment. The Senator from Pennsylvania proposes an 
amendment, which will be stated. 

Mr. KNOX. I should like to have that portion of the bill 
read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 


quested. 
The Secretary. The bill reads: 


That it shall be unlawful for gid common carrier by railroad in any 
Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia, or any of its 
oflicers or agents, or any common carrier engaged in interstate or for- 
eign commerce by railroad, or any of its officers or agents, to require or 
permit any employee engaged in or connected with the movement of any 
train carrying Interstate or foreign freight or passengers to remain on 
duty more than sixteen consecutive hours, etc. 

Mr. KNOX. I move that the words “carrying interstate or 
foreign freight or passengers” be stricken out and the words 
“engaged in hauling interstate freight” be inserted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania will be read. 

The Secretary. After the word “train” strike out the fol- 
lowing words: “ Carrying interstate or foreign freight or pas- 
sengers,” and insert “engaged in hauling interstate freight 
trains.” 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
of the confusion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is not the amendment I originally 
understood that the Senator offered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will please be in order. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I want to hear it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the 
amendment, 

The SECRETARY. After the word “train” strike out the fol- 
lowing words: “ Carrying interstate or foreign freight or pas- 
sengers and insert engaged in hauling interstate trains;” so 


I haye been unable to hear on account 
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as to read: “The moyement of any train engaged in hauling 
interstate trains.” 

Mr. KNOX. Let me have a copy of the bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I move to lay the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas moves to 
lay the amendment proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania 
on the table, The question is on the motion to lay on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Now I move to strike out those words, be- 
cause the bill already applies to interstate commerce, and they 
are mere surplusage. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The words the Senator wants stricken out 
are not surplusage—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Debate is not in order. The Sen- 
ator os South Carolina proposes an amendment, which will 
be read. 

The Secretary. After the word “train” strike out the fol- 
lowing words: “ Carrying interstate or foreign freight or pas- 
sengers.” 

Mr. PATTERSON. Now let the clause be read as it would 
read if amended. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I rise to an inquiry. Are not 
the words just read, and which are proposed to be stricken out, 
words which were inserted as an amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They were not. 

Mr. BACON. I judged by the way the Secretary read it that 
it was an interlineation. 

Mr. TILLMAN. They were inserted by the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. La FOLLETTE], and he did not really see, I thin 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Debate is out of order. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I ask that that portion of the bill be read 
as amended, should the amendment be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested by the Senator from Colorado. - 

The Secretary read as follows: 


That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier by railroad in any 
Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia, or any of 
its officers or agents, or any common carrier engaged in interstate or 
foreign commerce by railroad, or any of its officers or agents, to re- 
quire or permit any employee engaged in or connected with the moye- 
ment of any train to remain on duty more than sixteen consecutive 
hours. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from South Carolina. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill be 
engrossed, and read a third time? 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
it was read the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pess? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask for the yeas and nays on the 
passage of the bill. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. LONG (when Mr. Benson’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. Benson] is unavoidably absent and is not paired. 
If he were present he would vote for the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BURNHAM]. If 
he were present I should yote “yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I desire to 
announce that my colleague [Mr. BURNHAM] is unavoidably ab- 
sent, and is paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cray]. 
If my colleague were present he would vote “ yea,” and the Sen- 
ator from Georgia can vote if he chooses. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. KEAN (when his name was called). My colleague [Mr. 
DRTDEN] is absent. If he were present he would vote “yea.” 
He is paired with the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
McLaurin]. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. McENERY (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. PLATT], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PETTUS (when Mr. Morcan’s name was called). The 
senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morean] is paired with the 
senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. TELLER (when Mr. NewrLand’s name was called). The 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Newianps] is paired with the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. GAMBLE]. If the Senator from 
Nevada were present he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. FLINT (when Mr. Nrxon’s name was called). The 
junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Nrxon] is unavoidably absent 
from the Chamber. If he were present he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. KEAN (when Mr. Wrruonz's name was called). The 
junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE] is necessarily 
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absent. If he were present, I am authorized to state that he 
would vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am authorized to say that if the junior 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. GAMBLE], who is paired with 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Newranps], were present, he 
would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MONEY. My colleague [Mr. McLaurin] is absent, sick. 
He is paired with the Senator from New Jersey Mr. DEYDEN]. 
If my colleague were here he would yote “ yea.” 

Mr. CLAY. The Senator from New Hampshire Bur. GAL- 
LINGER] informs me that if his colleague [Mr. BURNHAM }, with 
whom I am paired, were present, he would vote “yea.” I there- 
fore am at liberty to vote, and I vote “ yea.” 

The result. was announced—yeas 70, nays 1, as follows: * 

_ YEBAS—70. 


Ankeny Daniel Hemenway Patterson 
Bacon Depew ` Heyburn Perkins 
Berry Dick Hopkins Piles 

Dillingham Kean Rayner 
Blackburn Dolliver Kittredge Scott 
Brandegee- Dubois Knox Simmons. 
Bulkeley Du Pont La Follette Smoot 
Burkett Elkins imer 8 

urrows Flint 8 
Carmack Foraker Long Sutherland 
Carter Foster McCreary Taliaferro 
Clapp Frazier McCumber Teller 
Clark, Mont, ods. Mallory Tillman 
Clark, Wyo. Fulton Martin Warner 
Clay Gallinger ' Millard Warren 
Crane Gearin Money Whyte 
Culberson. Hale Nelson 4 0 
Cullom Hansbrough Overman 
NAYS—1. 
Pettus. 2 
NOT VOTING—19. 
Aldrich Benson McEne Penrose 
Alger Burnham MeLaur Platt 
Allee Clarke, Ark. ils . Proctor 
Allison Dryden New Wetmore 
Bailey Gamble Nixon 
So the bill was passed. : 


EXECUTIVE. SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’elock and 
15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
January 11, 1907, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 10, 1907. 
ENVOYS EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Thomas C. Dawson, of Iowa, now minister resident and con- 
sul-general to Santo Domingo, for promotion to be envoy ex- 
traordinary and, minister plenipotentiary of the United States to 
Colombia, 

Williams ©. Fox, of New Jersey, late consul at Brunswick, 
to be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the 
United States to Ecuador. 

Joseph W. J. Lee, of Maryland, now envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary to Ecuador, for promotion to be envoy 
extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States 
to Guatemala and Honduras. 

MINISTER RESIDENT AND CONSUE-GENERAL. 


Fenton R. MeCreery, of Michigan, now secretary of the em- 
bassy at Mexico, for promotion to be minister resident and 
consul-general of the United States to Santo Domingo. 

SECRETARIES OF EMBASSIES. 

John Gardner Coolidge, of Massachusetts, late secretary of 
the legation at Peking, to be secretary of the embassy of the 
United States at Mexico, Mexico. 

Nelson O'Shaughnessy, of New York, now third secretary of 
the embassy at Berlin, for promotion to be second secretary of 
the embassy of the United States at St. Petersburg, Russia. 

Robert M. Winthrop, of Massachusetts, now secretary of the 
legation at Madrid, to be second secretary of the embassy of 
the United States at Rome, Italy. 

Montgomery Schuyler, jr., of New York, now secretary of the 
legation and consul-general to Roumania and Servia, for pro- 
motion to be secretary of the embassy of the United States at 
St. Petersburg, Russia. 

SECRETARY OF LEGATION AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 


Philip M. Brown, of Massachusetts, now secretary of the 
legation to Guatemala and Honduras, to be secretary of the 


legation and consul-general of the United States to Roumania 
and Servia. 


SECRETARIES. OF LEGATIONS. 


Robert Woods Bliss, of New York, now second secretary of 
the embassy at St. Petersburg, to be secretary of the legation of 
the United States at Brussels, Belgium. 

Stanton Sickles, of New York, now secretary of the legation 
at Brussels, to be secretary of the legation of the United States 
to Greece and Montenegro and of the diplomatic agency in 
Bulgaria. 

Leonard M. Thomas, of Pennsylvania, now second secretary 
of the embassy at Rome, to be secretary of the legation of the 
United States at Madrid, Spain. 


DISTRICT JUDGE. 


Edward S. Farrington, of Nevada, to be United States district 
judge for the district of Nevada. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


George L. Smith, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Newark, in the State of New Jersey. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Henry G. McCrossen, of Wisconsin, who was reappointed July 
3. 1906, during the recess of the Senate, his term having expired, 
to be receiver of public moneys at Wausau, Wis, 

POSTMASTERS. 

Nelson C. Fuller to be postmaster at Centerville, in the county 
of Bibb and State of Alabama. 

Charles Hays, jr., to be postmaster at Eutaw, in the county of 
Greene and State of Alabama. 


ARIZONA, 
Milton Bohall to be postmaster at Nogales, in the county of 
Santa Cruz and Territory of Arizona. 
CALIFORNIA, 
John L. Brown to be postmaster at Turlock, in the county of 
Stanislaus and State of California. 
Fred E. Cornell to be postmaster at Sunnyvale, in the county 
of Santa Clara and State of California. 5 
Grace E. Fuller to be postmaster at Anderson, in the county 
of Shasta and State of California. 
Philo Handy to be postmaster at Ukiah, in the county of Men- 
docino and State of California. 
John M. Johnson to be postmaster at Wheatland, in the county 
of Yuba and State of California. 
Isaac Purcell to be postmaster at Morgan Hill, in the county 
of Santa Clara and State of California. 
` Morton E. Simmons to be postmaster at Chino, in the county 
of San Bernardino and State of California. 
CONNECTICUT. 
Asa E. S. Bush to be postmaster at Niantic, in the county of 
New London and State of Connecticut. 
John MeGinley to be postmaster at New London, in the county 
of New London and State of Connecticut. 
Wilbur W. Smith to be postmaster at Seymour, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 
ILLINOIS. 
Fred R. Brill to be postmaster at Hampshire, in the county of 
Kane and State of Illinois. 
Anson J. Buck to be postmaster at Carpentersville, in the 
county of Kane and State of Illinois. 
Rufus East to be postmaster at Coulterville, in the county of 
Randolph and State of Ilinois. 
Carrie Hovda to be postmaster at Leland, in the county of La 
Salle and State of Illinois. 
Milton H. Spence to be postmaster at Elmwood, in the county 
of Peoria and State of Illinois. 
Fred M. Stoddard to be postmaster at Ramsey, in the county 
of Fayette and State of Tllinois. 
Adam Trapp to be postmaster at Hawthorne, in the county of 
Cook and State of Illinois. 
Arch L. Wade to be postmaster at Farina, in the county of 
Fayette and State of Illinois. 
Frank L. Wilkins to be postmaster at St. Anne, in the county 
of Kankakee and State of Illinois. 
INDIANA, 
Z. C. McGary to be postmaster at Owensville, in the county 
of Gibson and State of Indiana. 
Robert W. Morris to be postmaster at New Albany, in the 
county of Floyd and State of Indiana. 
Edward Patton to be postmaster at Veedersburg, in the county 
of Fountain and State of Indiana. 
Stanley S. Tull tæ be postmaster at Monon, in the county of 
White 8 State of Indiana. 
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IOWA. 
William R. Boyd to be postmaster at Cedar Rapids, in the 
county of Linn and State of Iowa. 
Merritt S. Brown to be postmaster at North English, in the 
county of Iowa and State of Iowa. 
George A. Danforth to be postmaster at Hamburg, in the 
county of Fremont and State of Iowa. 
Francis H. Farley to be postmaster at Sloan, in the county of 
Woodbury and State of Iowa. : 
Joseph W. Foster to be postmaster 
of Humboldt and State of Iowa. 
Alfred C. Harris to be postmaster at Eldora, in the county 
of Hardin and State of Iowa. 
Lewis B. Jenness to be postmaster at. Danbury, in the county 
of Woodbury and State of Iowa. 
Emily L. Kerr to be postmaster at Victor, in the county of 
Towa and State of Iowa. 
Edwin W. McCracken to be postmaster at Scranton, in the 
county of Greene and State of Iowa. 
James F. Mentzer to be postmaster at Knoxville, in the county 
of Marion and State of Iowa. 
William H. Needham to be postmaster at Sigourney, in the 
county of Keokuk and State of Iowa. 
Charles S. Terwilliger to be postmaster at Garner, in the 
county of Hancock and State of Iowa. 
KANSAS, ` 
George B. Crooker to be postmaster at Anthony, in the county 
of Harper and State of Kansas. a 
Thomas W. Dare to be postmaster at Gardner, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Kansas. 
David K. Fretz to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 
McPherson and State of Kansas. 
Henry Nickles to be postmaster at Hope, in the county of 
Dickinson and State of Kansas. 
Jonah E. Nickols to be postmaster at Atwood, in the county of 
Rawlins and State of Kansas. 
John M. McCammon to be postmaster at Esbon, in the county 
of Jewell and State of Kansas. j 
Joseph H. Woollen to be postmaster at Mankato, in the 
county of Jewell and State of Kansas. 
LOUISIANA. 
Frank E. Posey to be postmaster at Baton Rouge, in the parish 
of East Baton Rouge and State of Louisiana. 
MAINE. 
. Charles F. Hammond to be postmaster at Van Buren, in the 
county of Aroostook and State of Maine. 
f MARYLAND. 
Thomas R. Greene to. be postmaster at Denton, in the county 
of Caroline and State of Maryland. 
Adolphus H. Harrington to be postmaster at Frederick, in the 
county of Frederick and State of Maryland. 
John McFarland to be postmaster at Lonaconing, in the 
county of Allegany and State of Maryland. 
Morris L. Smith to be postmaster at Woodsboro, in the county 
of Frederick and State of Maryland. 
Robert R. Walker to be postmaster at Easton, in the county 
of Talbot and State of Maryland. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Charles D. Brown to be postmaster at Gloucester, in the 
county of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 
Charles E. Cook to be postmaster at Uxbridge, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 
Charles W. Lincoln to be postmaster at Holbrook, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 
Fred H. 'Torrey to be postmaster at Groton, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 
MICHIGAN. 
Frank D. Ball to be postmaster at Crystal Falls, in the 
county of Iron and State of Michigan. 
Lawson E. Becker to be postmaster at Fenton, in the county 
of Genesee and State of Michigan. 
James W. Dey to be postmaster at Springport, in the county of 
Jackson and State of Michigan. 
E. Jefferson Hall to be postmaster at Marion, in the county 
of Osceola and State of Michigan. 
John Harwood to be postmaster at White Cloud, 
county of Newaygo and State of Michigan. 
George W. Minchin to be postmaster at Evart, in the county 
of Osceola and State of Michigan. 
Philip P. Schnorbach to be postmaster at Muskegon, in the 
county of Muskegon and State of Michigan. 
MINNESOTA. 
John Chermak to be postmaster at Chatfield, in the county of 
. Fillmore and State of Minnesota. 


at Humboldt, in the county 


in the 


Chester A. Coborn to be postmaster at Sauk Rapids, in the 
county of Benton and State of Minnesota. 
Anders Glimme to be postmaster at Kenyon, in the county of 
Goodhue and State of Minnesota, 
Samuel C. Johnson to be postmaster at Rush City, in the 
county of Chisago and State of Minnesota. 
Ernest P. Le Masurier to be postmaster at Hallock, in the 
county of Kittson and State of Minnesota. 
John Lohn to be postmaster at Fosston, in the county of Polk 
and State of Minnesota. 
Emma F. Marshall to be postmaster at Red Lake Falls, in the 
county of Red Lake and State of Minnesota. 
Severin Mattson to be postmaster at Braham, in the county 
of Isanti and State of Minnesota. 
Charles A. Pearson to be postmaster at Roseau, in the county 
of Roseau and State of Minnesota. 
William Peterson to be postmaster at Atwater, in the county 
of Kandiyohi and State of Minnesota. 
Frederick T. Schlegel to be postmaster at Arlington, in the 
county of Sibley and State of Minnesota. 
Benjamin A. Shaver to be postmaster at Kasson, in the county 
of Dodge and State of Minnesota. P 
Olaves A. Wilson to be postmaster at McIntosh, in the county 
of Polk and State of Minnesota. 
MISSOURI. 
R. N. Hillard to be postmaster at Hayti, in the county of 
Pemiscot and State of Missouri. 
NEBRASKA. 
James H. Logan to be postmaster at Ponca, in the county of 
Dixon and State of Nebraska. 
x NEW YORK. 
Mary L. McRoberts to be postmaster at Tompkinsville, in the 
county of Richmond and State of New York. 
OREGON. 
Thomas L. Ambler to be postmaster at Mount Angel, in the 
county of Marion and State of Oregon. 
Henry Proctor to be postmaster at Elgin, in the county of 
Union and State of Oregon. 
Finley E. Roberts to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county 
of Lane and State of Oregon. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
Calvin B. Philips to be postmaster at Frackville, in the county 
of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania. 
RHODE ISLAND. 
George E. Gardner, to be postmaster at Wickford, in the 
county of Washington and State of Rhode Island. 
TEXAS, 
George W. Brown to be postmaster at Devine, in the county of 
Medina and State of Texas. 
Robert H. Walton to be postmaster at Walnut Springs, in the 
county of Bosque and State of Texas. 
George S. Zeigler to be postmaster at Eagle Lake, in the county 
of Colorado and State of Texas. 
UTAH. 
John A. Smith to be postmaster at Heber, in the county of 
Wasatch and State of Utah. 
VERMONT. 
James E. Pollard to be postmaster at Chester, in the county 
of Windsor and State of Vermont. 
WASHINGTON, 
John M. Benedict to be postmaster at Centralia, in the county 
of Lewis and State of Washington. 
Thomas Bollman to be postmaster at Cashmere, in the county 
of Chelan and State of Washington. 
Theo Hall to be postmaster at Medical Lake, in the county 
of Spokane and State of Washington. 
Roderick R. Harding to be postmaster at Port Angeles, in the 
county of Clallam and State of Washington. 
WISCONSIN, 
Morris F. Barteau to be postmaster at Appleton, in the county 
of Outagamie and State of Wisconsin. 
John W. Bell to be postmaster at Chetek, in the county of 
Barron and State of Wisconsin. 
Charles P. Brechler to be postmaster at Fennimore, in the 
county of Grant and State of Wisconsin. 
Harry C. Hall to be postmaster at Iron River, in the county 
of Bayfield and State of Wisconsin. 
Nicholas A. Lee to be postmaster at Colfax, in the county of 
Dunn and State of Wisconsin. 
Egbert Marks to be postmaster at Menomonie, in the county 
of Dunn and State of Wisconsin. 
George A. Packard to be postmaster at Bayfield, in the county 
of Bayfield and State of Wisconsin. . 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, January 10, 1907. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 


LIEUTENANT-GENERAL, 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following privi- 
leged report from the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALzeELL] submits a privileged report from the Committee on 
Rules, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the resolution of the 
House No. 738, have had the same under consideration and recommend 
that the following resolution be agreed to in lieu thereof: 

“Resolved, That in considering in 2 of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union the bill H. 23551, ‘A bill making appro- 
30.1608. 1 for the support of the ary 5 the fiscal 3 ending June 

908.“ it shall be in order to consider as an amendment thereto the 


following : ‘When the office of Lieutenant-General shall become vacant 


it shall not thereafter be filled, but said office shall cease and deter- 
mine, but nothing in this provision shall affect the retired list. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, on the cone of the resolu- 
tion I ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Datzett] is entitled to twenty minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me hardly neces- 
sary to spend any time in explanation of this rule. Thé amend- 
ment suggested, abolishing the office of Lieutenant-General when 
the next vacancy occurs, was part of the text of the Army bill 
as it was reported to the House from the Committee on Military 
Affairs. When that portion of the bill was reached, a point of 
order was made that it was new legislation, and the point of 
order was sustained and the paragraph went out. 

It seems to the committee that in submitting this rule they 
are simply furnishing the House an opportunity to put into legis- 
lation what has heretofore been declared to be the will of the 
House. There is no doubt that there is an almost unanimous 
consensus of opinion that the amendment ought to be adopted. 
This was evidenced by the action of the House at the last ses- 
sion of Congress, when, although it refused to pass such an 
amendment because it would then have applied to two major- 


generals who had been designated to fill the place, it did subse- 


quently pass in a special bill substantially the same provision 
that is now submitted. I believe that there is an opinion pre- 
vailing that it was a mistake to create the office of Lieutenant- 
General for any officer after the death of General Sheridan; 
that the distinction should have been confined to Generals Grant, 
Sherman, and Sheridan. But as often as one officer after an- 
other of the civil war attained to the position where he would be 
entitled to this place, if it was to be created, Congress felt it 
would be unfair to deprive him of what his predecessors had 
had. ‘The reason that existed for giving this distinction to these 
officers has now ceased to exist. All the officers of the civil war 
who would be entitled by reason of their seniority to become 
Lieutenant-Generals have been provided for, and if the office is to 
continue it will be conferred hereafter upon those who haye had 
no connection with the civil war. 

I want to say here, while I am on the floor, it is a great mis- 
take to assume, as I have heard it assumed on the outside, that 
this measure is aimed at the interest of some or any Army of- 
ficer. The measure is intended, I think, by the House to be 
passed as a measure of justice, because the reason existing for 
the creation of the office has ceased, and the office should like- 
wise cease with the reason. The legislation has no particular 
party or parties in view. 

I am ready to yield time to any gentleman who desires it. If 
no one desires time, I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. - 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
bills of the following titles : 

II. R. 21202. An act fixing the time for homestead entrymen 
on lands embraced in the Wind River or Shoshone Indian Res- 
ervation to establish residence on same; and 

H. R. 21951. An act to authorize the Alabama, Tennessee and 
Northern Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the 
Tombigbee River, in the State of Alabama. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
and joint resolution of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested : 


XLI——57 


S. 6137. An act granting an increase of pension to Fannie L. 
Pike; 3 

S. 6145. An act granting an increase of pension to Enoch. 
Bolles ; 

S. 6587. An act granting an increase of pension to Marcus M. 
Currier ; 

S. 6656. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli M. 
Skinner ; 


S. 6823. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Walter D. 


5. An act granting an increase of pension to Gabriel 
Campbell ; 

S. 7384. An act granting an increase of pension to Orson B. 
Johnson ; 

S. 6578. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights 
and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 2, 1895, and to amend an act amenda- 
tory thereof approved June 20, 1906; 

S. 7372. An act to authorize the acceptance by the Secretary 
of the Navy, as a gift, of a sailboat for use of the midshipmen 
at the Naval Academy; and 

S. R. 81. Joint resolution authorizing temporary leaves of ab- 
sence for homestead settlers. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolution 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and 
referred to their appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 7372. An act to authorize the acceptance by the Secretary 
of the Navy, as a gift, of a sailboat for use of the midshipmen at 
the Naval Academy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

S. 6578. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights 
and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses, approved March 2, 1895, and to amend an act amenda- 
tory thereof approved June 20, 1906—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

S. 7295. An act granting an increase of pension to Gabriel 
Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6828. An act granting an increase of pension to Walter D. 
Greene—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6823. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Holsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6587. An act granting an increase of pension to Marcus M. 
Currier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. t 

S. 6145. An act granting an increase of pension to Enoch 
Bolles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6137. An act granting an increase of pension to Fannie 
L. Pike—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 6656. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli M. 
Skinner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 7384. An act granting an increase of pension to Orson B. 
Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. R. 81. Joint resolution authorizing temporary leaves of ab- 
sence for homestead settlers—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 21202. An act fixing the time for homestead entrymen 
on lands embraced in the Wind River or Shoshone Indian Reser- 
vation to establish residence on same; and 

H. R. 21951. An act to authorize the Alabama, Tennessee and 
Northern Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the 
Tombigbee River, in the State of Alabama. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill making appropriations 
for the Army. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the Army 
apprpriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. CURRIER in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the Army appropriation bill. 
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Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, under authority of the rule just 
adopted, I move to insert the following on page 5, after the word 
“ dollars,” in line 16: 


Provided, That when the office of Lieutenant-General shall become 


vacant it shall not thereafter be filled, but said office shall cease and 
determine: Provided further, That nothing in this provision shall affect 
the retired list. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is of the opinion that probably 
the point of order pending should be disposed of before this 
amendment is offered; but without objection, the Chair will 
entertain the amendment now. 

Mr. MADDEN. I would like to hear that amendment read 
again, 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has not yet been read. 
The Clerk will report the amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 5, after line 16, insert the following: 

“ Provided, That when the office of Lieutenant-General shall become 


vacant it shall not thereafter be filled, but said office shall cease and 
determine: Provided further, That nothing in this provision shall apply 


to the retired list.” 

Mr. MADDEN. Why does not that apply to the existing law? 

Mr. HULL. It does apply to those who are on the active 
list but does not apply to those on the retired list and does not 
apply to General MacArthur, who will go on the retired list in 
1909. 

Mr. MADDEN. Is that specifically covered? 

Mr. HULL. I think it is. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. There can be no promotion? 

Mr. HULL. After General MacArthur goes out there can be 
no other promotion on the active list. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. There is no promotion of men on the 
retired list. 

Mr. HULL. Not at all. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is the understanding, that men 
on the retired list can not be promoted. 

Mr. HULL. There has never been any promotion upon the 
retired list except by act of Congress and can not be. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 84, noes 0. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, in regard to the point of order 
that was under discussion at the hour of adjournment last 
evening, I desire to submit the following full information on the 
` point suggested by the Chair. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, January 10, 1907. 
Hon, A. T. HULL, 
Chairman of Committee on Military Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 

Sır: In reply to your inquiry I have the honor to inform you that 
allotments made in the past of funds for the construction of cks, 
quarters, and other quartermaster buildings for the Coast Artillery 
have been made in the same manner as have such allotments for the 
construction of similar structures for the cavalry and infantry. That 
is, for buildings costing more than $20,000 each allotments have 
been made from the appropriation for mili posts, carried on the 
sundry civil bill, and for buildings costing less than $20,000 each allot- 
ments have been made from the appropriation for barracks and quar- 
ters carried on the Army appropriation bill. 

Very respectfully, 
C, F. HUMPHREY, 
Quartermaster-General United States Army. 

Mr. HULL. If the gentleman wants anything further I 
simply add that that carries out my contention that the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs has only attempted to segregate the author- 
izations of these buildings, and it does not change the method of 
building or the character of buildings heretofore carried in the 
appropriation bills covered by barracks and quarters at posts 
in the two bills in which such items are carried. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, whatever the practice of the 
Department has been with respect to the expenditure of the ap- 
propriations for barracks and quarters is not material in the 
discussion or consideration of the point of order that is now be- 
fore the Chair. I wish to give the Chair some information 
respecting the history of appropriations for barracks and quar- 
ters for the seacoast artillery. The first appropriation that Con- 
gress ever authorized for this purpose was in 1896. It was car- 
ried in the fortifications appropriation bill reported from the 
Committee on Appropriations, under the head of “ Gun and mor- 
tar batteries: 

For the construction of fortifications, $2,500,000, of which sum not 
exceeding $100,000 may be expended fer the construction of necessary 
buildings connected therewith, 


That was the first appropriation made for buildings in con- 
nection with the coast defenses of the United States in recent 
years. Following that, Congress felt that there ought to be 
some limitation placed upon the Department in the expenditure 
of appropriations for this purpose, and the next year the fortifi- 
cations bill carried the following provision : 


That pior to any expenditure of money for the construction of neces- 


sary bu pn ge ea with the new fortifications, except that al- 

ready author „the Secretary of War shall report to Congress, on or 
‘ore ber 6, 1897, the most practicable and economical plan for 

the care and preservation of the fortifications and their armament, said 

pans to be based upon the authorized strength of the artillery force of 
e Army. 


is Then later, in the sundry civil bill, they placed this limita- 
on: 


For the construction of buildings at, and the enlargement of, such - 
military posts as in the Judgment of the Secretary of War may be neces- 
sary, and for the erection of barracks and quarters for the aeg in 
connection with the adopted project for seacoast defense, $620, „ 
and of this sum $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, may 
be used for the pure of suitable building sites: Provided, That for 
the erection of and quarters for artillery in connection with 
the project adopted for seacoast defense there shall not hereafter be 


expended at any one mt more than $60,000 for a one-batter 
and $20,000 a 2 2 


itional for each additional batter: from any appropria- 
tion made by Congress, unless special authority of Congress be granted 
for a greater expenditure. 3 


. that, in 1901, Congress adopted this further limita- 
on: 


Provided, That for the erection of barracks and quarters for artil- 
lery, in connection with the 1 adopted for seacoast defense, there 
shall not hereafter be expended at any one point more than $1,200 per 
man for each man required for one relief to man the guns at the post, 
— to elghty-three men, the present permanent strength of a battery en- 
listed and commissioned, and for each man required beyond this num- 
ber, $600 r man, from any appropriation made by Congress, unless 
special authority of Congress be granted for a greater expenditure. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, from the time Congress first made ap- 
propriations for barracks and quarters for our Seacoast Ar- 
tillery the Committee on Appropriations has always received 
the estimate for that purpose under the rule of the House which 
expressly provides that all estimates for that purpose shall be 
reported to the Committee on Appropriations. The committee 
have taken that jurisdiction and exercised it and invariably 
reported the appropriations for barracks and quarters in a forti- 
fication bill or in a sundry civil bill. So far as the bill is con- 
cerned, it is not material. The question here is as to whether 
or not the Committee on Military Affairs, under the rules of 
this House, have jurisdiction of the appropriations and esti- 
mates for appropriations for our seacoast defense. It would be 
just as competent for the Military Committee to bring in ap- 
propriations here for our seacoast batteries and our fortifica- 
tions. Jurisdiction over subjects pertaining to fortifications 
and our seacoast defenses has never been surrendered by, nor 
has it ever been taken away from, the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Another point I want to make, Mr. Chairman: Under the 
language of this amendment the entire amount may be spent 
at one place and may be spent for one building. There is abso- 
lutely no limitation that would apply. The limitation which 
now exists in the law, carried in the fortifications bill and later 
in the sundry civil bill, would not apply in any way whatever 
to this, because the appropriation for barracks and quarters, 
to which this limitation applies, reads: À 

In connection with the project adopted for seacoast defenses. 

That is a limitation that is carried with every appropriation 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations for barracks and 
quarters for the Seacoast Artillery. The appropriation must be 
for that purpose, and the limitation then applies. Under the 
language of this amendment the existing limitation would not 
apply. I maintain, Mr. Chairman, that, under the rules of the 
House, the estimates for this purpose are referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and the committee have heretofore 
exercised that jurisdiction, and that jurisdiction ought to be 
maintained and preserved. 

I maintain that it is in keeping with good administration 
and good policy to separate, as far as we possibly can, the cost 
of maintaining the Army and the cost of our coast defense 
and all new construction incident thereto. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, this matter has been 
fully presented to the Chair from the standpoint of the right to. 
embrace these items, under the rules, in the sundry civil bill. 
Of course it is within the discretion of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations to assign the items which belong to that commit- 
tee to such bills as it may deem best. So that if the jurisdic- 
tion as to this item has heretofore generally been exercised in 
either the fortifications appropriation bill or the sundry civil 
bill, that would throw light upon the interpretation of the rule, | 
The chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs says that if 
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- his committee had not inserted the statement that these bar- 
racks and quarters were for the Seacoast Artillery, per- 
chance no point of order would have been lodged, and that his 
committee is, so to speak, being punished for its candor with the 
House. I want to say that I think his committee is to be com- 
plimented on its candor with the House; I want to say that I 
think his committee is to be complimented on the efforts made 
this year to hereafter secure a suitable segregation of the items 
in the army bill. And yet I feel sure that the gentleman would 
not wish to be understood as saying that he regretted the fact 
that he had been candid with the House and wished that he had 
covered up this appropriation so that no point would haye been 
made upon it at all. I know he does not mean that. 

Now, let us turn first to the rules, and then I want to call the 
Chair’s attention to the report upon which these rules was 
originally adopted in the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Part of Rule XI, section 3, is as follows: 

All propped legislation shall be referred to the committees named in 
the preceding rule, as follows; viz: 

“3. To the Sppromristion of the revenue for the support of the Goy- 
ernment, as herein provided, viz, for legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses; for sundry civil expenses; for fortifications and coast de- 
fenses ; to the Committee on Appropriations.” 

The provision with reference to the jurisdiction of the Mili- 
tary Committee reads “ to the military establishment and public 
defense, including the appropriations for its support and for 
that of the Military Academy, to the Committee on Military 
Affairs.” ’ 

What is a part of the coast defense? I read from the report 
of William R. Morrison, in presenting to the House the rule 
which gave to the Military Committee jurisdiction over the 
Army bill: 

In 1847 appropriations were made in nine separate bills, viz: Army, 
civil and plomatic, deficiencies, fortifications, Indian, Military 
Academy, Navy, pensions, and post-office. 

Thus for more than sixty years one of the recognized and dis- 
tinct bills making appropriations has been the fortifications ap- 
propriation bills. > 

Again Mr. Morrison says: 

The fortifications bill being one 5 . 1 to the army and 
navy fortifications and the general public ense is left to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

Now, this being the general public defense by both the Army 
and the Navy of the coast of the United States is left to the 
Committee on Appropriations. Under this rule what jurisdic- 
tion has the Military Affairs Committee ever exercised? Has 
it ever for a moment claimed that it could buy a site on which 
to build these barracks? Oh, no. Every proposition since the 
division of these appropriations to purchase a site for these bar- 
racks in connection with seacoast defenses has gone to and come 
from the Committee on Appropriations. Is it claimed that they 
have any jurisdiction over the building of houses, magazines to 
house the ammunition for use of seacoast defense? Oh, no; no 
such pretense; no such jurisdiction ever attempted to be exer- 
cised. Has it been claimed that they have charge of auxiliaries 
of coast defenses, like the fire control? Yes; but repudiated by 
the chairman in the last session of this Congress, and the Chair 
has from the beginning sustained the jurisdiction of the Appro- 
priations Committee over all the adjuncts and accessories of the 
seacoast defense. Can it be said in any justice or reason that 
when one committee has been charged from the beginning with 
the whole care of the defense of the coast, that it is any more 
within its jurisdiction to provide houses for the ammunition 
than to provide houses for the men who handle the ammunition? 
What fine distinction is this which the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs seeks to impress upon you when it 
must be conceded that this committee never had jurisdiction to 
buy a site and never exercised it for barracks or quarters at a 
seacoast defense; never had and never has exercised any au- 
thority to appropriate money to build houses in which to place 
the ammunition, but has authority to build a house in which to 
put the men? I submit that everything which is accessory to or 
an adjunct of the fortification for the seacoast defense belongs 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and not to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the importance of this question 
impels me to again intrude myself and speak for a little time 
upon the questions that have been submitted this morning. The 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations claims that all 
the buildings at seacoast defense have been carried by the sun- 
dry civil bill, when the positive evidence is submitted to the 
House this morning that that statement is not correct and that 
the line of demarcation between the two has been carried out 
in the appropriations heretofore on this seacoast matter just as 
it is in all other posts of the country. In other words, when the 
separation of the committees came the Committee on Appropria- 


tions kept jurisdiction of all buildings costing more than $20,000 
and were supposed to appropriate for them under the law that 
has existed for so many years, requiring detailed estimates and 
specific appropriations. The gentleman carries the appropria- 
tion in his bill for military posts. Included in that are buildings 
for seacoast defense, but it does not carry it in such a way as 
to compel the authorities here to expend the money so much at 
seacoast defense and so much at other military posts. Under 
his appropriation, as it has been heretofore under ours, the 
Department could appropriate all the money for interior posts 
or all of it for seacoast defenses and still comply with the law. 
The proposition of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption 
there? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. ‘ 

Mr. TAWNEY. How does the gentleman construe this lan- 
guage in the present sundry civil appropriation law, which has 
been the law for many years, so as to justify the statement that 
the Department can use this money that is appropriated from 
the Committee on Appropriations for the building of barracks 
and quarters at interior posts: 

For the construction and enlargement of buildings at such military 
pors as in the judgment of the Secretary of. War may be necessary, 
‘or the erection of barracks and quarters for the gat! in connection 
with adopted projects for seacoast defense, and for the purchase of 
suitable building sites for said barracks and quarters. 7 

Now, that money must be expended necessarily for barracks 
and quarters for Seacoast Artillery. 

Mr. HULL. It would not be necessarily so. They would have 
the power tinder that appropriation to expend all of the appro- 
priations for any one of the items specified, and say they did 
not need anything for the other objects mentioned this year. It 
is the same language we have heretofore used as to post bar- 
racks and quarters wherever they were needed—a lump sum by 
which the Department could direct the amount to any particular 
locality. We tried this year to separate, so as to have so much 
for one line of barracks and quarters and so much for another. 
The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Sara] raises the proposition 
as to the fortification bill being one of the old established bills 
of the country. Nobody disputes that proposition. He says 
that that committee has had jurisdiction over fortifications and 
coast defenses. What does that include? It includes the forts; 
it includes the batteries; it includes the casemates for the care 
of ammunition; it includes all the fixed part that is actually 
used in the defense of the country, and nothing else. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr: HULL. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Has it not always included all the sites 
on which barracks and quarters were erected? 

Mr. HULL. Yes; but if that were properly construed under 
the rules it would require legislation before you would be au- 
thorized to purchase. It has never been required. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. But it has been the invariable practice. 

Mr. HULL. But practice does not overcome law, and in my 
judgment, if we were to come to a strict construction of the 
rules of this House, it would require legislation in every case of 
that kind. We have never done it; we have never claimed it; 
but we do claim this: That when you get beyond the fortifica- 
tions and coast defense proper you haye no more jurisdiction 
over the buildings to house the men than you would have over 
the buildings to house the men at any other post in the country. 
If the gentleman claims that the care of the men carries with 
it jurisdiction to the Committee on Appropriations, why does he 
not claim, then, the clothing for the men to make them com- 
fortable? Why doesn’t he claim the food for the men? He 
says that without houses you could not have an army. Without 
an army you can not have any effective coast defense. You 
can erect your batteries, you can put up your casemates, but the 
gentleman must have an army of artillerymen there to make 
it effective, just as much as he must have houses. And yet 
gentlemen will hardly claim that they have the right to in- 
crease or diminish the Army as the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs would have the right to increase or diminish the Navy. 
There are two jurisdictions here. The evidence is conclusive 
that during all the years we have been making these appropria- 
tions the smaller buildings carried in our bill have been erected 
for coast fortifications and for the other posts indiscriminately, 
and these buildings are not part under any construction that can 
be made for the housing of the Army of what is called “ coast 
fortifications.” They are simply for the care of the Army. To 
assume that they have absolute jurisdiction over that would 
be to assume that they have absolute jurisdiction over the 
number of men who should compose the artillery force of the 
Army, the amount of clothing that should be allowed them, the 
amount of food that should be given. It would be just as rea- 
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sonable in the one case as the other. I want to correct the 
gentleman on fire control. We claimed fire control on field 
batteries, and we got it in place of being turned down. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And you claimed Seacoast Artillery also 
and lost out. 

Mr. HULL. Well, we did not feel that we lost anything; but 
this other proposition, Mr. Chairman, goes to the very heart of 
the question of the power of two committees to proceed on the 
lines they have been doing without friction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. It is unfor- 
tunate that the jurisdiction of these two committees is not 
clearly defined in the rules. As it is, the only guide the Chair 
has is the course pursued in regard to this particular appro- 
priation in the past. The fact that before the Army appropria- 
tion bill was taken away from the Committee on Appropriations 
and given to the Committee on Military Affairs it carried noth- 
ing except for the maintenance of the Army affords little light 
on this question, since it has been the invariable practice of the 
Military Committee, since given jurisdiction of the Army appro- 
priation bill, to appropriate for barracks and quarters. Had 
this item been carried in the fortifications bill there would prob- 
ably have been little controversy about it, but if the Appropria- 
tions Committee has jurisdiction, then for the purposes of this 
case it matters not in what bill reported by that committee the 
item is carried. The rules provide that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations shall haye jurisdiction of fortifications and coast 
defenses. The construction of seacoast fortifications is clearly 
the province of the Committee on Appropriations under this 
rule. Are not the barracks at the fortifications a part thereof? 
So far as the Chair is informed, the Army appropriation bill 
has never, until the bill under consideration was presented, car- 
ried in specific terms any appropriation for barracks for Sea- 
coast Artillery. That has alway been carried in a bill reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations. The fortifications ap- 
propriation bill approved March 3, 1896, which was after the 
. adoption of the so-called “ Endicott project,” carried an appro- 
priation for the erection of necessary buildings connected with 
the new fortifications. In the fortifications bill for the next 
year this provision was carried in the following language: 

That 2 to any expenditure of money for the construction of neces- 

sary buildings connected with the new fortifications, ete.— 
Congress apparently recognizing the jurisdiction of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations over this subject. The next year the ap- 
propriation for this purpose was included in the sundry civil 
appropriation bill in the following language: : 

For the erection of barracks and quarters for the artillery in con- 
nection with the adopted project for seacoast. defense. 

And it has been carried every year since in the sundry civil 
- appropriation bill down to and including the first session of 
this Congress, when the language was as follows: 

For the erection of barracks and quarters for the artillery in con- 
nection with the adopted project for seacoast defense. 

The fact that the War Department may have used some of the 
money carried in the Army appropriation bill for barracks for 
seacoast artillery without any specific instruction from Con- 
gress so to do can not affect the question of jurisdiction under 
consideration. In an exhaustive and able opinion delivered by 
Mr. Speaker Henderson on February 1, 1900, involving a some- 
what similar provision on the question of jurisdiction between 
the Committee on Military Affairs and the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, he said: 

During this period many bitter contests have arisen between the two 
committees on this subject of jurisdiction, and each time the final 
decision of the matter has been in favor of the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 4 

These decisions were made in relation to subjects which the Appro- 
priations Committee claimed were, and had been, properly part of the 
fortifications bill. In this case all the conditions are the same, except 
that the items in . eos are claimed for the sundry civil bill. 

While acting as Chairman in the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, decisions favorable to the Committee on Appro- 
priations have been made by Messrs. Blount, of Georgia; Payson, of Hi- 
nois; HOPKINS, of Illinois, and Springer; of Illinois. Mr. Allen, of 
Michigan, while in the chair, made a different ruling, but the House 
promptly, on motion of Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, sustained the claim of 
the Committee on 1 by striking the paragraph in contro- 
versy from the Army bill. Many days have been spent in discussions 
of the qnestion, one struggle lasting for two entire days, and another 
struggle for three entire days, but always resulting in favor of the juris- 
diction of the Committee on Appropriations, whether the decision was 
made by a Chairman, or by the Committee of the Whole House, or by 
the House itself. 

The several controversies that have taken place were for the pur- 
pose of maintaining the individuality of the fortifications bill, and also 
of the Army bill. Each of the great be peeing bills has an indi- 
viduality which it has retained for about thirty years and which the 
House has shown itself reluctant to violate. For instance, the Api 
priations Committee is given under the rule jurisdiction of the su 
of “fortifications and coast defenses.” Field guns for the use of the 
Army would searcely seem to properly belong to this committee, but it 
has been decided repeatedly that the Appropriations Committee has 


ro- 
t 


jurisdiction of the subject of field guns, because their fabrication for a 


to the fortifications appropriation bill. 
For the same reason the mmittee on Appropriations has been given 
and held jurisdiction of Watervliet Arsenal, where heavy guns are made. 


In view of the fact that up to this time the Committee on 
Appropriations has invariably claimed and exercised without, 
objection the right to appropriate in express terms for the con- 
struction of barracks for seacoast fortifications, and until this 
bill was presented the Committee on- Military Affairs has not 
attempted to so appropriate, the Chair is constrained to sustain 
the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Transportation of the ety § and its 3 Transportation of the 
Army, 4 nes baggage of the troops when moving either by land or 
water, and including also the transportation of recruits and recruiting 


of years belo’ 


parties heretofore id from the appropriation for “ Expenses of re- 
haven and the nsportation of applicants for enlistment between 
recru 


g stations and recruiting 1 and the transportation of — 
sons on their discharge from the United States military prison to their 
homes (or elsewhere as they may elect), provided the cost in each 
case shall not be greater than to the place of last enlistment; of sup- 
plies to the militia furnished by the War Department for the permanent 
equipment thereof; of the necessary agents and employees; of clothing, 
camp and garrison equipage, and other quartermaster's stores, from 
Army depots or places of purchase or delivery to the several posts and 
Army depots, and from those depots to the troops in the field; of horse 
equipments and subsistence stores from the places of purchase, and 
from the places of delivery under contract to such places as the cir- 
cumstances of the service may require them to be sent; of ordnance, 
ordnance stores, and small arms from the foundries and armorles to the 
arsenals, fortifications, frontier posts, and Army depots; 1 
wharfage, tolls, and ferriages; hereafter estimates shall be submitt 
to the Congress of the United States covering transportation of the 
Army and its supplies in one estimate, and additional estimates shall be 
submitted covering other items heretofore carried in appropria non bills 
under the head of rtation of the Army and its supplies; 
purchase and hire of and pack animais and harness, the pur- 
chase and repair of wagons, carts, and drays, and of ships and other 
vessels and boats required for the transportation of troops and supplies 
and for rison purposes ; for drayage and cartage at the several . 
hire of teamsters and other employees; extra-duty pay of enlisted men 
driving teams, repairing means of transportation, and employed as 
train masters, and in opening roads and ea wharves; transpor- 
tation of funds of the Army; the expenses of sailing public transports 
on the various rivers, the Gulf of Mexico, and the Atlantic and Pacific 
oceans; and hereafter no steamship in the transport service of the 
United States shall be sold or disposed of without the consent of Con- 
ress having been first had or obtained; for procuring water, and intro- 
ucing the same to buildings at such posts as from their situation re- 
quire it to be brought from a distance, and for the disposal of sewage 
and drainage, and for constructing roads and wharves; for the pay- 
ment of Army transportation lawfully due such land-grant railroa 
as have not received aid in Government bonds (to be adjusted in ac- 
cordance with the decisions of the Supreme Court in cases decided under 
such land-grant acts), but in no case shall more than 50 per cent of 
full amount of service be paid: Provided, That such compensation shall 
be computed upon the basis of the tariff or lower special rates for like 
transportation performed for the public at e, and shall be accepted 
as in full for all demands for such service: vided further, That in 
expending the money appropriated by this act a railroad company which 
has not received aid in bonds of the United States, and which obtained 
a grans of public land to aid in the construction of its railroad on con- 
dition that such railroad should be a post route and military road, sub- 
ject to the use of the United States for postal, military, naval, and 
other Government services, and also subject to such regulations as 
Congress may impose restrict the charge for such Government trans- 
portation, having claims against the United States for transportation of 
troops and munitions of war and military supplies and property over 
such aided railroads, shall be paid out of the moneys appropriated by 
the foregoing provision only on the basis of such rate for the trans- 
portation of such troops and munitions of war and military supplies 
and property as the Secretary of War shall deem just and reasonable 
under the forego! provision, such rate not to exceed 50 per cent of 
the compensation for such Government transportation as shall at that 
time be charged to and paid by private parties to any such company for 
like and similar transportation; and the amount so fixed to be paid 
shall be accepted as in full for all demands for such service: Provided 
further, That the number of draft animals purchased from this appro- 
priation, added to those now on hand, shall limited to such numbers 
as are actually required for the service, $13,500,000: Provided, That no 
part of this appropriation shall be oe to the payment of the ex- 
penses of using 1 in any other Government work than the 
transportation of the Army, its supplies and employees; and when, in 
the opinion of the Secretary of ar, accommodations are available, 
transportation may be provided for the officers, enlisted men, employees, 
and supplies of the Navy, the Marine Corps, and for members and em- 
ployees of the Philippine and Hawaiian governments, and without 
expense to the Unit States, for the families of those persons herein 
authorized to be transported: Provided further, That of the amount 
herein appropriated $725,000 shall be expended for boats for the sea- 
coast artillery service. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve the point 
of order on the last two provisos, beginning on line 1, page 35, 
after the word “Army,” down to and including the word “ serv- 
ice” on line 10. I desire to ask the gentleman if that is not 
an entirely new provision in respect to the use of transports 
and also in respect to the appropriation of $750,000 to be ex- 
pended for boats for the Coast Artillery service. I wanted to 
know particularly about the first part of that, whether the 
gentleman thinks he has limited the use of the Army transports 
so as to prevent the abuse of the service. 

Mr. HULL. The only change in the provision from last 
year is that under the appropriation last year we gave the 
Navy and the Marine Corps the same rights for the use of the 
transports that we gave the Army, and we found that the Marine 
Corps and Navy have been availing themselves of that provi- 
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sion to such an extent that the transports have been unable 
to do the business required of them for the Army in the trans- 
portation of its supplies. This changes it by making the trans- 
portation of the supplies of the Army first in importance, and 
permits the Secretary of War to extend its service to the other 
branches of the service when there is a sufficient capacity to 
do their business too. In other words, under the old provision 
the Army was bearing the expense of paying for the transporta- 
tion of its own supplies by private lines, and was then compelled 
to care for the other branch of the service under the Army Dill. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, could the gentleman 

_give us anything definite as to what the purpose of this $725,000 
is—whether it is ordinary transportation of the Seacoast Ar- 
tillery or whether it is for some purpose in connection with the 
seacoast defense? 

Mr. HULL, My understanding is that it has nothing to do 
with the seacoast defense, judging from this document and what 
the Quartermaster-General says; that it is in the torpedo serv- 
ice, and in the transportation from one place to another of the 
mobile forces of the Army, and the Quartermaster De- 
partment is now charged with it under “ Transportation of the 
Army and supplies;” that the use of a large boat in that line 
is more expensive than the use of a small one, and it is claimed 
it will be a matter of economy. ‘ 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman remembers that last 
year it was ruled that his committee had no jurisdiction over 
torpedo planters, for example? Now, is this meant to cover just 
that kind of thing? J 

Mr. HULL. I should think it was meant to cover everything 
that the Army is now charged with doing under the head of 
“Transportation of Army and supplies,” and nothing beyond 
that, from what the Quartermaster-General says. The hearing 
5 wey brief on it. I regarded it as possibly subject to a point 
of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. How do you arrive at the amount that will 
be required? 

Mr. HULL. The estimate submitted was for $900,000, but a 
supplemental estimate has been made, asking that the amount 
be reduced from- $900,000 to $725,000. = 

Mr. TAWNEY. How large a vessel do they propose to build? 

Mr. HULL. It would be a vessel of very good size, a well- 
equipped seagoing vessel, but not a large vessel, or it would cost 
more than the amount provided. 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘This means the purchase of an additional 
transport vessel. 

Mr. HULL. It would mean the purchase of a vesse] which 
would cost less in operation for fuel and complement of officers 
and men; a vessel that they could use for this work for which 
the larger vessel is now used. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota insist 
upon the point of order? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to offer the follow- 
ing new proviso. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word.“ service,” line 10, page 35, insert the following: 

“For the construction and maintenance of military and post roads, 
bridges, and trails in the district of Alaska, to be expended under the 
direction of a board of road commissioners described in section 27 of an 
act entitled ‘An act to provide for the construction and maintenance of 
roads, the establishment and maintenance of schools, and the care and 
support of insane persons in the district of Alaska, and for other pur- 

s, approved January 27, 1905, and to be e ded conformably to 
he provisions of said act, $250,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended.” i 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

nd repai h S 

ck hespltala ATIT posts alcenay entaniiohes ail E E 
ing the extra-duty pay of enlisted men employed on the same, and in- 
cluding also all expenditures for construction and repairs required at 
the Army and Navy Hospital at Hot Springs, Ark., and for the con- 
struction and repair of general 5 and expenses incident thereto, 
and for additions needed to meet the requirements of increased garri- 
sons, $175,000: Provided, That the following sums may be used in the 
erection of modern sanitary hospitals at the Bad named: Fifty thou- 
248000 at Fort A Br Bie Wyo 5828 Ode at Whip 8 ar 55 
735,000 at Fort Riley, Kans. g : 8 . 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of 
order as to the proviso. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will not be offered until 
the point of order is disposed of. The amendment may be read. 
Will the gentleman from New York please give the Chair his 
attention. The amendment may be read for information, but 
it will not be acted upon until the point of order is disposed of, 


The Clerk read as follows: 

For the reconstruction and repair of the power house pertaining to 
the general hospital on the Presidio Military Reservation, San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., $30, 5 

Mr. HULL. Here is a specific sum named by the Congress 
of the United States. The only question that has ever been 
raised as to the proposition of appropriating for larger sums in 
the Army bill than the $20,000 is that there was no specific es- 
timate made first, and second, that all of the specific appro- 
priations for more than $20,000 for one building have been 
made by the Committee on Appropriations. Now, I think, when 
it comes to hospitals, that the Committee on Military Affairs has 
always carried that item, and the Committee on Appropria- 
tions has never had jurisdiction over hospitals. Whenever 
the question has been raised, the uniform practice has been that 
they were carried in the Army appropriation bill. Now, I will 
read the law on that subject: 

Permanent barracks or quarters and buildings and structures of a 


permanent nature shall not be constructed unless detailed estimates 
shall have been previously submitted to Congress. 


That has been done by the Department to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. n 

And approved by a special appropriation for the same, except when 
reparashan b, the troops ; rity. ae each structures the cost or which 


shall exceed $20,000 shall be erected unless by special authority of 
Congress. 


The- committee has reported this without getting special 
authority to construct this hospital. In the original organiza- 
tion of these bills, when the posts were small and widely scat- 
tered on the frontier, $20,000 was ample for the construction 
of a hospital at the different posts. That day has passed, and 
the time has come when in order to have a modern hospital 
Congress must recognize that it requires more than $20,000. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. Is not this the fact—that this provision au- 
thorizes the construction of the hospital and at the same time 
appropriates for that purpose? Now, the fact that these hos- 
pitals are not authorized by law makes that out of order under 
the rules. Why is it that the Committee on Military Affairs, 
having jurisdiction of the subject, does not report a specific 
bill authorizing the construction, and then follow in the appro- 
priation bill with the appropriation? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, it does not carry with it that 
proposition. The law does not say that these must be pre- 
viously authorized, but that no greater amount shall be ex- 
pended for one building unless specifically authorized by Con- 
gress. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to the fact 
that if his construction were to be taken we could not appro- 
priate for a single building in either the sundry civil or mili- 
tary bill for posts if there had to be legislation before we 
make the appropriation. The Committee on Military Affairs 
has the power to legislate; the Appropriations Committee has 
not. His construction would absolutely destroy the appropriaton 
in both bills for military posts. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think 
this law is just as binding ‘on one committee as it is on the other. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The intention of this provision is to 
permit the erection of modern sanitary hospitals within the 
limit of cost specified herein? 

Mr. HULL. That is right—without increasing the appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa to the fact that there is no limit of cost fixed 
upon the hospitals authorized in this provision. It simply pro- 
vides that certain specified sums may be used in the erection of 
modern sanitary hospitals at certain posts. If this provision 
be enacted in the present shape, it will be possible for the De- 
partment to use the amount allowed in the fiscal year for which 
it is authorized for the purpose specified, and then to come to 
Congress for an additional appropriation to complete the work. 

Mr. HULL. I will say to the gentleman that if we can reach 
that stage of the proceedings I am perfectly willing to amend 
it so that it will read: 

For the erection and completion. 

` So that there will be a limitation. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. My principal object in reserving the 


point of order was to direct the gentleman’s attention to that 
fact, and to have him, if he deemed it advisable, so shape the 
language that there would be a limit of cost upon the proposed 
hospitals. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why not provide that not more than this sum 
may be used? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. So that it would be necessary to com- 
plete the buildings within the specified sums. 

Mr. HULL. Why not make it read this way: 


Provided, That not to exceed the following sums may be used in the 
erection and completion. 


That would absolutely cover both points. 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. I think that is more satisfactory. 


There 

is one other point about which I wish to inquire. Are these 
hospitals to be erected at any posts which it is intended to 
abandon as military posts in the near future? 

Mr. HULL. My understanding is, absolutely not. And when 
that question was raised in the Committee on Military Affairs 
they eliminated all such places, and these posts are supposed to 
be permanent posts. If I believed that the scheme of the De- 
partment was to abandon these posts in a few years, I should 
oppose granting them a penny for additional buildings; but that 
question was asked, and it was understood that other hospitals 
that they desired appropriations for were eliminated from the 
Surgeon-General’s request, on the ground, first, that they were 
not of so much importance, and, second, that they might not be 
permanent posts. 

Mr. MANN. Now, I understand the gentleman to claim that 
this item is not subject to a point of order. 

Mr. HULL. I will claim that if the point is made. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman to argue that this 
item was not subject to a point of order. 

Mr. HULL. If the point was made I should resist it to the 
best of my ability. 

Mr. MANN. Irrespective of what the gentleman believes? 

Mr. HULL. Oh, no; the question of belief is one I hope we 
will not go into. 

Mr. MANN. Because if the gentleman thought this was not 
subject to a point of order, what was the object in putting it in 
the bill? 

Mr. HULL. My judgment is that it is impossible, unless you 
specifically appropriate for the erection of buildings costing more 
than $20,000, to build them under either bill. 

Mr. MANN. That would make it subject to the point of order. 

Mr. HULL. You must have a specific amount in the bill to 
comply with'the law. 

Mr. MANN. That would be changing the law, and so would 
make it subject to the point of order. 

Mr. HULL. I think not, under. the law, because the law pro- 
vides that you may do that. 

Mr. MANN. The law provides that you can not build a build- 
ing, except under certain circumstances, to exceed $20,000 in 
cost. 

Mr. CAPRON. But the circumstances are all there. 

Mr. HULL. I hope the gentleman will not raise the point, 
because, to be frank with him, it would very badly demoralize 
our whole system of appropriations. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the 
gentleman from New York withdraws his point of order, I want 
to offer these amendments. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. HULL. I move to amend, on page 26—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Towa that the gentleman from California [Mr. Kaun] offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will now report. 

The Clerk read as follows: i 

Page 36, line 23, after the word “ Kansas,” insert: 

“For the reconstruction and wpe of the power house pertaining to 
the general hospital on the Presidio Military Reservation, San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., $30,000. 

Mr. MANN. I reserve the point of order. The gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Hurt] just agreed to offer another amendment 
ahead of this. 

Mr. HULL. The Chair ruled me out, on the ground that there 
was one amendment pending. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The amendment was pending. 

Mr. MANN. I raise the point of order—— 

Mr. KAHN. It is too late to raise the point of order. 

Mr. MANN. It is not too late; I reserved the point of order. 

Mr. KAHN. I hope the gentleman will not insist on the point 
of order. The power house at the general hospital on the Pre- 
sidio in San Francisco is, perhaps, the most important part of 
that hospital. It was seriously wrecked in the earthquake of 
April 18 last, but at that time it had become inadequate to the 
wants of the hospital. Four new buildings had been con- 
structed, and a consequent increased demand for steam and 
electricity has resulted. This power plant furnishes not only 
the light, the electricity, and heat, but enables the cooking to be 
done in the kitchen. It runs the ice machine and refrigerator 
plant and operates the sterilizers and disinfecting apparatus. 
It is, as has been said by one officer, the very heart of that 
hospital. I have here an extract from a letter written by Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel Torney, in command there, in which he says: 


My anxiety concerning the power plant will not be relieved until the 
funds are appropriated for its rehabilitation. It is, as you know, the 
very heart or the hospital, and in its crippled condition it requires a 
great deal of care to keep it in good running order. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask if the De- 
partment submitted an estimate for these repairs? 


Mr. KAHN. Not until after this bill had been reported. 

Mr. HULL. Yes; in this way: They estimated $165,000 for 
general repairs, including this. The idea of this amendment is 
to insure its being expended there. I think it would be ex- 
pended, but it is included in the $165,000. 
ayy TAWNEY. Then this would not increase the appropria- 
tion? 

Mr. HULL. Not at all; it is carried in the amount that we 
figured on, only there was no specific amount. The estimate 
was carried as the repair of the house at the Presidio and im- 
provements at other posts. This simply segregates it and does 
not increase the appropriation. 

Mr. MANN. Will this compiete the work? 

Mr. HULL. I think it would if added now. 
is skilled in the construction of language. 
man think so? 

Mr. MANN. That was the reason I asked whether it was 
intended to complete the work. 

Mr. KAHN. Yes; the $30,000 will complete it. , 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Was the item estimated for by the De- 
partment? 

Mr. HULL. Yes; it was put in the estimate submitted to us. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from California. 

The amendment was considered and agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, on page 36, line 
17, after the word “ that,” by inserting the words “not to ex- 
ceed; “ so it will read, “ not to exceed the following sum.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend page 36, line 17, after the word “that,” by inserting the 
words “not to exceed; so that it will read, not to exceed the fol- 
lowing sum.” 

Mr. MANN. I would suggest to the gentleman that that will 
not cover the case, because that means not to exceed 

Mr. HULL. If this is adopted, I mean to offer another 
amendment, in line 18, for the erection and completion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, in line 
18, after the word “ erection,” by inserting the words “ and com- 
pletion.” 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 18, after the word “erection,” insert the words “and com- 
pletion.” 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 

The ‘amendment was considered and agreed to. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 23, page 36, amend by adding: “Provided further, That the 
hospital at Bayard, New Mexico, for the treatment of tuberculosis shall 
be open to treatment of officers and men of the Navy and Marine Corps.” 

Mr. MANN. To that, Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of 
order. 

Mr. HULL. 
make it. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, the hospital at Fort Bayard 
is used for the treatment of officers and men of the Army who 
are suffering from tuberculosis. This amendment merely pro- 
poses to extend the benefits of that hospital to the officers and 
men of the Navy and the Marine Corps, with the idea that it 
will provide accommodation for the men who need it and obyi- 
ate the necessity at a later period of the erection of another hos- 
pital, a duplication of this at Fort Bayard. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman could make 
it even stronger than that. His modesty prevents him. We 
have an Army and Navy Hospital at Hot Springs, Ark., for cer- 
tain cases. That obviates each branch of the service having 
that character of a separate hospital. They have this hospital 
for the treatment of tuberculosis at Fort Bayard that is ample 
to treat all who may suffer from this disease from the three 
branches of the service, and unless it is extended to include the 
other two you will be called upon to vote $250,000 to establish 
another tuberculosis hospital for the other two arms of the 
service. It seems to me, and to the members of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, that there is no reason why these special 
hospitals for the treatment of special diseases not of general 
character, should be erected, when one hospital with one admin- 
istration can do all the work. If this proviso is inserted here 
it will fix the fact that the Fort Bayard hospital is open to 
the Army and Marine Corps and to the Navy on the same terms 


The gentleman 
Does not the gentle- 


The Clerk will read the proposed amend- 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


I hope the gentleman will reserve it and not 


Ns ah a ert aaa 


1907. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


903 


with the Army, and will obviate any necessity at least for the 
erection of additional hospitals for the treatment of cases of 
tubereulosis. That is all there is toit. It is to save the expense 
of building other hospitals for each of the arms of the service. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois insist on 
his point of order? 5 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Texas. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 


last word. I notice in the Recorp of this morning some dis- 
cussion was raised as to the item on page 31 for military post- 
exchange appropriation. Some questions were asked by the 
gentleman from California [Mr. Kann] and some discussion 
raised in connection with that paragraph. I would like to say 

to the House that some years ago—I think it was two Con- 
gresses ago—I introduced a bill doing away with the antican- 
teen provision. At the time I did so the distinguished chairman 
of the committee, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL], as- 
sured me that the military post exchange, together with the 
appropriations that had been made for that purpose, would do 
away with any necessity for the former canteen. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, I think the gentleman is mistaken about 
that. Did I not say that I hoped so? The gentleman ought 
not to make it quite so strong. 

Mr. MORRELL. Well, the gentleman seemed so confident as 
to the result that I refrained on that occasion from introducing 
the bill which I did a little while afterwards. I would like to 


ask the distinguished chairman of this committee what has been- 


the result, as proven by experience, as to whether the post ex- 
change on the lines he suggested has brought about what he 
expected? j 

Mr. HULL. We are still providing the posts with post ex- 
changes and furnishing hot coffee, with the hope that it will do 
all that is desired. ; 

Mr. MORRELL. I would like to ask whether the proportion- 
ate decrease of drunkenness in the Army has been commen- 
surate with the number of post exchanges of the new kind 
provided for in the various appropriations? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, that question is not before Con- 
gress, and I am not on the witness stand. I will say frankly 
to the gentleman that the testimony of Army officers is almost 
uniform and universal that the canteen was a good temperance 
measure; that its abolition has resulted in desertions and 
greater drunkenness. That is their testimony. I am also in- 
formed by letters ranging all the way from ten to one hundred a 
day, distributed all over the country, that the canteen would be 
a crime against society, and protesting against this reenactment. 
We are trying to let the present line work out, and if the effect 
ultimately is bad on the Army the facts can be presented to Con- 
gress and it can be legislated on, but it is not now before Con- 


gress. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say to the 
gentleman that that may be true, but if the increase of drunken- 
ness in the Army continues at the rate which is very well known 
throughout the country and acknowledged, it may become a very 
serious matter in preventing men from enlisting in the Army 
and greatly increase desertion and arrests by civil authorities. 
‘As I understand it, the trouble is to-day to get the proper kind 
of men to enlist in the Army and to stop the epidemic of deser- 
tion. I call attention to this fact purely in the cause of tem- 
perance. It is not because I want men to indulge in spirituous 
liquor and riotous behavior that I advocate returning to the 
canteen, but it is absolutely and purely in the cause of temper- 
ance, and if by insisting on this canteen law we are going to 
drive men out of the Army posts to low dives instead of doing 
what we expected to accomplish, we are doing exactly the re- 
verse of what was desired to be accomplished. In a bill which 
I had the honor to introduce in the first session of this Congress 
in the preamble to that bill I called the attention of the House 
to the testimony that had been given in the report of the War De- 
partment in regard to the effect of the abolition of the canteen. 
If an amendment is in order, I would like to offer an amendment 
` repealing that section of the bill. 

Mr. HULL. I would say to the gentleman that it would not 
be in order. 

Mr. GREENE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MORRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. GREENE. Do you mean to tell this House the reason for 
lack of enlistment is on account of the abolition of the canteen? 

Mr. MORRELL. I would say in answer to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts that it may not be the direct cause, but I 
think I can safely say that it is one of the indirect causes why 
fathers and mothers do not want their sons to go into the Army 


when the son, no matter what his standing is at home, because 
he does not wear a strap on his shoulder but wears a stripe on 
the sleeve of his coat, does not have the same privileges and 
confidence reposed in him as a man as the soldier who has the 
strap on the point of his shoulder. Who are they who stand 
in the front rank of the firing line or behind the big guns of the 
Army and Navy? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentlenian has expired. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I would ask unanimous con- 
sent to be allowed to proceed for two minutes. 

Mr. GREENE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have-that time 
extended to five minutes so I may ask another question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania may be extended for five minutes. Is there objection? 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. ‘ 

Mr. MANN. How much time does the gentleman want to 
conclude his remarks? 

Mr. MORRELL. I only asked for two minutes. I think, Mr. 
Chairman, as I remarked on the occasion when I first introduced 
the bill, that it is an invidious distinction to make between the 
officer and the enlisted man. I believe the enlisted man is just 
as much entitled to be intrusted with discrimination as the 
officer, and I feel that that is one of the things that deters a 
man from entering the service, when he feels that his rights are 
not observed as a man and that he is not given equal privileges 
with the men who wear the straps on their shoulders, provided 
he respects himself. Now, we certainly know that drunkenness 
and desertion is increasing in the Army. It is the testimony 
of officers of the Army of all grades that this has been the result 
since the abolishment of the canteen. Why, may I ask? Be- 
cause men are driven from the Army posts to low dives outside 
the reservations to drink. They will drink, a great many of 
them, unfortunately, and it is impossible to prevent them from 
drinking, particularly when they are treated like children and 
told that they must not drink, and when they get leave of ab- 
sence they go beyond the military reservations and go to these 
places of low resort and drink to excess, with the result that 
they overstay their leave and then they desert or get in some 
disgraceful row and, fearing punishment, desert. 

Mr. GREENE. I would like to ask the gentleman if there are 
not other conditions existing in all parts of this country that 
prevent the enlistment of soldiers in the Army and also men in 
the Nayy—if the business conditions are not more largely re- 
sponsible for it than the abolishment of the canteen? 

Mr. MORRELL. I did not say, Mr. Chairman, in answer to 
the gentleman, that that was the sole and only cause. I said it 
was one of the causes. I quite agree with the gentleman that 
the principal cause probably is that the men of our Army and 
Navy do not get remuneration commensurate with their services 
compared with what is obtained in civil life. That probably is 
the primary cause, but I still say that I think the abolishment of 
the canteen is one of the causes, and is certainly responsible, in 
my judgment—poor as it may probably be, but nevertheless 
backed up by the report of the War Department—that it is the 
cause of a great deal of the increase of drunkenness and deser- 
tion in the Army at the present day. 

The same results follow out in our local city conditions. No 
sane man who has studied the effects of high license would 
again willingly return to the conditions which prevailed when 
a saloon was at every street corner and adulterated liquors were 
sold by irresponsible proprietors. 

Treat the American soldier in this respect as you would any 
American in any of the walks of civil life; teach him that he 
is respected and trusted, place him among elevating surround- 
ings, and he will very soon learn to appreciate that confidence 
and respect himself. 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment, without ob- 
jection, will be withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 


Medical and Hospital Department: For the purchase of medical and hos- 
poal supplies, including disinfectants for military posts, camps, hospitals, 
ospital ships, and transports; for expenses of medical supply depots; 
for medical care and treatment not otherwise provided for, inclu 
care and subsistence in private Apiata of officers, enlisted men, an 
civilian employees of the Army, of applicants for enlistment, and of 
prisoners of war and other persons in military custody or confinement, 
when entitled thereto by law, regulation, or contract: Provided, That 
this shall not apply to officers and enlisted men who are treated in 
private hospitals or by civilian bo gg while on furlough; for the 
proper care and treatment of ep e and contagious diseases in the 
Army or at military posts or stations, including measures to 
spread thereof, and the payment of reasonable dama; not otherwise 
provided for, for bedding and clothing injured or destroyed in such 
prevention; for the pay of male and female nurses, not including the 
nurse corps (female), and of cooks and other civilians employ for 
the proper care of sick officers and soldiers, under such ations fix- 
ing their number, qualifications, assignment, pay, and allowances, as 
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shall have been or shall be prescribed by the Secretary of War; for the 

y of civilian -physicians employed to examine physically applicants 
‘or enlistment and enlisted men, and to render other professional serv- 
ices from time to time under proper authority; for the pay of other 
employees of the Medical Department; for the payment of express com- 
panies and local transfers employed directly by the Medical Department 
for the transportation of medical and hospital supplies, including bid- 
ders’ samples and water for analysis; for supplies for use in teaching 
the art of cooking to the Hospital Corps; for the supply of the Army 
and Navy Hospital at Hot Springs, Ark.; for advertising, laundry, and 
a oipet necessary miscellaneous expenses of the Medical Department, 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
page 38, line 4—the words “ regulation, or contract.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois reserves the 
point of order against the proviso beginning in line 4, page 38. 

Mr. MANN. No; just the words ahead of the proviso, 
namely, “regulation, or contract.” You now provide by law 
for medical attendance for everybody connected with the Army, 
which means, of course, medical attendance that may be au- 
thorized by law; but in this proposition you increase that and 
make it read “when entitled thereto by law, regulation, or 
contract.“ Is the purpose of that to extend 

Mr. HULL. I will say to the gentleman that that is to 
cover the case where we employ a contract surgeon, or where 
we contract for any line of employment, and in the contract with 
the party agree to give him medical attendance. 

Mr. MANN. Already in the bill you have—— 

Mr. HULL. The language of the bill, I think, the gentleman, 
if he will look at it, will see after the word “ treatment“ 

Mr. MANN. You put that in in the place of what you had 
before. Contract surgeons were carried in the existing law. 
You strike out “contract surgeons” and insert “ contract?” 

Mr. HULL. The regulation or contract has the force of law. 
Now, the new language we put in which changes conditions is 
not otherwise provided for, including care and subsistence in 
private hospitals, and they do give it in private hospitals now, 
and it requires two different parties to make the payment. 

Mr. MANN. I made no point of order upon the proviso, but 
if it is already authorized by law—the regulation or contract— 
then there is no need of it going into this bill. 

Mr. HULL. If it does not go in this bill, none of this ap- 
propriation could be paid for that purpose. There is one class 
that is authorized by law. We name “already authorized by 
law.” There is another under the regulation of the War De- 
partment entitled to treatment, and we name them, so it can 
be paid. Then there is another, by contract, and we name that. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman to say that by law 
they had the right to make such a regulation or such a con- 
tract, and if that be the case then that is a matter provided 
for by law. 

Mr. HULL. The law specifically enumerates certain parties 

that are entitled to this. The regulations have extended that law. 
Under the general law, regulations when not contrary to law 
have the effect of law, and then in making specific contracts by 
which they pay a man so much per month it is part of his con- 
tract that he shall have attendance. The only change of the 
law, as I understand it, is the proviso. 
Mr. MANN. I haye in mind a certain case where a very 
distinguished officer—or a very high officer and, I apprehend, 
distinguished—was not only ordered almost all the way around 
the world for medical treatment, but also was allowed travel 
pay for that distance, and, as I understand, afterwards travel 
pay was canceled. 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Now, it seems to me there ought to be some 
limitation in the law as to cases of that sort. 

Mr. HULL. This has nothing to do with his travel pay. 

Mr. MANN. If an officer can be ordered from the Philip- 
pines to the United States under a regulation, and then ordered 
from the United States to London under a regulation, and in ac- 
cordance with the regulation be allowed his travel pay besides, 
and get his medical treatment free, and be paid a very large 
sum of money for taking it, I think the law ought to be guarded. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman allow me simply to suggest 
to him that the last Army appropriation bill provided specific- 
ally that no officer of the Army should have mileage when 
traveling on the ocean, and that a man ordered to Europe, or- 
dered to South America, ordered from one part of this country 
to any foreign nation, or to the Philippines or to Porto Rico, 
must have only his actual expenses, so that such a case of abuse 
as the gentleman refers to has been cured by law. 

Mr. MANN, So far as travel pay is concerned. 

Mr. HULL. So far as mileage is concerned. 

Mr. MANN. But has it been cured so far as the other is con- 
cerned, or, under the language of the gentleman, may not other 
abuses grow up just as bad as to medical attendance, not to 
officers of the Army, as they are already provided for—— 
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Mr. HULL. I should say not. 

Mr. MANN (continuing). But civilian employees. Suppose 
you make a contract by which you provide medical attendance 
for every employee in the War Department at Washington. Is 
that the intention of Congress? 

Mr. HULL. No; we provided specifically, and the Surgeon- 
General, in his statement, says that this is to cover and only 
cover cases where there are recruits going from one place to 
another who are taken sick, in order to give them that attend- 
ance; and the committee in order to prevent any officer getting 
any medical attendance, except when in line of duty, put in 
further, it shall not apply to any officer on furlough or any offi- 
cer being treated by private physicians when on furlough, in 
hospitals, or by private physicians. 

Mr. MANN. I haye no doubt that the gentleman is correct in 
his statement as to what this officer says is the effect of the 
language, and that it is only intended to apply to so and so. 
But that officer is soon out of the service, and a new officer 
aires the meaning as it is stated in the language in the statute 

k. 

Mr. HULL. The language referred to is substantially as it 
has been in the bill for many years. 

Mr. MANN. I think not. 

Mr. HULL. The language which the gentleman refers to is 
in the bill. ; 

Mr. MANN. I think not. 

Mr. HULL. Now, in that connection, General O’Reilly in his 
statement here says: 

That is in the direction of administrative simplicity. A recruiting 
or traveling party may have a man who is taken sick away from a 
military post and sent to a private hospital. As it is now, we only 
pay for attendance, medicines, and nurses in the hospital, but we can 
not pay board, which is chargeable to the Subsistence Department. The 
hospitals are not in the habit of making out bills separating the items 


in that 51 0 They charge us for board and nursing. Now, when a 
bill comes in including charges for board we have to send it to the 


accounting officers of the Treasury for payment, thus entailing delay pa 


and red tape. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois insist 
upon his point of order? 

Mr. MANN. I insist upon the point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. So far as the Chair has any information 
regarding this matter, it seems to be a change of law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think the chairman of the committee in 
charge of the bill will admit that it is a change of law. 

Mr. HULL. I do not propose to discuss any more points of 
order. You can rule it out if you think well. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless it can be shown that this is part 
of an existing law, which has not been stated, the point of order 
will be sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ENGINEER DEPARTMENT. 

Engineer depots: For incidental expenses of the depots, including 
fuel, lights, chemicals, stationery, hardware, machinery, pay of civilian 
clerks, mechanics, and laborers, extra-duty pay to soldiers necessarily 
employed for periods not less than ten days as artificers on work in 
addition to and not strictly in the line of their military duties, such as 
carpenters, blacksmiths, draftsmen, printers, lithographers, photogra- 
phers, engine drivers, telegraph operators, teamsters, wheelwrights, 
masons, machinists, painters, overseers, laborers; repair of and for 
materials to repair public buildings, machinery, and unforeseen ex- 
penses, $11,500. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, for the purpose of asking a question of the Chair for in- 
formation. I understood the Chair yesterday to rule that where 
a part of a paragraph was ruled out on a point of order the 
whole paragraph would go out. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the point of order was made against 
the entire paragraph, yes; but if the point of order was di- 
rected against particular words in the paragraph, then only the 
words designated go out. 

Mr. HULL. Then all the paragraph against which points of 
order have been made do not, if sustained, necessarily rule out 
the entire paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. In this very case the gentleman from Ilji- 
nois might have made the point of order against the entire para- 
graph, and it would have gone out. 

Mr. HULL. If a gentleman made a point of order against an 
entire paragraph and another Member made another point of 
order to a part of the paragraph it would vitiate the entire 
paragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would first rule on the point of 
order made against the entire paragraph, and if it went out 
there would be no occasion to rule as to the other, unless it was 
proposed to-replace the part stricken out by an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Buildings, Engineer School, Washington, D. C.: For completion of 
two incomplete sets of noncommissioned officers’ quarters, $15,000. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
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against the paragraph for the purpose of asking the gentleman 
a question relating to this building. This appropriation is in- 
tended to complete the construction. Was it commenced under 
the general appropriation for barracks and quarters, where the 
limitation is $20,000? - 

Mr. HULL. They were commenced under a specific appro- 
priation for that building and supposed to complete them, but 
the entire amount was expended because they struck low 
ground where they were required to have concrete piles. They 
have piles driven down there 40 feet. If they had obtained an 
ordinary foundation they could have completed the buildings on 
the amount appropriated. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I thought this was possibly one of the cases 
where they commenced the work of the construction of the build- 
ing under the authorization to expend $20,000, and then came to 
have a specific appropriation in excess of that. 

Mr. HULL. There were estimates submitted that they could 
build these quarters out of the money for the two sets of double 
quarters for noncommissioned officers and their families, but 
in the construction they met with difficulties they had no reason 
to expect, and the entire amount was used below ground. This 
is simply to complete the superstructure that is provided for, 
and that ought to have been done out of the first appropriation. 
The testimony was that they had gone down 40 feet for a founda- 
tion before they could get a sufficiently good one to build upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw his point 
of order? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For construction of one new stable, $17,500. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I move to strike out the last word for the 
purpose of asking the gentleman in charge of the bill where this 
stable is located. 

Mr. HULL. At the Washington Barracks. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And it is to cost $17,500? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Do the same conditions regarding the foun- 
dations apply to this as to the other? 

Mr. HULL. I am unable to say, because they have not com- 
menced yet. I will say to the gentleman that in every other 
case at the Washington Barracks they have had no trouble with 
the foundations, This is the first trouble that has been re- 
ported. 

The engineers are largely a mounted corps. This stable is 
intended to take care of seventy horses. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That was all I wanted to know. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The balance under the mcd giana for field artillery for organized 
militia for the fiscal years 1904 and 1905 will not be covered into the 
Treasury at the end of the present fiscal year, but remain for disburse- 
ment to meet outstanding obligations incurred under that appropriation. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
on that paragraph. This, as I understand it, is virtually a per- 
manent appropriation. I should like to know whether the 
gentleman in charge of the bill is aware of the fact that this 
is introducing an almost entirely new principle in the matter 
of appropriating for the Army or for any part of the Army? 
It is continuing indefinitely appropriations made for the years 
1904 and 1905, and Congress can not appropriate for the Army 
or for any part of the Army and continue those appropriations 
under the Constitution for a longer time than two years. 

Mr. MANN. We have just done it in a preceding paragraph. 

Mr. HULL. This is a reappropriation of what is left. I 
want to say to the gentleman that the militia law requires the 
` militia to be organized on substantially the same lines as the 
Army. They are trying to organize it in all branches of the 
service. They have started out to equip the militia with the 
same number of guns for batteries that would be used in the 
organization of the Regular Army. The Chief of Ordnance 
says that one more appropriation for this will complete the 
work, and that thereafter there will be no necessity for any 
further appropriations unless there should, by Congressional 
action or in some other way, be a large increase in the National 
Guard of the country. As now constituted, one more appro- 
priation after this will complete this work entirely, which is for 
the militia. Of course we all understand that in the event of 
war these guns and all guns used by the militia belong to the 
Government and could be used for national defense; but this 
‘trains the militia in their use. 

Mr. TAWNEY. How much of the appropriation of these two 
years is unexpended? 

Mr. HULL. There is only a small amount expended. I read 
from the statement of General Crozier before the committee: 


Now, I would like to propose here an item of general legislation 
with reference to this subject which has not been submitted to the 


committee before. 
desirability of it has arisen. The item I propose is as follows: 

“The balance under the appropriation for field artillery for organ- 
ized militia for the fiscal years 1904 and 1905 will not be covered into 
the Treasury at the end of the present fiscal year, but remain for dis- 
55 to meet outstanding obligations incurred under that appro- 
prlat ion.“ 

There is an existing statute which requires that the balance of any 
two years after the expiration of the fiscal year for 
which the fund was appropriated, shall be covered into the Treasury, 
and that thereafter any funds to meet an obligation incurred under 
that, although the obligation might have been incurred in the proper 
time, would have to made in a certification to Congress. When 
you gave me that money for field batteries I made contracts with peo- 
ple—some of whom had been in the business and some of whom came 
in as competitors against existing manufacturers and needed some en- 
couragement. It is possible that the material contracted for will not 
all have been delivered, and therefore payment will not be due on them 
until after the 30th of June, 1907, Snore the appropriation was 
made for the year ending the 30th of June, 1905. The contracts were 
made in time, but the payments will not be due in time to cover this 
contingency. 


That is the only reason it is put in. It is all contracted for. 

Mr. ‘TAWNEY. That law that the gentleman refers to is a 
law that was passed to correct an evil that had grown up in 
the Departments here and in Congress of continuing appropria- 
tions indefinitely, so that we never knew exactly how much 
money had been appropriated. 

Mr. HULL. It is a very common thing to reappropriate—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. The law was passed for that reason, provid- 
ing that the unexpended balances of appropriations should be 
turned back into the Treasury at the expiration of two years. 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, I can see no reason for deviating from 
that policy in this case, because we can at this session of Con- 
gress or at the next session of Congress reappropriate this 
money, and I think that policy is far better than to commence 
repealing by piecemeal the existing law. r 

Mr. HULL. Is it not a matter of common practice, where 
contracts have been made in time, for the Appropriations Com- 
mittee and other committees having charge of appropriations to 
report Just this class of legislation? Has it not been done re- 
cently? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The fortifications bill always does it, but that 
is the only bill that I know of where it is done. Take the river 
and harbor appropriations; they are all made to carry out con- 
tracts, but they are made from year to year. 

Mr. HULL. Certainly; but Congress determines how much 
shall be given each year. In this appropriation Congress said 
so much could be expended for guns, and under that authority 
it was all contracted. 

Mr. TAWNEY. As the amount can be expended, only so much 
being appropriated as can be expended under the contract in 
the next fiscal year. 

Mr. PARKER. This is a reappropriation. These are con- 
tracts made in 1905, which expire prior to the use of the money 
of 1907, just after the present Congress. We are now appro- 
prising the money for next year so that these contracts may be 
paid. 

Mr. TAWNEY. You are continuing the appropriation? 

Mr. PARKER. No; we reappropriate for that one year. Gen- 
eral Crozier proceeds to say that the appropriation is available 
for only one year. He wants to get the money back. 

Mr. MANN. Is not this the situation: That it- requires a 
good while to construct some of these arms? This is a con- 
struction of guns. They make a contract which is often not car- 
ried out within the two years’ time, and in some cases the work 
is done and not completed within the two years’ time, although 
the money is allotted for that purpose. The money, as far as 
the Department is concerned, is disposed of on the books of the 
Treasury, and all that they want is to be able to carry out the 
contract and pay the proportional cost of the maintenance of 
the arsenal exactly as you do with fortifications. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understand; but it is not a case where 
money has been allotted. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, yes; the contracts are made. 

Mr. MANN. I understand that the contracts are made. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The language simply says “to cover obliga- 
tions.” 

Mr. HULL. Well, an obligation is a contract, isn’t it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It may be a definite obligation and it may 
be an indefinite obligation. 

Mr. HULL. General Crozier gives the positive statement here 
that he has made contracts with people, some of whom haye 
been in the business and some of whom came in as competitoss 
against existing manufacturers, who needed some encourage- 
ment. He says that it is possible that material contracted for 
will not all have been delivered, and therefore payment not be 
due. 


I will explain the circumstances under which the 


fund, renaning 


Mr. TAWNEY. The general is in doubt himself as to whether 
it is necessary. 

Mr. HULL, And if it comes in 

Mr. TAWNEY. It could come in under a new Congress. 

Mr. HULL. No; they would have to wait from the 30th of 
June until the next year when Congress met. This is a reap- 
propriation. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is not a reappropriation. I would not ob- 
ject if it was a reappropriation. It simply says this “ will not 
be covered into the Treasury.” 

Mr. HULL. That is a reappropriation. 

Mr. MANN. I want to say to the gentleman that this was not 
drawn by the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
but was drawn by a clerk in the Ordnance Department. I 
would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa why he does not 
state that it shall be available until the obligation is paid? 

Mr. HULL. This is a reappropriation, although the language 
may not be all that you desire. 

Mr. MANN. I presume that the gentleman construes it as a 
reappropriation. - 

Mr. HULL. There are other lawyers here that can construe 
language. The provision reads, “the balance under the appro- 
priation for field artillery for organized militia for the fiscal 
years 1904 and 1905 shall not be covered“ 

Mr. TAWNEY. It says “will not be covered into the Treas- 
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Mr. HULL. I know it does; but it should read, shall not 
be covered into the Treasury at the end of the present fiscal year, 
but remain for disbursement to meet outstanding obligations in- 
curred under that appropriation.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. Shall “continue available until expended.” 

Mr. HULL. They will have it all expended by the next year. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. It is in the Treasury. 

Mr. HULL. You can add to it, “and continue available until 
expended.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘That is the usual language. I do not like to 
see a provision enacted into the statute here expressly violating, 
in terms, the law of Congress 

Mr. MANN. And the Constitution. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is a statute, too, and the Constitution, too, 
as to the Army—which expressly provides that these appropria- 
tions shall not continue longer than for a period of two years. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] 
has the impression that an appropriation is covered into the 
Treasury at the end of two years. I hold in my hand a list of 
some appropriations that are still in the Treasury to the credit 
of certain funds. One of them is a credit to the fund for the 
capture of Jefferson Davis, of $1,503.28. I suppose it has been 
more than two years since the appropriation was made and much 
more than two years since any bills were incurred under it. 
Another is an appropriation for quartermaster's stores and com- 
missary’s ii under the act of Congress approved July 4, 
1864. f 

Mr. TAWNEY. Which appropriation was made available 
until expended. That is the reason there is a balance there. 

Mr. MANN. ‘There is nothing stated that these appropriations 
are made available until expended. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not there, but in the law. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has just stated that it is contrary 
to the Constitution. There are various claims of this sort. Here 
is one for suppressing hostilities of the Piute Indians in Nevada 
in 1860. I daresay those appropriations were not made avail- 
able until they were expended. What I am endeavoring to do is 
to call the attention of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hurt] 
to the fact, also, that if there is a 2-cent balance left in this ap- 
propriation it will be on the books of the Treasury until time 
ends. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
pended. 

Mr. MANN. Under this proposition it will be. 

Mr. HULL. Let me submit this to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann] and to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Tawney]. If you put in the word “shall” in place of the word 
“will” and make it read, “shall not be covered into the Treas- 
ury at the end of the present fiscal year, but remain for disburse- 
ment to meet outstanding obligations incurred under that appro- 
priation,” and stop there, the very minute the outstanding ob- 
ligations are met, would not any balance then be covered into 
the Treasury? 

Mr. MANN. Nobody ever knows when the outstanding ob- 
ligations are met. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MANN. Who? : 

Mr. HULL. Why, the parties who contract them, the. Ord- 
nance Department must know. 


Not unless it is made available until ex- 
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Mr. MANN. The people who have the custody of the money 
do not know. 

Mr. HULL. The only way that any remaining over after 
they are met would be by putting in the words “and continue 
available until expended.” 

Mr. MANN. Why don’t you make it “shall remain available 
for the ensuing fiscal year?” 

Mr. HULL. Very well; I will not object to that. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. I desire to correct one mistake that some 
Members seem to be laboring under. The money remaining to 
the credit of an appropriation goes back into the Treasury at 
the expiration of two years. But, under the same law, the bal- 
ance is available until about the ist of October next to meet any 
obligations that were contracted under the appropriation and 
not met prior to the expiration of the two years. That is the 
law and that is the practice under the law in all the Depart- 
ments, so that, in effect, so far as obligations contracted under 
authority of appropriations is concerned, the appropriation is 
available for two years and three months—I think it is to the 
Ist of October. 

Mr. MANN. Three years and three months, is it not? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Two years and three months. 

Mr. MANN. It is two years after the end of the fiscal year. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Make it available for the next ensuing year, 
and it will be satisfactory. 

Mr. HULL. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Very well; I withdraw the point of order 
and offer that amendment, to make it read “shall remain ayail- 
able during the next ensuing year.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: b < 

Insert “shall remain available during the next fiscal year.“ 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to-the amend- 
ment. i 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I do not think they have yet the 
amendment that I suggest, on line 25, page 43, to strike out the 
word “ will” and insert the word shall,“ so that it will read 
“shall not be covered into the Treasury.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 43, line 25, strike out “ will” and insert “ shall.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. : 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the Clerk 
report the paragraph now, or that part of it which is amended, 
as amended, after striking out the word “ will” in line 25. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will report 
the paragraph as it now reads, 

There was no objection, and the Clerk read as follows: 

The balance under the appropriations for field greg Agent organized 
militia for the fiscal years of 1904 and 1905 shall not covered into 
the Treasury at the end of the present fiscal year, but remain for dis- 
bursement to meet 9 obligations incurred under that appro- 
priation, and shall remain available during the next fiscal year, 

Mr. MANN. Do you want that to be in that way? 

Mr. TAWNEY. My purpose was—— 

Mr. HULL. Why not put it for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1908, and then you have it definitely? 

Mr. TAWNEY. My amendment was to strike out all after the 
word “ will,” in line 25, or the word “ shall.” 

Mr. MANN. After the word “ but,” on the next page, do you 
not mean? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No. Shall remain available during the fis- 
eal year ending June 30, 1908.” g 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment changing “will” to 
“shall” has been adopted. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Strike out all the paragraph after the word 


.“gshall” and insert “shall remain available during the fiscal 


year ending June 30, 1908.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the paragraph will be 
modified in accordance with the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Minnesota. Will the gentleman from Minnesota give the 
Chair his attention? Without objection, the Clerk will again 
report the paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the paragraph so as to read 

Mr. HULL. I ask that this amendment be rereported; I think 
there is some misunderstanding about that. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the paragraph so as to read: “The balance under the appro- 
riations for field artillery for organized militia for the fiscal years 
Sa oo shall remain available during the fiscal year ending June 
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Mr. HULL. I think there should be added to that “to meet 
outstanding obligations incurred under that appropriation.” 

Mr. MANN. Under those appropriations. 

Mr. HULL. Under those appropriations. There are two ap- 
propriations there, and I am afraid you destroy the appropria- 
tion if you do not put that in. y 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add the words, “ to meet outstanding obligations incurred under said 
appropriations.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For range finders and other instruments for fire control in field bat- 
teries, and the machinery necessary for their manufacture at the ar- 
senals, $30,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of or- 
der against the words in this paragraph, “and the machinery 
necessary for their manufacture at the arsenals.” I make the 
point of order that it is not within the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and was so ruled at the last session 
of this House. 

Mr. HULL. What provision is that? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I simply move to strike out the words, 
“and the machinery necessary for their manufacture at the 
arsenals.” — . 

Mr. HULL. I think those words ought to be stricken out; 
they are subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Converting muzzle-loading guns for saluting purposes: For convert- 
ing muzzle-loading field guns to breech-loading guns for saluting pur- 
poses, and for necessary mounts for the same, $5,250. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of or- 
der that this ifem is not within the jurisdiction of the Commit- 
fee on Military Affairs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa makes the point 
of order against the paragraph. . 

Mr. HULL. We haye been carrying on that work of convert- 
ing the old muzzle-loading guns in this bill, but I have no objec- 
tion to its going out. s 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I moye to strike out the last word 
for the purpose of giving the gentleman from Illinois a little 
information in regard to the pay of an Army captain, including 
all allowances. -The only difference in the pay, as I gave it 
yesterday, is between a captain mounted and an infantry cap- 
tain. The captain mounted is allowed $200 a year additional 
pay and the expenses of a horse. If he keeps a horse it is fed, 
but if he does not keep a horse, if he is doing staff duty, where 
he does not require a horse, he gets no additional pay for it; so 
this covers all allowances that it is possible for an officer to 
get the benefit of under the present law, and I now ask that it 
be read so that the gentleman from Illinois may have full 
information. 

Mr. MANN. Will it also state in reference to medical sup- 
plies? J 

Mr. HULL. Everything of that kind. 

Mr. MANN. Fuel, grocery supplies, rent, and a number of 
other things I have not yet learned about, which are constantly 
growing. 

Mr. HULL. It covers everything he can get, even things the 
gentleman has not thought of. 

The statement is as follows: 

MEMORANDUM, 


The only “allowances” received by me (a line captain) are my pay, 
$200 a month; commutation of quarters, $36 a month; the privilege of 
buying fuel at the rate of $3 per cord of oak wood or its heat equiva- 
lent; the privilege of buying commissaries at Government rate, and 
medical attention and supplies. 

1 use 8,000 pounds of coal a month for five months of the year, and 
4.000 pounds a month for the rest of the year. The market price is 
$3.18 a thousand pounds, and the Government rate is $1.41 a thousand 
pounds. In each case the coal is delivered in the cellar. The saving to 
me amounts to $14.66 a month for five months and $7.33 for the rest 
of the year. ‘Total saving allowance for the year, $124.63. 

My bill for commissaries runs about $18 a month, and the saving 
to me is about 10 per cent of this. Total saving for the year, $17.60. 
Many officers do not patronize the commissary when near cities, as the 
city prices are frequently cheaper. While on duty at West Point three 
years ago, I bought all my commissary Suppan at Park & Tilford’s in 
New York, as I found that I could get them there, pay freight, and 
then get better value than I could at the West Point commissary. 

With reference to medical attention and medical supplies, within the 
last year I personally paid a bill of $85 to a hospita in this city for 
medical attention to a member of my 5 0 sides this, I have 
had the services of an Army surgeon for which a civilian doctor would 
haye charged about $75. here are two Army surgeons in Washington, 
and there are 288 officers who, with their families, are authorized to 
have medical attention. The pay and commutation of quarters of these 


two surgeons combined is $575.47 a month, or about $2 for each officer 
entitled to services. Medical supplies may run this up to $1 a month 
more, making its value $3 a month. 

The value to me of one year’s allowances is summarized as follows: 
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Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the motion to strike out 
the last word is still prevailing, I wish to say that I knew they 
would not give all the information. He omits, to begin with, his 
rent. 

Mr. HULL. He puts in his rent; he gets $36 a month. 

Mr. MANN. If it is in there, I did not hear it. He winds 
up by telling what his medical supplies are worth. 

Mr. HULL. He makes an estimate of that. 

Mr. MANN. His fuel is worth so much, and his groceries 
are worth so much, and if the statement of the officer be true 
and not exaggerated, that itself is rather a strong indictment 
against the War Department. As I understand it, it is the 
practice of the War Department to furnish grocery supplies ‘at 
10 per cent over the cost where they are bought in the market— 
in New York City in this case. This officer said that he could 
buy supplies in New York City, pay the freight, ship them to 
West Point, and get them cheaper than he could out of the 
Commissary Department. If it be true that a man can buy at 
retail and ship by freight from New York to West Point for 
10 per cent less than the Government buys at wholesale in New 
York, it is a curious commentary upon the purchases made by 
the Government. 

Now, the gentleman says there are only two surgeons in 
Washington—that is, two Army surgeons. Does the gentleman 
in charge of the bill think that statement is accurate? 

Mr. HULL. If the gentleman from Illinois will read what the 
officer stated, he will find that he did not say that. There are 
two here that are assigned to treat officers on duty here. 
There are other surgeons here that have other duties. 

Mr. MANN. Those are the regular surgeons. How many 
contract surgeons are there? 

Mr. HULL. There are none at all in Washington. 

Mr. MANN. How long has it been since they disposed of the 
contract surgeons in Washington? 

Mr. HULL. When did they have any here? 

Mr. MANN. They have had them here. I bave known of a 
contract surgeon in Washington. 

Mr. HULL. When have they had them here? 

Mr. MANN. Not very long ago. 

Mr. HULL. They had a man here at the head of the Com- 
mission to examine dental surgeons. 

Mr. MANN. I am not referring to dental surgeons, but con- 
tract surgeons, whose only duty was to give medical attention 
to Army officers. 

Mr. HULL. If the gentleman knows of any contract surgeon 
in Washington who is here for the purpose of treating Army 
officers he has more information than I have. 

Mr. MANN. I will be glad to impart to the gentleman some 
private information on the subject. 

Mr. HULL. I want to say one word more, Mr. Chairman, 
not on this question, but on a proposition submitted to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to authorize the exchange of the old 
rifles used by the National Guard for the new Army service 
gun, when a sufficient quantity have been manufactured by the 
Government to permit of such an exchange, on the same terms 
under which we have heretofore exchanged arms in the service. 
I hope, before the bill becomes a law, that this provision will be 
incorporated in the measure, because I believe the militia 
should haye the best gun that is made, so that in time of war it 
will be more efficient thereby. It was only by oversight that is 
omitted from this bill as reported to the House. 

I now move that the committee rise and report the bill to the 
House with sundry amendments, with the recommendation that 
the amendments be agreed to and the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. CURRIER, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that the 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 23551, 
the Army appropriation bill, and had directed him to report the 
same to the House with sundry amendments, with a recom- 
mendation that the amendments be agreed to and that the bill 
as amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on the amend- 
ments? If not, a vote will be taken on the amendments en gross, 

No separate vote was demanded. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Hurt, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 23821, the 
fortification appropriation bill; and, pending that motion, I ask 
unanimous consent that general debate upon this bill be limited 
to four hours, one half to be controlled by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Frrzcrratp] and the other half by myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the fortification ap- 
propriation bill; and, pending that, he asks unanimous consent 
that general debate be limited to four hours, two hours to be 
controlled by himself and two hours by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Frrzceratp]. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

The question was taken on the motion to go into Committee 
of the Whole. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Mann in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill 
H. R. 23821, a bill making appropriations for fortifications. 
The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 23821) making appears for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement 
of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent tliat the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Ap- 
propriations has reported to the House a bill carrying in round 
numbers $5,400,000 for fortifications and other works of defense. 
The construction of fortifications and coast defenses of the 
United States has been carried on for twenty years in general 
upon the plans of what is known as the Endicott Board, created 
by act of Congress in 1885, and which made its report in 1886. 
The years that haye elapsed since that have wrought many 
changes in the needs of the country for fortifications. In the 
meantime the system practiced of protecting these guns with 
armored emplacements and turrets has ceased to be either de- 
sirable or practicable; and the elimination of this from the 
plans of the Endicott Board has resulted in a reduction of the 
cost of the completion of the fortifications under the system 
proposed by that board. At that time the modern disappearing 


gun carriage was unknown; and of course in the absence of the 


disappearing gun carriage it was necessary to protect the guns 
by armor at the emplacement and by turrets. 

The Endicott Board did not include in its estimates, which 
aggregated $126,000,000, anything for sites. They did not in- 
clude in their report anything for reserve ammunition. They 
did not include in their report anything for barracks at the sea- 
coast batteries. It thus appears that the $126,000,000 estimated 
to be necessary by the Endicott Board did not approximately 
cover the amount necessary for the proper fortification of the 
coast eyen of continental United States. 

In the meantime the judgment of the War Department has 
changed as to the necessity for fortifications at some of the 
points provided to be fortified by the Endicott plan. The elim- 
ination of some features not justified by a modern system, and 
the elimination of some places, have reduced the cost, so that it is 
now estimated that for $99,000,000 all can be done that was con- 
templated by the Endicott Board, and which would still be de- 
sirable to do. 

Mr. McCALL. If the gentleman will permit me to interrupt 
him, does that mean $99,000,000 in all? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It means $99,000,000 in all. Of that 
sum about $64,000,000, in round numbers, has been appropriated. 
A large amount in excess of this has been carried in the for- 
tification bills, covering items to which I have referred, which 
were not included in the Endicott estimate for sites, ammuni- 
tion, and other things. The result is that we haye appro- 
priated all through these years an average of about 3 per cent 
of the amount estimated by the Endicott Board. 

But a year ago, under an order of the Executive, a new board 
was created to revise the plans of the Endicott Board, now 


generally known as the “Taft Board.” That board’s work 
has never been expressly ‘sanctioned by Congress, but it may 
be an aid to us in determining how much of the plans of the 
Endicott Board are now regarded as obsolete by the military 
authorities upon this subject. 

One of the matters of a disturbing character in the evolution 
of this system of seacoast defense is found in this: A few 
years ago the 12-inch gun was regarded as the ideal heavy gun 
for seacoast defense, and the 12-inch gun has been already 
mounted at all our important harbors. It is now discovered 
that the 12-inch gun, when fired with the velocity contemplated, 
namely, 2,500 to 2,600 feet per second at the muzzle, will wear 
out the gun so that it becomes practically useless in from 60 to 
70 shots unless relined. 

The Taft Board reports that these guns can now be fired twice 
a minute, leaving the life of one of these guns, when fired at the 
maximum theoretical capacity, less than one hour, and but little 
in excess of half an hour. In view of this fact, the War Depart- 
ment has devised a 14-inch gun which it is believed will be free in 
large measure from this rapid deterioration. The rapid deterio- 
ration of the 12-inch gun is due to the enormous muzzle velocity 
of the projectile, which destroys the rifling in the gun, as I 
have stated, in from 60 to 70 shots. Where that velocity 
is reduced to 2,200 feet per second at the muzzle, the life of the 
gun is increased to between 300 and 400 shots, but the range 
of the gun is reduced about 25 per cent. Under the well-known 
principle that the momentum of the projectile at the point of 
contact is the product of its velocity and its weight, it is be- 
lieved that the 14-inch gun, with a less velocity than the present 
12-inch gun, and consequently a greatly reduced wear upon the 
rifling, will at the point of contact haye equal power with the 
present 12-inch gun. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Has that proposition been demon- 
strated by experiment, or is it theoretical? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The principle, of course, is a well-set- 
tled one that the force at the point of contact is the product of 
the velocity and the weight, and that by increasing the weight 
you will get the same blow with a decreased velocity. Now, 
they have not manufactured the 14-inch gun. This bill carries 
$132,000 to make one 14-inch gun. Perhaps it will be partly an 
experiment, but certainly it will be a success as a gun, even 
though it may not accomplish all that may be hoped for in ob- 
viating the defect in the 12-inch gun. 

I stated that this bill carries in round numbers $5,400,000. 
It happens that only twice in thirteen years has so small an 
amount been carried by the fortifications bill—last year and one 
previous year. This is almost exactly the average appropria- 
tion for the last eighteen years. And when I say this it must 
be borne in mind that during the earlier years of that period 
all the appropriations were for continental United States, 
whereas this bill carries $1,600,000 in round numbers for the de- 
fense of the insular possessions. So that if we were to deduct 
the appropriations for the insular possessions we would find 
this bill the smallest by far in the past thirteen years, and 1 
think the smallest in eighteen years. I speak of this to show 
that the committee, while defending the United States properly, 
have sought to be economical in the expenditure of money, be- 
lieving that the advanced -state of our fortifications justifies 
this policy of slower progress than in time past. 

In presenting this bill I may as well avow that we have found 
ourselves between two conflicting elements—the one thinking 
that we were progressing too rapidly in the defense of our in- 
sular possessions, the other contending that we were proceed- 
ing too slowly. So far as those are concerned who think we 
are proceeding too slowly in the insular possessions, I shall 
content myself at this time with saying that while we have 
only averaged an annual appropriation of 3 per cent toward the 
completion of the fortification of continental United States, this 
bill carries 7 per cent of the entire estimates for the insular 
possessions. So that we are proceeding twice as fast under 
this bill in the insular possessions as we have proceeded in con- 
tinental United States. For the present I shall deem that a 
sufficient answer to those who contend that we ought to pro- 
ceed more rapidly than we are doing in the insular possessions. 

Upon the other hand, I have this to say to those who claim 
that we should not proceed so rapidly in the insular possessions : 
It must be borne in mind that in continental United States the 
seacoast fortifications are but an outer line of defense. Behind 
these fortifications are 80,000,000 people prepared to resist, to 
the uttermost, invasion by any foreign foe. In the Philippines 
and in the Hawaiian Islands we haye no such force of patriotic 
Americans to constitute a second line of defense; and if Ma- 
nila or Honolulu be taken, we have no mighty force in the rear 
to drive the intrduders out of the land as we have here in con- 
tinental United States. So it has seemed to most of us that we 
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might well adopt the middle ground and say that we would pro- 
ceed more rapidly. in the insular possessions, relatively, than we 
have ever proceeded in continental United States; but, upon the 
other hand, that, proceeding more than twice as fast in those 
possessions as in continental United States, is proceeding with 
very considerable rapidity, and all that we are justified in doing 
under the circumstances. Now, Mr. Chairman, I presume from 
time to time I shall find it necessary to reply to those who may 
differ with the majority of the committee upon the wisdom or 
course pursued in drafting this bill, but I do not care to take 
further time of the committee in its original presentation. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Before the gentleman takes his seat I 
want to ask a few questions purely for information. Has Con- 
gress adopted any plan for the fortifications of the Pacific 
islands? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Congress can not be said to have 
adopted any plan. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Did the Taft board recommend any 
system of coast defense for those islands? - 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It did. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. How many harbors and seaports are 
included in the policy or plan of the Taft board for coast de- 
fenses in the Pacific islands? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The Taft board reports in favor of for- 
tifying Manila, Subig Bay, Honolulu, Pearl Harbor, and 
Guam. The total estimates of the Taft board for our insular 
possessions are, in round numbers, $22,000,000, but your com- 
mittee have only allowed or recommended appropriations coy- 
ering certain defenses in the Philippines and Hawaii. That is, 
the language of the bill is “ For seacoast batteries in Hawaii and 
the Philippine Islands.” 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does the gentleman believe that the 
fortification of the harbors included in the report of the Taft 
board would constitute an adequate coast defense for the Phil- 
ippine Archipelago, for instance? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I should assume that these defenses 
proposed at Subig Bay and at Manila by the Taft board would 
not be available for defenses of the other ports of the archipel- 
ago, but the expense of seacoast fortifications is exceeding great. 
The defenses at Manila would cost more than $6,000,000, and at 
Subig Bay more than $2,000,000. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Let me ask the gentleman this: Unless 
we make adequate defenses in the Philippine Archipelago, we 
are in comparatively little better condition than if we made 
none. If we leaye some exposed point for the landing of the 
enemy, we have lost practically the whole situation. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think not. I may say, in the first 
place, that it is never practicable to attempt to fortify the whole 
coast at home, but only the important harbors. Now, the at- 
tempt to fortify all the islands, sparsely populated and of 
little value, of the Philippines, would cost a fabulous sum. ‘The 
only purpose in the Philippines is to fortify the populous places 
and the available harbors and important naval bases. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I wanted the gentleman’s opinion on 
that question. I feel a good deal concerned over the situation 
in the Philippine Islands. They constitute our element of weak- 
ness in an international strife, in a conflict with a foreign power. 
There is no doubt about that. I wondered what the plan of 
the Government was toward defending these islands, because 
we have got to defénd them as long as we control them. Now, 
the Taft board recommended fortifications and a number of 
additional harbors in the United States, did it not? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. A very few additional harbors, if any. 
It did recommend some additional outer line of defense. For 
example, and there will be large discussion on that subject, 
which I do not care to go into now in detail, it will appear that 
the cities on Chesapeake Bay are fully and abundantly and im- 
pregnably fortified, but it dees appear that at the time the 
Endicott board prepared the plans of seacoast fortification the 
range of guns and what they deemed a reasonable expense did 
not allow them to recommend the fortifications at the mouth of 
the Chesapeake Bay, but to fortify the cities and harbors of 
Chesapeake Bay. The Taft board has recommended the con- 
struction of an artificial island in the mouth of Chesapeake Bay, 
a project that was rejected by the Endicott board as being too 
expensive. That is an outer line of defense and is designed 
to prevent a foreign fleet from entering Chesapeake Bay and 
there making a naval base. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The biil before the committee now 
carries no appropriation for that sort of an improvement? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It does not. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I read some discussions, I think, in 
one of the magazines recently on that very question. I did not 
know whether it was feasible or not, because I know so little 


about coast-defense work generally. Are. there any fortified 
harbors in Porto Rico? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I understand that some Spanish forti- 
fications exist there, but no money has been appropriated for 
Porto Rico, so far as I am advised, by the Congress of the 
United States. ‘ 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Did the Taft Board recommend fortify- 
ing any of the ports of Porto Rico? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. They did, but ihe War Department has 
never regarded that as pressing as other insular possessions 
and has never made estimates therefor to us asking for money 
for that purpose. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is probably true, but in view of 
the fact that the amount carried by the bill has been reduced it 
occurred to me that it might be a good plan to start, if it be the 
ultimate policy of the Government to fortify Porto Rican ports, 
and I think it must be ultimately 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. They are better fortified, as I under- 
stand it, than any other of the ports that we took from Spain. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I haye no doubt about that, and then 
their proximity to the United States gives them an additional 


‘safeguard; but it occurred to me that we ought to engage our 


thought and energy largely now toward fortifying these islands, 
because they are pretty generally exposed and they are a source 
of weakness and probably of concern. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have always contended that we 
should largely defer to the judgment of the skilled men upon 
this subject, and they have insisted that the Pacific Islands were 
more important than Porto Rico. 

8 CRUMPACKER. More important because more ex- 

sed? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. More exposed in the sense that they 
are more distant and harder for us to defend. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I think that is true enough. Š 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I would like the chairman of 
the committee to tell me whether I understood him correctly. 
I understood him to say that the appropriation proposed by the 
bill carries about 70 per cent of the estimates for insular pos- 
sessions. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, no. 

Mr. KEIFER. Then I misunderstood the gentleman. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will explain that so that there will 
be no misunderstanding. The Taft Board’s estimate for the 
protection of the Philippine and Hawaiian islands is slightly in 
excess of $11,000,000. The estimate of the Taft Board for the 
fortification of all the insular possessions is slightly in excess 
of $22,000,000. The amount we give this year for the insular 
possessions, which will be expended all in Hawaii and the 
Philippines, is T per cent of the entire amount estimated for all 
the insular possessions, or 14 per cent of the amount estimated 
for the islands where these appropriations are to be expended. 
In other words, in about seven years with such expenditures as 
this, everything that the Department has ever estimated for 
would be completed in Hawaii and the Philippine Islands; but 
it must not be forgotten that we have already appropriated large 
sums toward this $11,000,000. I am simply giving you the 
amount of progress this year at 14 per cent of the total esti- 
mate. As a matter of fact we haye already appropriated about 
five millions when this bill is passed, or about half the amount, 
so that it would be only necessary to carry this for three or four 
more years to absolutely complete the appropriations asked by 
the Taft Board for the Hawaiian and Philippine islands. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman a 
question. In making these appropriations of millions of dollars 
for the Philippine Islands, when are you going to get it back? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I never have understood that we have 
ever got back in any sense such as the gentleman apparently 
uses the term any money from anywhere. This money is ex- 
pended for the protection of our pride. 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; and you better get rid of them in some 
way. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I will now ask that the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] occupy some of his 
time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. SmirH] in presenting the bill has given a compre- 
hensive view of what has been done for the coast defenses of 
the country during the past eighteen or nineteen years, or since 
the initiation of the Endicott Board’s scheme of coast defenses. 
I think it is a matter of some congratulation that the committee 
wihout any serious difference of opinion has found it possible 
to present a bill which is one of the smallest during the past 
seventeen years. The amount actually appropriated for the 
coast defenses of the United States proper is $3,643,943. It is 
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not the belief of the committee that the defenses of the country 
are in a perfect condition, but it is always universally conceded 
that the defenses are in such condition that should an imper- 
ative call be made upon the military officials of the country 
adequate protection would be found afforded to the important 
and strategic points along the coasts of the United States. 

What I wish particularly to criticise in this bill is the fact 
that so large a percentage of the moneys appropriated for the 
defenses of the country are made available for insular posses- 
sions. 

Last year the estimates for the coast defenses amounted 
to the sum of $8,953,112. The appropriation was $5,053,993, 
and of that amount $947,000, or about 19 per cent of the gross 
appropriation, was set apart for use in the insular possessions. 
The pending bill carries $5,411,883. The estimates submitted 
by the Department for the coming year were $15,068,559, while 
of the five and a half millions, in round numbers, appropriated 
by the bill, $1,592,940, or about 30 per cent of the entire appro- 
priation, is set apart for our insular possessions. It must be 
remembered, too, that in appropriating for the defenses of the 
United States, Congress is appropriating to carry out a well- 
defined plan which was prepared under the authority of a 
board created by act of Congress. In appropriating to provide 
for the defenses of our insular possessions money is appropri- 
ated not to carry out a well-defined scheme which was initiated 
with Congressional authority, but to carry out a plan which has 
been adopted by the executive department of the Government 
without so far having the approval or sanction of the legislative 
branch of the Government. 

It will be remembered, too, that in the last session of Congress 
there was a serious conflict of opinion and sharp discussion 
as to the advisability of fortifying Subig Bay, in the Philippine 
Islands. In the plan under which, apparently, appropriations 
for fortifications in the insular possessions are being made the 
Taft board has indicated Subig Bay to be one of the most impor- 
tant places to be defended, and recommends a large sum to com- 
plete defenses there. My criticisms of the amount allotted for 
the insular possessions would be these: If these defenses be im- 
perative, much larger appropriations should be made at once in 
order that the proposed fortifications may be available in any 
sudden emergency. If they be not imperative, if the policy of 
this Government regarding the Philippine Islands is yet to be 
defined, if ultimately—when I say ultimately I mean within a 
reasonable time—the United States are to relinquish control of 
the Philippine Islands, I doubt the propriety of now expending 
a very large sum in permanent fortifications at any places there. 
The so-called Taft board submitted a plan which calls for the 
expenditure of $22,000,000 for the fortification of our island pos- 
sessions, and the committee has allowed upon this plan money at 
a much more liberal rate than has been allowed for the coast 
defenses of the United States. In 1888, when the Endicott board’s 
plan was adopted, as the Taft board points out, the absence of 
any navy that might properly be designated by that name made 
it imperative that there should at once be established harbors of 
refuge for our merchant marine, and in spite of that fact, in the 
year 1890 the appropriations under the fortifications act were 
only $1,233,594. At this time, with what many people believed 
to be an ample nayal force for any legitimate purpose, with the 
well-defined policy of the Government for some years past to 
keep some considerable naval force in Asiatic waters, it is nev- 
ertheless felt necessary in this bill, in order to protect the lim- 
ited interest of this country in the Philippines as compared with 
our great interest here, to proceed at a much more rapid rate 
in making the appropriations for their defenses. Such haste, in 
my opinion, is unnecessary. 

This bill contains the language regarding the defenses for the 
insular possessions in the same form as the last fortification 
act. Several years ago Congress required the War Department 
to submit estimates in detail for each place in our insular pos- 
sessions where it was proposed to expend money for fortifica- 
tions. In making the appropriations, however, the method of 
submitting the estimates has not been followed, but the appro- 
priations have been given generally with discretion to the De- 
partment to use the money where it believes it to be most 
necessary. I believe it to be more important to attempt this 
year to change the language of the bill in this respect, particu- 
larly since the Taft board points out the places that should be 
fortified in the order of their importance, and the Secretary of 
War states that expenditures would be made for defenses at 
those places in the order specified, were it not for the fact that 
the Secretary also stated that if there were any difference of 
opinion as to the advisability of going on with the fortification 
of Subig Bay, and if sufficient money were not given to fortify 
both places in the Philippine Islands selected by the board, that 
he would use the apprapriation made in this bill to complete 


the defenses at Manila. So, merely to give expression to the 
difference of opinion that exists and in the hope that some day 
the policy of the Department may so change that the Subig 
Bay project will be abandoned, I call attention to the fact that 
the appropriation for the insular possessions will not complete 
the defenses contemplated at both places, but may be used with 
great advantage at the place the Secretary deems most impor- 
tant—Manila. 

The Taft board, in its report, points out that it is a “naval 
maxim that the enemy’s fleet is the primary objective, and it fol- 
lows that the harbor defenses can not depend upon the presence 
of any vessels to resist a naval attack. While it is possible such 
vessels may be in the port, their presence will not be part of a 
plan for harbor defense by naval cooperation. It follows, there- 
fore, that the defense of such harbor must depend immediately 
upon guns and not marine mines, and that this defense must be 
sufficiently strong to repel any naval attack that may reasonably 
be expected.” 

And yet, in the report of the Taft board, one of the reasons 
given for the fortification of Subig Bay is to make available for 
the defense of Manila the fleet that is supposed to operate from 
Subig Bay as a base. 

My only purpose in saying anything upon this bill, Mr. Chair- 
man, was to give expression to my dissatisfaction at the extent 
of the appropriations for the insular possessions in comparison 
with those for the United States proper. I believe that the com- . 
mittee has acted conservatively, and has given in the main all 
that is imperatively required for the coast defenses at this time. 
And following the action of my colleague upon the committee, 1 
shall reserve for other places, when special items are reached 
in the bill, any further suggestions I may have to make regard- 
ing such items. 

Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Smrry] is 
not ready to consume some of his time, I will yield to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES] thirty minutes. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Very well. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty minutes to 
the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. GAINES]. - 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I desire to discuss 
what is commonly known now in the newspapers and amongst 
the Members of Congress as the docking bill.“ I do not know 
if the American people could see this Chamber at this moment 
that it would be necessary for me to discuss, certainly for the 
people of the country, the need of a docking bill, to force the 
Members of the House who are chronic absentees to attend the 
daily sessions. 

Here is a bill now under consideration, Mr. Chairman, that 
carries nearly $5,000,000, I think, and with practically an empty 
Chamber to listen to the discussion of these two matters. I 
dare say, Mr. Chairman, that there were not any more Members 
present when we passed the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill some weeks ago. That was an immense bill. 
I do not know how many millions of dollars it carried. 

But I do know that as soon as the Members voted on the 
salary question that a great many of them pitched out for home 
or somewhere—I do not know where they went. We all know 
that. 

Mr. Chairman, I haye started this move, and I have done it 
reluctantly. I have no ill-feeling toward any Member of this 
House nor of the Senate. My relations, I am gratified to say, 
are pleasant and haye been pleasant during my Congressional 
career. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I feel that I owe a duty to this House; I 
owe it to my constituents, I owe it to the country, to bring this 
chronic absenteeism to the attention of not only the Members 
of this House, but the people of the United States. I am 
under oath to uphold the law. So are you, gentlemen. And 
why? Because, Mr. Chairman, of the very thing that occurs 
here day after day, which I have described, namely, a chronic 
absenteeism of the Members of this House when great ques- 
tions of state are being or should be discussed, and when mil- 
lions and millions of the people’s money are being spent as 
though money grew on trees. 

And who does the daily work day in and day out? It is the 
handful of faithful men who come here day in and day out. 
Why, Mr. Chairman, I was delighted a few minutes ago to join 
in the applause that greeted the announcement of the Speaker 
when he turned over the committee to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Mann], who from 12 o'clock every day until this 
House adjourns is in his seat and upon his feet, looking after 
the business of this House and of the country. Like an intel- 
lectual corkscrew our minority leader [Mr. WILLIAMS] stands 
on watch on this side, and few more. There are a few faithful 
on each side. They bear the daily burden that we all should 
help bear and see that the work is well done. 
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I have seen both of our leaders ask Where are our men on 

this committee,” and no one present to answer and explain the 
merits or demerits of the bill. 
, Then both leaders pry into the bill to see what it is—at great 
disadvantage, of course. This they must almost daily do. It 
should not be so. Members should be here from all the commit- 
tees and look after bills coming from their respective commit- 
tees. 

So much for this. 

In a number of Congresses away back yonder the absent 
Members, except their excuse was illness, were docked. I 
lask-the Clerk to read the form used by the Sergeant-at-Arms in 
the Fifty-third Congress. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


IMPORTANT. 


OFFICE SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., 189—. 

Dear Sm: I mail you herewith a blank which contains a copy of 
section 40 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, passed August 
16, 1856, together with a certificate to be signed by you showing the 
number of days, if any, you have been absent from the House during 
the month of * — 

The certificate of the NN which follows it, will be filled out ac- 
cording to the facts certified by 55 
This certificate can not be filled 
month. As the 4th is pay „ the Speaker can not sign or the Ser- 
ee pay this certificate in time to meet the checks that man 

embers have m in the habit of making payable on the 4th of ea 


month. 

Section 40, referred to above, will be enforced on May 4, 1894, cov- 
ering the month of April, as 1 am advised that I am left no discre- 
tion in the matter. 

To prevent serious inconvenience to Members and to prevent protest, 
checks which may have been in the habit of 3 yable on that 
day should not be drawn against their accounts until they have actual 
knowledge that their salaries have been placed to their credit If they 
desire to draw against the current month, 

Respectfully, H. W. Sxow, 
Sergeant-at-Arms House of Representatives, United States. 
To the Hon. 


out by you until the 3d of each 


[Section 40, Revised Statutes.] 

The Secretary of the Senate and sae) pagans of the House, re- 
spectively, shall deduct from the monthly payments of each Member 
of 8 the amount of his salary for each day that he has been 
absent from the Senate or House, respectively, unless such Member or 
Delegate assigns as the reason for such absence the sickness of him- 
self or of some member of his family. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. G., > : 
the month of I have been ab- 
eductions should be made under section 


I hereby certify that durin. 
sent days, for which 
40 of the Revised Statutes. - 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Chairman, that form 
was prepared by Speaker Crisp himself, and he so stated on the 
floor of this House, as the Recorp shows. I will read the form 
again: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., „ 189—. 


` I hereby certify that during the month of I have been absent 
days, for which deductions should be made under section 40 of 
the Revised Statutes. 5 
Now, then, here is the present form used: 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., $ ~ 


I certify that there is due to the Hon. four hundred 
and dollars, as a Member of the House of Representatives for 
the Fifty-ninth Congress. 


Received payment, 
$41— * 


Now, I did not know one word about the act of 1856 being 
the existing law until I had introduced the bill on the subject. 
In looking up the laws fixing the salaries of Members of Con- 
gress—the old acts—I came across these docking statutes, and 

“ing this chronic absenteeism growing and the evil results re- 
sulting I sat down at my desk here and wrote this bill and in- 
troduced it. I found as early as 1816 a docking statute was 
enacted. Members were then put on a salary. 

Previous to 1816 the Members of Congress were allowed so 
much per day for each day’s attendance in many if not all the 
laws, so that you see I have come by this matter very naturally 
and very honestly. 

The rules of the House provide that— 

Every Member shall be present within the Hall of the House during 
its si g. unless excused or necessarily prevented, and shall vote on 
each question put, unless ke has a direct personal or pecuniary interest 
in the event of such question. Pairs 1 be announced by the Clerk 
after the completion of the second roll call from a written list fur- 
nished him and signed by the Member making the statement to the 
Clerk, which list shall be published in the Recorp as part of the pro- 
ceed immediately following the names of those yoting: Provided, 
That pairs shall be announced but once during the same legislative day. 


I was looking at the statute of 1856 when I wrote out the 
bill that I prepared. My bill is substantially that act with 


Speaker. 


this material difference, that the law of 1856 does not require 
the Member of Congress to certify “in writing” that he has 
been absent by reason of sickness. The bill that I introduced 


does require the excuse to be “in writing.” That written cer- 
tificate would be on file in the office of the Sergeant-at-Arms, 
and open to the public to read. This is a day of publicity. This 
would strengthen the law. 

So you see, gentlemen, that the situation historically, so far 
as I am concerned, is as I have stated it. 

As stated, the act of 1816 fixed the salary for the first time 
at so much per year. Previous to that it was a per diem, but 
the act of 1816 contained this proviso: 

Provided, nevertheless, That in case any Senator; Representative, or 
Delegate shall not attend in his place at the day on which Congress 
shall convene, or shall absent himself before the close of the session, 
a deduction shall be made from the sum which would otherwise be 
allowed to him, in proportion to the time of his absence, save and in 
case of sickness, under the same provisions as are established by exist- 
ing law; and the aforesaid allowance shall be certified and paid in 


the same manner as the daily compensation of Members of Congress 
has heretofore been. 


The act of 1816 was repealed by the act of January 22, 1818, 
which put the Members back on a daily allowance in this lan- 
guage: 

That at every session of Congress and every meeting of the Senate 


in the recess of Congress after the 3rd day of March, in the year 
1817, each Senator shall be entitled to receive $8 for oray he has 
attended or shall attend the Senate, and shall also be allowed $8 for 


every 20 miles of estimated distance. 

And so forth. A similar provision in the next session applied 
to Members of the House in the next section. Now, that was 
the law down to 1856. By the act of 1856 the law was made 
what it is to-day. I think I have the act here. 

By the act of 1856 it is provided: 

Sec. 6. That it shall be the duty of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the 
House and the Secretary of the Senate, respectively, to deduct from 
the monay payments to the Member as herein provided for the 
amount of his compensation for each day that such Member shall be 
absent from the House or Senate, respectively, unless such Repre- 


sentative, Senator, or Delegate shall . 1. a reason for such a ce, 
the sickness of himself or some member of his family. 


Now, that is the act of August 16, 1856, which was carried 
into the Revised Statutes of 1878 as section 40, which was re- 
ferred to by Mr. Snow, the Sergeant-at-Arms in the Fifty-third 
Congress. Here is what Mr. Snow inserted in that notice: ` 

Section 40, referred to above, will be enforced on May 4, 1894, cov- 
ering the month of April, as J am advised, and I am left no discretion 
in the matter. r 

The law did not say that this, that, or the other man should 
enforce it. It says the Sergeant-at-Arms shall do so. Now, the 
Sergeant-at-Arms is an officer of this House. He is under oath 
and bond to obey the law. Rule IV of the House, which defines 
the duties of the Sergeant-at-Arms, reads as follows: 

1. It shall be the doy of the Sergeant-at-Arms to attend the House 
and the Committee of the Whole during their sittings to maintain or- 
der under the direction of the Speaker or Chairman, and, pending the 
election of a Speaker or Speaker pro tem; „ under the direction of 
the Clerk; execute the commands of the House, and all processes 
sued by authority thereof, directed to him by the Speaker; pel the 
accounts for the pay and mileage of Members and Delegates, and pay 
them as provided by law. 

Sec. 2. The symbol of his office shall be a mace, which shall be borne 
by him when enforcing order on the floor. 

‘Let us go a little further, Mr. Chairman, and see how this 
law was enforced. You will find that in 1862 or in 1863, I for- 
get which it was, Congress passed an act or resolution excusing 
the soldiers in the civil war who were Members of Congress. 
That was brought about by some Members coming up here who 
had been away fighting for their country, and the Sergeant-at- 
Arms refused to pay them their salary because they had been 
absent and could not excuse themselves because of having been 
sick. It reads as follows: 

That until the further order of Congress the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate and Sergeant-at-Arms of the House are directed to receive as a valid 
excuse for absence from duty in Congress active employment in mil- 
itary service for the suppression of the rebellion without pay. 

Without pay. Soldiers were not allowed pay while in the 
military service; surely Members should not expect pay in time 
of peace when wrongfully absent. 5 

At the same time, Mr. Chairman, that was passed the Hon. 
Charles Sumner offered a provision, which is now section 41 of 
the Revised Statutes, which permits the House and the Senate 
to excuse members under certain limitations. 

Sec. 41. When any Member or Delegate withdraws from his seat and 
does not return before the adjournment of Congress, he shall, in addi- 
tion to the sum deducted for each day, forfeit a sum equal to the 
amount which would have been allowed by law for his traveling ex- 
penses In returning home; and such sum shall be deducted* from his 
compensation, unless the withdrawal is with the leave of the Senate or 
House of Representatives, respectively. 

Now, gentlemen, what has been the effect of this law? When 
was any docking done? I do not intend to call names, I have 
not undertaken to find out who were docked in recent years, 
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and I do not know who were docked and do not care who were 
docked. In fact, if I had the names I would not print them. 
But I find on page 3 of a House report, when it was being en- 
forced in the Fifty-third Congress, this statement by Mr. Wol- 
verton, from Pennsylvania, who reported this act of 1856—sec- 
tion 40, Revised Statutes, was the law. The report says: 

Section 6 of the act of 1856 (now section 40 of the Revised Statutes) 
was understood by Members of Congress to be in force long after the 
passage of the act of 1866, and large amounts were deducted under it 
on account of the absence of Members and covered into the Treasury 
eee 1856 and 1867, inclusive. In several cases large sums were 

uc — 

The committee can see how far back this law has been en- 
forced. The report goes on to say: 

In several cases large sums were deducted. Among others, Hon. 
Francis P. Blair in one year deducted $774.55; Hon. George W. 

1,685.10; Hon. Jacob P. Blair, $205.50; Hon. Benjamin 
, $73.98; Hon. C. C. Culver, one hundred and seventy-three days, 
$2,402.78. These are only a few of the instances among many. 

These names have already been printed. 

Now, then, in 1869 the question came up, and the Sergeant- 
at-Arms submitted a letter as to whether or not to dock cer- 
tain Members who had not been sworn in as Members of the 
House, and the House again recognized the existence of this 
law. It has been recognized by recent Congresses, the Fifty- 
third Congress enforcing this law when Mr. Snow, Sergeant-at- 
Arms under Speaker Crisp deducted salaries to the amount of 
$12,000—$12,000—I presume in one session, because of ab- 
senteeism! And under the regulation that I have read to you 
a few moments ago the question came up in the Fifty-fourth 
Congress as to whether or not they would reimburse these 
Members who had absented themselves from the House in the 
Fifty-third Congress. The question was raised upon the floor 
of this House and defeated, and the law again vindicated and 
upheld by a vote of 113 yeas to 55 nays on the motion carried 
to strike out the appropriation. Here are the words of the 
item in the appropriation: 

To enable the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives to 
pay Members of the House of Representatives of the Fifty-third Con- 
112600. amounts withheld in t eir salaries on account of absence, 

This was stricken out, as stated. 

At page 192 of Hinds’s Parliamentary Practice you will find 
that these rules and practices, etc., are referred to as having 
been upheld. I turn now to the Manual that Mr. Hinds gets up 
for us, entitled “Constitution, Manual and Digest,” and on 
page 553 of that book we find the following: 

Provisions of Constitution relating to compensation of Members. (7) 
Constitution, Article I, section 6, p. 6. 

(11) Revised Statutes, 


Rate of pay of Member and how disbursed. 
sections 38, 89, 46, 47, 48; 18 Stat. L., A „ 389; 14 Stat. L., p. 323; 19 
22 Stat. L., p. 108. 


Stat. L., p. 145; £6 Stat. L., p. 645; i 
The S aut mileage of Members are disbursed by the Sergeant-at- 
. Arms. (1715, 1717) Rule IV, section 1; 26 Stat. L., pp. 645, 646. 


Certificates of Farmer and e Cae may be signed for the 
Ore ee Oven for deducting the “pay or Members in certain 
leaves of absence. Revised Statutes, section 40. 

The above law has been enforced. 2-53, Record, pp. 8797, 4130-4133. 
Reports Nos. 704, 1218; 2-54, Record, pp. 2013, 2049-2057. 

than a quorum may not direct the enforcement of section 40, 
Revised Statutes, in order to secure the attendance of absent Members. 
(301 and footnote) 1-51, Journal, p. 1025, Record, p. 9922. 

I believe Mr. Speaker Carlisle ruled that that was the law; 
that is, that less than a quorum could not pass this resolution. 

Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to discuss this question of 
law. I was simply going to discuss the usefulness of this law 
and these rules, the great need of both and their enforcement. 

I have here a report made in the Fifty-third Congress upon 
a measure to repeal this law. Mr. Powers reported it from the 
Judiciary Committee. But the law was not repealed. It is 
now still the law as much as then. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
has expired. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman from New 
York give me a little more time? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How much time does the gentleman 
want? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Fifteen minutes, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the gentleman from Tennessee claim 
that a Member of Congress, in order to receive the salary of 
$5,000 a year, is compelled to remain in this Hall all the time? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No; not at all. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In his seat? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Not at all. He may be working 
in the committee room by an order of the House, by permission 
of the House. We grant these orders every day. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What does the gentleman say to the pro- 


vision of the Constitution that inyeighs against cruel and unu- 
sual punishment? [Laughter.] 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman asks me about 
whether or not I say a Member of Congress must be here in this 
Chamber to earn his salary. I said no; he may have to be in 
the committee room, as I was yesterday, by permission of the 
House, but I was at work with my committee. He may have 
to be in the River and Harbor Committee room, where about 
eighteen of the best Members of Congress are, and whose at- 
tention and advice and assistance we must necessarily lose 
upon the floor of this House here every day until they get their 
report in. Hence the greater reason for the Members of Con- 
gress to be here every day, so that when these committees sit, 
as they must sit from time to time and day to day, but not every 
day on special matters, as in my case—the greater. reason, I 
say, for a constant and daily and perpetual attendance upon the 
part of the Members of this House, except in case of illness. 

Now, who made these rules? The gentleman from Ohio 
helped to do it and perpetuate them. IIe is almost the king 
bee of ruledom, Mr. Chairman, and the rule is proper. Of 
course, Mr. Chairman, a Member has to be absent sometimes, 
but by permission of the House, attending to his committee 
work—special hearing’s rule—but he is still here in the Hall 
constructively, and the courts, I think, have so ruled, and the 
Speakers have also, I think, in questions of Members for as- 
sault and the bringing in of contumacious witnesses, and mat- 
ters of that sort, saying, in effect, a committee is a branch of 
the House. But let that be as it may, the point I make, Mr. 
Chairman, is: All Members should be here and take it turn 
about in this floor work and not leave the House so as to put 
practically all the burdens of legislation upon a few faithful 
men who are daily here. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. With pleasure. 

Mr. PAYNE. Has the gentleman in his researches been able 
to find out whether the attempted enforcement of this rule had 
any effect? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I was getting to that when in- 
terrupted a moment ago by the gentleman from Ohio, and I 
will proceed to show that it did compel the attendance of 
Members. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the gentleman my recollec- 
tion is—I was here at the time Speaker Crisp decided to enforce 
it—that the thing broke down of its own weight. It did not 
last a great while, and the whole thing went into what was 
called in those days “innocuous desuetude.” 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I understand. I am accused of 
digging up this “innocuous desuetude.” I do that because I 
believe I am right, and I am quite sure the gentleman from 
New York will join in trying to relieve himself of his unceasing 
floor work here. I see that gentleman, rich with honors and 
blessed with the wisdom of at least the beginning of old age, 
coming here at 12 o'clock every day and staying until 5, 6; some- 
times 7, looking after bills good, bad, and indifferent. The 
gentleman has asked me whether or not the enforcement of 
this law “broke down.” In 1890 the House did not have a 
quorum, and the House would not adjourn. This resolution was 
offered by Mr. HAUGEN: 

Resolved, That. the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to 


the-bar of the House such Members as are now absent without leave of 
absence. 


Mr. Buchanan, of New Jersey, a Republican, offered an 
amendment, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he is hereby, directed to 
enforce the provisions of section 40 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

This amendment was accepted. Then Mr. Buckalew, of Penn- 
sylvyania, made an observation, and the present Speaker of the 
House, Mr. CANNON, made this reply: -` 

Does not the gentleman from Pennsylvania think that it would be a 
very effective 

The word “ effective” is italicized in this report. I imagine 
Mr. CANNON italicized it by both manner and voice. 


pene way to procure the attendance of gentlemen. 
r. BUCKALEW. Yes. 

That is what the Speaker, Mr. Cannon, said and thought in 
1890. 

In 1862 Mr. Sumner said that the absenteeism of the Senate 
and House was so great that they could not keep a quorum, and 
this statute of 1862 was to compel them to remain and do busi- 
ness. 

I want to state what Mr. MALLORY said on the floor of this 
House during the enforcement of that law in the Fifty-third 
Congress, as follows: 

I believe that the regulation has worked well. I think it has done 
just what we have been striving vainly heretofore to accomplish; that is 


to say, to secure a quorum on the floor of the House at all times, and 
whether it is the law and whether it is just or right or not, I think it 
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a pons rule, and we would be guilty of a great wrong and be doing our- 
selves gross injustice if, after adopting the rule and adhering to it 
through the last and this session, we should now abrogate it. It would 
simply give an excuse for subsequent Congresses to do the same thing. 


That is the language of Mr. MAtiory in 1895. Judge Dre 
Armonp in his report in the Fifty-third Congress, filed in July, 
said it had the effect to bring Members in. Then we have this 
statement of Mr. CANNON, our present Speaker, that it was an 
“effective” means of procuring the attendance of gentlemen 
here. Why, I will say to my friend from New York that since 
the news of the resurrection of this old statute by myself a few 
days ago went all over the country for the first time since the 
vote on the salary question some three weeks ago we had about 
210 or 215 Members of the House a few days ago. The Speaker 
counted that many, but we have had a handful here to-day and 
for several days. 

I think I haye recently seen Members of Congress here who 
had not been here at all this session of Congress except to get 
their mileage, perhaps, and to get their salaries. Others have 
not appeared at all. 1 have seen Members here since I raised 
this question, Mr. Chairman, who were not here before. It is 
immaterial to me. I have been criticised and abused about my 
action in this matter, but I can not permit that to drive me from 
my post of duty. I have no feeling in this matter, absolutely 
none. I am doing my duty under the law which we all swear 
that we will uphold and enforce. Now, without any ill-feeling 
in the world, I want to say to the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Moon], and I want to say to my good friend 
from Kentucky [Mr. SHertey], who have in charge this criminal- 
code revision that we are to take up here in a few days, that cer- 
tainly we should have at least a quorum here to revise criminal 
laws. Surely we should have all the Members here when we 
tear up the criminal laws of this country and put them back 
in place in about forty-eight working days, and do the balance of 
the business of this country. It is very opportune for this law 
to be enforced, and I hope it will be. And I want to say to these 
distinguished gentlemen, as I started to say, that we must have 
a quorum here to do that work. 

I am not going to have the criminal laws of this country re- 
vised by a handful of Members. The people are not suffering 
for revised criminal laws, But the lawyers suffer because of 
unrevised codes. 

You remember that in 1874 the revisers“ revised into our 
coinage laws a provision that stripped existing silver dollars of 
their legal tender, and but few knew anything about it. The 
revisers “changed” the “existing” law. In 1873 there was a 
“ demonetization of silver,” and even Speaker Blaine confessed 
he did not know the bill enacted did so. The “ watchdog of the 
Ilouse,“ Mr. Holman, said the same thing, and a number of 
celebrities said the same thing. It is because, gentlemen, Mem- 
bers of Congress are not here during these dry debates, but 
the “whips” get them here by force when a roll call is ex- 
pected. I know they are dry. I make a dry speech myself. I 
am a dry man, Mr. Chairman, in some respects. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BURLESON. Are we to understand from what the gen- 
tleman states that he proposes to insist on a quorum being 
present? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I certainly shall insist on a 
quorum being present to revise the criminal laws of my country. 

Mr. BURLESON. And the gentleman intends to make that 
statement good? i 

Mr. GAINES. of Tennessee. I do, sir. If I can get the 
Speaker to stand with me and stand by the Constitution, I am 
going to have it. 

Mr, BURLESON. I hope the gentleman may. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I hope the gentleman from Texas 
will help me. I join hands with him on that. 

I féel that it is my duty to do what I have done. I have done 
it without offending anyone, I hope, but if I have I want to say 
this, if anybody takes it as personal, Mr. Chairman, then they 
must simply take it, for I will not retreat or retract. I have 
stayed inside of the four corners of the Recorp, as I understand 
it. If I have misstated a single fact I will correct it if you 
will show me in error. I am standing by the law that the 
Democrats enforced and I am standing by the judgment on that 
law that a Republican Congress enforced, the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress, that refused to refund this money. They refused by a 
heavy vote to refund it, and I remember what the present 
Speaker of this House said when that matter was up, and if I 
can turn to it promptly I will read it. His words are in the 
Record. He said that Congress had adjudged that this act of 
1856 was the law and enforced it, and now if we go along and 
permit this appropriation to be allowed in this bill then it is 
repudiating that and repudiating the law and saying it is not 
the law. The House stood by that position and refused to ap- 
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propriate this money. So, gentlemen, there is nothing partisan | 
in this matter. Both Republicans and Democrats have enforced ! 
it. It is the law to-day. It is our duty to the people of this 

country to stay here, as a few of the men of this House have 

done, from the time the House is called to order in December, 

day in and day out, until it adjourns, except in case of sickness. 

There may be other proper excuses for leaving, but the grace of 

the House in that respect has been abused and the publie service 

suffered. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, this fight was fought out in the 
Fifty-third Congress. The Reed rules had been adopted in the 
Fifty-first Congress. The Democrats came in and in the Fifty- 
third Congress the Republicans made up their minds they 
should adopt the Reed rules, which Congress did. In the Fifty- 
third Congress Speaker Crisp issued that order docking Mem- 
bers. I was very prompt in that fight. I resisted that order. 
The act of Congress in 1854 gave to Members $5,000 a year 
salary, and that was not divisible at the option or by the deci- 
sion of any Speaker of the House. Some men docked them- 
selves; I did not. I had $7,000 in the office here and Speaker 
Crisp very kindly gave me a certificate, and I got it at the end 
of the Fifty-third Congress. 7 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes to 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, perhaps it would be well to 
spend time enough to find out what the facts are in regard to 
the so-called “ docking of salaries.” It would hardly be worthy 
of discussion now, I think, if it had not been for the fact that 
the newspapers have again taken up the subject recently and 
have been discussing the question as to whether these absences 
should be deducted for under existing law. In the Fifty-third 
Congress Mr. Crisp attempted to hold a quorum by enforcing 
section 40 of the Revised Statutes and requiring each Member to 
certify that he had not been absent from the House except-in 
case of sickness of himself or in his family. Most of the Mem- 
bers simply changed that certificate and certified that they had 
“not been absent any time for which deduction could legally be 
made,” and on that certificate most of them drew their salaries. 
There were a few exceptions. I remember where a gentleman 
from the West, whom I will not name, but who was then com- 
monly known as “ Uncle Joe,” attempted to reason it out in his 
pay certificate. He put the statement in the certificate that he 
had been absent so many days and that he had been “absent by 
leave of the House;“ but Mr. Speaker Crisp refused to certify 
his pay, so he lost $39.40. ‘There was a report current here in 
the House at that time that in a subsequent conversation on the 
streets of the gentleman’s home town two farmers got to talking 
about this circumstance, and one of them said: “I understand 
that ‘Uncle Joe’ is a losin’ of his mind.” The other one said: 
“No! What's the matter?” „Well, they say he ain't got sense 
enough to draw his pay.” [Laughter.] That was a common 
story in the cloakroom here for some time. The gentleman lost 
his $39.40, which has never been paid. 

When the question of payment of this previously deducted 
item came up in the Fifty-fourth Congress the House refused 
to allow the payment of this $39.40 in an appropriation bill, 
more for a joke on the Member who did not know how to draw 
his pay rather than for any other réason. It was voted out of 
the legislative appropriation bill in the subsequent Congress in 
a spirit of fun. 

Now, let us get at the actual facts, and I will only detain the 
committee for a few minutes to call attention to what the situa- 
tion really is, because there are many gentlemen in this House 
to-day who were not members of the Fifty-third Congress. 
This question has become ancient history. In 1856 the law was 
changed increasing the salary of Congressmen to $3,000 a year, 
with the provision that they should deduct for each day's 
absence, unless the absence was caused by sickness or sickness 
in their families. In 1873 the “salary grab,” so called, was 
passed, in which the salary, including back salary, was raised 
to $7,500, and this old section of the act of 1856 was incorpo- 
rated into the Revised Statutes. In 1866 the law had been 
changed, raising the salary from $3,000 to $5,000, without pre- 
serving the limitation of the section of the act of 1856 which 
provided for the deduction. Consequently, from 1866 to 1893, 
Congressmen all drew their full pay without deduction for 
absence. This section 40 of the Revised Statutes was repealed 
subsequently, and the repealing law provided that the compen- 
sation of Members be the same as in existence before the act of 
1873. . This repealed the provision as to deduction for absence, 
and every Congressman, from 1866 down to 1893, drew his full 
pay without deduction for absence, and Mr. Speaker Crisp, in 
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order to force Members to attendance at a time when he was 
trying to hold a quorum, and in order to evade the necessity 
for adopting the Reed rules for counting a quorum, revived the 


operation of this old statute. After a long struggle Speaker 
Crisp was compelled to bring in a rule adopting the Reed rules, 
and we have been following them ever since, and no attempt 
has been made to revive the repealed act of 1856. 

I will incorporate into my remarks the acts of 1856 and of 
1866. The act of 1866 was revived by the subsequent act of Con- 
gress which repealed the $7,500 salary act of 1873. There was 
a division of opinion in the Judiciary Committee in the Fifty- 
third Congress as to whether or not section 40 of the Revised 
Statutes remained in force. Many eminent lawyers held that it 
was not, Judge Ray, of New York, afterwards the chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee; Mr. Stone, afterwards governor of 
Pennsylvania ; Judge Broderick, and Thomas Updegraff, of Iowa, 
all gave it as their opinion, in a report to the House, that that 
provision had been repealed. Mr. Reed was of the same opin- 
ion. It was a debatable question, but Congress has invariably 
acted upon the assumption that when the act of 1873, raising 
the salary to $7,500, was repealed section 40 went with the re- 
peal, and the act of 1866 was revived, and I doubt whether 
there is any gentleman on either side of the Chamber who 
has deducted a dollar from his salary in the present Congress 
or in the last or in any Congress since this flurry that occurred 
in the Fifty-third Congress. I think it is only just to the 
Members of this House, in view of the revival of this question, 
that these sections of the statute should go into the record for 
the convenience and examination of those who have been com- 
menting upon the question. Those sections are as follows: 

The act of March 16, 1856 (Stat. L., Vol. II., p. 48) fixing compensa- 
tion for Members of Congress, provides— 

“That the ana er of each Senator, Representative, and Dele- 
gate in Congress shall be $6,000 for each Congress, and mileage as now 
provided by law, for two sessions only, to be paid in manner following, 
to wit: On the first day of each regular session each Senator, Repre- 
sentative, and Delegate shall receive his mileage for the first session, 
and on the first day of each month thereafter during such session at 
the rate of $3,000 per annum during the continuance of such session, 
and at the end of such session he shall receive the residue of his salary 
due to him at such time at the rate aforesaid still unpaid; and at the 
beginning of the second regular session of the Congress each Senator, 
Representative, and Delegate shall receive his mileage for such second 
session, and monthly during such session compensation at the rate of 
$3,000 per annum, until the 4th of March terminating the Congress, 
and on that day each Senator, Representative, and Delegate shall be 
entitled to receive the balance of the $6,000 not theretofore paid in the 
monthly installments above directed.” 

The sixth section of that act, now known as section 40 of the Revised 
Statutes, provides— 

“And be it further enacted, That it shall be the duty of the Sergeant- 
at-Arms of the House and Secretary of the Senate, respectively, to de- 
duct from the monthly payments of Members, as herein provided for, 
the amount of his compensation for each day that such Member shall 
be absent from the House or Senate, respectively, unless such Repre- 
sentative, Senator, or Delegate shall assign as the reason for such ab- 
sence the sickness of himself or of some member of his family.” 

A joint resolution was passed by Congress, approved December 23, 
1857, which changed the act of 1856 only in regard to the payment of 
all compensation which had matured up to the beginning of the sessions 
of 8 at the beginning of the Congress instead of at the end of the 
session. 

In 1866 Congress passed an act relating to the compensati f 
Members (see Stat. Tin sok 14, p. 23), „ ee 

“That the compensation of each Senator, Representative, and Dele- 

te in Congress shall be $5,000 per annum, to be computed from the 
frst day of the present Congress, and in addition thereto mileage at the 
rate of 20 cents per mile, to be estimated by the nearest route usually 
traveled in going to and returning from each regular session.” 

When the Revised Statute as to $7,500 salary was repealed 
the repealing act provided that the law in force at the time of 
the passage of the act, which was incorporated in the Revised 
Statutes, and the law in force from 1866 to 1873, made no pro- 
yision for deductions on account of absence. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes to 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I think it would be well 
that there should go to the country in this connection a few 
words of explanation in regard to this subject which seems to 
have been the burden of the speech of the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. GAINES]. I have heard a great deal of talk 
upon that topic, and about once in a certain length of time, in 
a sort of cycle of events, we hear sprung upon the floor of the 
House a suggestion in effect the same as that of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, and the country is liable to be very greatly 
misled about the matter of the absenteeism of the Members of 
the House of Representatives. People are very apt to read in 
the papers these fiery and elequent and well-intended denuncia- 
tions. Sometimes I have thought that they were made for 


home consumption exclusively, and were intended for effect 
neither upon the House nor yet to affect any conditions outside 
of perhaps a few Congressional districts, j 

I was a Member of the House of the Fifty-third Congress, and 


I had great respect for the Speaker of that House, Mr. Crisp. I 
think there is no Member here who served in that House who 
would go back to the system that was attempted to be enforced 
there. I do not say there was no such occasion, but I have no 
recollection that any Member asked for a leave of absence and 
did not get it without a word of hesitation on the part of the 
House. And when that condition exists in a House of Repre- 
sentatives, the question of deducting pay of the Members does 
not have the slightest effect upon the presence of the body of 
the membership. All a Member has to do is to file with the 
Speaker a request for leave of absence indefinitely on account 
of important business, and that is the end of it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Did not the law formerly in force provide that 
no Member should be absent except from sickness—that is, if 
he was absent except from sickness his pay should be forfeited? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; that is very true. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think that was the law. If any gentlemen 
were absent and were not excused, they were forced under 
this certificate to lose part of their pay. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; and I will tell you how that was 
done. It was one of the most simple propositions eyer known 
to ingenious Congressmen. A Congressman then put his con- 
struction upon the law, and he put the word “legally” just 
before the word “ deducted,” and that was all there was of it. 
There never was one of those certificates that failed to be hon- 
ored in the Speaker’s room and in the office of the Sergeant-at- 
Arms. Is it a very great misfortune to the country that Mem- 
bers of Congress do not stay always in the House of Representa- 
tives? I have seldom known any harm to come from it. Some 
of the wisest legislation we have had has been largely pre- 
pared in the committee room and brought in here, and, in a 
very large part, the work of Congress is,done in the rooms of 
the committees. So that little good comes from forcing an 
attendance. And the attendance under the rules of the Fifty- 
third Congress did not average a satisfactory answer. 

Then there is another thing. I am going out of Congress, and 
it doesn’t make a particle of difference to me. I expect to be 
present every day until the end of this session, but I shall haye 
to be a little better physically than I am now if I stay very 
closely. Does it sound well—and I appeal to my friend from 
Tennessee [Mr. GArnes]—is it a nice thing for a body of gentle- 
men, elected throughout the United States and answerable to 
their constituents at home, men charged with the duty of legis- 
lating for the greatest country in the world, that they should 
be mustered, that there should be reveille in the morning and 
tattoo at night and “taps” finally when we go to bed, and 
have an orderly sergeant to report our presence or absence? 
For when the American Congress reaches that point, so that 
the constituency can not trust the Members of Congress to do 
their duty without interference of this sort of a provision, it will 
be time to consider some other sort of a House than the present 
one. The Members of this House are men of honor and do not 
need this system of espionage and censure. 

I say it did not do any good, and if any man will take the 
proceedings of the Fifty-third Congress and read them carefully 
he will find there has been no Congress from that date that 
did more harm and less good than that one. The people got a 
chance at that Congress, and in the Fifty-fourth Congress the 
majority was changed into a very insignificant minority, and 
the business of the Fifty-fourth Congress rose up and blessed 
the country. I shall have something to say about that at a 
later date. . 

So I deem it absurd. The law has been ignored by common 
eonsent; it has been condemned by the common judgment of the 
House of Representatives. It has been ignored by the press 
and the country, and for the simple reason that there are plenty 
of Congressmen here to-day to do the work of Congress. We 
never haye any serious difficulty in bringing together substan- 
tially the whole force of the House of Representatives when it 
is necessary. I think there is no body of men in the world that 
answers more promptly to the suggestion of the necessity for 
their presence on special occasions than do the Members of the 
House of Representatives. A circular from the whip on the 
Republican side, a circular from the Democratic whip on the 
other side, brings into this House at the specified time practi- 
cally all the Members of the House who are in the city; and 
then the pairs that we have equalize the business, and there is 
little or no trouble. So I think that the provision suggested by 
ihe gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garnes], made, as it un- 
doubtedly has been, in perfect good faith, and made under the 
distinct belief by him that he is doing a patriotic duty, in my 
humble judgment, Mr. Chairman, has nothing in it worthy 
of the consideration of the House of Representatives. [Loud 
applause. ] 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE Armonp]. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I rise simply to ask per- 
mission to have printed in the Recorp views of the minority of 
the Judiciary Committee of the Fifty-third Congress upon the 
proposal to repeal section 40 that we have talked about this 
afternoon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks leave 
to print in the Recorp the minority views indicated. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The following is the matter referred to: 


[House Report 1218, Part 2, Fifty-third Congress, second session. ] 
SECTION 40, REVISED STATUTES. 


July. 13, 1894.—Referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. Mr. De ArMonp, from the Committee on the Judiciary, sub- 
72747 the following views of the minority [to accompany H 
A majority of a quorum of the Committee on the Judiciary have re- 
orted to the House with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 

7274) to repeal section 40 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 

and the undersigned, members of the committee, being unable to con- 

eur in the conclusion of those who favor the repeal of said section, 

3 respectfully submit some of the views upon which they rest their 
ssent. 

Section 40 of the Revised Statutes is as follows : 

“Sec. 40. The Secretary of the Senate and . of the 
House, respectively, shall deduct from the monthly payments of each 
Member or Delegate the amount of his salary for each day that he 
has been absent from the Senate or House, respectively, unless such 
Member or Delegate assigns as the reason for such absence the sick- 
ness of himself or of some member of his family.” 

The purpose of this provision of the law is so clearly apparent from 
a reading of the section itself that nothing is left for explanation or 
interpretation. Section 40 rests upon the 5 that Members of 
Congress are paid for attendance upon the sessions of the body to 
which they bis pln belong, and for a discharge of their representa- 
tive duties. Whenever, on account of sickness of himself or of a mem- 
ber of his family, a Congressman is absent from his post of duty in the 
House of which he is a Member, the law, as a matter of grace rather 
than of right, permits him to draw his apt without diminution on 
account of his absence. But when absent otherwise than on account 
of sickness of himself or of some member of his family, the law re- 
quires a surrender of the compensation to which the Congressman 
would be entitled if present, discharging his public duties as a Senator 
or Member of the House. We do not see how this provision of the 
law can be challenged as lacking in justice or propser. If a Member 
of Congress chooses to neglect his public duties to attend to private 
business or for personal recreation and enjoyment, there does not seem 
to be any injustice in requiring him to forfeit the salary which he 
os, pi earn and might be entitled to, but which he prefers not to earn, 
and to which he certainly is not entitled. 

It is known to all the Members of the House, as well as to the gen- 
eral reading public, that it was deemed necessary some months since to 

uire the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House to enforce the law as con- 
tained in section 40, in order to insure the attendance of a quorum 
of the Members of the House, and thus prevent unreasonable and in- 
excusable delay in the transaction of the public business. Hardly had 
the enforcement of the law fairly begun until certain Members made 
the valuable discovery, as they thought, that this section had been re- 

aled by implication, and that, therefore, no law exists for withhold- 
ng from absent Members a part of the salary, to the whole of which 
those 8 5 and discharging legislative duties are entitled. When 
the bill providing for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government was under consideration in the House, an amend- 
ment was adopted in the Committee of the Whole (where there is no 
roll call, and where Members can yote as they please without making 

a record upon which responsibility for their votes can be fixed), as 

‘ollows : $ 

“And it is hereby declared that section 6 of the act approved Au- 

gust 16, 1856, and section 40 of the Revised Statutes, have been here- 

tofore id mage Oh `; 

But when the yea-and-nay vote was taken upon this amendment in 
the House, on the 24th of last ogi the amendment was rejected by a 
vote of 104 yeas to 128 nays. e record of this vote is found on 
page 6230 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, of date May 25, 1894. Ref- 
erence to it will satisfy anyone that the vote was practically a party 
vote. All the Republicans who voted upon the proposition voted in 
the affirmative to sustain the declaration that section 40 had been 
theretofore repealed, and nearly all the Democrats beg voted in the 
negative, thereb, 3 as the Committee on the Judiciary had 
reported, that the section had not been repealed, but remains in force. 
“The correctness of the decision of the House, recorded on page 6230 
of the Recorp, is fully and formally recognized in this bill now under 
consideration to repeal section 40, reported by the approving votes of 
those members of the Judiciary Committee who heretofore solemnly 
ana =p length advised the House that section 40 had already been re- 

aled. 

aS before stated, the majorit party in the House determined to 

insist upon the enforcement of the law as found in section 40, and as 

the result of that determination the law has been enforced for some 
time. The good results flowing from its enforcement are found, in 
part, in the larger average attendance of the Members upon the ses- 
sions of the House and in the more rapid consideration and dispatch 
of business in the House. It is believed by the undersigned that the 
reason and occasion for the observance and enforcement of the law is 
quite as great now as when this famous section was brought from the 
realm of disregarded laws, to which, possibly, the interest of Members 
of Congress and the complacency of officials of their creation had con- 
signed it for the benefit of Congressmen and to the injury of their 
constituents. The present session, it is hoped, is nearing its end, and 
it seems to us that it would be folly in the majority—to employ no 
harsher or more expressive term—to deprive the House of this valna- 
ble and legitimate agency for maintaining a quorum. We believe that 
if this section be repealed, so that Members who choose to do so may 
absent themselves at will without forfeiting any portion of their 

salary on account of such absence, the House will often be without a 

quorum and therefore powerless to do business when there Is the great- 

est occasion for dispatching business promptly. It is not to be won- 
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dered that the Republican minority are ready and eager to re 


al a 
law which they so long disregarded, for they are not responsible at 
this time for the transaction in the House of the public business. 
That responsibility rests upon the Democratic party, having a ma- 
jority of the Members of the House. This section can not be repealed, 
or its efficiency destroyed by amendment in the interest of absentee 
Members of Congress, unless a considerable number of Democrats join 
with the compact body of Republicans in Congress to repeal it or 
render it worthless. ` 

In the report which recommends the repeal of this section 40, it is 
suggested that many Members evade the law by falsely assigning sick- 
ness as the cause for absence from the House. Without pausing to 
speculate upon this suggestion, and without knowing whether there are 
or are not sufficient facts to warrant it, we content ourselves with the 
observation that if Members are taking unearned money from the Treas- 
ury by a sacrifice of veracity and a violation of law, the cure for so 
gross an evil should be found in a more rigid enforcement of the law 
rather than in its repeal. And we are constrained to remark that if 
such disregard of truthfulness and violation of Jaw may justly be 
imputed to any considerable number of Members of the House, it Is 
much to be regretted that the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House and other 
custodians of the certificates of the several Members, upon which their 
salaries are drawn monthly, have seen fit to regard such statements as 
confidential, and have thus far failed to communicate them to the 
House and denied them to the public. A Member's statement, upon 
which his monthly allowance of pman is certified and paid, is in no 
sense a privileged communication or document, and in justice to him, 
if his statement is an honest one, and in justice to all the people of the 
United States, if it is dishonest, the statement should be made public. 
We believe that in this unauthorized and indefensible secrecy is found 
the basis for suggestions, whether true or false, that Members are draw- 
ing salaries to which they are not entitled, upon statements of which 
they should and, perhaps, would be ashamed. Whatever the facts ma 
be, those facts ought to be made public, for the protection and justif- 
cation of the innocent, as well as for the detection and condemnation 
of the gullty, if any. 

We suppose no one will pretend that there is anywhere in the coun- 
try, among any class of the people represented upon the floor of the 
House, a sentiment in favor of the repeal, or practical nullification by 
amendment, of this section 40. The legislation pe sed in this repeal 
bill, as well as other legislation suggested to indirectly destroy this 
section, is in the interest of Congressmen, and in the interest of no 
other persons whatsoever. It seems a little strange, and is a symptom 
of which the people, we believe, will take note, that when employment 
is not easily secured by those willing to work, and when wages, in 
many instances, are insufficient, some Members of Congress will interest 
themselves to a greater extent in endeayors to obtain for themselves 
salaries which they have not earned but have voluntarily refrained from 
earning, than in efforts, by s y, practical legislation, to lighten the 
burdens and better the condition of the masses of their constituents. 
Thus far the Democratic party has not lent itself, in committee or in 
the House, to efforts to enable Congressmen or others to filch from the 
Treasury money of their constituents to which they have neither moral 
nor legal right. It is hoped that the House, in passing upon the bill to 
repeal section 40, will regard the good of the public rather than the 
private, selfish interests of Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

Too many Members are 3 ee hare and generally, though they 
visit the House occasionally. e do not believe they should have the 
same pay as other Members who lay aside private business, and deny 
themselves the attractions of the seashore and of mountain resorts, in 
order that they may be in the House, as a pers discharge’ of their 
duties require. Nor do we believe the present or other session should 
be prolonged at the expense of the public, to the inconvenience of the 
faithful, and for the benefit of delinquent Members. So long as the 
philosophy that the laborer is worthy of his hire” holds good, section 
40, or something practically equivalent to it, may well have a place in 
the law and be enforced, without apology or concealment. 


DAYID A. DE ARMOND. 
Josera W. BAILEY. 
EDWARD LANE. 

F. C. LAYTON. 

W. L. TERRY. 


I join in the foregoing as far as to say that section 40 ought not to 
be repealed. 

T. R. STÒCKDALE. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied that the 
consideration of the Army bill and the deficiency bill imme- 
diately following it has resulted in arousing a great deal of the 
combative character of Members, and in this moment of peace 
I would not ask the House to return to the consideration of 
this to-day, and therefore I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Mann, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 23821, the 
fortifications appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

REVISION OF LAWS. 


Mr. SMYSER. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of Mr. Moon of Penn- 
sylvania, from the Joint Committee on Reyision of the Laws, I 
submit the following bill and report. : l 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio, from the Joint 
Committee on Revision of the Laws, submitted a bill the title 
of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A Dill (H. R. 23946) to revise, codify, and amend the al 1 
the United States. < N penal laws of 


The SPEAKER. Referred to the House Calendar. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 
27 minutes) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o'clock 
noon. : 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Surgeon-General of the 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for quarantine station at Pensacola, 
R the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
- printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Navy sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for payment of a judgment 
in favor of Francisco R. Cruz—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting, with a copy of a letter from the Attorney-General, a 
list of judgments rendered against the United States in circuit 
and district courts of the United States—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
miting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting an amended estimate of appropriation for maintenance 
of Howard University—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the President of the Spanish 
Treaty Claims Commission submitting an estimate of appro- 
priation for award in favor of Peter Duarte—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. f 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Surgeon-General of the 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service submitting. an esti- 
mate of appropriation for completion of public buildings at 
quarantine station, Portland, Me.—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A ietter from the Secretary of War, submitting a report of 
the amount and postage rates on mail matter sent out from the 
War Department under the penalty provisions from July 1 to 
December 31, 1906—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the secretary and treasurer of Howard Univer- 
sity, submitting a statement of the amount and rates of postage 
of mail matter sent out by the institution under the penalty pro- 
visions from July 1 to December 31, 1906—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a letter from the Postmaster-General submitting 
recommendation for legislation relative to the bequest of Dr. 
Charles F. Macdonald—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Margaret A. Proctor, administratrix of estate of Samuel K. 
Proctor, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, submitting report 
of the weight and postage rate of mail matter entered at the 
Washington city post-office from his Department under the pen- 
alty provision from July 1 to December 31, 1906—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Mary E. Martin, widow (remarried) of Samson M. Archer, de- 
ceased, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William A. Attersall against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Martha A. Mullery, widow of James W. Mullery, against The 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Benjamin R. Waller against The United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Benjamin F. Lutman against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Lucius E. Gould, Abby E. Allison, and Mary I. Todd, children 
of Ebenezer Gould, deceased, against The United States—to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
George W. Northup against The United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
John W. Robbins against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Charles H. Simmons against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Mary Speak, widow of Jesse C. Speak, against The United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. ` 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William Ashworth and Adam I. Ashworth, heirs of estate of 
James Ashworth, against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Hiram F. Lyke against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
John F. Wells against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Abram Treadwell against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William J. Worthington against The United States—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF .COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
s RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bill of the following title was 
reported from Committee, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the Calendar therein named, as follows: 

Mr. SMITH of California, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
21567) extending time for making final proof in desert-land 
entries, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 6202); which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. i 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS: AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. SAMUEL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2294) granting a pen- 
sion to John J. Berger, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6122); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9678) granting 
a pension to Oliver H. Griffin, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6123) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
14046) granting a pension to Jimison F. Skeens, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6124); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14983) granting an increase of pension 
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to R. T. D. Zimmerman, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6125) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on Pen- 
-sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15860) 
granting an increase of pension to Sarah C. Morris, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6126) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17484) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John E. Gillispie, alias John G. Elliott, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 6127) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar, 

Mr. LONG WORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17988) granting a pen- 
sion to Edward G. Hausen, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6128) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 19263) granting an increase of pension 
to John Ingram, reported the same with amendnient, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 6129) ; which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19271) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph J. Branyan, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6130); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 19384) granting an increase of pension 
to Susan E. Hernandez, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6131) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 19385) granting an increase of pension 
to Agnes E. Calvert, reported thé same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6132); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 19628) granting an increase of pension 
to Elizabeth Mooney, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6133); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
19869) granting an increase of pension to John E. Bowles, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
6134) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. DICKSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 19994) grant- 
ing a pension to Kitty M. Lane, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6135) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20079) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Richard F. Barret, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6136); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20291) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Emma F. Buchanan, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6137); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 20356) granting an increase of pension 
to Mary T. Mathis, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6138) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20581) granting an increase 
of pension to Nettie G. Kruger, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6139) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
20605) granting a pension to Mary E. P. Barr, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6140) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21033) granting an increase 
of pension to William P. Huff, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6141) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 


referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21043) granting a pension 


to Robert J. Dewey, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6142); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21046) 
granting a pension to Jesse Harral, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6143); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21047) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jesse J. Melton, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6144); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21274) 
granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah Buffington, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6145) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21279) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martin Heiler, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6146); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21322) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elizabeth Wilson, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6147); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21432) granting 
an increase of pension to Benjamin Bragg, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6148); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21470) granting an increase of pension 
to Mary R. Carroll, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6149); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21471) granting an increase of pension 
to Adaline H. Malone, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6150) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21472) granting an increase of pension 
to Wiley H. Jackson, reported: the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6151); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
21481) granting an increase of pension to Lucy Cole, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6152) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21496) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel B. Davis, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6153); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21497) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mary E. Hobbs, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6154) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21529) granting a pension to Charlotte 
Game, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 6155) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21579) granting a pension 
to Sarah R. Harrington, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6156) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DICKSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21598) granting 
a pension to Roy L. Jones, reported the same with amendment; 
accompanied by a report (No. 6157); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 3 

Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21606) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Felix G. Morrison, reported the 
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same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6158) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21612) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James S. Hart, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6159); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21761) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Tims, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6160); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21882) granting an increase of pension 
to Frank Breazeale, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6161); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21883) granting an increase of pension 
to George W. Saunders, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6162); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21886) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Bryant, reported the same with 
‘amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6163); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21887) granting an increase of pension 
to James H. Hayman, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6164) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21888) granting an increase of pension 
to Andrew Canova, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6165) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22024) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Eldrige Underwood, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6166) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22073) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Eliza M. Scott, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6167); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of‘the House (H. R. 22241) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Stephen Robinson, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6168); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22243) granting an increase of pension 
to James W: Campbell, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6169) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22264) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sibby Barnhill, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6170); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22265) granting an increase of pension 
to Elizabeth Jane Hencher, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6171) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
‘bill of the House (H. R. 22266) granting an increase of pension 
to Delphie Thorne, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6172); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr: McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22306) granting an increase 
of pension to Louisa Duncan, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6173); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22310) granting an increase of pension 
to Mary A. Kerr, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6174) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. $ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
22409) granting an increase of pension to Margaret A. McAdoo, 


reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 6175); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22420) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edward. Wesley Ward, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6176); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
22422) granting an increase of pension to William J. Johnson, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 6177); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22444) granting an increase of pension 
to W. O. Anderson, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6178) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22827) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary Kirk, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 6179); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. c 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 22829) granting an increase of pension 
to George Spalding, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6180) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22881) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas L. Williams, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6181) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DICKSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22941) granting 
an increase of pension to Lucinda Davidson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6182); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22993) granting an increase 
of pension to Emily Hebernia Trabue, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6183) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23307) 
granting an increase of pension to Andrew Casey, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 6184); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5138) granting a 
pension to Jane Metts, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 6185) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6001) granting an increase of pension to 
Emily Killian, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6186) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6230) granting an increase of pension to 
Nellie Paxton, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6187) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6266) granting an increase of pension to 
Paul Baker, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 6188) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6368) granting an increase of pension to 
Sherrod Hamilton, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6189); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6538) granting an increase of pension to 
Betsey A. Hodges, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6190); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 6833) granting an increase of pension to 
Bettie May Vose, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6191) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
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bill of the Senate (S. 6978) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Jackson, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6192) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 822) granting a pension to Michael V. 
Hernessy, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 6194); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4510) granting an increase of pension to 
Rufus C. Allen, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6195); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill of the Senate (S. 4542) granting an increase of pension 
to Aaron Daniels, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6196); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4908) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Kimball, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No, 6197); which said bill and repor 
were referred to the Private Calendar. — 

Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5001) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis A. Baird, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 6198) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill of the Senate (S. 5041) granting an increase of pension 
to George A. Tucker, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6199); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5084) granting a pension to John W. 
Connell, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 6200); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. k 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill of the Senate (S. 6367) granting an increase of pension 
to Joseph Johnston, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 6201); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

of bo following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows : 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 23926) authorizing a survey of 
Plaquemine Brule Bayou, in Acadia Parish, La—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 23927) excepting certain 
lands in Pennington County, S. Dak., from the operation of the 
provisions of section 4 of an act approved June 11, 1906, entitled 
“An act to provide for the entry of agricultural lands within 
forest reserves“ to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 23928) to incorporate the Hun- 
garian Reformed Federation of America—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 23929) for the establishment of 
a light-house on Knife Island, north shore of Lake Superior— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 23930) authorizing a sur- 
vey of Pond River, Kentucky, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23931) authorizing a survey of Trade- 
water River, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 23932) to provide for 
the marking of rates of tariff duty upon manufactured ar- 
ticles and to fix the punishment for the violation of the pro- 
visions thereof—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama (by request): A bill (H. R. 
23933) to authorize the Mobile Railway and Dock Company to 

` dredge a channel from the 30-foot curve on the west side of the 
deep water in Mobile Bay into Dauphin Island Bay, through 
Pass Drury—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 23934) making an appropria- 
tion for construction of sex walls and embankments for’ the 
protection of the sites of fortification works for the defense of 
Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
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By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 23935) to provide for a public 
building in the city of Cedartown, Ga.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23936) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lie building in the city of Cartersville, Ga.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. - 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 23937) to pro- 
yide for the establishment of an agricultural bank in the Philip- 
pine Islands—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. MOORE of Texas: A bill (H. R. 23938) to establish 
a subtreasury at Houston, Tex.—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 23939) to authorize 
the board of commissioners of Lake County, Ind., to construct 
a bridge across the Calumet River in the State of Indiana—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 23940) for the ex- 
tension of Albemarle street, NW., District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 23941) to amend section 14 
of the act approved July 29, 1892, entitled “An act for the pres- 
eryation of the public peace and the protection of property 
within the District of Columbia ”—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 23942) for the erection of a 
public building at Rockville, Md.—to the Committee on Publie 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 23943) to 
provide for the purchase of additional ground at Savannah, 
Ga.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 23944) to establish a subtreas- 
ury at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 23945) to abolish the Spanish 
Treaty Claims Commission and transfer its jurisdiction to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania, from the Joint Committee on 
Revision of the Laws: A bill (H. R. 23946) to revise, codify, 
and amend the penal laws of the United States—to the House 
Calendar. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 23947) to provide for the 
flagging of the sidewalk in front of the navy-yard at Brooklyn, 
N. V. to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A resolution (H. Res. 739) requesting 
certain information from the Postmaster-General—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A resolution (H. Res. 741) providing for 
an investigation as to discrimination and arrests of officials 
and employees of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company 
in connection with the Terra Cotta disaster—to the Committee 
on Rules. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A resolution (H. Res. 742) 
requesting certain information from the President of the United 
States concerning a letter addressed to Thomas E. Drake, su- 
perintendent of insurance for the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 23948) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edward N. Havens—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23949) granting leave to the executors or 
administrators of the estate of Isadore Termini, deceased, to 
commence an action against the United States of America for 
the alleged wrongful act in causing his death—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ANDRUS: A bill (H. R. 23950) granting a pension 
to Mary Elizabeth McCann—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BANNON: A bill (H. R. 23951) granting an increase 
of pension to Hiram Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23952) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram N. Wallace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 23953) granting a 
pension to William J. Shedd-—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23954) granting a pension to Sarah L. 
Bowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 23955) gran? . 
ing an increase of pension to Faris McFarland—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 23956) granting an increase of pension to 
William Applegate—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23957) granting an increase of pension to 
John Heinricks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23958) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas W. Parsons—to the Cemmittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23959) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry R. Snapp—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23960) granting an increase of pension to 
Delmore Daulton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 23961) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Oscar N. Cowell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 23962) granting an increase of 
pension to Peter Selner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 23963) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse Dell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUMM: A bill (H. R. 23964) granting an increase 
of pension to James D. Bartholomew—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23965) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23966) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh Stevenson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23967) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 23968) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Alexander MeWhorter—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 23969) 
granting an increase of pension to William Morson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 23970) granting a pension to 
James Megher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23971) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. C. Butler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 23972) grant- 
ing a pension to Keziah C. Woods—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylyania: A bill (H. R. 23973) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry L. Reger—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 23974) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John P. Bennett—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 23975) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Watson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 23976) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry J. Remington—to the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23977) granting an increase of pension to 
James Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23978) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Herrin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23979) granting an increase of pension to 
William Powers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23980) granting an increase of pension to 
Russell B. Hollingsworth—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23981) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Elizabeth Fuller—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23982) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas A. Seed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23983) granting an increase of pension to 
Elisha R. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23984) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 23985) granting an increase 
of pension to Jeremiah McIntosh—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 23986) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Perry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 23987) granting an increase of 
pension to Lucy Scott West—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 23988) to authorize a patent to 
be issued to Martha Sanders, widow of Levi B. Sanders, for cer- 
tain lands therein described—to the Committee on the Public 

nds, 
ape Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 23989) for the relief of 
Harvey B. Denison—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 23990) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Rice—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 
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By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 23991) granting an in- 
crease of pensiom to Nathaniel T. Carrington—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 23992) for the relief of the 
ae of William R. Poole, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 23993) for the relief 
of Harry A. Young—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23994) granting an increase of pension to 
William Q. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KELIHER: A bill (H. R. 23995) granting a pension 
to Timothy B. Sprague—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23996) granting a pension to Stella 
Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. y 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23997) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael M. Field—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23998) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Shea—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23999) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Gough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24000) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Holle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24001) granting an increase of pension to 
Isabella A. Bowdlear—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24002) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael F. Gilrain—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24003) granting an increase of pension to 
Nora Burke—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24004) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Drum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24005) granting an increase of pension to 
James Farus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 24006) granting an increase of 
pension to Augustus Shiery—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24007) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Deiner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24008) granting an increase of pension to 
Augustus Ritter—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 24009) granting an increase 
of pension to Calvin J. Ripley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LAW: A bill (H. R. 24010) granting a pension to 
Charles F. Pereira—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 24011) for the relief of the estate 
of Aleck Baswell, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24012) for the relief of the estate of 
Gunther Peters—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24013) for the relief of the estate of Nancy 
Cates, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24014) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam B. Quinn, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 24015) grant- 
ing a pension to Aaron C. Sanford—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24016) granting a pension to Joanna Glos- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLAY of California: A bill (H. R. 24017) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Timothy Hanlon—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24018) granting an increase of pension to 
John Adams Miller—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24019) granting an increase of pension to 
John Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 24020) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of Richard D. Lamb for 
himself and, as administrator of Ira M. Lamb, heirs of Ira M. 
Lamb and Caroline, his wife—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 24021) granting an increase 
of pension to John Ampey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24022) to correct the military record of 
Morris H. Walker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 24023) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph N. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. . 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 24024) for the 
relief of the estates of W. M. Purcell and Martha Purcell, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 24025) 
granting an increase of pension to Nehemiah Tindall—to the 
Committee on Pensions. à 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24026) for the relief of the heirs of Dr. 


John W. Kirk, deceased—to the Committee-on War Claims. 
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By Mr. REYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 24027) granting a pension 
to Jonathan Derno—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24028) granting a pension to George H. 
Boney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24029) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob A. Glass—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24030) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Foor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24031) granting an increase of pension to 
John Downey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 24032) for the relief of E. 
Scott Arrington—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHARTEL: A bill (H. R. 24033) to carry out the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Abram Jones—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 24034) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary I. Banta—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (II. R. 24035) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Whitcomb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 24036) granting 
an increase of pension to James B. Lyon—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMYSER: A bill (H. R. 24037) granting an increase 
ef pension to Theodore Teeple—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 24038) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Julia Bourdon—to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24039) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Bogart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 24040) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph A. Harkins—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 24041) granting an increase 
of pension to S. F. South—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 24042) relating to a plaster 
model of an equestrian statue of Gen. John A. Rawlins—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committee was discharged 
from the consideration of bill of the following title; which was 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8912) granting a pension to Anson Greenwood— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BANNON: Petitions of Gallia Council, No. 114, Daugh- 
ters of America, and Kyzer Council, No. 154, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, for restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petitions of citizens of Alvarado, Tex. ; 
‘Adams County, Ohio; Lebanon, Mo., and Allegheny, Pa., against 
bill S. 5221, relative to practice of osteopathy in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of New Immigrants’ Protec- 
tive League, against the Lodge-Gardner bill—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Cynthia M. Bryon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Levinfield Stanley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of John Heinricks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Big Sandy News, Louisa, Ky., against tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Delmore Daulton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of W. P. Adkins—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Henry R. Snapp, 
Carl F. Reickert, and Faris McFarlane—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany biil for relief of George Ingram—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Petition of citizens of Hampton and 
Waverly, Iowa, against religious legislation in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: Petitions of the Herald Print- 
ing Company, the Victor Daily Record, and the Daily Oklaho- 
man, against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Colorado Springs, Colo., for free- 
art legislation in accordance with bill H. R. 15268—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petitions of General Put- 
nam Council, No. 61, Daughters of Liberty; Saratoga Council, 
No. 262; Bainbridge Council, No. 128, and Aleguippa Council, 
No. 567, Junior Order United American Mechanics; Golden 
Rule Council, No. 32, and Lucy Webb Hayes Council, No. 35, 
Daughters of Liberty; and General Putnam Council, No. 125, 
and Sherwood Council, No. 160, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 4403)—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the New York State Pharmaceutical Asso- 
ciation, for increased efficiency of the Medical Department of 
the United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of George W. Stormer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Laughlin Lodge, No. 633, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Firemen, of Pittsburg, Pa., indorsing the Merchant 
Marine Commission’s shipping bill—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Colloynium Club, of Pittsburg, Pa., for 
repeal of the duty on works of art—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the New Era Club of Western Pennsylvania, 
of Pittsburg, for repeal of the duty on art works—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. t 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Michael Andrews, jr., Hollis M. Payson, and Ripley C. Whit- 
comb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: Petition of the Hiawathas, of 
Cleyeland, Ohio, for the enactment of bill H. R. 17949, for 
maintenance. of the Betsy Ross House, Philadelphia—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James J. Erwin— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of 
Haverford, Pa., for investigation of affairs in the Kongo Free 
State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Keziah C. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: Petition of the Seamen’s Union of Amer- 
ica, against the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of American artists, for free art and against 
duty on art works—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Gra- 
ham Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of J. W. Richardson & Son, for 
an amendment to the interstate-commerce law permitting con- 
tracts to exchange advertising for transportation—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Cincinnati ex-prisoners of war, for the Dal- 
zell bill to pension Union ex-prisoners of war—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Mission Promotion Association of San 
Francisco, for removal of the duty on building material for re- 
building of said city—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Charles Blaeker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of officers of the 
Navy in the civil war and the Spanish war, for restoration of 
the Army canteen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of the Evening Senti- 
nel, of South Norwalk, and Eaton & Mains, of New York City, 
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Wil- 
liam Truett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of residents of 
Hamilton, N. J., for the McCumber-Sperry-Tirrell bill—to the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Mary H. Patter- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of the Spanish War Veterans of San 
Francisco, Cal., for repeal of the anticanteen law—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KELIHER: Petition of governors of New England 
States and prominent business houses, for establishment of east- 
ern forest reservation—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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Also, petition of the State board of agriculture of Massachu- 
setts, for a more liberal appropriation for the suppression of the 
gipsy and brown-tail moths—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the State Camp of New Mexico, Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, favoring restriction of immigration (S. 
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Boston Marine Society, for bill S. 528 
(the subsidy shipping bill)—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. KLINE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Au- 
gustus Shiery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of the Reading (Pa.) Telegram and the Welt 
Bote and Frieden’s Bote, of Allentown, Pa., against tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LEE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Benton 
Freeman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LILLEY: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Aaron C. Sanford and Joanna Gloster—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. - 

By Mr. McCARTHY: Petitions of the Omaha Commercial 
Club and the Omaha Grain Exchange, for an appropriation for 
improvement of Missouri River near Omaha—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McKINLAY of California: Petition of Veterans of 
the Civil and Spanish Wars, for restoration of the Army can- 
teen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. a 

By Mr. MCKINNEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Clarence A. McIntosh—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of citizens of Deadwood, S. Dak., 
for restoration of the Army canteen—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Cascade Springs, S. Dak., against 
religious legislation in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MOORE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Jacob 
B. Haslam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOUSER: Petition of the Daily Register, Sandusky, 
Ohio, against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of R. J. Kistner Council, No. 3, of Fostoria, 
Ohio; Bucyrus Council, No. 184; Seneca Council, No. 58; Wyan- 
dot Council, No. 95, and Sycamore Council, No. 333, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, for restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ben- 
jamin J. McConnell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: Paper to accompany 
bill for relief of heirs of Dr. John W. Kirk—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Nehemiah Tin- 
dall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Petition of the Brotherhood of St. Paul of 
the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Baltimore, Md., for 
investigation of affairs in the Kongo Free State—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Petition of citizens of Arenzville, III., for 
an appropriation for deepening the channels of the Illinois and 
Mississippi rivers—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Calhoun County, Ill., for a deep 
waterway from the Lakes to the Guif—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
the widow of Joseph S. Bussard, Daniel Lamberton, Jacob 
Glass, Jonathan Derno, Capt. John Downey, George H. Boney, 
and Andrew J. Foor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: Petition of R. W. Dun- 
way et al, for an appropriation of $50,000,000 for improvement 
of waterways—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of S. A. Miller et al. and citizens of Arkansas, 
against the Dillingham-Gardner immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of A. J. Walls, of Lonoke, Ark; D. E. Baker 
et al., and T. W. Abbott et al., for cotton demonstration work— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Walter C. Hud- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Petitions of citizens of Clarksdale, 
Tex.; Sterrett, Ind. T.; Petty, Tex., and Hugo, Ind. T., for an 
appropriation for improvements in the upper Red River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Washington Kurtzman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Hiram 
G. McLemore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 


Fray, January II, 1907. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E, HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when (on request of Mr. Kean, and by unanimous 
consent) the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 


AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT MAIL MATTER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a record of mail matter entered at the Washington City 
post-office under the penalty privilege by the Department of 
Agriculture; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 


GEORGETOWN BARGE, DOCK AND ELEVATOR RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re- 
port of the Georgetown Barge, Dock and Elevator Railway Com- 
pany for the fiscal year ended December 31, 1906; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


FINDINGS BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
the following causes: 

In the cause of Harry N. Stearns, administrator of Francis 
Josselyn, deceased, v. The United States; 

In the cause of Adelaide B. Lindenberger v. The United 
States; and 

In the cause of James Boro and Mary Boro, heirs of James 
Boro, deceased, v. The United States. 

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying: papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented resolutions adopted by the 
Catholic Federation of Cleveland, Ohio, relative to the treatment 
by the Republic of France of Catholics in that country; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the National Business League 
of Chicago, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation to revise 
the publie-land laws of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the National Business League 
of Chicago, III., praying for a reorganization of the consular 
service of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Friends Church of Winthrop Center, Me., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER prssented a petition of the Medical Society 
of the District of Columbia, of Washington, D. C., praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing for the reclamation of 
Anacostia Flats in that District; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KEAN presented memorials of sundry citizens of Tren- 
ton, Jersey City Heights, Elizabeth, Bridgeton, Washington, and 
Gloucester County, all in the State of New Jersey, remonstrat- 
ing against the enactment of legislation requiring certain places 
of business in the District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. - 

He also presented the petition of Rev. John E. Parmly, of 
Atlantic Highlands, N. J., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REEÐ Soor, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the New Jersey State Federa- 
tion of Women’s Clubs, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to regulate child labor in the District of Columbia; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Farmers’ Institute 
of Glendora, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation for 
the protection of animals, birds, and fish in the forest reserves 
of California; which was referred to the Committee on Forest 
Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Los Angeles, 
Cal., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation requir- 


ing certain places of business in the District of Columbia to be 
closed on Sunday; which were referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. . 3 

Mr. McENERY presented sundry papers to accompany the 
bill (S. 4659) for the relief of the heirs of John Schwartzen- 
burg, sr., deceased; which were referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO presented a petition of the Ministers’ Al- 
liance of Jacksonville, Fla., praying for an investigation into 
the existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FLINT presented memorials of sundry citizens of Los 
‘Angeles, San Bernardino, Riverside, Orange, and San Diego 
counties, all in the State of California, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation requiring certain places of business 
in the District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM presented a memorial of the librarian of 
the Fletcher Free Library, of Burlington, Vt., and a memorial 
of the librarian of the St. Johnsbury Atheneum Library, of St. 
Johnsbury, Vt., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion to amend and consolidate the acts respecting copyright; 
which were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Winhall, 
Vt., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation requiring 
certain places of business in the District of Columbia to be 
closed on Sunday; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Elgin, 
Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation authorizing the 
transmission through the mails, free of postage, of matter to be 
used by the blind; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TELLER presented sundry memorials of citizens of 
Pueblo, Colo., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation requiring certain places of business in the District of 
Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which were referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the chamber of commerce of 
Colorado Springs, Colo., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to increase the salaries of postal clerks in all first and 
second class post-offices; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Building Laborers’ Interna- 
tional Union No. 1, of the Machinists’ Local Union, of the 
Commercial Telegraphers’ Union of America, of Local Union 
No. 1, of Columbine Local Union, No. 451, and of Cigar Makers’ 
Local Union, No. 129, all of the American Federation of Labor, 
of Denver, Colo., praying for a modification of the present 
Chinese-exclusion law so as to include Japanese and Koreans; 
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. DEPEW (for Mr. Parr) presented a memorial of 
sundry citizens of Watertown, N. Y., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation requiring certain places of business 
in the District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of Onondaga Lodge, No. 705, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Syracuse, N. Y., praying 
for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill;” 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the Progressive Club 
of Women, of Rutland, Vt, and a petition of the legislative 
committee of the General Federation of Women’s Clubs, of 
Rutland, Vt, praying that an appropriation be made for a 
scientific investigation into the conditions of woman and child 
workers in the United States; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CLAPP (for Mr. GAMBLE) presented an affidavit to 
accompany the bill (S. 6619) granting a pension to Betsey An- 
derson; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them severally without amendment, and submitted reports 
thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10843) authorizing the extension of Kenyon 
street NW.: 

A bill (H. R. 128) for the opening of a connecting highway 
between Waterside drive and Park road, District of Columbia; 
- A bill (H. R. 121) authorizing the extension of Seventeenth 
street NW. ; d 

A bill (II. R. 8435) for the opening of Fessenden street NW., 
District of Columbia; 
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A bilt (H. R. 14815) for the extension of Harvard street, 


Columbia Heights, District of Columbia; and 


A bill (H. R. 14900) to extend Fourth street NE. 
Mr. HEMENWAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 


to whom was referred the bill (S. 1566) for the relief of Isaiah 
Heylin McDonald, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 


ELEVATOR, GRAIN BUYING AND FORWARDING BUSINESS, 
Mr. WHYTE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 


referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. McCum- 
BER December 5, 1906, reported it without amendment; and it 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows : 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
Printer for the use of the Senate and House of. Repre- 

sentatives 3,000 copies of the onon taken in the investigation, 
pursuant to Senate resolution of June 25, 1906, directing the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission to make a thorough investigation of the 


clevator and grain buying and forwarding business of this Seong A to de- 


termine to what extent ial favors have been granted to them by rail- 
road companies; the influence which the alleged monopolizing of this 
branch of business has had upon the market; the injury it has worked 
to the grain producers; the extent to which the railroads, their officers, 
directors, stockholders, and employees own or control the grain- buyin 
and grain-forwarding companies, and the manner in which these rail- 
roads, their officers, directors, stockholders, and employees secured hold- 
ings, if any, in these grain buying, storing, and forwarding companies, 
and to report the same to the yn ies at its next session; 1,000 copies 
for the use of the Senate and 2,000 copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives. 


PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE ON PANAMA CANAL. 


Mr. WHYTE. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 214) to 
provide for the printing of 16,000 copies of Senate Document 
numbered 144, Fifty-ninth Congress, second session, to report it 
favorably without amendment, and I submit a report thereon. 
I ask that the joint resolution may be considered immediately. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and there being no 
objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. It provides for printing 16,000 copies of the 
special message of the President of the United States concern- 
ing the Panama Canal, to be accompanied by a map to be pre- 
pared under the direction of the Joint Committee on Printing, 
5,000 copies for the use of the Senate, and 11,000 copies for the 
use of the House of Representatives, to be distributed through 
the folding room. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

ELIZABETH NALLY. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by him on the 10th instant, reported it 
without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the Senate, 
to Elizabeth Nally, widow of Dennis Nally, late a laborer in the employ 
of the Senate of the United States, a sum equal to six months’ salary 
at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his demise, said sum 
to be considered as including funeral expense and all other allowances. 


ELECTRIC RAILWAY AT VICKSBURG, MISS. 


Mr. OVERMAN. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 14811) to author- 
ize George T. Houston and Frank B. Houston to construct and 
operate an electric railway over the national cemetery road at 
Vicksburg, Miss., to report it favorably without amendment, and 
I submit a report thereon. 

Mr. MONEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of that measure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That permission is hereby given to George T. 
Houston and Frank B. Houston, their associates, successors, and as- 
signs, to erect, construct, operate, and maintain an electric railway 
over and along the national 8 road at Vicksburg, Miss., from 
said city of Vicksburg northward to the northern boundary of the Gov- 
ernment right of way for said road: Provided, That a minimum width 
of 30 feet of the roadway, over and above that used by the railway tracks, 
be left all along said road for a driveway, sidewalk, and gutters; that 
the licensees, their associates, successors, and assigns, shall repair all 
damage done to the Government roadway by the construction of their 
line of railway, and shall maintain their railway and said roadway 
within the tracks and for 2 feet on each side of the tracks in proper 
state of repair thereafter: And provided further, That said electric 
railway shall be constructed, operated, and maintained according to 
plans and specifications to be submitted to and approved by the Secre- 
tary of War, and under such regulations as may be prescribed by him. 


The VICH-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 
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Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I do not want to object to 
the consideration of the bill, but I should like to have some ex- 
planation of it. 

Mr. MONEY. 
is a bill to facilitate passage to and from the most beautiful 
cemetery perhaps which the National Government owns, and 


If the Senator will permit me a moment, this 


one of the greatest military parks. The bill was drawn in the 
office of the Secretary of War and has been approved by the 
Department officials and the cemetery people and everybody. I 
hope the Senator will not object to it. It passed the House, 
and it has been reported unanimously by the committee. It 
has been visced by everyone concerned, and there is no objection 
found to it. 

Mr. BURKETT. I have not had occasion to look the matter 
up at all, but I know that around the national cemeteries and 
parks the Government has secured in the past, for purposes 
which have been apparent, roads leading to them, and it has 
always been very careful to guard the approaches to the ceme- 
teries. 

Mr. MONEY. This bill was prepared in the office of the Sec- 
retary of War, and all those points have been attended to. 

Mr. BURKETT. I shall not object to its consideration. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PROPOSED DRAINAGE INVESTIGATIONS. 


Mr. LATIMER. I am instructed by the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry to report back, with amendments, a resolu- 
tion, and to ask for its immediate consideration. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. LATIMER June 25, 1906, and 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, was 
read, as proposed to be amended, as follows: 


‘ore 
March 1, 1907, a t on drainage, to include the following: 

First. The 3 and area of lands in the United States that are 
swamp and overflowed and susceptible of being drained and made fit 
for agriculture. 

Second. The effect of drainage on such land and on the public health 
and upon agriculture. 

Third. The area of land which has been drained under the laws of 
the different States and the benefits which have resulted therefrom. 

Fourth. The summary of the legislation of the different States and 
of the legal and business methods under which drainage works have 


been constructed and maintained. 
Fifth. A review of the drainage laws and policies of the leading agri- 
cultural countries of Europe and their results. 

Mr. KEAN. I should like to look at the resolution before it 
is passed. -Let it go over. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT.. Objection is made to the present 
consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. LATIMER. Under the rule it goes over? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will go to the Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7713) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Kingsbury ; 

A bill (S. 7714) granting an increase of pension to Molden 
Bledsoe ; 

A bill (S. 7715) granting an increase of pension to Harman 
Dennis Moon; and 

A bill (S. 7716) granting an increase of pension to Ann E. 

mball. 

1 PETTUS introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7717) for the relief of the estate of Marcus M. 
Massengale, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 7718) for the relief of Burwell J. Curry (with 

mpanyin; 3 
sh 5 ts. 4719) for the relief of Jacob A. Paulk, in his own 
right and as administrator of the estate of Jonathan Paulk, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 7720) for the relief of the estate of Enoch R. Ken- 

, deceased (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 7721) for the relief of the heirs of A. E. Mills, 
deceased (with accompanying papers). 

Mr.. TALIAFERRO intreduced the following bills; which 


were severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7722) granting an increase of pension to Henderson 
Stanley; and 

A bill (S. 7723) granting a pension to Catherine Spencer. 

Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 7724) granting an increase 
of pension to Paul J. Christian; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 7725) authorizing 
the registration of division of naturalization mail matter; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7726) to correct the nayal rec- 
ord of Charles C. Lee; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. R 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7727) granting a pension to James L. Swan (with 
accompanying papers) ; 
ain bill (S. 7728) granting a pension to Catharine Newstead 

ns; 

A bill (S. 7729) granting a pension to James Valley; and 

A bill (S. 7730) granting an increase of pension to John H. 


Day. 

Mr. FLINT introduced a bill (S. 7731) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Radford; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. ` 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7732) granting an increase of 
pension to Elijah H. Bartlett; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7733) for the relief of the legal 
heirs of John Goldsworthy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 7734) granting an increase of 
pension to William C. Brooks; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7735) granting an increase of 
pension to Martha E. Green; which was read twice by its title, 
oa, yom the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 7736) to correct the 
military record of George R. Borden; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. - 

Mr. DICK introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7737) granting a pension to Michael Shaughnessy ; 

A bill- (S. 7738) granting a pension to Eli Conn; and 

A bill (S. 7739) granting an increase of pension to Joseph P. 


Owen. 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (S. 7740) granting an increase 
of pension to Dwight Simpson; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRAZIER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7741) granting a pension to James W. Russel; and 

A bill (S. 7742) granting an increase of pension to James 
Kennedy. 

Mr. FRAZIER introduced a bill (S. 7743) for the relief of 
the estates of W. M. Purcell and Martha Purcell, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HALE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7744) granting a pension to Josephine Brackett; 


and 
A bill (S. 7745) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
W 


ood. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 7746) to authorize West- 
ern Power Company to construct a dam across the Rainy Lake 
River; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7747) for the relief of the Min- 
nesota and Ontario Bridge Company; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MONEX introduced the following bills; which were sey- 


1907. 
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erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 
A bill (S. 7748) for the relief of the estate of Louisa Harper, 


ased; 

A bill (S. 7749) for the relief of the estate of Rebecca E. Sex- 
ton, deceased ; ; ` 

A bill (S. 7750) for the relief of the estate of Jacob Oates, de- 
ceased: 

A bill (S. 7751) for the relief of the estate of John Housten, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 7752) for the relief of the estate of M. W. Ham, de- 
- ceased: 

A bill (S. 7753) for the relief of the heirs of Charles T. Alex- 
ander and Jane B. Alexander, deceased ; and 

A bill (S. 7754) for the relief of the estate of Elizabeth Hemp- 
hill, deceased. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 7755) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry T. Powell; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee en Pensions. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 7756) for the relief of the 
estate of John F. Byars, deceased ; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND introduced a bill (S. 7757) for the relief 
of Indians residing in the United States, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment authorizing Nicey 
Haikey, a full-blooded Creek Indian, to sell or encumber her 
interest in certain lands in the Creek Nation, Indian Territory, 
etc., intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation 
bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. RAYNER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $3,000 for grading and constructing a retaining wall and 
for miscellaneous work at the post-office at Annapolis, Md., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the urgent deficiency appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SMOOT submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the allowance for clerks in the office of the surveyor-general of 
Utah from $9,000 to $10,000, intended to be proposed by him to 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. ANKENY submitted an amendment relative to the deposit 
of moneys in banks to the credit of individual Indians, etc., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO submitted an amendment proposing to 
appropriate $150,000 for the acquisition of not exceeding 50 
acres of land near or adjoining Fort Taylor, Key West, Fia., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the Army appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FORAKER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $2,000 for the purchase of flags for use on Memorial Day 
in decorating the graves of soldiers and sailors of the Union 
Army buried in southern national cemeteries, etc., intended to 
be proposed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 


OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the omnibus claims bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 2 

ADDRESS BY SECRETARY OF STATE AT KANSAS CITY, MO. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask leave to have printed as a document an 
address by Hon. Elihu Root before the Trans-Mississippi Com- 
mercial Congress, Kansas City, Mo., Tuesday, November 20, 
1906. It is a very important decument on a very live question 
just now, and I should be glad to have it printed as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brow NING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 23551) making appropriation for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also requested the Senate to furnish the House 


of Representatives with a duplicate certified copy of an en- 
grossed bill (S. 4926) for the relief of Etienne De P. Bujac, the 
original bill having been lost. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution requesting the President to return the bill 
(H. R. 18214) granting an increase of pension to John Ingram; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 


had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon ' 


signed by the Vice-President: 

H. R. 21202. An act fixing the time for homestead entrymen 
on lands embraced in the Wind River or Shoshone Indian Reser- 
vation to establish residence on same; and 

H. R. 21951. An act to authorize the Alabama, Tennessee and 
Northern Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the 
Tombigbee River, in the State of Alabama. 


GENERAL SERVICE PENSIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there are no concurrent or other 
resolutions, the morning business is closed. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate 
Senate bill 976. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays the bill before the 
Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 976) granting pensions to certain en- 
listed men, soldiers, and officers who served in the war of the 
rebellion, which had been reported from the Committee on Pen- 
sions with an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I understand that the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Warner] is prepared to make some remarks upon the 
bill at the present time. 

Mr. WARNER. The matter was thoroughly presented by the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumeer], and if the Senate 
is ready to vote upon the measure I certainly do not wish to 
occupy 2 moment of the time of the Senate. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am not prepared to state whether anyone 
wants to make any remarks on it. I certainly am myself pre- 
pared to vote on it, Mr. President, at the present time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Missouri yield to 
me for a moment? = 

Mr. WARNER. I will yield to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, during the consideration of 
this bill a few days ago I submitted an amendment making the 
amount precisely what the Grand Army committee on pensions 
has heretofore recommended. But since then I have talked 
with quite a number of Grand Army men in whom I have great 
confidence, and they have urged that if we are to pass a service 
pension bill at all it is going to make comparatively little 
difference zu the cost whether the bill is passed in the form 
originally presented or with the amendment I offered. It will 
make no difference to start with. It wiil simply increase the 
amount slightly as the soldiers grow older and become more 
incapacitated for earning a living, and I agree that as the sol- 
diers grow old and feeble they ought to be more and more gener- 
ously cared for. 

For that reason, Mr. President, I rise for the purpose of with- 
drawing the amendment that I offered to the bill, and hope it 
will pass in its original form, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
withdraws his amendment. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Then, if the Senate is ready to vote on the 
bill, I will ask for a vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute reported by the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let it be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment, at the request of the Senator from Wisconsin, 

The SECRETARY. The committee propose to strike out all after 
the enacting clause and insert: 

That any person who served ninety days or more in the military 
or naval service of the United States during the late war of the 
rebellion, and who has been honorably discharged therefrom, and who 
has reached the age of G2 years or over, shall, upon making proof 
of such facts according to such rules and regulations as the Secretary 
of the Interior may provide, be placed upon the pension roll, and be 
entitled to receive a pension as follows: In case such person has 
reached the age of 62 years, $12 per month; 70 years, $15 per month; 
75 years or over, $20 per month; and such pension shall commence 
from the date of the fi ing of the application in the Bureau of Pen- 
sions after the passage and approval of this act: Prorided, That pen- 
sioners who are 62 years of age or over, and who are now receivi 


pensions under existing laws, or whose claims are nding in the 
Bureau of Pensions, may, by application to the Commissioner of Pen- 
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sions, in such form as he may prescribe, receive the benefits of this act; 
and nothing herein contained shall prevent any pensioner or person 
entitled to a pension from prosecuting his claim and receiving a pen- 
sion under any other general or special act: Provided, That no per- 
son shall receive a pension under any other law at the same time or 
for the same period that he is receiving a pension under the provi- 
sions of this act: Provided further, That no person who is now or shall 
hereafter receive a greater pension under any other general or special 
law than he would be entitled to receive under the provisions herein 
shall be pensionable under this act. 

Sec. 2. That rank in the service shall not be considered in applica- 
tions filed hereunder. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator 
in charge of the bill if this is a unanimous report from the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The bill was unanimously reported. 

Mr. CULBERSON. There is no minority report, therefore? 

Mr. McCUMBER. There is no minority report. 

Mr. SPOONER. I believe on a previous occasion the Sena- 
tor from North Dakota made a statement of the amount in- 
volved, but I did not hear his estimate of the increased expendi- 
ture under the bill. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It is pretty hard to estimate. The esti- 
mate was made about a year ago and it is given in the reports. 
The estimate was that if all would make application at the pres- 
ent time, and would immediately draw the pension, it would be 
about $10,000,000, as I remember, without taking into considera- 
tion the unknown army, which might possibly bring it to 
$15,000,000. But as the Senator will see it will take some years 
for the beneficiaries to make their applications. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I was not able to hear the inquiry of the 
Senator from Wisconsin, and I may therefore repeat it to a 
degree, but I should be glad if the Senator in charge of the bill 
would tell us about how much in round figures it would increase 
the pension expenditures of the Government annually. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I have just made that statement, but I 
will repeat it for the benefit of the Senator from Texas. The 
estimate was made about a year ago. At that time the estimate, 
without considering the unknown army, was to the effect that if 
everyone who would be affected by the bill could draw a pension 
immediately it would amount to about $10,000,000. My own 
judgment is that it may increase the expenditures from six to 
seven or eight millions during the coming year. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, one more inquiry of the 
Senator. I will ask the Senator if the effect of the bill is not to 
provide a service pension, pure and simple, after the age of 62 
is reached? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Upon application. In other words, the 
pension does not follow as a matter of course, but the claimant 
must make application to the Bureau. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, there are no provisions, so far 
as I can tell by listening to the reading, either regulating or 
restraining the payment of fees by the pensioner to pension at- 
torneys and agents. This being so easy a process, if the bill is 


passed, as it will be, it ought not to be left so that the pensioner 


falls into the hands of a pension attorney and is bled by him to 
a large extent for fees and services. 

I ask the Senator in charge whether the general provisions 
relating to the protection of the pensioner against pension at- 
torneys are ample to protect the pensioner in the case of this 
bill, and does the Senator believe that without some provision 
in this new bill the pensioner, as he must make application, 
will be left at the mercy of some pension attorney who acts for 
him? I should like to hear the Senator’s views on that point. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I am free to say that I 
consider the law as it now stands upon the statute book in refer- 
ence to attorneys sufficiently applicable to all cases. But I will 
not be certain that it is, and I certainly should not object to the 
insertion of the same provision that is in the law of 1890 and 
has been in, some other law. In the bill in reference to nurses 
we added it as a special provision, and it can also be inserted in 
the pending bill. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator, who has all the papers and stat- 
utes relating to this matter, can turn to it 

Mr. McCUMBER. I have the laws right here. 

Mr. HALE. And will move an amendment I will be very glad 
to vote for it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. 
will get it. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move as an amendment, upon the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Maine, to add at the end of the bill 
a new section, which will provide as follows: 


That no pension attorney, claim agent, or other person shall be en- 
titled to receive any compensation for services rendered in securing the 
introduction of a bfu or the passage thereof through Congress granting 
pension or increase of pension under the provisions of this law. 


If the Senator will grant me a moment I 


Mr. HALE. That does not cover it. 
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Mr. WARNER. 
for presenting the claim to the Bureau of Pensions. 
Mr. HALE. Yes; that is all that will be necessary. 


It should provide that he should have no fee 


Mr. TELLER. I wish to suggest to Senators who have the 
floor that we are entirely ignorant on this side as to what is 
going on except that we understand the pension bill is up. That 
is the only explanation we have had so far. 

Mr. HALE. We are trying to perfect ah amendment that will 
protect the pensioner from having an attorney fee exacted of 
him, and it takes a little time to get at it. 

Mr. TELLER. What I want is that the Senators who are oc- 
cupying the fioor and taking part in the proceedings shall speak 
loud enough to overcome the confusion and noise in the Cham- 
ber, so that we may hear something on this side. 

Mr. HALE. When we get the amendment perfected, which 
I think a valuable amendment and one that will command the 
support of the Senator from Colorado, we will have it read from 
the desk in a voice loud enough so that every one will under- 
stand it. There is a little delay, because we were getting the 
statutes in order to perfect the amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. It is barely possible that we might afford 
some assistance in preparing the amendment, if we had an op- 
portunity. 5 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will have all the opportunity in the 
world after it is read from the desk. It may be quite likely an 
incomplete amendment when it goes there, and I should be 
very glad to have the assistance of the veteran Senator from 
Colorado in making the amendment a very good and complete 
one. The Senator in charge of the bill will present it so 
that it can be read at the desk, and then all of us can under- 
stand it. 

Mr. WARNER. I would offer the following, to be added as a 
new section to the bill: . 

Sec.—. That no pension attorney, claim agent, or other person 


shall be entitled to receive any compensation for services rendered in 
securing or presenting a pension claim under this act. 


Mr. GALLINGER. That covers it. 

Mr. HALE. That will cover it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The Secrerary. It is proposed to add a new section, to be 
Known as section 3, to read as follows: 

Sec. 3. That no pension attorney, claim agent, or other person shall 
be entitled to receive any compensation for services rendered in secur- 
ing or presenting a pension claim under this act. 

Mr. HALE. Leave out the word “ securing.” 

Mr. McCUMBER. “For presenting.” 

Mr. HALE. “For presenting to the Pension Bureau a claim 
under this act.” 

Mr. SPOONER. Would not that be so broad that it might 
leave it so that attorneys could not be paid for presenting a 
claim, but might be paid for securing it? 

Mr. WARNER. The words “for presenting or securing” 
would cover it, according to my idea. 

Mr. McCUMBER. As read at first it was correct. 

Mr. HALE. I was wrong about it. 

Mr. TELLER. I think it might be improved by inserting 
some provision that they should not recover for any services 
rendered. It seems to me that that would be better than to 
say for securing a claim. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be read by the Secretary: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary, at the request of 
the Senator from Maine, will again read the amendment. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 3. That no pension attorney, claim agent, or other person shall 
be entitled to receive any compensation for services rendered in pre- 
senting any claim to the Bureau of Pensions or securing any pension 
under this act. - 

Mr. HALE. The word “securing” is there. 

Mr. TELLER. That is right. 

Mr. McCUMBER. As the Secretary read it the word “and” 
was used instead of “or.” I think “or” should be used, so as 
to read “in presenting any claim to the Bureau of Pénsions or 
securing any pension under this act.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be so modified. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment as modified. 

The amendment to the amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY. I was not present when the Senator from 
North Dakota spoke upon the bill, and I wish to inquire 
whether the bill refers alone to soldiers in the civil war, or 
does it include the Mexican war and the Indian wars? 

Mr. McCUMBER. It refers only to the soldiers of the civil 
war. The Senate has already passed a bill, which is now in 
the other House, granting to the survivors of the Mexican war 
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a pension of $20 per month, and spẹcial bills have been passed 
for the benefit of the survivors of the Indian wars. So the 
pending bill refers only to the veterans of the civil war. 

Mr. BERRY. What provision does it make for the Spanish- 
American war? 

Mr. McCUMBER. No provision whatever, because it is not 
intended to cover those cases. They are all covered by the 
general law. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And are young men. 

Mr. McCUMBER. And they are still young men for the most 


rt. 

Per. BERRY. And they have the same rights? This proposed 
law does not repeal the present law which affects them? 

Mr. McCUMBER. It does not. 

Mr. BERRY. Does the Senator say that so far as the soldiers 
of the Mexican war are concerned, he believes they will be pro- 
vided for at $20 a month? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I should certainly hope that that would 
be the case. The bill has passed the Senate, and, of course, it 
is in the other House for action. 

Mr. BERRY. If, however, the House should fail to pass the 
bill providing for the soldiers of the Mexican war, then the 
pending bill would give the soldiers of the civil war more than 
is now received by soldiers of the Mexican war? 

Mr. McCUMBER. It would give those who are above 70 
years of age more, but by the bill which has already passed the 
Senate, pensioning survivors of the Mexican war without refer- 
ence to age, they will receive the highest amount that could be 
received under this bill after a claimant has reached the age of 
75 years. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. What would be the objection to including 
the terms of the bill now pending in the other House, providing 
a pension for soldiers of the Mexican war in this bill, thus pro- 
viding for the soldiers of both wars together? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Inasmuch as we had already passed in the 
Senate a bill providing for the soldiers of the Mexican war, it 
did not seem appropriate that we should adopt the same provi- 
sion again before the other House had an opportunity to act 
upon that bill. We should at least give the other House the op- 
portunity to act upon that bill, and if they then prefer to put 
that provision in this bill, which probably might be the case, it 
would be a proper thing for them to do, if they do not wish to 
pass it separately. 

Mr. CARMACK. I should like to offer that as an amendment 
to this bill. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCum- 
BER], as I understand, has stated that the bill pensioning sol- 
diers of the Mexican war was passed by the Senate at the last 
session. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It passed the Senate at the last session. 

Mr. BERRY. If I could get a copy of that bill giving soldiers 
of the Mexican war $20 a month, to save time in preparing the 
amendment separately, I should like to offer it as an amend- 
ment to the pending bill; so that if the bill providing for the 
soldiers of the Mexican war does not pass the other House and 
this bill does pass, those soldiers may also be provided for. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Arkansas 
that that is a bill that I introduced and which the Committee 
on Pensions agreed to. The Senator may get a copy of it by 
sending to the document room. 

Mr. BERRY. I will send for a copy of the bill passed at the 
last session increasing the pension of soldiers of the Mexican 

War. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, inasmuch as I am going to 
vote for the pending bill, I think we ought to have no conceal- 
ment in reference to the cost, and I wish to read from a report 
made by the Committee on Pensions a portion of a letter sent 
to that committee, under date of March 28, 1906, by the present 
Commissioner of Pensions, in which he says: 

Referring to 2 question as to what extent such an act would in- 
crease the pension appropriation on account of the pensioners now on 
the rolls, it would seem that an additional appropriation of $10,714,400 
pa year would be required to pay the incre: rate provided by the 

ill to the soldiers now on the pension roll. 

From an estimate made by the War Department in 1896, it would ap- 
pear that on June 30, 1906, there will be 782,722 survivors of the civil 
war, and as the number of pensioners on the rolls at that date will not 
be over 675,000, there will then be over 100,000 survivors of the civil 
war not yet pensioned. 

is uncertain factor should be taken into account in preparing any 
estimates as to the number of beneficiaries and the cost of enactment 
of legislation, but it is manifestly impossible for this Bureau to state 


even approximately how many of these soldiers would apply for original 
pension under the bill, and equally impossible to estimate the additional 


cost that would be produced such application. It is safe to say that 
under the terms of the bill at least one-third of the unknown army "— 


That is the 100,000 not on the pension rolls— 


would file applications during the coming year, and that an additional 
appropriation of $4,000,000 would be required to pay them for the com- 


g fiscal year, making a total cost of the pro legislation for the 
year of about $15,000,000. r 

The same additional amount would have to be added to the pension 
appropriation for some years; probably five years to come. 

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumeer] properly 
says that these men will not all apply at once and that they 
will not all be granted pensions probably during the first year; 
so that it is likely that the estimate is somewhat high. An- 
other thing, it was made a year ago, and there has been great 
mortality among the soldiers since then. The chances are, 
therefore, that the first cost will be somewhere in the vicinity 
of $12,000,000; but even if it costs much more than that it 


ought to be freely granted, as we can not well do too much for. 


the brave men who saved the Government from oyerthrow. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator stated the estimate, as I un- 
derstood, at $12,000,000 when all of them shall have made their 
applications. 2 i 

Mr. GALLINGER. Most of them. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Well, that is practically the same as I 
stated some time ago. Possibly it may run up to $15,000,000. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I myself regret that the com- 


mittee did not extend the benefits of this pension bill to practi- 
cally all of the soldiers of the late civil war. It comes nearer 
being a service pension; and it seems to me it would have been just 
as well to haye made it so. Of course I am not going to inter- 
fere with the text of this bill; I am heartily in favor of it; but 
I am not myself staggered, Mr. President, as some Senators ap- 
pear to be, at the extraordinary expense of $15,000,000 a year. 
It may be that much and it may be a great deal more. Our 
pension list is large, and it has been large. It is a payment in 
most cases in accordance with the contract by which the soldier 
entered the Army. The soldier entered the Army with the 
agreement upon the part of the Government that, if disability 
occurred to him during the period of his service by reason of 
such service, he should be pensioned. I have never considered 
such a pension as a gratuity. I have considered it as a debt as 
sacred as the public debt, and I believe that is the feeling of the 
people of the United States. I do not believe you can find any 
considerable number of people in the United States who are 
finding fault with the pension list. I do not believe any ad- 
ministration—though I believe it has been attempted in one 
or two instances—ever derived any benefit from an attempt to 
decrease or keep down the pension list. x 

Mr. President, we may never have another war. I hope we 
may not; yet we may, and in the nature of things I suppose it 
is very probable we shall have. We will not pay, and no na- 
tion ever did, laborer’s wages to the men who go to war. We 
furnished them with their food and clothing during the war, 
and we gave them, I believe, about $13 a month. During part 
of that time, Mr. President, the $13 we paid them was worth 
less than $7 in gold The prices which had to be paid by the 
soldiers’ families at home for the commodities they used went 
often seven or eight times as high as prices had been when the 
soldiers entered the service. I might cite a single instance 
which I looked at the other day. During the war the average 
price of cotton cloth which was used in the ordinary soldier’s 
family was about 30 cents a yard. It went as high as 45 
cents at one time, but on an average the price was 29 cents 
and a fraction from the time the war began until its close. 

Mr. President, that is but a fair sample of the prices of every- 
thing which the soldier’s family consumed. I know, and you 
know, that the money paid to the soldier did not support his 
family at home, and that in a great many cases those families 
became a public charge, and, if not a publie charge, a charge 
upon their friends and their neighbors. Such at least was the 
ease in the section of country in which I live. ` 

Mr. President, every little while some man foots up the tre- 
mendous expense of our pension roll. Those who do that for- 
get to foot up the expenses incurred in war; they forget how 
yery expensive all wars are. Every nation in the world when 
it goes to war knows that it is to be called upon for a vast ex- 
penditure of money. 

I do not care, Mr. President, to go into the details of this 
subject, except to say, as I have repeatedly said here, that no 
man has a right to complain of the pension roll, and if the pas- 
sage of this bill should require the expenditure of $15,000,000 
a year, or $20,000,000 a year, or $25,000,000 a year, why, Mr. 
President, that would be a mere bagatelle compared with our 
vast expenditures, and when you consider the class of some of 
our expenditures. 

Since we have got to be a great nation and a world power we 
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ought at least to be willing to take care of the men who made 


us such. It was not the Spanish war that made us such, but 
when we established the fact that the American flag should 
float unquestioned and undisturbed over every mile of Amer- 
ican territory—that is when we became a world power, Mr. 
President. We had not been up to that time, though we had 
been to a great degree even then; but that solidified us and 
settled the question of American sovereignty and American con- 
trol of all the territory that we had ever claimed to be ours. 

Mr. President, since that time we have been engaged in an- 
other war—not a very great war, and yet a war that has 
brought upon us an expenditure, which, if continued as it has 
been, will increase in a few years beyond even what the civil 
war cost. No man here can tell what the Spanish war cost. 
It cost some things that can not be counted in money. What 
the aftermath may be no man up to this time is able to say. 
If we are to take possession of Cuba and control it and exercise 
power over it, as some insist we must, and we are to continue 
the control of those islands of the Pacific sea at such a rate of 
expenditure us has been going on for ten years past, or nearly 
that, it will not be long before the cost will be greater than even 
that of the civil war. i k 

Mr. President, I do not myself venture to say what has been 
the expense of controlling the Philippine Islands, but a few 
years ago the then senior Senator from Massachusetts, Mr. 
Hoar, demonstrated on this floor that up to that time—and that 
was at least five years ago—we had expended $600,000,000, 
and the senior Senator from Texas,a few months later, demon- 
strated that we had expended $650,000,000. Mr. Edward At- 
kinson, a statistician of a good deal of repute in New England 
and in the United States generally, three years ago or more 
demonstrated that we had expended $800,000,000 in our efforts 
to civilize and enlighten the Filipinos. If we continue that 
effort, it will have cost, on an average, more than $100,000,000 a 
year since we have raised our flag in the Philippines. Mr. Presi- 
dent, no man who stands for that ought to hesitate for a moment 
to vote for this bill and give to these soldiers of the civil war 
fifteen, twenty, forty, or even fifty million dollars a year, if 
they need it. 

Mr. President, the State of Colorado, a new State that had 
no existence as a State until long after the close of the civil 
war, and hardly an existence as a Territory, supports now within 
her borders, open to every poor soldier who chooses to seek it, 
a Soldiers’ Home as a place of final habitation of all that come 
to us. We pay those bills ourselves, and no man, no matter 
how poor or neglected, who has been in the American Army is 
obliged to go to a pauper house in that State; and such a man 
ought not to have to go to such a place in any State in the 
Union. No community ought to allow an ex-soldier of the 
Government of the United States, who took part in that great 
controversy—a controversy, I repeat, Mr. President, of more 
importance than any other civil war ever fought in the world— 
no State ought to allow such a man to go to a paupers’ home 
or a poorhouse. This Government is rich enough and ought to 
be generous enough to give to every old soldier who has passed 
the age of 62 years, who needs it, enough for a living. 

Mr. SPOONER. It ought to be just enough. 

Mr. TELLER. It ought to be just enough—that is, the pen- 
sion should be sufficient to his needs; it ought to be enough 
to comport with the character of an American citizen and an 
American soldier, and not a bare pittance to keep him alive. 

I haye not counted the cost; I do not intend to count the 
cost; and if any man should demonstrate here that the cost 
would be fifty or a hundred million dollars, I would say let 
us economize somewhere else and give to these old soldiers that 
which they deserve. I believe that an act of that kind would 
meet with the universal approbation of the intelligence of the 
American people. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in reading from the report 
of the committee showing the increase of appropriation that 
would be entailed if this bill should become a law, I had no pur- 
pose of raising any objection to the amount, as I then stated. 
I quite agree with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] that 
if the increased expense involved were a much larger amount 
the time has arrived for a service pension bill for the survivors 
of the late civil war, and I also agree with the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] and the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
Berry] that the time has fully arrived for increasing the pen- 
sions of the few survivors—a small remnant—of the war with 
Mexico. 

1 introduced a bill some time ago proposing to increase the 
pensions of those old men to $30 a month. It was amended and 
passed at $20 a month, and was sent to the House of Repre- 
sentatives. There is a special reason, to my mind, why the 
soldiers of the war with Mexico should be included in this bill. 


In the other House they have two committees on pensions. Pen- 
sion bills growing out of the war of 1812 and the war with 
Mexico go to one committee and bills relating to the wars since 
the war with Mexico go to another committee; so that if we 
pass this bill without including the Mexican soldiers the bills 
will be in the hands of two committees, and one may be reported 
out and passed and the other may not. 

The Mexican survivors are but a remnant—a very small 
remnant—of those who fought in that war. In 1905. on June 
30, there were 4,540 remaining soldiers of the war with Mexico. 
That was all. 

Mr. CARMACK. How many? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Forty-five hundred and forty; and they 
were dying with great rapidity. Six hundred and eighty of 
them died during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and in 
the six months following June 30, 1905, 500 more died. So that 
it is entirely within the bounds of probability to say that there 
are not more than 3,000 of those soldiers remaining at the 
present time. Some of them are on the pension rolls now under 
special acts at rates ranging from $20 to $30 per month. They 
are all beyond the age of 75, and if they are included in this 
bill, they will all get $20 per month. If there are 3,000 of thew, 
the only addition to the bill will be $280,000 to start with, and 
their pensions will be wiped out in a very few years, probably 
almost entirely so in five years. So that I hope the amendmeut, 
which I understand the Senator from Tennessee | Mr. CARMACK] 
is to offer to the bill to include the soldiers of the war with 
Mexico, may be agreed to unanimously, and that it may become a 
part of the bill. 

Mr. CARMACK obtained the floor. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask the Senator to allow me just to make 
an explanation. 

Mr. CARMACK. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I merely desire to eall at- 
tention to the fact that we have just passed a bill through the 
Senate providing for a pension of $20 to each of the survivors of 
the war with Mexico. The pending bill was reported last 
April. Had the bill in regard to the Mexican war veterans run 
as long as this and been reported at the present time, we would 
undoubtedly have included the Mexican war veterans within 
the provisions of the pending bill. I have no objection to the 
amendment, but am inclined to agree to have it inserted. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, on page 2, line 23, of the bill, 
after the word “ rebellion,” I move to insert “or in the Mexican 
war.” 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I should like to call the at- 
tention of the Senator from Tennessee to the fact that under the 
present Mexican pension law the pensioner is required to have 
served only sixty days. The pending bill requires a service of 
ninety days. I suggest that the Senator frame his amendment 
so as to meet that condition. 

Mr. CARMACK. I will do that, Mr. President. In the mean- 
while, I have another amendment I want to suggest to the chair- 
man of the committee. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I should like to have the amendment which 
the Senator has just offered stated, so that we may see how the 
bill will read when it is inserted. 

Mr. CARMACK. In view of the suggestion of the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. MALLORY] I will change the amendment so as 
to read as follows: 

That any person who seryed ninet 
naval service of the United States 
days in the Mexican war 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I have no objection in the 
world to, but am heartily in favor of, the amendment for the 
Mexican war veterans, and hope it will be passed unanimously 
by this body, but, in order to save this matter, why not, instead 
of the amendment that is now offered, strike out “ ninety ” where 
it occurs in the bill and insert “ sixty; so that the same service 
provision will apply both to the civil and the Mexican war vet- 
erans? 

Mr. CARMACK. I was not attempting to change the report 
of the committee with respect to the soldiers of the civil war, 
but simply to make the provision with respect to soldiers of the 
Mexican war conform to the provision of the existing law with 
reference to them. The law now provides a service of sixty days 
for soldiers in the Mexican war. 

Mr. WARNER. I will say to the Senator from Tennessee 
that I am not insisting upon my suggestion at all. Personally, 
I think ninety days is a short enough term of service, but it has 
been sixty days with reference to the Mexican soldiers. I have 
no objection to the amendment. 


days or more in the military or 
uring the late civil war or sixty 
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Mr. CARMACK. I leave it sixty days with reference to the 
Mexican soldiers. 

Mr. WARNER. Yes; I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee. 

The SecreTARY. On page 2, line 23, after the word “ rebel- 
lion,” it is proposed to insert the words “or sixty days in the 
Mexican war,” so that, if amended, the paragraph would read: 

That vs 0 person who served ninety days or more in the 8 or 
naval service of the United States during the late war of the rebe lion 
or sixty days in the Mexican war, and who has been honorably dis- 
charged therefrom, etc. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator that he say “the 
war with Mexico” instead of “ the Mexican war.” 

Mr. CARMACK. I was following the language of the other 
bill. Howeyer, let it read “ war with Mexico.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be so modified. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON obtained the floor. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I was going to suggest an- 
other amendment, and that is that instead of the “war of the 
rebellion” it be made to read “civil war.” That is the term, 
I think, usually employed. It would not be my definition of the 
war exactly—neither expression would—but the term usually 
employed is the “ civil war.” It is employed in all official docu- 
ments, I think, in the President’s messages and elsewhere. I 
move that amendment. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, that was the amendment which 
I had risen to offer when I yielded the floor to the Senator from 
Tennessee, 

Mr. OVERMAN. I understood it was the understanding in 
the committee that the word “rebellion” should be stricken 


out. 

Mr. CARMACK. I call the attention of the chairman of the 
committee to the amendment I propose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Tennessee will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 22, before the word “ war,” 
it is proposed to insert civil,” and in line 23, to strike out the 
words “of the rebellion.” : 

Mr. BACON. I suggest that the amendment, rather, should 
be that wherever the words“ war of the rebellion” occur in the 
bill they shall be stricken out and the words “ civil war” in- 
serted in lieu thereof. That would include the title and the 
body of the bill. It occurs several times. 

Mr. CARMACK. I do not think it occurs elsewhere. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I have no objection to the amendment. 
The usul term that has been used heretofore was“ war of the 
rebellion.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from North Dakota 
accepts the amendment. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, before the Senator accepts that 
amendment I have a suggestion to make. I think it should be 
“war between the States,” as it was a war between the States. 
It was in no sense a civil war; it was a war between sovereign 
States, and if you want historical accuracy, instead of being 
called war of the rebellion” or “ civil war ”—neither of which 
it was, but a war between the States—it ought to be called by 
that term. I suggest that the amendment be amended so as to 
call it the“ war between the States.“ 

Mr. CARMACK. I said, Mr. President, in offering this amend- 
ment, that I did not offer it as embodying what I considered a 
correct definition or description of that war; but I was simply 
conforming to what I believe has been the best practice and the 
usual descriptive words as employed in legislation and in official 
documents, 

Mr. SCOTT. We can not hear the remarks of the Senator 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. MONEY. I was not criticising the Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee is not 
heard. 

Mr. CARMACK, I was just saying that in offering this 
amendment I was not undertaking to give a definition of that 
war that would be satisfactory to myself. I said that in offer- 
ing the amendment. But I have no hope that the Senate would 
accept any definition that I might give. I was simply trying 
to make the language of the act conform to what I believe has 
been the best practice in legislation generally and in official doc- 
uments, notably in the President's messages. The war between 


the States is usually spoken of, I think, as the civil war. It 
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sounds a little bit better, I think, than “ war of the rebellion,” 
though I agree with the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. Money] 
rat it was not a civil war any more than it was a war of rebel- 
lion. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I did not hear the remarks of 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack] when he offered his 
amendment. I certainly did not intend to criticise his phrase- 
ology or his understanding of what the war was, nor do I intend 
to criticise anybody’s understanding of what that war was. I 
should be quite content to have it “the war of the rebellion.” 
It makes no difference to me. Words do not change facts at all; 
but as there seems to be an effort here to represent it in the 
proper way, in language that belongs to it, it ought to have the 
right name. It should be “the war between the States.” It 
was not a civil war and it was not a war of rebellion. It was 
a war between sovereign States, and they each carried their 
own banners, which were captured in war and haye been re- 
stored, 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will state, Mr. President, that there 
could not be the slightest objection to the use of the term“ civil 
war” instead of “ war of the rebellion.” I think it is probably, 
at this late day at least, the better term to use. But I can not 
agree with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money] that the 
designation of “ war between the States” would be proper. It 
was not a war between the States; it was a civil war in every 
respect. Many of the States had soldiers on both sides, like 
the State of Kentucky. The State of Kentucky was as much 
on one side practically as it was on the other. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Tennessee and Missouri were the same 
way. 8 
Mr. McCUMBER. It was in all respects a civil war. The 
same remark might apply to all the border States, and I am glad 
for one to adopt the new designation of “ civil war.” 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not agree with the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi [Mr. Money] that this was a war between 
the States. It was a civil war. As stated by the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. McCuatser], States that were in amity with 
the Government furnished a very large number of soldiers to 
the Confederacy. Kentucky, Maryland, and Missouri did so. 

Mr. CARMACK, Tennessee. 

Mr. TELLER. Tennessee. 

Mr. CARTER. North Carolina. 

Mr. TELLER. North Carolina. 
been a war between the States. 

Then, in addition to that, those warring States, if they were 
warring States, entered into a confederacy and established a 
new government. It may possibly be said that it was a war of 
the Confederacy against the United States, but it was not a 
war of the States. The war was not conducted by the States. 

Mr. President, it is not very material whether you use the 
term “rebellion” or whether you do not. I insist that the term 
“ rebellion “ is a proper term. It describes the condition which 
existed from 1861 to 1865. It may be an offensive term; and 
yet it was a rebellion against the Government of the United 
States. We have called it a civil war. It was a civil war. 
At first there was a disposition to feel that those people were 
not entitled to be treated as warriors under the rules of na- 
tional war. But it was found to be so great a war that they 
must be so treated. They were so treated by foreign govern- 
ments, as well as by our own. 

When the war closed there was no treaty between the States 
and the General Government. There was no recognition of 
State lines at all. In every respect the war was treated as a 
war of citizens of the United States against the General Govern- 
ment. It will go down in the history of the world as a rebellion 
of States, in the first instance, because the States did act. Then 
it became, in the highest sense of the term, a civil war, a conflict 
between individual citizens of the United States, and upon that 
theory when the war was over the Republican party declared 
that each of those States had practically abandoned its organi- 
zation. 

Upon that question I do not care to take much time. I was 
disposed myself, although an ardent supporter of the war, to 
believe that we ought to have recognized the existence of the 
States, upon the theory that the States had not gone out ef the 
Union at all, and that the difficulty had arisen by the action of 
the individual citizenship of the States and not by the States. 

However, the party in power at that time did not so recognize 
the condition and the States were finally brought back into the 
Union, as it was said, which, according to my theory, they had 
neyer been out of. $ 


So it can not be said to haye 
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I do not think it very important whether we call it the war 
of the rebellion or the civil war. I do not believe that now or 
at any other time will we be inclined, or the people of the United 
States will be inclined, to change the character of the war by 
declaring it to have been a war between the States. It was a war 
against the General Government by citizens of the United 
States who were in rebellion against the authority of the General 
Government at that time. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I have not a particle of feeling 
about this matter. As I stated in my remarks, I have no objec- 
tion to the term “ war of the rebellion,” if Senators wish to use 
it. I merely said that if you are going to change the term, you 
should employ that term which has in its favor the greatest 
degree of historical accuracy.. It did happen that States with- 
drew from the Union; that the States raised regiments as States, 
and that the States appointed officers. It was a war between a 
number of States in the United States and a number of States in 
the Confederacy. I do not consider, having been a rebel from 
start to finish, that there is any particular odium in that phrase. 
George Washington was a rebel. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. And so were all the heroes and patriots who 
established this Government. Some of them were slaveholders, 
including George Washington. There is nothing opprobrious in 
the term “war of the rebellion.” If it suits the fancy of Sen- 
ators to call it by that name, it does not hurt me. I am quite 
accustomed to it, and I do not mind. But I was simply sug- 
gesting phraseology to meet the history of the case better. If 
Senators want to call it the civil war, they can do so. We con- 
tend it was not a civil war. It is quite true that men in Ten- 
nessee to the number of 32,000 went into the Federal Army, 
und I believe every single Southern State, except the State of 
Mississippi, furnished a regiment to the Federal Army. Mis- 
sissippi furnished one, which was called the“ Tigers.” It was not 
composed of Mississippians, but of the fragments of regiments— 
the sick and wounded Federal soldiers at Vicksburg. But Mis- 
sissippi was as wholly rebel, to use a common phrase, as any 
State could possibly be. 

Kentucky and Maryland and Missouri sent the very flower of 
the Confederate army into the field. The best fighting men I 
ever saw came from those States, for the reason that they were 
not compelled to go to the front by local opinion, but went to 
the front contrary to that opinion, as many of them had to run 
the lines to get there, and they made all kinds of sacrifices. 

I admit that if I had been in Massachusetts I would have 
been in the Federal Army, and I guess if the Senator from Col- 
orado [Mr. TELLER] had been living in my town he would have 
been a member of my company; and I am not at all blaming 
anybody for the attitude he took at that time. 

Mr. President, I do not want to take up time, but I happened 
to be at the door of the lobby of the Senate one day not long 
ago. It was at the last session, near the close. There was ex- 
Senator Blair, of New Hampshire, as gallant a soldier as ever 
went to the field, now on crutches as the result of wounds 
inflicted by Confederate soldiers. He was shot three or four 
times. He called to me. I did not recognize him on account 
of my bad sight. We shook hands. I said: “ What are you 
doing on these sticks, Blair?” He said: “You fellows hit 
me pretty hard three or four times, and it is beginning to tell 
on me since I have been getting old.” He said: “Did we get 
you?” I said: “Once; not much.” He said: “Are you not 
glad you got it?” I said: “I do not know. I have not re- 
gretted it.“ He said: “I am glad I was hit.“ We shook 
hands. He said: “Any man who was worth being hit ought to 
have been there either on one side or the other. If you had 
been in New Hampshire, you would probably have been in my 
regiment.” I agreed that it was a great deal a matter of en- 
vironment. 

I make these remarks to show that I do not care anything 
about the criticism. I make them merely in the interest of 
historical accuracy. 

Mr. HALE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
what amendment, if any, is before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack], which will be stated 
by the Secretary. 

The SEcrETARY. It is proposed in line 22, page 2, to insert the 
word civil“ before“ war; and after “war” to strike out the 


I wish to ask 


words “of the rebellion;” so as to read “during the late civil 
war.” 
Mr. BACON. Mr. President 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Georgia? 
Mr. HALE. I do not yield the floor. 


a Da ett ccna ec The Senator from Maine declines 
eld. ` 7 

Mr. BACON. I wish to correct a statement just made at the 
desk. I wish to call attention to the fact, for the information 
of the Senator from Maine, that I moved to amend by striking 
out the words “ war of the rebellion ” wherever they occurred in 
the bill and inserting “ civil war.” 

Mr. CARMACK. I accept that. 

Mr. HALE. One object I had in rising was to suggest that 
wherever in the bill the words “war of the rebellion” occur 
they be stricken out and the words “civil war” inserted. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia is cor- 
rect. 

Mr. McCUMBER. If I may, I call the attention of both Sena- 
tors to the fact that the words war of the rebellion ” occur but 
once in the bill. . 

Mr. BACON. They appear in the title. So the term does 
appear twice. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It does appear in the title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will have to be amended after 
the bill shall have been disposed of. The Chair understood the 
Senator from North Dakota to accept the amendment of the 
Senator from Tennessee, as modified by the Senator from 
Georgia. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is accepted. 

Mr. HALE. I so unde > 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President, I wish to state that this 
language, the “ war of the rebellion,” is improperly in the bill. 
As a member of the committee, when the bill was first being 
considered by the Pension Committee, I suggested that “ civil 
war” should be substituted for “war of the rebellion,” and 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ovrnuax] made the 
motion that that change be made. The motion was carried in 
the committee, and “civil war” should appear in the bill in- 
stead of “war of the rebellion.” I presume that the words 
“war of the rebellion” got in by some oversight on the part 
of those copying the bill in the committee. I doubt not the 
chairman of the committee will recall the fact. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Simply replying to the Senator I will say 
that I remember distinctly that the question was brought up, 
but I think it was in reference to another bill, and the phrase- 
ology was changed then and there. I think the Senator is in 
error about it applying to this bill. But that was the senti- 
ment of the committee, and if it was applicable to any other bill, 
it is equally applicable to this, and we accept it now. 

Mr. CARMACK. The title of the bill ought to be amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will come up after the bill is 


passed. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I, of course, did not intend to 
precipitate any debate here on the question of the war of seces- 
sion. If I had, I would have proposed a very different amend- 
ment from the one I offered. I think there is no profit in such 
discussions. My only object was to have used a term which I 
believe has become accepted on both sides of the Chamber and 
has been allowed heretofore to go without debate. 

It is needless for me to say that I do not agree with the posi- 
tion taken by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] that it 
was a war of rebellion or a civil war. I do not agree with him 
as to what history will say about it. But nothing we can put 
in this bill will change what history will say upon the subject. 

I remember reading some time ago Lodge’s Life of Daniel 
Webster, in which the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts 
said that in the early days of the Republic nobody questioned 
the right of a State to secede from the Union; that such was the 
opinion of the very men who framed the Constitution; and I 
believe that impartial history will say that under the Constitu- 
tion as it once existed secession was a constitutional right. I 
am glad that it is no longer a right. It is a doctrine that never 
will be asserted again and I am very glad of it. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I agree with the Senater from 
Mississippi [Mr. Money] that the term “rebellion” is not a de- 
grading term. I agree with him that George Washington and 
our other ancestors who fought in the Revolutionary war were 
rebels against the British Government. My ancestors on both 
sides—my father and my mother—were there. It was not 
considered at the close of the late war as a term contemptuous 
to speak of a man as having been a rebel. When a man rebels 
he is a rebel. The right to rebel is the dearest right that a free- 
man has. The right of revolution, which includes rebellion, 
is all that is left many times, and it is all that has saved liberty 
to the human race on innumerable occasions. I only wished to 
have it distinctly understood that the term was descriptive of 
the act. It has been so for all times, for hundreds of years. 
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Cromwell and his soldiers were guilty of rebellion against the 
King, as were other British people on different occasions when 
the Government of Great Britain has been disturbed by the 
demands of the people for their dearest and best rights. 

When the late war was over we amended our Constitution, 
and the Senator from Wisconsin calls my attention to it. I had 
forgotten that the words were in the Constitution, but here they 
are. We treated it then as a rebellion. I am going to read it: 

No person shall be a Senator or Representative in Con or 
elector of President and Vice-President, or hold any office, civil or mil- 
itary, under the United States, or under any State, who, having pre- 
viously taken an oath, as a Member of Congress, or as an officer of the 
United States, or as a member of any State legislature, or as an exec- 
utive or judicial officer of any State, to support the Constitution of 
the United States, shall have engaged in insurrection or rebellion 
against the same or given aid or comfort to the enemies thereof. But 
Congress may by a vote of two-thirds of each House remove such 
disability. 

I know that upon various occasions Congress has removed 
the disabilities, and the people who were named in the acts 
accepted it. 

The yalidity of the public debt of the United States, authorized by 
law, including debts incurred for payment of nsions, and bounties 
for services in suppressing insurrection or rebellion, shal! not be ques- 
tioned. But neither the United States nor any State shall assume or 
pay any debt or obligation incurred in aid of insurrection or rebeflion 
7 the United States, or any claim for the loss or emancipation 
of any slave; but all such debts, obligations, and claims shall be held 
illegal and void. ; 

I do not suppose anybody will on that account attempt to 
change the Constitution, although the term may be objectionable 
to some. I do not believe Senators who engaged in the civil 
war ought to object to being called “ rebels” at the time. They 
are not rebels now. I was not in the Army. The Senator from 
Mississippi thinks that if I had been in Mississippi I would 
have been with him. Environment determines those questions 
to a great extent. I have never brought an accusation against 
any man who felt it his duty to go into the Confederate army, 
and I know that men of as high character as there are in the 
country, or ever were, went into the Confederate army. I ac- 
corded to them what the American people accorded to them— 
honesty of purpose. They were fighting for their convictions. 
I would have been in the Northern Army if I had remained in 
the State of Illinois a week or ten days longer. I endeavored, 
as the records of the War Department will show, to raise a 
regiment in the State of Colorado, and was told by the Depart- 
ment that we were too far away; that they could not take 
troops from so great a distance. 

I do not know that any good comes from a discussion of this 
kind—probably it does not—but in the interest of the truth of 
history it is sometimes necessary to say things that otherwise 

might be left out. , 

I wish to say a word or two more. When the war was over, 
I was one of those who felt—I got the idea from a study of 
the history of the world—that it was not possible for us to 
treat cur antagonists as public enemies. We could not main- 
tain here a government such as we supposed we were to main- 
tain under our Constitution and laws unless we accorded to them 
the full rights of citizenship. We did that in a very short 
time; and no man can charge me with ever hindering or delay- 
ing or deferring in the slightest degree that era of confidence 
and harmony which now exists. 

Mr. President, the world will always take notice and the 
student of history will take notice of the fact that no people 
ever had a civil war in which the bitterness and hate of it dis- 
appeared as they disappeared in this country after the close 
of that greatest of civil wars of any age in the history of the 
world. England, with all her civil wars, was torn and disturbed 
for generations, while to-day there is in one section of our land 
as much fealty to the flag as in any other, and the men who car- 
ried their muskets in battles as Confederates are as loyal to 
the Government of the United States and its institutions as 
the men who fought on the side of the Government. They are 
as proud of our history. They are as proud of our present con- 
dition 

When we got through, when the war was over, the world had 
an exhibition of courage and ability such as no nation had ever 
presented, and no man who is an American need to have been 
ashamed, if he was a Confederate, of his northern opponent, 
and no northern man need to have been ashamed of his Confed- 
erate opponent. Mr. President, in the history of the world 
there has never been such a display of courage as was mani- 
fested on the battlefields that I could name, not one battlefield, 
but numerous battlefields. The cold steel, that is seldom felt 
in battle, was on hundreds of occasions presented to the breasts 
of the combatants on both sides, and they fought like Americans, 
and when the war was over they submitted like Americans, and 
we have been living and will continue to live in all future time 


as Americans, for that great cause of disturbance, which could 
only probably have been got rid of by war, no longer disturbs 
us and there is nothing to prevent the American people, eighty 
millions of them, from being harmonious and homogeneous. 
Great as the war was, and as much as it cost, the price was none 
too great to pay for the final consolidation and conciliation of 
the American people and the spectacle we now present to the 
world of a people not divided, but united., 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not desire to say anything 
on this occasion that would tend in any manner to disturb the 
very gratifying condition of harmony which exists throughout 
the Republic or the marked fraternal relations now found among 
Senators in this Chamber, and I would say nothing at this time 
but for the fact that for the second time the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TELER] bases his contention upon what he expresses 
as his desire that the truth of history shall be spoken and. be 
recorded. It is solely for that purpose that I say a few words 
upon the subject as to what should be the proper designation of 
the war. 

I think that in this bill the language that has been agreed 
upon, viz, “ the civil war,” is the proper language, because it is 
the generally accepted language. I think the war in some 
senses was a civil war; in other senses it certainly was a war 
between the States, and the fact that the victorious party 
assumed that the result of that war was an overthrow of the 
government of those States substantiates that view. 

But I think in a larger view it was a civil war, and that is 
the accepted language, and I think it is the proper language to 
be used in this bill. 

But, sir, what I rose particularly to say is that I do not think 
the term “rebellion” is a proper designation of that war, nor 
have I any belief or apprehension that history will so record it. 
Tf it is not a proper designation the word “rebellion” should not 
be permitted to remain in this bill. It should be stricken out, 
and the words “civil war” should be substituted therefor. It 
is true, as asserted by the Senator from Colorado, that George 
Washington was a rebel; it is true that Oliver Cromwell was a 
rebel ; but in each instance there was a rebellion against a recog- 
nized constituted authority, an effort to destroy by force a there- 
tofore undisputed authority to govern without the consent 
of those who sought to overthrow it. It was not a resistance 
to a rule, the authority of which to govern without consent was 
disputed and had never been conceded. It was in each instance 
an appeal to force and not a claim of legal right. There is no 
question of the fact that Washington and all those who cooper- 
ated with him owed allegiance to George III and were subjects 
of George III. There is no doubt about the fact that Oliver 
Cromwell owed allegiance to Charles I and was a subject of 
Charles I. 

The question out of which what we now designate as the civil 
war grew was a disputed question from the foundation of the 
Government; and in that dispute, during the earlier years of the 
Government, much the larger weight of authority and opinion 
was on the side that a State could determine whether it would 
or would not remain in the Union. 

There was on the part of the people of the States no recog- 
nized or conceded authority of the General Government to com- 
pel a State to stay in that Government against its will. On the 
contrary, as has been stated by the Senator from Tennéssee 
[Mr. Carmack}, in the early years of the Government it was 
generally conceded directly to the contrary, and it was for years 
disputed by the few only that the question of the remaining of 
a State within the Union was a question for the State to deter- 
mine. 

Without going into anything like an extended discussion of 
the question, I will call the attention of the Senate to a most 
remarkable incident in the history of this country, one not very 
generally known, and I confess I have been surprised, since my 
attention was called to it, that I had not previously known of it. 

Some time, I think about the year 1830—I have forgotten the 
exact year—there was a very remarkable libel case tried in the 
city of Boston, in which Daniel Webster was the prosecutor anda 
man whose name I have forgotten, a prominent man, was the 
defendant. In that suit the prosecution was based on an alleged 
libel against Daniel Webster, the great advocate of the doctrine 
of the supremacy of the Union and the great advocate of the 
maintenance of the Union. There could have been no case in 
which he could have been more directly interested or in which 
every utterance must have challenged his attention, because 
the prosecution—it was not a civil suit, but a criminal prose- 
cution—grew out of an alleged libel against Daniel Webster, 
charging him with having been in active sympathy with those 
prominent influences in New England which opposed the war of 
1812 and threatened secession on account of that war. 

I have a book, unfortunately not now at hand, which was 
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sent to me by a gentleman in Boston, Colonel Benton, who pre- 
pared a history of that libel suit, in which there is not only a 
narration of the suit, but there are also copious extracts from the 
record, among other things, of the argument in the court, the 
opinions of the court, etc., and in the course of it, with Daniel 
Webster an interested party present, the fact is stated, not as an 
Individual opinion, but as a conceded fact and principle of the 
Government, I think by the court, or in the argument in the 
progress of the case, that it was the right of a State to secede; 
and Daniel Webster present and the proposition having a most 
material bearing upon the case in which he was so deeply and 
personally interested, and neither he nor any other person 
present challenged the statement that such was a generally con- 
eeded proposition. 

Now, I do not mention that for the purpose of contending 
that there is now such a right, because that question has been 
settled by the highest of all tribunals, in the arbitrament of 
war, but I cite it simply as an illustration of what has been 
stated by the Senator from Tennessee and repeated by myself, 
that in the earlier years of the Government, even as late per- 
haps as 1830—I have forgotten the exact year, but it was sub- 
sequent to the Administration of Monroe, I am sure of that 
in a case where the great expounder of the Constitution and 
the great advocate of the Union was so directly interested, that 
assertion was accepted as true and passed eyen without chal- 
lenge by him. 

Mr. CARMACK rose. 

Mr. BACON. I will yield in a moment, if the Senator will 
pardon me until I finish the sentence. 

Therefore I say that the term “rebellion” is not a proper 
designation. A rebellion is resistance to an acknowledged au- 
thority. A rebel has no claim of right except the right of force. 
The South claimed the right of law. Mr. President, it was a 
much greater war than a war of rebellion. It was a great war 
between the people of the foremost nation now and among the 
foremost nations then of the earth, on a great question about 
which they had been divided for nearly a hundred years, in 
which war there was no resistance to a recognized conceded au- 
thority, but in which there was an insistent and a great struggle 
over the question as to what was the intention of the Govern- 
ment from its foundation. It was a war in support of a claim 
of legal right—claimed on the one side and disputed on the 
other. It was a war not of a rebellious faction, but one between 
two great peoples who were made one indivisible people by the 
result of that war. 

The Senator from Colorado says that every one who was a 
Confederate soldier should acquiesce in it and be willing to 
abide by the designation of the war as a rebellion and of himself 
as a rebel. I was a very humble soldier in that war—a Confed- 
erate soldier—and I object to the designation because it is not 
correct, and not being correct it is more or less offensive. 

Mr. President, what the Senator from Colorado has read from 
the fourteenth amendment, in using the word “ rebellion,” proves 
xothing, except that in the heat and tempest and blaze of ill- 
feeling—I started to say of hate but softened the word—which 
was imediately consequent upon the war, terms were used, 
both at the North and South, which were designed to be offen- 
sive and odious. The term “rebellion” is odious, and what is 
odious must be in a degree offensive. But however it may have 
been as to individuals, that intense ill-feeling did not long con- 
tinue among the people either North or South. But nevertheless 
it is proper to say in the truth of history that the South is in no 
wise responsible for the occurrence of the word rebellion in the 
fourteenth amendment. That amendment was not adopted in 
practical fact by legislative bodies, but was written into the Con- 
stitution by the swords’ point. 

I will now yield to the Senator from Tennessee with pleasure. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator has passed from the point he 
was on when I wished to interrupt him. I simply wanted to 
say to the Senator that when I said that in the early history 
of the country the right of secession was universally conceded, 
I stated also that that was the opinion gxpressed in a careful 
historical work of the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lover]. 

Mr. BACON. That is correct. I had intended to mention 
that, and I am glad that the honorable Senator from Tennessee 
has suggested it in this connection. 

Mr. President, we are now engaged in no Giscussion which 
involves any acrimony or ill feeling, and nothing is further from 
my purpose than to utter any word which can arouse such feel- 
ing, but I want to call the attention of the Senate to another 
fact connected with the war which illustrates the position that 
it was not a rebellion. Search history and find a case where at 
the conclusion of a great rebellion there was perfect acquies- 
cence thereafter, especially by any great, vast number of people 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 11, 


as those were who were concerned in that war, and without the 
slightest effort thereafter by even any small fragment of such 
people to revive the struggle. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate—and I am glad in 
this high place and in this presence to do it, in order that it 
may go out to the country and to the world—to the fact that 
from the day Lee surrendered at Appomattox to the present day, 
among all the millions of people who were on the side of the 
South, people who could not have been more earnest and in- 
tense than they were in that struggle, people who had sacrificed 
every material interest, people who had sacrificed with lavish 
prodigality things which were infinitely dearer and immeas- 
urably more precious than any material interests, and who 
would have sacrificed still more if there had remained more to 
sacrifice—among all those people, in not one single instance, 
even in any remote out-of-the-way corner, has there ever been 
heard a whisper of a conspiracy to revive that struggle or to re- 
new the contest. Rebels are never conciliated under defeat. 
They submit to superior force, but they watch for the recur- 
rence of the opportunity to again strike a blow for its overthrow. 

The fact to which the Senator from Colorado alludes as a 
most remarkable fact, as to the absolute conciliation, the perfect 
restoration of harmony between the people of the North and the 
people of the South being unexampled in the history of the 
world, a restoration as complete as it is prized both by the South 
and the North, is due to the fact that it was not a rebellion. 
It is due to the fact that it was a struggle, a gigantic, titanic 
struggle over the great fundamental question of this Govern- 
ment about which our people had been divided from its founda- 
tion, which could only be finally settled by war and which when 
so settled was regarded as settled foreyer. If there had been a 
rebellion, there would have been mutterings thereafter. There 
would have been conspiracies thereafter. There would have 
been in this locality or that locality movements for restorations, 
or rather for a revival of the contentions which had led to the 
struggle. There would have been secret bands here and or- 
ganizations there keeping alive the embers of war with the 
purpose to again fan them into a fierce and destructive blaze. 
But on the contrary, haying been a fair, square, stand-up fight 
between the people of the two sections as to the construction of 
the powers of the Government upon this great fundamental 
question whether the Union was or was not devisible, when that 
fight was ended the result was accepted by all the people of 
the South as a finality, and there was no more of the spirit 
which would have remained or of the faction which would haye 
followed if it had been simply a rebellion. It was a much greater 
war than a rebellion. It was a gigantic war under the shock of 
the battles of which the earth quaked and the very mountains 
rocked. It will not rank in history with rebellions. As I have 
already said, it was a war between two great peoples, made two 
peoples by the existence of the war, but by the result of that war 
made forever one great indivisible people and nation. We have 
had rebellions in this country; the whisky rebellion, and Ba- 
con’s rebellion, and two or three little things of that kind. They 
are properly called rebellions because they were rebellions 
against constituted, recognized, and conceded authority, depend- 
ent upon no consent of those who resisted such authority. This 
was a great war between contending parties on questions upon 
which there always had been a difference, and in support on each 
side of legal right, as claimed by one and the other. 

Now, Mr. President, I would not say anything to revive any 
ill feeling as to what happened after the close of that war. 
There are some things I might say, but I refrain. I am glad 
that it is all over, and I am willing for it to be buried with the 
past, and, if remembered, to be remembered only to be forgiven, 
whatever there may have been of wrong on either side. It is 
true, as stated by the. Senator from Colorado, that there has 
been perfect reconciliation, and I.thank God for it. It is true 
that those who fought over what they considered to be the right 
on their side on a great question of difference now recognize 
that question as settled, and that there are po more loyal 
people under the flag than those who sought to set up a sepa- 
rate government under what they conceived to be their right, 
and in advocacy of their side of that controversy which had 
lasted from the foundation of the Government. 

I think it is necessary, Mr. President, to say this much, not 
for the purpose of reopening any of the contentions of the past, 
but because if we had passed by what the Senator from Colo- 
rado has said as constituting the truth of history not only would 
it have been the tacit recognition of a statement which we deem 
to be incorrect in law and fact, but it might have led to a con- 
clusion on the part of others that there was acquiescence in the 
correctness of such statement by those of us whom it most 
deeply concerns. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, only a word. 
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In my State of West Virginia, at the battle of Rich Moun- 
tain, a Confederate soldier was killed. He was taken to his 
little mountain home and the friends gathered to give him 
proper burial in the churchyard. He was buried with the 
Confederate flag wrapped around his coffin. 

In 1898, in the war with Spain, his son enlisted and was a 
volunteer under the flag of the United- States. He went to 
Cuba and was killed at the battle of San Juan. His body was 
brought home to the same little cabin from which his father 
had been carried out some forty years before, and the neighbors 
gathered about the body of that young man and he was buried 
in the churehyard with his father. Wrapped about his coffin 
was the flag of a united country—the Stars and Stripes. 

I belieye there is not a Senator on the other side who will 
not agree with me that the difference between the States is 
represented in those two graves where the father and the son 
were buried, and where the friends gathered about those two 
graves in that country churchyard, each having died believing 
that he was right. 

I believe that my friends on the other side agree that this 
bill is a proper measure to be passed, Now, let us pass it; let 
us get results, and let us bury the past as the father and son 
were buried in the country churchyard of West Virginia. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, the purpose I have in 
rising is to have some change made in the phraseology of a part 
of the first section, on page 3, line 20. I think the word 
receiving“ ought to be inserted after the word“ now.” 

Mr. McCUMBER. I did not understand the Senator. At 
what point in the bill does he desire to make the change? 

Mr. PATTERSON. On page 3, line 20, the word “ receiving ” 
ought to be inserted after the word “ now,” so that it will read: 

That no rson who is now receiving or shall hereafter receive a 
greater pension, etc. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is correct, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado to the 
amendment. 

The Secrerary. On line 20, page 3, after the word “ now,” it 
is proposed to insert the word “ receiving,” so as to read: 

That no person who is now receiving or shall hereafter receive, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I wish to state that the 
part of the section that commences on line 20 to the end of the 
section is somewhat obscure to me. I am not certain as to its 
meaning, and I wish to call the attention of the chairman of the 
Committee on Pensions to the matter that troubles me. It 
reads: 

That no person who is now or shall hereafter receive a greater pen- 
sion under any other general or special law than he would be entitled 
3 under the provisions herein shall be pensionable under this 
act. 

Is it meant that if a person now receiving a pension greater 
in amount than is provided for in this act he will not be pen- 
sionable under this act? 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is the intention, that he will draw 
his pension under the other act. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Suppose he is now receiving a lesser 
amount under another act, would this permit him to receive a 
larger amount than he is now receiving? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Then he can receive under this law the 
highest amount that he will be entitled to, according to his age. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is, he may be pensioned under this 
act and yet apply for a higher pension under another act, and 
when he receives the higher pension he ceases to draw the pen- 
sion under this act? 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes, sir; that is the understanding and 
the intention. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I think it was well enough to make that 
clear, because otherwise there might be some doubt as to the 
meaning. 

I wish to say, Mr. President, that as far as I am concerned I 
am heartily in favor of this measure, and that to my mind the 
passage of this bill through the Senate is an exhibition of the 
very highest quality of patriotism. The Senators from the 
North and the Senators from the South have differed upon 
names, but if I can judge from the expressions that have come 
from this side of the Chamber, when this measure is put to a 
yote every Senator from the South will be found joining with 
the Senators from the North in paying a high tribute of their 
regard and respect to the soldiers of the North who combated 
their people on the field of battle and by whose bravery and de- 
votion to the cause of the Union the South lost the cause that 
to them at that time was so dear to their hearts. I think it is 
an exhibition of patriotism (and no other word would express 
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it in my opinion) that is rarely found in legislative assemblies 
under conditions like this. d 

Mr. President, I wish to say one word about the name that 
should be used to designate what is called by some the war of 
the rebellion and by others the civil war. To my mind, if the 
purpose is to be historically accurate, it would be designated the 
war of secession, because what the South contended for was 
the right of their States to secede from the national compact. 
Prior to the war the people of the several Southern States met 
in convention and adopted ordinances of secession, and in pur- 
suance of those ordinances their Senators withdrew from this 
Chamber in couples and their Representatives, as a rule, with- 
drew from the other Chamber en masse. It was a war to estab- 
lish the right of secession, and if the war had been successful, it 
would have simply established that under the compact, or the 
Constitution, States had a right to secede, and in pursuance of 
that right thirteen of the States had seceded from the Union and 
had established a separate and independent government. 

The war was in the nature of a rebellion, and to a certain 
extent it was a civil war, but in the broad sense, in the full 
sense, it was a war of secession. When the South lost the war, 
when the National Government succeeded as against the gov- 
ernment that was set up in the Southern States, what was es- 
tablished was that the States could not secede and had no right 
to secede. 

The result of it is, Mr. President, that we find the Southern 
States restored to the Union, with their geographical limits 
undisturbed, except in the case of one State, Virginia, that was 
divided into two States during the existence of the rebellion. 
The relations of the States to the General Government have not 
been changed in the slightest degree. ‘The decision was that 
they could not secede. Therefore they did not secede, although 
the effort was made to secede. And when the war ended, after 
certain preliminaries that were essential in a proper settlement 
of the trouble, after the end of armed conflict upon the field, 
the States were restored to their orbit in the Union, and they 
are there to-day; and, as the Senators from the South say, that 
was a settlement that is to continue foreyer. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting pen- 
sions to certain enlisted men, soldiers, and officers who served 
in the civil war and in the war with Mexico.” 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


H. R. 23551. An act making appropriation for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

ETIENNE DE P. BUJAC. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the request of 


the House of Representatives to furnish a duplicate certified - 


copy of an engrossed bill of the Senate (S. 4926) for the relief 
of Etienne De P. Bujac, the original having been lost, and by 
unanimous consent the request was ordered to be complied with, 


JOHN INGRAM. 


The VICH-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; which 
was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 


That the President be requested to return the bill (H. R. 18214) en- 
titled “An act granting an increase of pension to John Ingram.” 


SENATOR FROM UTAH. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, the junior Senator from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Hopkins], a member of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, is compelled to be absent from the Chamber for 
several days and desires to address the Senate before his de- 
parture upon Senate resolution 142, relating to the right of the 
Senator from Utah to a seat in this body. I ask therefore that 
that resolution may be laid before the Senate to enable the Sen- 
ator from Illinois to make some remarks.- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu- 
tion reported from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
ealled up by the Senator from Michigan. 

The Secretary read the resolution as follows: 

Resolved, That Reed Smoot is not entitled to a seat as a Senator of 
the United States from the State of Utah. 

Mr. CULLOM. Before my colleague proceeds, I wish to state 
that I gave notice yesterday morning I would call up the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill this morning 
immediately after the routine business. I was prevailed upon 
by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumsBer] to yield to 
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him, as he had previously given notice of a desire to dispose of 


the seryice-pension bill and unanimous consent had been given 
to him to have the bill brought before the Senate to-day. I 
therefore yielded, although I think the appropriation bill would 
have a preference even under those circumstances. My col- 
league now appeals to me. In view of the fact that he is com- 
pelled to go away, I will yield to him for the purpose of address- 
ing the Senate upon the resolution reported by the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. But I give notice that if my col- 
league gets through before night I shall call up the appropriation 
bill and ask the Senate to proceed with its consideration. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, in determining the question 
whether Reep Suoor is entitled to a seat in the Senate of the 
United States from the State of Utah, it is necessary, as it 
seems to me, to first learn what power, if any, the Senate of the 
United States has over the State of Utah in the selection of the 
men whom that State sends to this body to represent her in all 
matters of legislation. 

Can the Senate fix the qualifications of the Senators of any 
State in this Union? 

Can this body arbitrarily determine the eligibility of its 
members from the different States? 

Are there no constitutional or other limitations upon the 
Senate in arriving at the eligibility of a United States Senator 
from Utah who presents his credentials here under the seal of 
the State which he is authorized to represent in this legislative 
assembly? 

The States, before the adoption of the Federal Constitution, 
were independent sovereignties. That great instrument which 
now unites what would otherwise be forty-five separate and 
independent sovereignties provides the qualifications of a Sen- 
ator from any one of these States. Paragraph 3, section 3, Ar- 
ticle I, of the Constitution reads as follows: 

No person shall be a Senator who shall not have attained to the age 
of 30 years and been nine years a citizen of the United States, and who 
shall not when elected be an inhabitant of that State from which he 
shall be chosen. l 

All who are familiar with the Madison papers containing de- 
bates on the Federal Constitution will remember that that lan- 
guage was adopted after a most extended and learned debate 
in the Constitutional Convention of 1787. Some of the best 
legal minds in the Convention were opposed to placing any 
qualifications in the Constitution regarding either Representa- 
tives or Senators. They proposed to leave it to the States to 
determine the qualification of the men whom they would send to 
either branch of Congress. Mr. Dickinson, in the course of the 
discussion, said that he was against any recitals of any quali- 
fications in the Constitution; it was impossible to make a com- 
plete one, and a partial one would, by implication, tie up the 
hands of the legislature from supplying omissions. Mr. Wilson, 
of Pennsylvania, whose remains were recently removed from 
North Carolina to the State of Pennsylvania, after nearly a 
hundred years reposing in the soil of a foreign State, in the 
debate that resulted in the adoption of the language that I have 
just quoted from the Constitution, said : 

And besides a partial enumeration of cases will disable the legisla- 
ture from disqualifying odious and dangerous characters. 

Mr. Madison, however, sometimes called “the Father of the 
Constitution,” took a directly opposite view. He contended that 
the qualifications of United States Senators should be stated in 
the instrument that created such officers, and stated that to 
leave it to the legislature would vest an improper and dangerous 
power in such a body. He held that “the qualifications of the 
elector and elected were fundamental articles in the republican 
government and ought to be fixed by the Constitution.“ It was 
his opinion, drawn from experiences of other countries and 
especially that of England, that that power, left in the hands 
of the State legislatures, might by degrees subvert the Constitu- 
tion. 

I call Senators’ attention to the debates in the Constitutional 
Convention to show that the language that was ultimately 
adopted was not expressed as we find it in the Constitution 
without due deliberation and careful thought on the part of the 
framers of that great instrument; and that the construction that 
they placed upon it was that the qualifications called for in the 
instrument itself negatived the idea that any other qualifica- 
tions could be exacted either by the Senate itself or by any one 
of the States. 

Paragraph 1 of section 5 of Article I reads as follows: 

Each House shall be the judge of the election returns and qualifica- 
tions of its own members, etc. 

It has sometimes been contended that the language broadens 
the power of the Senate in determining the eligibility of a mem- 
ber and enables it to fix whatever qualifications, in the judg- 
ment of the particular Senate, shall be deemed proper and just. 
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This construction, as it seems to me, is not sound when we come 
to examine carefully the language of section 5 of Article I of the 
Constitution. j 

In section 2 of Article I of the Constitution the qualifications 
of a Senator are giyen and section 5 only goes to the extent of 
clothing the Senate with the sole power of determining whether 
those qualifications haye been complied with. In other words, 
section 5 of Article I precludes the idea that a contestant for a 
seat in the United States Senate could successfully claim before 
any of the courts of the country, either State or Federal, that 
his successful competitor for the position of United States Sen- 
ator was not, for example, 30 years of age, or that he had not 
been nine years a citizen of the United States or that at the time 
that he was elected United States Senator he was not an inhabit- 
ant of the State from which he was chosen. 

Section 5 places the power entirely in the Senate of the United 
States to determine whether these qualifications have been com- 
plied with; and whatever a court might say respecting any one 
of the questions above enumerated, the Senate itself would not 
be hampered by any such decision, but could have these qualifi- 
cations inquired into and itself determine whether the Senator 
is eligible under those qualifications. 

The Federalist has ever been regarded as entitled to great 
weight in determining the proper construction of the different 
sections and articles of the Constitution which are discussed in 
that great work. No. 60 of the Federalist, which was written 
by Alexander Hamilton, places the same construction upon the 
qualification of Senators for which I here contend, and asserts 
that no other or different qualifications than those can be ex- 
acted. In speaking upon this subject, he said: A 

The truth is that there is no method of securing to the rich the 
preference apprebended but by prescribing qualifications of property, 
either for those who may elect or be elected. But this forms no part 
of the power to be conferred upon the National Government. Its 
authority would be expressly restricted to the regulation of the times, 
the places, the manner of elections. The qualifications of the persons 
who may choose or be chosen, as has been remarked upon other ocen- 
sions, are defined and fixed in the Constitution and are unalterable by 
the Legislature, 

Text writers and many of the courts of last resort of the 
several States have held to this construction. In the case of 
Thomas v. Owens (4 Md., p. 223) the court says: 

Where a constitution defines the qualifications of an officer it is 
not within the power of the legislature to change or superadd to it 
unless the power be expressly or by necessary implication given to it. 
It is a fair presumption that where the Constitution prescribed the 
qualification it intended to exclude all others. (Paschal's Annotated 
Constitution, second edition, p. 305, sec, 300.) 

The Hon. John Randolph Tucker, for many years a Member 
of Congress from the State of Virginia, and always regarded 
as a great authority on the Constitution, in a work of his which 
has been published since his death, called“ Tucker on the Con- 
stitution,” in speaking on this very topic, said: 

Nor can the Congress nor the House change these qualifications. To 
the latter no such power was delegated, and the assumption of it would 
be dangerous as invading a right which belonged to the constituent 
body and not to the y of which the representative of such con- 
stituency was a member. (Tucker on the Constitution, p. 394.) 

Mr. Justice Story is one of the first and greatest authorities 
on the Constitution of the United States. His works have 
been quoted in this country and in England as of the highest 
authority on the different questions that he discussed relating 
to thé Constitution of the United States. In speaking of the 
qualifications for office, he said: 

It would seem but fair reasoning upon the plainest principles of 
interpretation that when the Constitution established certain qualifica- 
tions as necessary for office it meant to exclude all others as pre- 
requisites. From the very nature of such a provision the affirmation 
of these qualifications would seem to imply a negative of all others. 
(Story on the Constitution, sec, 625.) 

Foster on the Constitution is a work that deservedly ranks 
well with all students of the Constitution. He says: 

The principle that each House has the right to impose a qualification 
upon its membership which is not prescribed in the Constitution if 
established might be of Fach danger to the Republic. It was on this 
excuse that the French directory procured an annulment of elections to 
the council of five hundred, and thus maintained themselves in power 
against the will of the people who gladly accepted the despotism of 
Napoleon as a relief. (Foster on the Constitution, p. 367.) 

Indeed, Mr. President, I think I am justified in saying that 
every lawyer of standing and every student of constitutional 
history of any learning has admitted that neither the Senate, 
Congress, nor a State can superadd other qualifications for a 
Senator to those prescribed by the Constitution. 

It has ever been held, both in and out of the Senate, that the 
States could be trusted to send fit and proper men to this body. 
The Constitution fixed the age limit at a period where the Sena- 
tor would have experience and matured judgment. His citizen- 
ship was fixed at a period sufficiently long to thoroughly famil- 
farize him with the institutions of our country, and the fact that 
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he must be an inhabitant of the State from which he is chosen 
provided against any infiuence outside of the State limits in 
selecting other than a citizen of the State. ; 

In the earlier days of the Republic Senators were called 
and regardéd themselves as ambassadors from the States they 
represented in this body, and met here as such to confer respect- 
ing legislation that would result in benefit to their common 
country. 

The thirteen separate sovereign States that had recently 
gained their independence from England would any one of them 
have scorned the idea that Senators whom they selected to 
represent them could have qualifications other than those pre- 
seribed by the Constitution, fixed by the legislative body to 
which they were elected and were to become a part. Virginia 
did not consult Massachusetts as to the character or fitness of 
her Senators to represent the t State of Virginia in the 
first Senate that assembled under the Constitution of the United 
States, and when Massachusetts came to select her representa- 
tives in this great body she did not consult South Carolina as 
to whether that State or the Senate itself would be satisfied 
with the character and quality of men whom the old Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts had designated to represent her in the 
first Senate that assembled under the Constitution. They met, 
as I haye already said, in the spirit that they were ambassadors 
from the State whose credentials they held, and while they leg- 
islated for the common good they neyer forgot in any of their 
deliberations the interests of the States that had honored them 
by selecting them as their Senators. 

The power that is given the Senate under the Constitution 
is not to ereate Senators, but to judge of their qualifications. 
The States create the Senators. The qualifications to be judged 
are those, as I have already stated, prescribed in the Constitu- 
tion itself. If the Senate find those qualifications exist in the 
applicant for a seat in this body from any given State, then, 
under all precedents, such Senator is entitled to take oath of 
office and take his place among the members of this great legis- 
lative body. 

Senators, as such, are not civil officers of the Federal Govern- 
ment. It has been held ever since the adoption of our Federal 
Constitution that Senators are officers of the States. The Fed- 
eral Government does not send them here to legislate for it; 
it has no power or authority, as such, to designate a single 
member of this body. It is utterly powerless to create the office 
of a United States Senator, and it is equally powerless to re- 
quire any one of the States of the Republic to designate any 
particular individual as a Senator from such State. 

The Federal Republic is a nation of delegated powers, and 
among these powers that are thus delegated by the several 
States to the Federal Government is not found anything relat- 
ing to United States Senators. The States alone send Sen- 
ators to this body to legislate for them and for the Federal 
Government. This doctrine, Mr. President, is not new; it was 
announced by this very body more than a hundred years ago, 
in the case of William Blount, of Tennessee. The history of 
this case is familiar to many of the Senators. He was a 
Senator from the State of Tennessee from 1796 to July 8, 1799. 
During that period it was claimed that he engaged in treason- 
able correspondence with a foreign nation and was guilty of a 
high misdemeanor. Articles of impeachment were voted against 
him by the House of Representatives and duly presented to the 
Senate of the United States, and Mr. Blount was called upon 
to make answer thereto. He employed as his counsel Jared 
Ingersoll and Alexander J. Dallas, of Philadelphia, two of the 
most distinguished constitutional lawyers in the United States. 
They were men who were in the forefront of their profession 
and whose learning and ability would make them leaders of the 
bar of the United States at any period in its history. They 
had made a careful study of the Constitution of the United 
States, and when they presented Mr. Blount's defense in an- 
swer to the articles of impeachment presented by the House of 
. they interposed in his behalf the following 
plea: 

That although true it is that he, the said William Blount, was a 
Senator of the United States from the State of Tennessee at the sev- 
eral periods in the said articles of impeachment referred to, yet that he, 
the said William Blount, is not now a Senator and is not, nor was, at the 
several periods so as aforesaid referred to, an officer of the United States, 
nor is he, the said William Blount, in and by the said articles charged 
with having committed any crime or misdemeanor in the execution of 
any civil office held under the United States or with any malconduct in 
civil office or abuse of any public trust in the execution thereof. 

This plea, Mr. President, was interposed to the articles of im- 
peachment which charged him with this misdemeanor of the 
treasonable character that I have already referred to while he 
was a Senator of the United States. His learned counsel by 
this plea raised the very point that I have briefly discussed— 
that as a Senator of the United States from the State of Tennes- 


see he was not an officer of the United States, and therefore 
that the Senate had no jurisdiction to try his case. 

He also interposed a further defense, as follows: s 

That the courts of common law of a criminal jurisdiction of the 
State wherein the offenses in the said articles recited are said to have 
been committed, as well as those of the United States, are competent 
to the cognizance, prosecution, and punishment of the said crimes and 
misdemeanors if the same have been perpetrated, as is su ted and 
cħarged by the said articles, which, however, he utterly denies. 

It will thus be seen, Mr. President, that in formulating his de- 
fense these eminent lawyers took the position that the Senate 
of the United States had no jurisdiction to try him for the crime ` 
charged. Py 

These defenses were argued at length by the learned counsel 
who represented Mr. Blount and were discussed by the Senators 
themselyes. The two propositions that were advanced by Mr. 
Dallas and argued at great length and successfully are as 
follows: 

First. That only civil officers of the United States are impeachable 
and that the offense for which an impeachment lies must be committed 
in the execution of a public office. 

Second. That a Senator is not a civil officer, impeachable within the 
meaning of the Constitution, and that in the present instance no crime 
or misdemeanor is. charged to have been committed by William Blount 
in the character of a Senator. 

I have not the time nor inclination on this occasion to follow 
at any length the arguments that were made pro and con upon 
the propositions raised by Mr. Ingersoll and Mr. Dallas, as 
stated by me here. It is sufficient to know that weeks passed, 
and after this full and elaborate argument, and the Senate of 
the United States, sitting as a court of impeachment, had fully 
deliberated on the question, on the 11th of February, 1799, de- 
termined as follows: 

On motion it was determined that— 

The court is of the opinion that the matter alleged in m p Be 

0 


defendant is sufficient in law to show that this court ought no 
3 of the said impeachment and that the said impeachment is 
m š 


Monday, January 14. The court being opened, the parties attending 
and silence being proclaimed, judgment was pronounced by the Vice- 
President as follows: 

“ Gentlemen, managers of the House of Representatives, and gentle- 
men of counsel for William Blount: The court, after having given the 
most mature and serious consideration to the question and to the full 
and able arguments urged on both sides, has come to the decision which 
I am now about to deliver. 

“The court is of opinion that the matter alleged in the plea of the 
defendant is sufficient in law to show that this court ought not to hold 
jurisdiction of the said impeachment, and that the said impeachment is 
dismissed.” 

From that day to this it has never been seriously contended 
that a United States Senator is a civil Federal officer of a 
character that would enable the Senate to impeach him for high 
crimes or misdemeanors for any act of his during his service as 
such Senator. . 

A Senator is amenable to the courts of the country for any 
crime the same as any other citizen; and, as was contended by 
Mr. Ingersoll and Mr. Dallas in the Blount impeachment case, 
the proper forum to try a Senator for a crime or misdemeanor 
is in the State or Federal courts. 

That a State can not add any qualifications other than those 
prescribed by the Constitution of the United States has been 
decided repeatedly by this body. One of the notable cases was 
that of Lyman Trumbull, of Illinois, my predecessor in office: 
Mr. Trumbull was elected a Senator from Illinois and took his 
seat in this body on the 4th day of March, 1855. A protest was 
filed by certain senators and representatives of the legislature 
of the State of Illinois against his election as a United States 
Senator, and the question of his eligibility and his right to hold 
a seat in the Senate of the United States was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections of the Senate. 

The protestants in the case of Senator Trumbull alleged that 
he was elected a judge of the supreme court of Illinois in June, 
1852, for a term of nine years; that he was duly commissioned 
and entered upon the discharge of his duties as such judge; 
that in May, 1853, he resigned this office to take effect July 4, 
1853; and that on February 8, 1855, he was elected to the 
Senate of the United States for the term beginning March 4, 
1855. 

The constitution of the State of Illinois at that time pro- 
vided: 

The judges of the supreme and circuit courts shall not be eligible to 
any office of public trust or profit in this State or the United States 
during the term for which they are elected, nor for one year thereafter ; 
all votes for either of them for any elective office except that of jud: 
of the supreme or circult courts, given by the general assembly or by 
the people shall be void. 

Under this clause of the constitution the protestants insisted 
that Judge Trumbull was ineligible for the office of United 
States Senator. This question was carefully considered by the 
Senate, and after elaborate debate on the question as to whether 
the State of Illinois could superadd a qualification to that con- 
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tained in the Constitution of the United States, it was deter- 
mined by a yote of thirty-five to eight that the State could not; 
and the resolution offered by Senator Crittenden, as follows— 


Resolved, That Lyman Trumbull is entitled to a seat in this body as 
a Senator elected by the legislature of the State of Illinois for the term 


of six years from the 4th of March, 1855— 
was adopted by a vote of thirty-five to eight. 

It is interesting to note, Mr. President, the men who voted in 
favor of seating Senator Trumbull under the conditions that I 
have briefly and imperfectly expressed. Those who voted in 
favor of the resolution that Senator Trumbull was entitled to a 
seat in this body are as follows: 


Adams, Allen, Bell of Tennessee, Bright, Brown, Butler, Cass, Col- 
lamer, Crittenden, Dodge, Durkee, Evans, Fessenden, Fish, Foote, 
Foster, Geyer, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Houston, Hunter, James, Mallory, 
Mason, Pearce, Reid, Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, Sumner, Toucey, Wade, 
Wilson, and Yulee. 


The Senate will note that some of the greatest lawyers of the 
age and some of the most distinguished statesmen whose lives 
grace the history of our country voted in favor of the propo- 
sition that Senator Trumbull was entitled to his seat. In the 
course of the debate on this resolution Senator Crittenden said: 


We are to look to the Constitution of the United States for the whole 
frame of this Government. It has created all the powers and all the 
instruments of this Government. It has created the Senate. Before 
this creation neither the State of Illinois as such nor any other State 
in the Union had any power to elect a Senator. There was no such 
office to be filled by them as Senator of the United States. Their agency 
was simply employed by the Federal Constitution. The agency of the 
legislatures of the several States was employed to elect Senators who 
constitute this body. It is an all-important branch of the Government, 
The designation of the power that was to elect, the designation of the 
persons qualified to be elected, all entered into the very essence of the 
subject. All this was to have its influence on this Government. All 
and every single circumstance of this was to have its influence in con- 
necting the State governments and the General Government and in con- 
necting them in such a way as to preserve that species of political re- 
lations between them which it was thought would operate most advan- 
tageously to all. y 

This was the view of the framers of the Constitution of the United 
States. It was a subject for them whether the legislature should elect 
Senators, whether the people should elect them, or whether the gov- 
ernors of the several States should appoint them. All this was within 
the competency of the framers of the Constitution. Neither people nor 
governors nor legislatures had previously any power to elect or appoint 
a Senator. There was no such officer; there was no such power. The 
whole was a new creation. The Constitution determines that the power 
to choose Senators shall be in the legislatures of the several States. 
The power to elect Senators was committed to the legislatures. Who 
shall they be, was the next question, The question was how to des- 

nate a Senator by some prescribed qualification, so as to fix the class 

rom which he should come. Shall he be a man who is required to pos- 
sess any particular amount of fortune? Shall he be a man who must 
be subjected to some religious test? Of what age shall he be? 

Were not all these points fairly presented to the framers of the Con- 
stitution of the United States? Were they not important questions to 
be acted upon and decided? They were framing the Government. The 
Constitution of this body was an essential part of the Government. 
That was to depend on the parties, or the condition of the parties, out 
of whom they would make this great council of the nation. Should he 
be a citizen? Might they select him anywhere? Should he be an in- 
habitant of his State?- Might he be of any age? 

All these subjects being considered, the Constitution of the United 
States decides upon the whole matter by providing that each Senator 
shall be of the age of 30 years, shall have been at least nine years a 
citizen of the United States, and shall be an inhabitant of the State 
from which he is chosen. 

Now, sir, does this not embrace the whole subject? Does it not regu- 
late the whole subject? According to the plain meaning of the Federal 
Constitution every inhabitant of a State, 30 years of age, who has been 
nine years a citizen of the United States, is eligible to the office of Sen- 
ator. What more can be said about it? It is now supposed by those 
who contend that Mr. Trumbull is not entitled to his seat, that it is 
competent for a State, by its constitution—and I suppose they would 
equally contend by any law which the legislature might from time to 
time pass—-to superadd edditional qualifications. The Constitution of 
the United States, they say, has only in part regulated the subject, and 
therefore it is no Interference with that Constitution to make additional 
regulations. This, I think, it will be plain to all, is a mere sophism, 
when you come to consider it. If it was a power within the regulation 
of, and proper to be regulated by, the Constitution of the United States, 
and if that Constitution has qualified it, as I have stated, prescribing 
the age, prescribing the residence, prescribing the citizenship, was there 
anything more intended? If so, the framers of the Constitution would 
have said so. The very enumeration of these qualifications excludes 
the idea that they intended any other qualifications. That is the plain 
rule of ordinary construction; but, for a reason above all technical con- 
siderations, It is applicable here. The object of the Federal Constitution 
was to have a y framed by a uniform rule throughout the United 
States, coming here to constitute this great council of the country— 
coming here by the agency of the same elective power, the State legisla- 
tures— coming here under the same requirements and with the same 
qualifications—and standing here upon a perfect and exact Re ome! in 
all respects to represent the nation justly and equally, and with a sole 
regard to the common welfare of the Republic. 


This argument of Senator Crittenden has been held sufficient 
to forever put at rest the idea that a State could add any quali- 
fications to that of a Senator of the United States other than 
those prescribed in the Constitution of the United States, and 
since then men who have been disqualified under the constitu- 
tion of their States have been repeatedly elected to this body 
and admitted to a seat and a share in its deliberations without 
question. 


My distinguished colleague, who has so long and so honorably 
represented Illinois in this body, when he first came here as a 
Senator from Illinois, was laboring under this same alleged dis- 
qualification that was urged against Senator Trumbull, but his 
right to his place in the Senate here was never questioned by 
any member of this bedy. 

So, Mr. President, I think it is unnecessary for me to multiply 
cases demonstrating the fact that the individual States have no 
power to add any qualification to a Senator other than that pre- 
scribed in the Federal Constitution. It is equally clear, in my 
judgment, Mr. President, that this Senate has no constitutional 
authority to inquire into the antecedents and the early career 
and character of a Senator who comes here for admission with 
the credentials of his State. 

The theory of the fathers of the Constitution was that the leg- 
islators of the State, who are directly amenable to the people 
of the State, would elect fit men to represent such State in the 
Senate of the United States. It was not supposed by the framers 
of that great instrument that the Senate of the United States 
would sit as a court of inquiry or an inquisition to investigate 
the career and character of any man whom a State might see fit 
to honor with a seat in this body. 

It was left by the Constitution of the United States to each 
State to determine the character of the men whom they would 
prefer to represent them as United States Senators. I am well 
aware, Mr. President, that there have been different views ex- 
pressed on this question by Senators in the discussion of the 
eligibility of Senators who haye applied here for admission to 
a seat in this body; but I make the assertion, after a careful 
study of the cases that have been considered by the Senate from 
the adoption of the Constitution of the United States to the 
present time, that no Senator has ever been denied a seat in the 
Senate of the United States because of any lapse in his career 
prior to his being selected by his State as such Senator. 

A notable instance is found in the so-called “Roach case.” 
Senator Roach, as many of the Senators who are now serving in 
this body will remember, presented his credentials as a Senator 
from the State of North Dakota and asked for admission to 
represent that State as a United States Senator in this body, 
After taking the oath of office it was discovered that in his 
earlier career he was connected with one of the banks in the 
city of Washington, in the District here, and, as such officer, 
embezzled quite a large sum of money, and that he was charged 
to be a fugitive from justice. The question was raised and 
elaborately argued as to whether that disqualified him from 
holding his seat in the Senate as a Senator from North Dakota. 
After an elaborate discussion of this subject and an examination 
of the precedents covering the entire period of our national his- 
tory, without any vote being taken upon the subject, Senator 
Roach was permitted to serye out his time as a United States 
Senator in this body. 

I think, Mr. President, that this example, so recently before 
us, has settled forever the question that the Senate will not 
undertake to revise the judgment of a State in determining the 
character of man whom the State shall select as a United States 
Senator. The Senate will content itself with what occurs while 
such Senator is a member of this body. If the conduct of the 
Senator is such as to lower the standard of the Senate or to 
bring it into disgrace, or if the Senator be guilty of any misde- 
meanor that would bring this great legislative body into disfa- 
vor, the power exists under the Constitution of the United States 
to expel such a member. 

Paragraph 2, section 5, of Article I of the Constitution of the 
United States reads as follows: 

Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its 
members for disorderly behavior, and, with the concurrence of two- 
thirds, expel a member, 

Ample power is given in this provision of the Constitution 
to protect the high character of this great legislative body. 
While the Senate, as I have shown, can not add qualifications 
to those prescribed in the Constitution for a Senator from any 
State; and while the State itself can not superadd other qualifi- 
cations; and while the Senate itself, by a long line of precedents, 
has established the fact that the previous career and character 
of the Senator must be determined by the State that sends the 
Senator to this body, still after he becomes once a member he 
must deport himself in a manner consistent with the dignity 
and high character of the Senate of the United States or he 
will become amenable to this provision of the Constitution which 
I have just read and which will enable the Senate itself, if his 
conduct be such as to warrant it, to expel the member by a two- 
thirds yote. 

In the case I have just cited from North Dakota, had the em- 
bezzlement charged to Senator Roach occurred during his term 


of service the Senate would clearly have been warranted in ex- 
pelling him as a member from this body. 

Any disorderly behavior that tends to bring reflections upon 
the Senate in any form or at any time while the Senator is a 
member of the Senate will be sufficient, in my judgment, to war- 
rant the Senate in taking the course prescribed by the Constitu- 
tion in expelling a member. 

The considerations which I haye here presented, Mr. President, 
will indicate to the Senate the limitations within which the 
Senate itself can inquire into the question as to whether REEp 
Suoor is entitled to retain his seat in the Senate of the United 
States. 

It is conceded by the distinguished chairman of the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections in the very able, and, indeed, I may 
Say remarkable, speech which he made here the other day in 
support of his contention that Senator RERD Soor is not en- 
titled to a seat in the Senate, that he possesses all of the quali- 
fications spoken of in the Constitution itself—he is over 30 years 
of age, he has been more than nine years a citizen of the 
United States, and he was an inhabitant of the State of Utah at 
the time he was elected by the legislature of that State a Senator 
of the United States. 

It is also conceded, Mr. President, not only by the able chair- 
man of this committee, but I think by all who are at all familiar 
with the case that was presented to the Committee on Privilezes 
and Elections, that Senator REED Smoor is not a polygamist; 
that he has never married a plural wife, and has never practiced 
polygamy; that he is a man in his personal relations as son, 
husband, father, and citizen above reproach; that in all of the 
relations of citizenship he has lived a singularly pure and 
upright life. 

Why, then, should he be expelled from this body, disgraced 
and dishonored for life, a stigma placed upon his children, his 
own life wrecked and the happiness of his wife destroyed? He 
is a Christian gentleman, and his religious belief has taken him 
into the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints, commonly 
called the “Mormon Church.” 

I shall refer later in my remarks, Mr. President, to the ar- 
raignment of this church by the distinguished senior Senator 
from Michigan. It is my: purpose now, however, to challenge 
the attention of the Senate to charges that were originally made 
against Senator Soor, that resulted in the investigation which 
has culminated in the resolution now pending before the Senate 
respecting Senator Smoor’s seat in the Senate. There were 
two petitions presented to the Senate, which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, protesting against 
Reep Smoor retaining his seat in the Senate of the United 
States. One was signed by Mr. Leilich. This protest charged 
that Reen Smoor is a polygamist and that, as an apostle of the 
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, commonly called 
the Mormon Church, he had taken an oath of such a nature 
and character as that he is thereby disqualified from taking the 
oath of office required of a United States Senator. No person ap- 
peared before the Committee on Privileges and Elections to 
support these charges. Judge Tayler and Mr. Carlisle, who con- 
ducted the case against Senator Smoor before the committee, 
disclaimed any connection with these charges, and I think I 
am safe in saying that both of these distinguished lawyers 
claimed that there was no truth in either of the charges 
made. They conceded before the committee that Senator 
Smoot is not a polygamist and never has been. It is also 
equally clear, Mr. President, that he has never taken an oath as 
apostle of his church of a nature and character that disquali- 
fies him from acting as United States Senator. 

I feel sure that neither the distinguished chairman of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections nor any of the people 
who sympathize with the position which he holds in this case 
will contend for a moment that there is an apostolic oath which 
has been taken by Senator Smoor which disqualifies him from 
discharging the duties of the high office of Senator of the 
United States from the State of Utah. 

The real charges that have been considered relate more par- 
ticularly to the protest that was signed by W. M. Paden and a 
number of others, which charged in substance that he is a 
member of a self-perpetuated body of fifteen men who consti- 
tute the ruling authorities of the church, known as the “ hier- 
archy ; ” that they claim supreme authority, divinely sanctioned, 
to shape the belief and control the conduct of the members of 
the Mormon Church, and that they encourage and believe in 
polygamy and the practice of polygamous cohabitation and 
countenance and connive at violations of the laws of the State 
of Utah and of the United States, and that as a member of the 
hierarchy REED Smoor should be held guilty of any crime com- 
mitted by any member of the hierarchy and should be held 
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equally guilty of any of the violations of the laws of the State 
of Utah or of the United States by members of that self-per- 
petuating body. 

I listened, Mr. President, with a great deal of interest to the 
eloquent denunciation of the crime of polygamy by Mr. Bur- 
rows, the senior Senator from Michigan, in his speech here 
the other day, and I sympathize with him fully in his arraign- 


ment of polygamy and polygamous cohabitation. I think it is 
a relic of a barbarous age, and as such I denounce it. It is 
the destroyer of the ideal American home life and the cor- 
rupter of the morals of those who practice it. 

I share also, Mr. President, in the condemnation which the 
Senator launched against Brigham Young and other leaders of 
the church who, in their day and generation, promulgated and 
practiced this crime upon their followers. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, Brigham Young and the present head of the Mormon 
Church are not on trial before the Senate of the United States. 
Brigham Young has long since passed from this life into an- 
other world and there, according to the beliefs of Protestants 
and Catholics alike, before a just Judge, will pay the full 
penalty for the crimes he committed while on earth. The 
present head of the Mormon Church is destined in the fullness 
of time to go before the same tribunal and to have his acts 
and deeds passed upon by the same impartial Judge. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Illinois permit me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Keran in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Illinois yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I yield. ` 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I haye listened with profound interest 
to the unanswerable argument of the Senator from Illinois to 
the effect that no Senator is to be criticised or his title to be 
assailed by reason of something he may have done before his 
State elected him a member of this body. In that connection, 
not only has Brigham Young passed to his rest, not only is it 
conceded, in spite of the belief of the people, that Mr. Smoor 
is not a polygamist, but he never was one. So that not only 
does this offense of which he is popularly supposed to be guilty 
not attach to him now, but it never did attach to him. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think it is worth while to call particu- 
lar attention to that fact, because in the minds of the people of 
the country I think everybody knows that Mr. Smoor is appar- 
ently being tried because he is a polygamist, whereas it is not 
only proved that he is not, but it is gladly admitted that he is 
not and that he never has been. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? . 

Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. DUBOIS. It is only for a moment. 

The protest against REED Smoot is what he is being tried on. 
It is set forth thoroughly in the record. It is not in the minds 
of the people or of Senators that he is being tried because he 
ever has been or is now a polygamist. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Illinois yield for a 
moment? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I yield. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is pertinent in a debate of this kind 
to refer to what exists in the minds of the public—what the 
people have been led to believe. We, as a court, will of course 
try Senator Smoor upon the record. But it has been given out 
to the people in numberless methods that Mr. Smoor, a polyg- 
amist, is occupying a seat in the Senate of the United States; 
that a violator of our laws in that particular is holding a seat 
in this body. That is entirely untrue, and from now on in this 
debate the American people ought to know what those who are 
against Mr. Smoot admit, but what is not popularly known—that 
he not only not now is, but never has been a polygamist, and, on 
the contrary, his home life is pure and perfect. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I recognize what the Senator from Indiana 
says is true. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do. 

Mr. SCOTT. I wish to ask the Senator from Illinois if it is 
not true that the Presbyterian Church embraces in its creed, or 
its confession of faith, or whatever it may be called, the doc- 
trine of infant damnation? If so, I should like to ask him 
whether all members of the Presbyterian Church can be held 
accountable for that doctrine when many of them do not be- 
lieve it? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I did not rise, Mr. President, either to 
praise or to condemn the Presbyterian Church. I have very 
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many dear friends who owe allegiance to that church and to 
its doctrines, and I know them to be good citizens wherever 
they live, and that they exercise a Christian influence where 
their influence has been exerted at all. I am not here for the 
purpose of discussing any other religious sect. We all know 
that the human race, from its earliest stages, has developed 
through bloody wars in the name of religion, and it is not for 
me to speak of the history of any of the different churches, 
because I know that in the twentieth century they are all ex- 
erting a profound and beneficial influence upon mankind. 

My purpose to-day will be to show to the Senate and the 
people of this country that whatever crimes may have been 
committed in the earlier history of the church in the name 
of Mormonism is not for us to condemn or condone here. We 
have only to consider the personnel of REED Smoor and his 
relations to the church since he became & member of this body. 
If it shall appear, Mr. President, from a careful analysis of 
the testimony which has been taken by the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections that REED Smoor is guilty of the 
crimes charged against the Mormon Church by the eloquent 
and distinguished Senator from Michigan in his speech, then 
I say we should all unite in expelling him from the Senate. 

If, however, Mr. President, it shall appear from a candid 
consideration of all the testimony which has been presented to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections that REED Smoor 
stands forth guiltless of any offense punishable by law or any 
conduct unbecoming a Christian gentleman, then the mere fact 
that he is a member of the Mormon Church, or that he is an 
apostle in that church, should not debar him from exercising 
the rights of a Senator in this body, and should not deprive 
the State of Utah, which, under our Constitution, has the 
same rights and privileges accorded to any one of the original 
thirteen States, from having a full representation in the United 
States Senate. 

I shall, Mr. President, before I close, trace somewhat briefly 
the history of the Mormon Church and note the character and 
conduct of some of the men who have been prominently identi- 
fied with that chureh from its organization to the present time. 
But I shail not follow the example set by the Senator from 
Michigan and declare against the church and against Senator 
Smoor simply because I find that in some period of the history 
of the church its leaders have been violators of law and it has 
taught doctrines that in this generation are condemned by all 
right-minded citizens. If this line of argument, which was so 
largely indulged in by the Senator from Michigan, should have 


a controlling influence in the Senate or in the country, would a 


member of any one of the churches, either Protestant or Catho- 
lic, be safe? R 

If we are to charge a member of a Christian church with all 
the crimes that have been committed in its name, where is the 
Christian gentleman in this body who would be safe in his seat? 

It must be conceded, Mr. President, that the Mormons are sin- 
cere and honest in their religious convictions. Senator Smoot, 
as an apostle in the church, has no control over the temporal or 
business affairs of the members of that church. His business 
is to preach the gospel. 

Senator Smoor is a Christian man. That he believes that 
God interests Himself in the affairs of men is no more than a 
belief that is professed by all Christian people. One of the 
earliest lessons that is taught in childhood by Christian parents 
is to inculcate the belief in the children that in their little 
troubles they should go to their closets and pray God for light 
and guidance, and that He will help them. It is this belief that 
God does take an interest in the affairs of men that has made 
the Christian church the power for good that it has been in the 
world. You take that doctrine away and you destroy in a large 
measure the beneficent influence that has been exerted upon man- 
kind in all ages during the Christian era. 

Many things have been done in the name of the Mormon 
Church in its earlier history which are condemned by all right- 
thinking men, not only outside of that church, but in the church 
as well. The Mormon people have become better educated, their 
spiritual vision has become clearer, and they now condemn as 
heartily as we do many acts that were regarded in the days 
of Brigham Young as in accordance with the word of God. 
This moral elevation and spiritual improvement, which has 
been noted in the Mormon Church in the last twenty years, is 
but a repetition in another form of what is found in the history 
of all of the various churches, both Protestant and Catholic. 

Mr President, we can see from the testimony that appears 
before the Committee on Privileges and Elections that the Mor- 
mon Church is undergoing a radical change for the better. 

Rx Smoor is an apostle of this higher and better Mormon- 
ism. He stands for the sacred things in the church and against 
polygamy and all the kindred vices connected with that loath- 


some practice. In his position as a member of the church, and 
as an apostle and preacher of the doctrines of the church, he 
has done more to stamp out this foul blot upon the civilization 
of Utah and the other Territories where polygamy has been 
practiced than any thousand men outside of the church. 

I dissent in toto, Mr. President, from the conclusions reached 
by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] regarding the 
influence of the Mormon Church at the present time on the tem- 
poral affairs of its people and also on the conclusion that he 
sought to establish that polygamy is still a part of the religion 
and practice of the Mormon Church as such. 

With the indulgence of the Senate, I shall take a little time 
to trace the history of the church and its relation to the Goy- 
ernment of the United States during the Territorial history of 
Utah and what has been done since to destroy polygamy and 
polygamous cohabitation. 

The founder of the church, Joseph Smith, was killed in Han- 
cock County, III., in 1844. This was the culmination of a long 
series of troubles that had existed between the Gentiles and the 
Mormons, in Missouri first, and later in Illinois. The leaders of 
the church, after the death of Smith, decided to abandon their 
home at Nauvoo, Ill., and seek a new place for the establishment 
of their church and their homes, beyond the authority of the 
State and Federal governments. Under the leadership of Brig- 
ham Young they traversed the Great Plains of the West, and 
never stopped in their onward march until they reached the 
Great Salt Lake in Utah, then a part of the territory of the Re- 
public of Mexico. Here they pitehed their tents and commenced 
to build in this wilderness their churches and their homes. This 
Mexican territory became a part of the United States under the 
treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo, and the Mormon people again 
became amenable to the laws of the American Republic. 

Brigham Young at this time was the recognized leader of the 
Mormon people. He had promulgated the doctrine of polygamy 
and claimed that the martyred Joseph Smith had received di- 
rectly from God the authority for Mormons to marry plural 
wives and practice polygamous cohabitation. 

After Utah became a part of the possessions of the United 
States it was organized into a Territory, and in 1850 Brigham 
Young, then the husband of several wives, was made the gov- 
ernor of the Territory. He was nominated by President Fillmore 
and his appointment was confirmed by the Senate. In 1852, two 
years after this appointment, he publicly proclaimed polygamy 
as the doctrine of the Mormon Church and it was accepted and 
practiced by his followers. In 1854, two years after he had 
publicly proclaimed polygamy as the doctrine of the Mormon 
Church, he was again nominated by President Pierce for goy- 
ernor of the Territory, and again confirmed by the Senate. 

At the time that he was nominated by President Pierce and 
confirmed by the Senate he was living with many plural wives, 
and many of his followers were living in polygamous cohabita- 
tion. No legislation was passed by Congress on this subject, and 
it seemed that no successful protest was made against the head 
of the Mormon Church being made governor of the Territory 
and Indian agent to represent the Government of the United 
States with the red men, 

The first legislation on this subject was in 1862. In that year 
Congress passed An act fo punish and prevent the practice of 
polygamy in the-Territories of the United States and other 
places,” ete. 

The first section of that statute reads as follows: 

That every person having a husband or a wife living who shall 
marry any other person, whether married or single, in a Territory 
of the United States, or cther place over which the United States 
haye exclusive jurisdiction, shall, except in the cases specified in the 
proviso to this section, be adj guilty of bigamy, and upon con- 
yiction thereof shall be p by a fine not exceeding $500 and 
by imprisonment for a term not exceeding five years: Provided, 
nevertheless, That this section shall not extend to any person by 
reason of any former marriage whose husband or wife by such mar- 
riage shall have been absent for five successive years without being 
known to such person within that time to be living; nor to any per- 
EOR a Dy de decree of a ‘competent court en any” person by 
eate pA — 55 former marriage which shall have been anulled or 


need void by the sentence or Cecree of a competent court on 
fhe ground of the nullity of the marriage contract. 


Senators will note from reading the statute that while it 
prohibited plural marriages and made the same bigamy, it 
did not punish or in any manner interfere with the continued 
cohabitation of those who had previously entered into the 
polygamous relations. 

It was not until the 22d of March, 1882, under what is 
known as the Edmunds Act, that polygamous cohabitation be- 
came punishable under the laws of the United States. 

Sections 3 and 7 of the Edmunds Act read as follows: 

male m, in a Territory or other piace over 


Sec. 3. That if any perso: 
which the United States has exclusive 5 hereafter cohabits 
with more than one woman, he shall deemed guilty of a misde- 
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meanor, and on conyiction thereof shall be punished by a fine 
of not more than $300 or by imprisonment for not more than six 
months, or by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 7. That the issue of bigamous or polygamous marriages, known 
as Mormon marriages, in cases in which such marriages have been 
solemnized according to the ceremonies of the Mormon sect, in any 
Territory of the United States, and such issue shall have been born 
before the ist day of January, A. D. 1883, are hereby legitimated. 

The Edmunds Act, so called, was taken by the leaders of the 
church at that time as persecution, and they assumed the atti- 
tude of martyrs to their religion. Many prosecutions followed 
and many convictions were had. Prominent Mormons who were 
guilty of practicing polygamy were driven out of the country 
into Canada and Mexico and foreign lands. The feeling among 
the Christian people of the Republic was that not enough had 
been done to entirely crush out this foul and debasing practice, 
and hence in 1887 Congress enacted what has since been called 
the Edmunds-Tucker Act, which changed the rules of evidence 
so as to make a lawful husband or wife of a person accused of 
bigamy, polygamy, etc., a competent witness. Not only this, but 
the law provided for the annulment and dissolution of the cor- 
poration known as the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day 
Saints. 

Under both the Edmunds and the Edmunds-Tucker Act all 
children that had been born to plural wives were made legiti- 
mate, so that the children of the third or fourth wife, by act of 
Congress, could inherit property from the father and have all 
of the rights that are guaranteed under the laws of our country 
to the children by the first wife. 

There is no question but what many of the Mormons at this 
time believed that the Federal Government had no constitu- 
tional authority to interfere with polygamy or polygamous co- 
habitation because of its being practiced as a part of the Mor- 
mon religion. They were fanatics in this, precisely as Sydney 
Smith, a hundred years ago, found fanatics in the Methodist 
Church. They went to the very limit in their opposition to the 
law, and to show their good faith in this, wrong as we all know 
them to have been, it is only necessary for me to cite to the 
Senators the case of Reynolds v. The United States, where he 
voluntarily came before the courts and furnished the proof of 
violating the Edmunds law in order to test the question as to 
whether the Mormon religion, as promulgated by Brigham 
Young, could be practiced by his followers in spite of the legis- 
lation of Congress. 

The Supreme Court very properly and justly held that while 
the Mormons had a right to their religion, and while they had a 
right to believe that God permitted plural marriages, yet the 
practice of polygamy as such, being in violation of the laws of 
our country, could not be indulged, and the court sustained the 
law in every respect. 

This decision and other litigation that was had in the Federal 
courts in the Territory of Utah and in the Supreme Court of the 
United States brought the leaders of this church to a realiza- 
tion of the crisis that was upon them, and it was under these 
conditions that I have here too briefly expressed that the then 
head of the Mormon Church, Wilford Woodruff, issued what 
has since been known as the manifesto, the official declaration 
of which I will here incorporate in my remarks: 


To whom it may concern: 

Press dispatches having been sent for political purposes from Salt 
Lake City, which have been widely published, to the effect that the 
Utah Commission, in their recent report to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, allege that plural marriages are still being solemnized and that 
forty or more such marriages have been ‘contracted in Utah since lust 
June, or during the past qer: also that in public discourses the leaders 
of the church have taught, encouraged, and urged the continuance of 
the practice of polygamy. 

I, therefore, as president of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter- 
Day Saints, do hereby, in the most solemn manner, declare that these 
charges are false. We are not teaching polygamy, or plural marriage. 
nor permitting any person to enter into its practice, and I deny that 
elther forty or any other number of plural marriages have, during that 
peron: been solemnized in our temples or in any other place in the 
Territory. 

One case has been reported in which the parties alleged that the mar- 
riage was performed in the endowment house, in Salt Lake City, in 
the spring of 1889, but I have not been able to learn who performed the 
ceremony. Whatever was done in this matter was without my knowl- 
edge. In consequence of this alleged occurrence the endowment house 
was, by my instructions, taken down without delay. 

Inasmuch as laws have been enacted by Congress forbidding plural 
marriages, which laws have been pronounced constitutional by the 
court of last resort, I hereby declare my intention to submit to those 
laws and to use my influence with the members of the church over 
which I preside to have them do likewise. 

There is nothing in my teachings to the church or in those of my 
associates during the time specified which can be reasonably construed 
to inculeate or encourage polygamy, and when any elder of the church 
has used language which appeared to 7770 0 any such teachings he has 
been promptly reproved. And I now publicly declare that my advice to 
the Latter-Day Saints is to refrain from contracting any marriage for- 
bidden by the law of the land. 

WILFORD WOODRUFF. 


President of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints. 


This manifesto was issued by President Woodruff, as he 
claimed, by the direct revelation from God. It was presented un- 
der the laws of the church to a great convention of Mormons and 
adopted by them, and in the following years again adopted by 
the Mormon Church, and thus became a part of the fundamental 
law of the Mormon Church. 

Mr. President, it appeared in evidence during the hearings be- 
fore the Committee on Privileges and Elections that a plural 
marriage could be valid in the Mormon Church according to the 
laws of that church only when celebrated by the president or by 
somebody authorized by him to celebrate it. 

This manifesto, which was issued in September, 1890, by 
President Woodruff, was adopted at general conference of the 
members of the Mormon Church October 6, 1890, and thereby 
became a part of the fundamental law of the church. It can 
not be repealed or modified except by the action of a similar 
conference. 

Senators will thus see that since the adoption of the manifesto 
a plural marriage is in violation of the laws of the Mormon 
Church as it is a violation of the laws of the Federal Govern- 
ment. By its adoption the president ‘of the church himself can 
not perform a legal plural marriage, and what he can not do he 
can not authorize anybody else to do; so that, as I have said, 


there can be no plural marriages under the laws of the church. 


since the manifesto of 1890. Any man who has taken a plural 
wife since then has not, under the laws of the church, made her 
his wife. The relation is an adulterous one, punishable both 
under the laws of the church and the laws of the land. 

This was sworn to by President Joseph F. Smith. During the 
course of his examination by Judge Tayler, this question was 
propounded by him: 


Mr. TAYLER., Is the law of the church, as well as the law of the land, 
against the taking of plural wives? 

Mr. SMITH. Yes, sir; I will say 

Mr. TAYLER. Is that the law? 

Mr. SmirH. I would substitute the word “rule” of the church. 

Mr. TAYLER. Rule? 

Mr. Smirn. Instead of law, as you put it. 

Mr. TAYLER. Very well. Then to take a plural wife would be a vio- 
lation of the rule of the church? 

Mr. SmirH. It would 

Mr. TAYLER. Would it, be such a violation of the rule of the church 
as would induce the church authorities to take it up like the violation 
of any other rule would do? 

Mr. SmMrru. It would. 


Mr. Brigham H. Roberts testified that he was born in England 
and came to this country when a boy; that he held the official 
position of one of the presidents of the seventies in the Mormon 
Church, and, in addition to that, that he is one of the assistant 
historians of the church, and also an assistant to President 
Smith in an erganization of young men, an auxiliary organiza- 
tion of the church; that as an author he had written a biography 
of John Taylor, A New Witness for God, Outlines of Ecclesias- 
tical History, and other works. 

In speaking of the force and effect of the manifesto issued by 
President Woodruff and adopted by the Mormon Church in two 
of its annual conferences, he said: 


I regard the manifesto as an administrative act of the president of 
the church, accepted by the church, and of binding force upon its mem- 
bers. But I regard it as an administrative act which President Wood- 
ruff, holding in his own hands the direct authority controlling that 
particular matter—that is, the matter of marriages—had a_ perfect 
right to make, and the acceptance of that action by the church makes 
that a positive binding law upon the church. 

Mr. TAYLER. And those who do not obey it are subject to the pains 
and penalties such as a church under its discipline may inflict upon its 
members who disobey it? 

Mr. ROBERTS, Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAYLER., That is the rule of the church against the taking of 
plural wives. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Yes. 

Mr. TAYLER. How does its force differ from the force of the rule 
against polygamous cohabitation? 

Mr. Ronzurs. Not at all. 

Mr. TAYLER. Then the disobedience of the one is as offensive to the 
church as the disobedience of the other? 

Mr. ROBERTS. I should think it would be. 

The CHAIRMAN. And both are of equal binding authority? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Yes, sir. 


Other witnesses testified in a similar manner. 


The senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] said the 


other day, in his very able speech: 

Let me say at the outset, touching the charge that the Senator from 
Utah is a polygamist, and for that reason disqualified from holding a 
seat in this body, no evidence was submitted to the committee in sup- 

ort of such allegation, and, so far as the investigation discloses, the 
Benator stands acquitted of that charge. * * The Senator stands 
before the Senate in personal character and bearing above criticism and 
beyond reproach, and if found disqualified for membership in this body 
it must be upon other grounds and from other considerations. 


I wish, Mr. President, to enforce upon the minds of Senators 
and the country that all that I have said respecting the personal 
character of Senator Smoor and the purity of his life are con- 
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‘firmed by the Senator from Michigan. What reason, then, does 
the Senator have in insisting that Senator Smoor shall be ex- 
pelled from the Senate? He has epitomized the objections urged 

. against him in the three following propositions: ` 

: First. That at the time of his election the State of Utah and the leg- 
islature thereof were under the complete domination of the Mormon 
hierarchy, of which he is a member, and that such hierarchy so far 
“interfered with the functions of the State” as to secure the election 
of one of its own members and an sponses and that his certificate of 
election by the legislature was y the recorded edict of the hierarch 
in defiance of the constitutional inhibition that“ no church shall domi- 
nate the state nor interfere with its functions; 

Second. That this Mormon hierarchy, of which the Senator is a con- 
spicuous member, inculcates and encoura: belief in and the practice of 
polygamy and polygamous cohabitation in violation of the laws of the 

ae prohibitin the same and in of pledges made for its sup- 

ression ; 
E Third. That the Senator, in connection with and as a member of such 
organization, has taken an oath of hostility to the Government of the 
United States incompatible with his obligation as a Senator. 

I shall undertake, Mr. President, before I close my remarks, 
to show that not one of the propositions is supported either in 
law or in fact, and that the protestants, whose mouthpiece the 
senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] is upon the floor 
of the Senate, have utterly failed to make good any case against 
Reep SMoor. I shall not, however, Mr. President, discuss the 
propositions in the order in which they were taken up by the 
senior Senator from Michigan. I propose to discuss the second 

. proposition first. 

The Mormon hierarchy, so called, consists, as I understand 

it, of the president and his two counselors and the twelve 

. apostles. The Mormon Church is a religious organization, 
founded, as claimed by the senior Senator from Michigan, by re- 
ligious and pure-minded men. The doctrine that has brought it 
into disrepute and which has caused criminal charges to be pre- 
ferred against many of its members is the doctrine of polygamy, 
which has been eliminated, as I have already said, from the 
church doctrine by the manifesto of 1890, so that, as the church 
exists now, it is a religious organization composed of a presi- 
dent and his two counselors, the twelve apostles, and lesser 
officers in the church organized somewhat similar to other re- 
ligious organizations. 

The president is the supreme head of the church throughout 
the world. His two counselors have no direct power other than 
to advise and counsel with him when called upon. The twelve 
apostles, who form a part of the hierarchy, have no temporal 
authority and no religious authority outside of preaching the 
gospel. Any member of them, however, can be, and frequently 
is, given certain powers and authority in the church by the 
president. These apostles are also consulted by the president in 
church matters whenever he has occasion to call upon any one 
or all of them, relating to any church matter. 

It is made perfectly clear in the testimony of Mr. Talmage 
and eyery other intelligent witness who gave evidence on this 
subject that the church organization is primarily and wholly 
for the religious betterment of mankind.. Among other things 
that Mr. Talmage said in the course of his testimony before the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections was the following: 

Mr. TALMAGE. The first presidency, as I have stated, is composed of 
three high priests, who are known as the presiding high priests over 
the church. The 1 has general direction of all church affairs 
throughout the world. The quorum of apostles has no jurisdiction as a 
quorum, nor has any member—that is, any individual apostle—an 
jurisdiction personally in the o ized stakes and wards of the chure 
while the first presidency is acting, except as the Individual — pig or 
the quorum may be directed to take charge and exercise supe ion for 
the time being in any part. In other words, the quorum of apostles is 
not a quorum of local presidency in any sense of the term, and the 
apostles operate in the Oreanined stakes and wards of the church as 
teachers and preachers without any authority at all in the matter of 
enforcing any command or counsel or requirement. Indeed, they have 
no authority to make or to enforce such, if it were made, unless they 
act, as I said, by special appointment as representatives of the first 
presidency. As a representative, by special appointment, of the first 

residency, any high priest could act, if so ed. But the apostles 

ave a specific work that is required of them. 

Mr. WorTHINGTON. Now. what is that? 

Mr. TALMAGE. That is the work pertaining to missionary labor, par- 
eral a outside the organized wards and stakes. 4 

Mr. WorTHINGTON. Their principal duty is that of missionaries out- 
side of organized stakes? 

Mr. TALMAGE. Yes, sir. 

This is the “ criminal body ” that it is charged Senator Smoor 
is a member of; and because of that membership it is insisted 
by the protestants and by the Senators who have already spoken 
against Senator Smoor that he should be expelled from this 
body 


I undertake to say, Mr. President, that there is no evidence 
that was taken before the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
that supports the charge that the apostles, as a religious organi- 
zation, is a criminal organization. There is no testimony that 
can be found within the covers of the four volumes of testimony 
that I haye here before me, which includes all of the evidence 
which was heard before the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 


‘Spirators haye jointly assumed to themselves, as a 
0 


tions, that even tends to support the allegation so broadly made 
by the Senators who seek to expel REED Soor from the Senate 
of the United States. I will not say, Mr. President, that they 
have willfully misrepresented the evidence; I will not say that 
they have deliberately sought to mislead the Senate on that im- 
portant subject; they have failed, as it seems to me, to discrimi- 
nate between the apostles as a religious organization in the 
Mormon Church and the individual acts of some of the members 
of that organization. The object and purpose for which the 
apostolic organization exists is to inculcate religious doctrine 
into the minds of the people throughout the civilized world and 
to lead them to espouse the doctrines of the Mormon Church 
with polygamy eliminated. 

Now, that some of the members of the organization still in- 
dulge in polygamous cohabitation and in their hearts believe that 
the doctrine of polygamy is of divine origin does not make the 
organization a criminal organzation. The apostles, since the 
manifesto of 1890, according to the testimony of all of the wit- 
nesses who have given evidence upon that subject, do not 
preach the doctrine of polygamy or encourage polygamous co- 
habitation. It is not what a man believes, but what he does, 
that makes him a criminal. e 

Mr. President, we have had an exhibition here to-day that 
furnishes a splendid illustration of the position which I have 
just now taken. We all know, as was expressed by the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] and others to-day, that there are hon- 
orable Senators upon this floor who as firmly believe that the 
Confederate States had a legal right to secede and form a sep- 
arate and independent government as did the leaders of that 
great movement who put their beliefs into action and organized 
civil war. They, however, like the Mormons of to-day, have ac- 


‘cepted the results of the war and have come back into the Union 


and taken their share of the burdens and benefits of a reunited 
Republic. Their beliefs regarding the righteousness of their 
cause, with many of them, is as firm to-day as it was in the 
bloody days from '61 to 65. That belief, however, does not 
make them traitors to their country, and the belief of any num- 
ber of the members of the Mormon Church that polygamy is a 
principle of divine origin, as long as they do not preach it as a 
part of the doctrines of the church, can bring no more punish- 
ment than can a Senator upon this floor be punished for enter- 
taining the principles of constitutional law that led the brilliant 
leaders from the South to organize armed opposition to the Gen- 
eral Government. 

So much, Mr. President, for the individual belief on this sub- 
ject of polygamy. Now, let us look for a moment, if you please, 
to the church organization of which Reen Smoor is a member. 

As I have already stated, that organization as such is pro- 
hibited by the rules of the church from preaching or inculcating 
in any manner the doctrine that the followers of the Mormon 
Church haye a right to and should indulge in plural marriages. 
The senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] quoted a 
number of decisions of courts of last resort in several States 
and text writers to establish the following doctrine: 

Every person entering into a conspiracy or common desi already 
formed is deemed in law a y to all acts done by any of the other 
parties before or afterwar in furtherance of the common design. 

he principle on which the acts and declarations of other 5 
and acts done at different times, are admitted in evidence against the 
rsons prosecuted is that by the act of conspirin A Meeps heran 
individuality so as regards the prosecution of the OROS design. 
thus rendering whatever is done or. said by anyone in furtherance of 
that design a part of the res gestæ and, therefore, the act of all. 

I am not inclined to criticise that law. I indorse it in spirit 
and.letter and believe that it expresses the principle which gov- 
erns the action of men in every State in the Union.. The 
trouble, however, with the law which has been quoted by the 
senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] is that it has 
no application to the case of Reep Smoor. This law of individ- 
ual responsibility is based upon the admitted fact that a crim- 
inal conspiracy exists and that the person who is charged with 
a crime is one of the conspirators; that the common object of 
the organization of which he is a member is to commit a crime 
and then whatever is done under such circumstances by one of 
the conspirators is equally chargeable against the others. 

The senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] cited, in 
his very able argument here the other day in support of that 
doctrine, the case of Spies et al. v. The People of Illinois. 
Spies was indicted and convicted of murder of one Degan, who 
was killed by a bomb thrown by a fellow-conspirator of Spies 
at a time when Spies was not present. This doctrine, which 
I have already quoted from the text writer, was invoked in 
the courts of Illinois, and it was charged that he was equally 
guilty with the conspirator who threw the bomb. Before 
Spies could be charged with criminal offense the State of 
IllIncis was required to show that he was a member of an 
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tion known as the International Association of Chi- 
eago,” having for its object the overthrow of the law and the 
destruction of the Government. It was also shown that these 
members had advocated the use of bombs and dynamite in any 
form against the government of the city of Chicago and the 
State of Illinois and the Federal Government. It was a body 
reeking with crime, and Spies was one of the leaders of this 
organization. The conspirator, in throwing the bomb and kill- 
‘ing Degan in the city of Chicago, was simply carrying out in 
spirit and letter the instructions of the organization of which 
Spies was a prominent member. Under these conditions the 
trial court held that he was equally guilty with the bomb 
‘thrower in the murder of Degan. 

This law, however, Mr. President, can have no more applica- 
tion to Reep Smoor than it can have to the Senator from 
Michigan himself, for the reason, as I have stated, that the 
Mormon apostles, as an organization, has not been shown to be 
a treasonable organization or an organized conspiracy to over- 
throw any of the laws of the State or country. 

That some of the apostles have plural wives is a poor argu- 
ment to be urged for the unseating of Senator Smoor. 

That officers high in the Mormon Church violate the laws of 
God and man is a matter of the deepest concern to every fair- 
minded man in the country; but it furnishes a poor excuse for 
Senators to inflict punishment upon an innocent man simply 
because he believes in a religion that is advocated by them. 

I now come to consider the first point the Senator made as 
a reason why he proposes to vote to expel Senator Smoor. 
As I have stated, it is, in substance, that the State of Utah 
and the legislature were under the control and domination of 
the Mormon hierarchy, of which Mr. Suoor is a member, and 
that this hierarchy secured his election. 

I am somewhat surprised that a lawyer of the ability and a 
man of the acknowledged intelligence of the senior Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] should submit a proposition of 
that character as a reason for depriving Senator Ssroor of his 
seat in this body. If that principle were to prevail in the 
spirit and letter with which he has argued it, it would, in one 
form or another, vacate nearly every seat in this body. The 
substance of the charge that he has formulated is that a mem- 
ber of the Mormon Church will vote for a Mormon to hold a 
political office in preference to a person living outside the fold 
of the church. That is the charge, stripped of the verbiage 
with which it is surrounded, in the proposition put by the senior 
Senater from Michigan. 

I wish to call to the attention of the Senators that there is 
nothing in the Constitution of the United States that prohibits 
a State from haying an established church, If the people of the 
State of Michigan ean revise their State constitution so as to 
require the taxpayers of that State to pay annually a certain 
sum for the maintenance of the Episcopal, the Catholic, the 
Presbyterian, or the Methodist, or any other church, such a 
clause in the constitution of Michigan or any other independent 
State in the Republic would not be antagonistic to anything 
contained in the Constitution of the United States. When the 
members of the Constitutional Convention of 1787 assembled in 
Philadelphia for the purpose of preparing a Constitution that 
would unite the thirteen separate sovereign States in one con- 
federated Republic, it was not their intention to limit the 
powers of any one of those States in dealing with their own 
people. The purpose was to enable them, through this Federal 
agency, to deal more effectively with foreign powers and between 
themselyes than could be done under the old Articles of Con- 
federation. They proposed to, and did, leave the largest liberty 
to the people of each one of the separate sovereignties to de- 
termine their internal and all domestic affairs as the people 
from time to time should will. Each State was governed by its 
own separate constitution, and that constitution could be 
amended or changed or absolutely destroyed and another one 
placed in its stead, just as the people willed, in accordance with 
the terms of the chartered instrument under which they were 
then living. When they came to provide for additional States to 
be admitted into the Federal Republic they gave as much liberty 
to the proposed new State as any of the then thirteen States 
possessed or should possess after they had adopted the Federal 
Constitution. So that when Utah became a separate and inde- 
pendent State in the American Republic the people of that 
State had the same power to adopt a constitution under the 
Constitution of the United States, and to provide, if you please, 
in that constitution a tax to support a State church that any 
one of the original colonies had when it entered into the negotia- 
tions that led to the adoption of the Constitution of 1787. Thət 
in the whole history of the Republic no State has ever resorted 
to that is no evidence that the power does not exist, but is a 
tribute to the independent thought and independent action of 


the people of the several States in forever keeping separate 
state and church. It was a wise consideration on the part of 
the fathers of the Constitution that they left that power with 
the people themselves, because that power, with the people, can 
never be abused, as is evidenced by the history now of one hun- 
dred and twenty years under that Constitution. More than 
thirty States have been added to the Republic, and no one of 
them has eyer thought fit to tax the people of the State for 
the maintenance of an established church. 

But, Mr. President, while it is true that the people of no State 
in this Republic have ever seen fit to make as a part of the or- 
ganic law of the State any such provision as this, it is a noto- 
rious fact that the various religious denominations have, from 
the earliest history of the Republic, taken a greater or less 
interest in all public questions and in the politics of the parties 
that haye from time to time controlled the destinies of the 
Republic. Not only that, but men have combined outside of re- 
ligious organizations to control eities and States and the Re- 
publie itself. 

If organizations, religious or otherwise, are to be condemned 
because they are interested in polities, where would the Sena- 
tor from Michigan himself be to-day? He belongs to a great 
political organization that has for its object the controlling not 
only of the destinies of the State that he so ably represents in 
this body, but it has the ambition to, and has, as a matter of 
fact, for more than forty years, controlled the destinies of this 
Republic itself. Is it any worse for members of a religious 
organization in any State to prefer one of their own number as 
a United States Senator than it is for a political organization 
in the State of Michigan to prefer the senior Senator from Michi- 
gan as their representative? If we are to embark upon criti- 
cisms of this character, where can we stop? 

It is a conceded fact, Mr. President, that the Mormon people 
outnumber in the State of Utah any other religious sect, and, 
indeed, they outnumber all other inhabitants of the State. Is 
there anything unnatural, then, that in an election looking to 
thé selection of a man for United States Senator to represent 
the interests of that State in this body the majority of the 
people would prefer to have a man not only in sympathy with 
them from a political standpoint, but a religious standpoint as 
well? The Mormon people in the State of Utah, in doing what 
is charged by the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], 
have not only not committed any erime, but ‘they have followed 
the principles that govern men in all conditions of life and in all 
of the different religious denominations. Do not two Baptists— 
other things being equal—feel a little more kindly toward each 
other than they do toward two Presbyterians or two Congrega- 
tionalists? If any favors are to be extended—other things be- 
ing equal—will not one Baptist favor another rather than a 
heretic in religion? 

The charge, however, made by the senior Senator from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Burrows] as to the domination of the Mormon Church 
in all politieal affairs in Utah, is denied by Senator Smoor and 
by a large number of witnesses who appeared before the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, and it was shown by these 
witnesses that in Mormon communities where the Mormon vote 
largely outnumbered the opposition, candidates who did not be- 
lieve in the doctrines of the Mormon Church were elected to re- 
sponsible offices. Members of the supreme court of the State 
have been anti-Mermons, and members of the legislature and 
various State officers have been pronounced anti-Mormons. 
honorable friend at my right [Mr. SUTHERLAND] all his life has 
not only not been a member of the Mormon Church, but in time 
and out of time he has publicly and privately denounced plural 
marriage and polygamous cohabitation, and yet we find a State, 
with a majority of Mormons in it, sending that gentleman here 
to represent it in this body. 

If it were the fact, as argued to us the other day by the senior 
Senator from Michigan, that every office, from the lowest to the 
highest, within the State of Utah is controlled absolutely by 
some member of the Mormon Church, then this condition as 
shown by the testimony before the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections would not exist, and no man who did not acknowledge 
fealty to the Mormon Church could hold any office, either of 
high or low degree. I could, had I the time, present to the Sen- 
ators a long list of names of men who are anti-Mormons and 
who since the Territory became a State have held important 
local and State offices. 

The people of Utah are divided, not on religious lines, but on 
industrial and economical lines. Senator Smoor is a pronounced 
protectionist, and the majority of the people of that State are 
of his faith on this industrial question, as are the majority of 
the people of the State of Michigan of that belief politically; 
and it was, as I gather from a careful examination of the testi- 
mony, upon this branch of the case as presented to our commit- 
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tee that Senator Smoor was selected, because he more nearly 
represented the views of the majority of the people on all in- 
dustrial and economical questions than his opponent. He was 
selected precisely as my honored friend from Michigan [Mr. 
Burrows] was selected to represent his State in this great legis- 
lative body. 

I think I am safe in saying, Mr. President, that neither the 
majority in this Senate nor the people in the country will in- 
dorse the views of the senior Senator from Michigan that Sena- 
tor Smoor should be deprived of his seat in the Senate because 
a majority of the people of the State of Utah are of the same 
religious faith as himself and yoted for him in preference to his 
opponent. 

The legislature that elected him was composed of Mormons 
and non-Mormons. He was elected by the Republicans in the 
legislature, Mormons and non-Mormons, and was opposed by the 
Democrats in that body, Mormons and non-Mormons. 

Mr. President, the next proposition that was made by the 
Senator from Michigan, advocating the expulsion of Senator 
Smoor from this body, was that the Senator, in connection with 
and as a member of such organization, has taken an oath of 
hostility to the Government of the United States incompatible 
with his obligation as a Senator. 

It is conceded, I think, by the Senator from Idaho and by 
the senior Senator from Michigan that as an apostle Senator 
Suoor was not required to and did not take an oath, and that his 
relations with the Mormon Church, so far as that is concerned, 
are the same as that of a lay member. 

I remember that in the testimony of Mr. Critchlow, who was 
one of the lawyers from that State who came here to aid the 
protestants against Senator Suoor taking a seat, he made the 
statement that his position was no different from that of a lay 
member of the Mormon Church, So I wish to get fully before 
the minds of the Senate that neither the Senator from Idaho 
not the Senator from Michigan nor any of the advocates of 
the expulsion of Senator Smoor from this body claim that 7 
oath he has taken which would disqualify him is an oath that 
was taken as an apostle of the church, and that had a lay mem- 
ber of that church come here he would be under the same dis- 
ability that is urged against the Senator from Utah by the 
Senator from Michigan, if he had gone through the endowment 
house, and that the oath that is here referred to in this third 
proposition is not an apostolic oath, but what is known as the 
“endowment oath.” If any person ought to know whether 
Senator Smoor has taken such an oath, he himself is that per- 
son. He was a witness in his own behalf before the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections and was questioned upon this very 
subject. He stated that he had taken the endowment oath 
when a mere boy and gave the circumstances under which the 
oath was taken. His evidence is that there is absolutely 
nothing in that oath of the character charged by the senior 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. He further stated 
that not only was it no oath of hostility to the Government of 
the United States or incompatible with his obligations as a Sen- 
ator, but that it was purely of a religious character without 
reference to the obligations that he assumed in this body when 
he took the oath of office. It is conceded not only by the senior 
Senator from Michigan that Senator Suoor is an honorable 
man, but by every person who has had anything to do with 
the protestants before the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. He says, under the solemnity of an oath before our com- 
mittee, that there is nothing in the endowment oath that inter- 
fered with his taking the oath that he did in this body as a Sen- 
ator of the United States, and that he is untrammeled, so far as 
that oath or his connection with the Mormon Church is con- 
cerned, in giving absolute fealty in every respect to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. If, Mr. President, there were 
no other testimony in the case on behalf of Senator Smoor 
than his own, I think it should be enough to satisfy Senators, 
especially in view of the fact that for three years they have 
noted his conduct as a Senator and have seen in him nothing 
but the high character that all accord him—that his word 
should have a controlling force and effect on this question. 

The testimony, however, that has been offered upon this 
branch of the case by those opposed to Senator Smoor is of a 
character that would receive but little consideration in a court 
of justice. Of all the witnesses who testified before our com- 
mittee there were only seven who made any pretense of testify- 
ing about such an obligation. The testimony of these witnesses 
is all of a vague and indefinite character. The witnesses them- 
selves are untrustworthy or disreputable in character, and the 
seven combined would receive but little consideration in any 
court of record in any of the States of the Republic on any 
question that involved even the property interests of a citizen; 
much less, then, should they receive consideration here where 


the rights of a great State are involved, in addition to the repu- 
tation of one of the leading citizens of that State. As an illus- 


tration of the character of these seven witnesses I challenge. 


the attention of the Senate to the testimony of Mrs. Elliott, who 
was brought here from Utah to testify regarding this oath. In 
order to qualify herself to make a proper showing before the 
committee, the Senate, and the country, she was asked various 
questions regarding her own record. She testified that she was 
living with a second husband; that her first husband was dead. 
She stated when he died, and that after she had lived as a 
widow for some time, she again married. When the respond- 
ent produced his witnesses the first husband of Mrs. Elliott was 
brought here, and he said he was not only not dead, but that he 
had been a very live man ever since he and his wife had sepa- 
rated; that he had corresponded continuously with his children, 
who were with their mother, and that she knew when she testi- 
fied that he was living and well. Can anybody take evidence 
of that kind to impeach the character and standing of a citizen 
like Senator REED Smoor? 

Senator Smoor is corroborated in his testimony by that of all 
of the leading witnesses who gaye testimony on that subject. 
While most of them declined to give the endowment oath, they 
gave as their reason for such declination that it was a secret 
religious obligation. The same reasons that influence a Mason to 
decline to reveal the oaths that are taken by a member when he 
takes the different degrees in that great secret organization 
influenced these witnesses in declining to give this religious obli- 
gation. But each witness was explicit in stating that there was 
nothing in the obligation that indicated hostility of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. In numbers and character these 
witnesses overshadowed the testimony of the witnesses who had 
sworn to such an obligation. 

No person, as it seems to me, who can properly analyze testi- 
mony can take the evidence that has been offered upon this 
proposition and arrive at any other conclusion than that Senator 
Smoor is right and truthful when he says that he has never 
taken an obligation that is incompatible with his duty to the 
Government of the United States or that would influence him 
as a Senator in this body. 

I haye nce the time to take the testimony of each witness and 
read it so that Senators can see that the conclusions that I have 
reached upon this testimony are not only logical but irresistible. 

The report signed by the senior Senators from Ohio and In- 
diana [Mr. FokAKER and Mr. BEVERIDGE] and the junior Senators 
from Vermont and Pennsylvania [Mr. DNLINGHAM and Mr. 
Knox] with myself contains a careful analysis of the testimony 
on that subject, and I commend it to any doubting Thomas in 
this body, if such there be on this question. 

The oath that was taken by Senator Smoor when he became 
a member of the Senate of the United States supersedes any 
oath that he may have taken at any previous period in his life. 
It was taken without any mental reservation, and his whole 
course in the Senate has shown that no obligation that he has 
taken in life, so far as influencing his conduct, is in conflict with 
his duty as a United States Senator. I shall therefore, Mr. 
President, pursue this line of thought no further. There are, 
however, some questions that I desire to discuss briefly before I 
close my remarks. 

There is a great misunderstanding in the public mind regard- 
ing the extent with which polygamous cohabitation is practiced 
among the Mormons. With a church membership of more than 
300,000, in 1890 it was ascertained by a careful census that there 
were 2,451 polygamous families. Since the manifesto of 1890, as 
I have already shown, the plural marriages that have taken 
place in the church have been exceedingly few in number. 
They haye been sporadic and probably do not exceed in number 
the number of bigamous marriages that can be found in a like 
population in almost any State in the Union. These polygamous 
families were all formed prior to the manifesto of 1890. When 
they were entered into the parties taking on these relations be- 
lieved that they were justified in the sight of God and man; 
children were reared under such conditions; and, as I have al- 
ready shown, the laws of our country have legitimized these 
children. 

The problem that confronted these men who had plural wives 
after the laws of Congress had legitimized their children by 
their plural wives was, What should be done with the mothers 
of their children? Should they be driven into the street penni- 
less and uncared for, or thrown upon society in the anomalous 
and unenviable position that they would hold? Or should these 
men who, when they took them as plural wives, believed, as did 
the women, that the relation was sanctified in the sight of God 
and that it was pure and exalted by religious approval, care for 
them? 

The consensus of opinion in the State of Utah among the 
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Gentiles as well as the Mormons was that if the husbands of 
these plural wives cared for them, without flaunting such re- 
lations in the face of the public, it would be better to let them 
care for them along with the children these women had borne 
‘them and let time and death solve the ultimate problem of the 
extinction of polygamy in the Mormon Church. 

The leading citizens of Utah who were non-Mormon not only 
acquiesced in this solution of the problem, but they gave it 
their sanction by word and act. 

I denounce any so-called plural marriages since the manifesto 
of 1890 in as strong terms as does the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. Burrows]; but, Mr. President, I want Senators and I want 
the people of the country to understand that since 1890 there 
has been an honest effort on the part of the Mormon people to 
live up to the laws of the land and live up to that manifesto 
‘issued by the head of the church. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. BURROWS. May I ask the Senator if, when he states 
that there has been an honest effort made to live up to the 
manifesto, he does not lose sight of the fact that at least five 
of the apostles have taken new wives since the manifesto? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I thank the Senator for call- 
ing my attention to that. One would suppose from the posi- 
tion taken by the Senator from Michigan and by the Senator 
from Idaho that not only five apostles had taken plural- wives, 
but that they were multiplying these plural marriages as they 
did before the manifesto of 1890. Can the Senator from Mich- 
igan tell me the number of plural marriages in the Mormon 
Church sincé 1890? 

Mr. BURROWS. The number is shown in the evidence, but 
I do not now exactly recall it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I have it. 

Mr. BURROWS. But there have been several. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I am going to answer the Senator on that. 

Mr. BURROWS. A number of them have taken plural wives. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I am going to discuss that fully. 

Mr. BURROWS. It does not follow from that that others 
are taking plural wives, but it is true that the head of the 
ehurch and some of the apostles have indulged in plural mar- 
riage since the manifesto. One thing more. I should like to 
ask the Senator if the older people are called upon to take 
care of their wives as a humane act? Is there any reason why 
they should continue to cohabit with them and increase the 
number of the offspring? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the Senator that on that propo- 
sition. I will give him the answer of the head of the Mormon 
Church, which is found in the evidence. It is not necessary for 
me to make an answer to that proposition. That very question 
was put to the head of the Mormon Church, who has had a 
number of children born since the manifesto, and I submit that 
answer, not only to the Senator, but to Senators in this body 
and to the public generally. 

Now, Mr. President, to come back to my proposition. Mark 
you, this manifesto was promulgated in 1890, sixteen or seven- 
teen years ago. How many plural marriages have there been 
since that time? We have here, as I have said, four volumes of 
testimony. They have raked the entire Mormon Church from 
Mexico to Canada, and throughout the mountainous States; they 
have taken every case that they could find, whether the evidence 
warranted it or not, L have gone through the testimony, and I 
find that during the sixteen or seventeen years since the mani- 
festo, on their own showing, there have been only twenty so- 
called “plural marriages’—a little over one year in a population 
of 300,000. Take the same population in almost any part of the 
country and there would be nearly the same number of bigamous 
marriages. 

The evidence does not warrant the conclusion that there have 
been even twenty of these marriages. I base my statement as 
to the number upon the contention of the protestants themselves, 
but when you come to sift the evidence it absolutely fails, and if 
the law that governs testimony in actions dealing with property 
and lives in the courts of our country were to be inyoked, they 
could not show five cases of this kind. 

The Senator bas suggested that five of the apostles haye 
taken plural wives. I met that proposition when I showed that 
if these men had violated the law, the apostles and the church 
itself did not preach the doctrine of polygamy. I met that 
when I showed that this manifesto is sent out by the mission- 
aries, is scattered broadcast in the church, and is acquiesced 
in as one of the doctrines of the church to-day. That one indi- 
vidual or five individuals violate the law can not make a crimi- 


nal out of a church of 300,000 people. That one man or five 
among the apostles violate the law can not make REED SMOOT 
a criminal, any more than the Senator from Michigan would be 
a criminal because some Senator sitting near him might violate 
the law. Reep Smoor has no control over the individual actions 
of the apostles any more than the Senator from Michigan has 
control over the individual actions of the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. President, as I have said, it is not my purpose to take up 
very much more time of the Senate in the discussion of this 
question. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from IIIInois 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes. 

Mr. FULTON. The Senator may have explained, but I did 
not understand him if he did, whether in the case of the twenty 
polygamous marriages which have been celebrated since 1890 
the ceremony was performed by the church in all of them or 
any of them? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I am very much obliged to the Senator for 
ealling my attention to that, Under the rules and regulations 
of the church a plural marriage, even in polygamous days, was 
not a legal marriage, unless it was performed by the president 
of the church or by somebody designated by him. 

Since the manifesto of 1890 neither the president nor any 
other official of the church has authorized a plural marriage, 
and none has taken place in a Mormon church or in a sanctuary 
of any character belonging to the Mormon Church within the 
limits of the United States. The alleged taking of plural wives 
among the apostles, mentioned by the Senator from Michigan, 
occurred in Canada or Mexico, outside of the limits of our own 
country. This is enough to show that those individuals when 
they left their own country recognized that they had left their 
church, and that they were not only violating the laws of the 
Mormon Church, but that they were violating the laws of our 
country as well. So they went to a foreign country to consum- 
mate this relation. I showed, Mr. President. in niy earlier re- 
marks that that relation is an adulterous one in the eyes of the 
Mormon Church, the same as it is among the Gentiles themselves. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will ask the Senator from Illinois, if he 
will allow me, if the Mormon Church has undertaken to punish 
any of these polygamists for entering into this adulterous rela- 
tion? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will answer my friend from Idaho by say- 
ing that the other day I read in a newspaper that a member of a 
religious organization in one of the Western States had com- 
mitted the crime of bigamy. I ask the Senator if he knows 
whether the members of his church have prosecuted that man? 
One question is as fair asthe other. It is not necessary in order to 
clear the skirts of REED Smoor, or any lay Mormon in the church, 
that he should prosecute a person for committing a crime. The 
obligation is upen the Senator himself with the same degree of 
responsibility as it is upon any member of the church. If he 
knows that a man has violated the law it is his duty, according 
to his own code of ethics, to present that evidence to a grand 
jury to have them indict him. Has he gone and presented these 
charges to the grand jury in the State of Utah or in Salt Lake 


City? 


Mr. DUBOIS.. I myself have not. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is all I want to know. 

Mr. DUBOIS. But the people of Utah have gone, and the 
courts of Utah haye paid no attention to the presentation, and 
it is useless. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Where a crime is committed and nobody fol- 
lows it up, the criminal goes unwhipped of justice. That is 
true outside of the Mormon Church as it is true inside of the 
chureh; and if they had legal evidence of any of these apostles 
taking plural wives, why have they not prosecuted them instead 
of coming here and seeking to punish a man who has done more 
than any thousand people in this country to stamp out the crime 
of polygamy? ‘They are trying to punish a man who has shown 
that he possesses the qualities of heart and head to do all in 
his power to stop this crime, and yet because some members of 
the church violate the law, these honored Senators say that he 
should be expelled from the Senate of the United States, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from IIIInois 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I yield. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In answer to the Senator’s questien, 


944 


whether the Senator from Illinois could cite an instance where 
there had been any punishment by another Mormon of Mor- 
mons for haying entered into polygamous relations, I have not 
read the testimony recently, but the Senator has, and I call 
his attention to a case, as I remember it, when I was present 
when the testimony was being taken. I believe it was a bishop 
of a stake by the name of Harmer, who had taken another 
wife, and the attention of the Senator from Utah, not then a 
Senator, was called to it. The bishop himself went to Provo, 
the home of the Senator from Utah, not then a Senator, and 
told him about this thing, about which there was a great deal 
of rumor. The upshot of the whole matter, as I remember the 
testimony—and the Senator from Illinois will know about what 
it was—was that on his way home from Provo this bishop of 
the stake, who had entered into relationships with more than 
one woman, was arrested by the sheriff, was by the church 
authorities deposed from the bishropric, and was prosecuted 
and finally sent to the penitentiary. I do not know whether 
that is correct or not, but that is as I remember it. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. He himself testified to it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Vermont suggests that 
it was the bishop himself who testified to that fact. 

Mr. DUBOIS. If the Senator from Illinois will pardon me, 
I will show the difference. Bishop Harmer was not married 
to the second woman. He was living with her in a purely adul- 
terous relation. Therefore the Mormon Church made an ex- 
ample of him. Had she been married to him as a second wife, 
they would not have interfered, because they never have done 
so. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then, the Senator’s suggestion i 

Mr. HOPKINS. Right here let me say a word. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. y è 

Mr. HOPKINS. I have shown, Mr. President, that there can 
not be in the Mormon Church to-day the taking of a plural 
wife. That is an impossibility under the law of the church, 
and the relation is an adulterous one, just as stated by the 
Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And the suggestion of the Senator from 
Idaho in answer is that the reason why they deposed him from 
his religious office and the reason why they sent him to the 
penitentiary for a criminal offense is that he did not marry the 
woman. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Exactly; precisely. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then, according to that, the Senator from 
Idaho must go on and show that it is the habitual practice to 
persecute people out there if they do not contract polygamous 
marriages, which, of course, is reductio ad absurdum. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. - 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. If the Senator from Illinois will per- 
mit me, I will state that I am pretty familiar with the Harmer 
case referred to, although I do not now recall precisely what the 
evidence showed about it. 

Mr. Harmer was a bishop in the county in which my colleague 
lives. It was very clearly shown when he was arrested that he 
had gone to Mexico and had married his plural wife there. By 
the way, Utah has a law upon the subject of polygamy, forbid- 
ding and punishing it. Mr. Harmer could not be prosecuted 
under the law of the State of Utah because the offense was not 
committed in that jurisdiction. 
could be prosecuted was the crime of adultery. He was prose- 
cuted for that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And sent to the penitentiary. 
` Mr. SUTHERLAND. Not only is that the fact, but I happen 
to know something further about it. My colleague himself 
spoke to one of the civil officers of the county, the sheriff of the 
county, whom I know very well. The sheriff of the county in- 
vestigated the case. The sheriff was a Mormon. This man was 
arrested. He was prosecuted by a Mormon district attorney 
and was convicted before a Mormon judge and sent to the peni- 
tentiary for eighteen months. That is the history of the case. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Upon the original information of the 
Senator from Utah himself. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes. Not only that, but, as I am in- 
formed and as I have every reason to believe is the fact, after 
this man had been in the penitentiary for something less than 
a year, an effort was made to secure his pardon, and a peti- 
tion was presented to my colleague, who declined to sign it. 
He declined to ask for the man’s pardon. 

As I say, I do not recall what the evidence was, but I state 
what I know about it because I happened to residé in Utah 
County at the time, within 6 miles of where it happened. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


The only thing for which he. 


JANUARY 11, 


Mr. HOPKINS. I thank the Senator for giving us the in- 
formation he has upon that subject, and I want to emphasize 
to the Senate a fact which appears in the evidence before the 
committee, and that is that the younger Mormons throughout 
the length and breadth of the State of Utah and wherever the 
Mormon Church is located are opposed to polygamy and polyga- 
mous Ohaba non as much as is the Senator from Michigan 
himself. 

That time and death will speedily end this blot upon the 
church and upon the civilization of our country as well is 
evidenced from the fact that in October, 1899, nine years after 
the first census had been taken, the number of polygamous 
families had been reduced to 1,543. Another investigation was 
made in May, 1902, as to the number of polygamous families 
in the Mormon Church, and the 1,543 families had dwindled to 
897. At the time that this case was being considered by the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections it was stated without 
question by the leading counsel for Senator Smoor that the 
number of polygamous families in existence to date had been 
reduced by death to about 500. A 

Mr. President, in the short space of sixteen or seventeen 
years the number of polygamous families in the Mormon 
Church has been reduced from 2,451 to 500. Those that remain 
are old men and old women, and in a few years the 500 will 
be entirely blotted out. Then the Mormon Church will stand 
forth freed not only from preaching and inculcating the doc- 
trine of plural wives and polygamous cohabitation, but in the 
practice of the church it will be freed from having a solitary 
polygamous family within its fold. 

I can understand how some fanatics may say that this method 
of dealing with this crime upon our civilization is too charitable 
and that the strong arm of the law should take these gray- 
haired offenders, both men and women, and punish them to the 
limit of the law. The experience of mankind, however, Mr. 
President, is entirely against such drastic measures. Persecu- 
tion (or what seems to the prosecuted persecution) simply in- 
flames the spirit of the martyr, and instead of stifling the of- 
fense or crime of polygamy, it stimulates the fanatics in the 
church to practice it and to preach it, believing that by so doing 
they are earning eternal salvation and a higher and better place 
near the throne of God. 

The overwhelming sentiment in Utah and in the adjoining 
States where the Mormon Church exists is in favor of eliminat- 
ing the last vestige of polygamous cohabitation in the church by 
time rather than the adoption of the drastic measures that I 
have already referred to. The leading Gentiles of Utah favor 
this plan. They believe it to be more humane and more effective 
than to make martyrs of those who still adhere to the plural 
wives taken by them prior to the manifesto of 1890. This prob- 
lem of plural wives and polygamous cohabitation is one that our 
missionaries haye met with in their missionary fields in the 
Orient. 

In a book published in 1904 by Harlan P. Beach, entitled“ In 
India and Christian Opportunity,” in dealing with the general 
subject of problems connected with new conyerts, the author 
says, on page 222: 

Polygamy.—One difficulty in the way of receiving a professed convert, 
though affecting only a small percentage of candidates, is a most per- 
7 ae one; it is that of applicants who have more than one wife. As 

indoo or Mohammedan they have entered in good faith into marriage 
contracts with these wives, and if a man puts away all but one what 
3 shall be made for the rejected, and on what principle shall 
e decide as to the one to be retained? * * Some good mis- 
sionaries hold that where the husband is living the Christian life in all 
sincerity it is better to receive into the church such a candidate, though 
not eligible to any church office, than to eee him to give up all but 
one wife and thus brand with illegitimacy his children by them, as well 
as occasion the wives so put away endless reproach and embarrassment. 

The Rey. John P. Jones, D. D., in a book which he published 
in 1903, in treating of this same subject, said: 

If it be demanded of the man that he put away all but one of those 
wives taken in heathenism, then we ask whether it is Christian or even 
just to cast away one to whom he was solemnly and religiously pledged 
according to the laws of the land and with whom he has been linked 
in love and harmony for years, and from whom he has begotten chil- 
dren? * + œ Jt is not easy, on Christian grounds, to decide such 
a problem as this; nor is it very Christian to put a ban upon any 
woman who, in accordance with their religion and their country’s 
laws, has formed this sacred alliance with a man and has lived with 
him for years; nor can it be right to brand with illegitimacy the 
children born of such a wedlock. 

I cite these authors, Mr. President, to show that men of lib- 
eral views, but sincere.Christian spirit, find it difficult to meet 
and solve the problem among the converts to the Christian re- 
ligion in the Orient. The highest authority on this subject 
counsels toleration and the recognition of the convert to the 
rights of the Christian church, although he may still hold to 
his plural wife. 

These examples show the questions that our missionaries are 
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meeting with constantly. These men have been taught, from 
their experience in countries where polygamy is practiced, the 
doctrine of charity, and have recommended practically the 
same course toward the converts to Christianity—where these 
converts have plural wives—that has been adopted by the 
people of Utah and the other Western States where polygamy 
once held sway as a part of the doctrines and teachings of the 
Mormon Church. 

It is not, however, for the Senate of the United States, Mr. 
President, to determine which course should be pursued to 
eliminate forever this last vestige of barbarism on the civiliza- 
tion of our times. We have only to deal with Senator Smoor 
and his record, and that alone must determine our action. 
From the consideration that I have given to it, and for the reasons 
that I have here expressed, I feel, Mr. President, that I would 
be false to the oath that I have taken were I to vote to expel 
him from the Senate of the United States, and I shall, therefore, 
when the time comes for the Senate to determine this mo- 
mentous question, cast my vote in favor of his retaining his 
seat. 

Mr. CULLOM obtained the floor. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois yield 
to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Just for a moment? 

Mr. CULLOM. I can not yield. I have been yielding all day. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Just a moment? I want to ask the junior 
Senator from Illinois a question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois has not 
yielded. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to ask your colleague a question. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator may ask a question, but I can 
not yield for any length of time. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I should like to ask the junior Senator from 
Illinois a question. I bave not interrupted him during his very 
interesting discourse. He has referred a number of times to 
the testimony which shows that Senator Smoor is an opponent 
of polygamy; that he does not believe in polygamy; that he 
differs with the president of his church in regard to that. I 
should like to ask the Senator from Illinois when he is revising 
his remarks to indicate where publicly at any time or place 
Reep Smoor has opposed polygamy in any form. Let him indi- 
cate in what part of the testimony such references can be found. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I can not put in my speech any more than I 
have said, but I will say to the Senator that the proposition he 
has made here is one that he has discussed twenty, forty, or a 
hundred times before the committee. The whole life of Senator 
Smoor is a protest against polygamy. Every act that he has 
engaged in, either in the church or outside of it, is a condemna- 
tion of it. It is not necessary for a man to go up and shake 
his fist in the face of another to show his disapproval. It is not 
necessary for Mr. Samoor to stand up in the tabernacle and say, 
I denounce President Smith“ or this man or that man, to show 
that he is opposed to the practice of polygamy. His whole life, 
Mr. President, is what I put in evidence to show the fact that 
he is an opponent of the practice of polygamy, and the Senator 
from Idaho himself dare not stand upon this floor or say before 
any audience that knows the facts that Reep Smoor has not been 
a consistent and persistent opponent of the practice of polygamy, 

Mr. DUBOIS. I do say so distinctly 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not; not at present. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The junior Senator from Illinois said this was 
in the testimony in regard to Senator Smoor’s opposition to 
polygamy. It is not a fact. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The senior Senator from Illinois de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. CULLOMu. 
question. 


There will be time hereafter to discuss this 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Bnow Nix, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills: 

S. 10. An act granting an increase of pension to Roswell 
Prescott ; 

- §. 123. An act granting an increase of pension to William M. 
Morgan; 

S. 480. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas A. 
Reynolds ; 

S. 677. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert G. 
Peabody, jr.; 
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S. 679. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


Kelly ; 


S. 768. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 


Rhoads; 


S. 771. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel G. 


Kreidler ; 


S. 774. An act granting an increase of pension to August 


Krueger ; 


S. 831. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac G. 


Clark ; 

S. 1240. An 
Hartshorn; 
An 


7. An 


S. 1857. An 
Vantilburgh ; 

S. 1891. An 
M. Morgan; 

S. 1941. An 
Kelly; 

S. 2249. An 
Smith; 

S. 2541. An 
Murray ; 

S. 2563. An 

S. 2643. An 
Thrasher; 

S. 2669. An 
Ramsay; 

S. 2734. An 
Conyngham ; 

S. 2737. An 
Hains; 

S. 2749. 
Brooks ; 

S. 2794. 
Allison ; 

S. 3220. 
Clark ; 

S. 3221. 
Mills; 

S. 3671. 
tinette ; 

S. 3763. 
Baker ; 

S. 3767. 
Turner; 

S. 3931. 
Pearsons ; 

S. 4032. An 
Craighton ; 

53. An 


An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 


An 
An 
. An 


Schultz; 
S. 5073. 

Smith; 
S. 5084. An 
S. 5138. An 


act granting an increase of pension to Dana W. 
act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 


act granting a pension to Martha W. Pollard; 
act granting an increase of pension to Cathrin 


act granting an increase of pension to William 
act granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
act granting an increase of pension to Elvira A. 
act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
act granting an increase of pension to Thomas W. 


act granting a pension to Isaac Carter; 
act granting an increase of pension to James H. 


act granting an increase of pension to Winfield S. 
act granting an increase of pension to John R. 
act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
act granting an increase of pension to John H, 
act granting an increase of pension to Wilbur H. 
act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
act granting an increase of pension to Louis Cas- 
act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
act granting an increase of pension to Fanny A. 
act granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
act granting an increase of pension to William A. 
act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
act granting an increase of pension to Florence B. 
act granting an increase of pension to Susan N. 
act granting an increase of pension to Rufus C. 
act granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
act granting an increase of pension to George R. 
act granting an increase of pension to Gertrude 
act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
act granting an increase of pension to Louis 
act granting an increase of pension to Don C. 
act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
act granting an increase of pension to Daniel G. 


act granting a pension to John W. Connell; 
act granting a pension to Jane Metts; 
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S. 5156. An act granting an increase of pension to Granville 
F. North; 
S. 5176. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. 
Janes ; 
S. 5448. An act granting an increase of pension to James D. 
Merrill ; 
S. 5493. An act granting an increase of pension to Marcus 
Wood ; 
S. 5502. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Coyle; 
S. 5573. An act granting an increase of pension to Gustavus 
A. Thompson ; 
S. 5599. An act granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
Flaherty ; 
S. 5685. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Jenkins; 
S. 5693. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
L. Houlihan; - 
S. 5725. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo S. 
Prather: 
5727. Am act granting an increase of pension to Lucius 
Rune 
les 5740. An act granting an increase of pension to Jared 
er; 
8 5741. An act granting an increase of pension to Amelia M. 
wes; 
8. 5771. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Thompson; 
ba porh An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Virgin; 
5 5826. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac C. 
Phillips ; 
S8. 5892. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel W. 
Redfield ; 
8. 5963. An act granting an increase of pension to James 


cen An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Smith; 

10 6001. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 
Killian; 

S. 6005. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Bridaham ; 

S. 6008. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Lamont; 

8. 6019. An act granting a pension to Harriet O’Donald; 

S. 6035. An act granting an increase of pension to John Fox; 

S. 6051. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Duncan; 

S. 6052. An act granting an increase of pension to William E. 
Redmond ; 

S. 6131. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 
A. Jepson; 

S. 6163. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Westcott; 

S. 6186. An act granting an increase of pension to James L. 
Estlow ; 

S. 6203. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis W. 
Crommett ; 

S. 6230. An act granting an increase of pension to Nellie 
Paxton ; 

S. 6232. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. 
‘Anthony ; 

S. 6238. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh S. 
Strain ; 

S. 6239. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate M. 
Miner ; 

S. 6250. An act granting an increase of pension to Alice G. 
Clark; 

S. 6266. An act granting an incraese of pension to Paul 
Baker; 

S. 6267. An act granting an increase of pension to Denis A. 
Manning; 

S. 6347. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward R. 
Cunningham ; 

S. 6353. An act granting an increase of pension to Dolores S. 
Foster ; 

S. 6367. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Johnston ; 

S. 6368. An act granting an increase of pension to Sherrod 
Hamilton ; 

S. 6429. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
Beardsley ; 

S. 6438. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha J. 
Haller ; 

S. 6466. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Moser ; 


8. Sisin An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


8. 0505 An act granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
M. Benton; 

S. 6506. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Z. Bowman; 

S. 6514. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred A. 
Stocker ; 

S. 6537. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Eppinger ; 

S. 6538. An act granting an increase of pension to Betsey A. 
3 

6558. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 


S. 6560. An act granting an increase of pension to Reuben D. 
S. 6561. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 

6568. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilbur F. 
S. 6569. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
S. 6572. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron L. 


S. 6574. An act granting an increase of pension to Maria H. 
Waggoner ; 

S. 6576. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Meyers; 

S. 6579. An act granting an increase of pension to Ezekiel 
Morrill; 

S. 6580. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella B. 
Greene ; 

S. 6581. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Lowell; 

S. 6583. An act granting an increase of pension to Abram P. 
Colby ; 

S. 6585. An act granting an increase of pension to Amos 
Ham; 

S. 6586. An act granting an increase of pension to Wesley J. 
Ladd; 

S. 6591. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
W 

6596. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus W. 

Copp; 

S. 6597. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank II. 
Read; 

S. 6631. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Hodgman ; 

S. 6632. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Davis; 

S. 6636. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Grover ; 

S. 6645. An act granting an increase of pension to Timothy O. 
Stilwell; 

S. 6650. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
McGinty ; 

S. 6705. An act granting an increase of pension to Holmes 
Clayton ; 

S. 6707. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen E. 
Lemon; 

S. 6709. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Shawver ; 

S. 6712. An act granting an increase of pension to Orin In- 


am; 
mS 6714. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Bolshaw ; 

S. 6717. An act granting an increase of pension to Manasa T. 
Houser ; 

S. 6718. An act granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
L. Holbrook ; 

S. 6723. An act granting an increase of pension to Agusta P. 
Morgan ; 

S. 6767. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Brown; 

S. 6814. An act granting a pension to Alice Bosworth; 

S. 6819. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Bigalow ; 

S. 6821. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonathan M. 
Adams; 

S. 6822. An act granting an increase of pension to Christopher 
Christopherson ; 

S. 6824. An act granting an increase of pension to Byron Can- 
field ; 

S. 6825. An açt granting an increase of pension to Thomas M, 
Roberts; 
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S. 6826. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Turner ; 

S. 6829. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas P. 
Cheney ; 
Biss 6881. An act granting an increase of pension to Jefferson 

ush ; 

S. 6882. An act granting an increase of pension to Elisha H. 
Stephens; 

S. 6883. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas W. 
White; 

S. 6885. An act granting an increase of pension to William II. 
Anderson ; 

S. 6942. An act granting an increase of pension to William B. 
Dow; 

S. 6978. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Jackson ; i 

S. 6997. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Kennedy ; 

S. 7065. An act granting an increase of pension to Lovisa 
Donaldson; 

S. 7077. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Hattan; and 

S. 7160. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate Myers. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 21574) making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois yield 
to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. CULLOM: I yield to the Senator from Oregon, who I 
understand wishes to make a request. 


REVISION OF UNITED STATES PENAL LAWS. 


Mr. FULTON. I ask that the bill (S. 7709) to revise, codify, 
and amend the penal laws of the United States, as reported by 
the special committee, may be made the unfinished business. I 
do not wish to call it up now or to interfere with the appropria- 
tion bill, but simply that it may be made that order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon asks 
unanimous consent that Senate bill 7709 may be made the un- 
finished business. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURROWS. What would be the effect of such an order, 
if adopted? 

Mr. FULTON. I will say to the Senator that I will give way 
any time when the Senator wishes to bring up the Smoot case. 

Mr. BURROWS. For the present I shall object. 

Mr. KEAN. Let us go on with the regular order, 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 21574) making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, and for other purposes; 
which had been reported from the Committee on Appropriations 
with amendments, 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the formal reading of the bill be 
dispensed with, that the bill be read for amendment, and that the 
amendments reported by the committee be considered as the 
reading progresses. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois asks that 
the first formal reading of the bill be dispensed with, that the 
bill be read for amendment, and that the committee amendments 
be first considered. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. k 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 2, line 6, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ two 
thousand two hundred and twenty“ and insert“ four thousand ; ” 
and in line 10, before the word “dollars,” to strike out “ five 
thousand seven hundred and sixty“ and insert “ seven thousand 
five hundred and forty ;” so as to make the clause read: 

Office of the Vice-President: For secretary to the Vice-President, 
$4,000; messenger, $1,440; telegraph operator, $1,500; telegraph page, 
$600; in all, $7,540. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the item of appropriation for 
the maintenance of the office of the Secretary of the Senate, on 
page 4, line 22, before the word “dollars,” to strike out “one 
thousand four hundred and forty ” and insert two thousand; “ 
and in line 23, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ one 


thousand four hundred and forty” and insert“ nine hundred; ” 
so as to read: 

Clerk to the Committee on Military Affairs, $2,220; assistant clerk, 
$2,000; messenger, $900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the appropriation for the main- 
tenance of the office of the Secretary of the Senate, on page 5, 
line 24, after the words “ Executive Departments,“ to insert 
“ Manufactures, University of the United States;” so as to 
read: 

Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures of the Executive Depart- 
ments, Manufactures, University of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 4, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the office of the 
Secretary of the Senate from $127,780 to $132,240. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 5, to insert: ` 

For additional amount for the clerk to the Committee on Rules for 
revising and preparing for publication biennially, under the direction 


or ane committee, the Senate Manual, $1,000, to be immediately avail- 
able. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 10, before the word 
“clerks,” to strike out“ twenty-one” and insert“ twenty; “ and 
in line 12, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ thirty-seven 
thousand eight hundred” and insert“ thirty-six thousand; “ so 
as to make the clause read: 

For twenty clerks to committees, at $1,800 each, $36,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 23, before the word 
annual,“ to strike out “ twenty-five” and insert“ thirty-two ;” 
and on page 9, line 2, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“ forty-five thousand“ and insert “ fifty-seven thousand six hun- 
dred;“ so as to make the clause read: 

For thirty-two annual clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of 
committees, at $1,800 each, $47,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for 
contingent expenses exclusive of labor, on page 10, line 4, to 
increase the appropriation from $50,000 to $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Capitol Police,” 
on page 10, line 24, before the word “ privates,” to strike out 
“two special officers, at $1,200 each, sixty-seven” and insert 
“ sixty-nine;” on page 11, line 1, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out“ and fifty“ and insert“ one hundred; “ and in line 5, 
before the word “ dollars,” to strike out“ seventy-seven thousand 
nine hundred and fifty” and insert “eighty-one thousand one 
hundred ; ” so as to make the clause read: 

For captain, $1,600, and three lieutenants, at $1,200 each; sixty-nine 
privates, at $1,100 each, one-half of said privates to be selected by the 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate and one-half by the Sergeant-at-Arms 
of the House of Representatives; in all, $81,100, one hali to be dis- 


bursed by the Secretary of the Senate and the other half to be disbursed 
by the Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead of “ House of 
Representatives,” on page 11, line 20, before the word “ thou- 
sand,” to strike out “ eighty-seyen ” and insert“ eighty-three ; ” 
so as to make the clause read: ` 

For compensation of Members of the House of Representatives and 
Delegates from ‘Territories, $1,983,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for 
clerks and messengers to committees, House of Representatives, 
on page 16, line 3, after the words“ Invalid Pensions,” to insert 
“ Irrigation of Arid Lands;” so as to read: 

For janitors for rooms of the Committees on Accounts, Agriculture, 
Banking and Currency, Claims, District of Columbia, Elections Nos. 1, 
2, and 3, Foreign Affairs, Interstate and Foreign Commerce, Indian 
Affairs, Insular Affairs, Invalid Pensions, Irrigation of Arid Lands, 
Judiciary, Labor, Library, Merchant Marine and Fisheries, Military 
Affairs, Naval Affairs, Post-Office and Post-Roads, Pensions, Printing, 


Public Buildings and Grounds, Public Lands, Rivers and Harbors, Ter- 
ritories, and War Claims, at $720 each. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 15, to increase the 
total appropriation for clerks and messengers to committees, 
House of Representatives, from $110,440 to $111,160. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 17, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out “five” and insert “nine; “ so as to 
make the clause read: 

For the 1 minority employees authorized and named in the 


resolution adopted y the House of Representatives November 9, 1903, 
; 


namely; One special employee, $1,500; two special messengers, at 
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$1,400 each, and one special chief page, nie gue and $700 additional for 
services as pair clerk, and said special ch page shall be designated a 
deputy sergeant-at-arms; in all, $5,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “Government 
Printing Office,” on page 23, line 23, before the word “ thou- 
sand,” to strike out “six” and insert“ five;” in line 24, before 
the word “dollars,” to strike out “six hundred” and insert 
“two hundred and fifty;” on page 24, line 3, after the word 
“messenger,” to strike out “one telephone switchboard opera- 
tor; two assistant telephone switchboard operators;” in line 
5, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “six hundred;” and 
in line 7, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ twenty-four 
thousand nine hundred and ten” and insert “twenty-one thou- 
sand and forty;” so as to make the clause read: 

Office of the Public Printer: Public Printer, $5,000; Deputy. Public 
Printer, $3,250; private secretary, $2,250; stenographer, $1,000; 
cashier and paymaster, $2,500; paying teller, $2,000; one messenger ; 


chief inspector and purchasing agent, $3,000; and one clerk of class 1; 
in all, $21,040, p e 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 24, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “five hundred” and insert “two hun- 
dred and fifty; “ so as to make the clause read: 

Office of foreman of presswork: Foreman of presswork, $2,250. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 2, before the word 
dollars,“ to strike out “five hundred” and insert “two hun- 
dred and fifty;” so as to make the clause read: + 

Office of foreman of binding: Foreman of binding, 82,250. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 5, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “ five hundred” and Insert “two hun- 
dred and fifty;” so as to make the clause read: 
ene of the superintendent of supplies: Superintendent of supplies, 


P 


. The amendment was. agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “Library of 
Congress,” on page 27, line 10, before the word “ hundred,” to 
strike out “five” and insert “four;” and in line 12, before the 
word “ hundred,” to strike out “seven” and insert six; so 
as to make the clause read: 

Binding: For assistant in charge, $1,400; assistant, $900; messen- 
ger boy, $360; in all, $2,660. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 25, before the 
word“ hundred,” to strike out “two” and insert four; “ and 
on page 29, line 3, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out 
“one” and insert three;” so as to make the clause read: 

Documents: For chief of division, $3,000; assistant, $1,400; stenog- 
785380 and typewriter, $900; assistant, $720; messenger, $360; in ail, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 11, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out “two” and insert “four;” and in line 
14, after the word “ thousand,” to insert two hundred;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

Maps and charts: For chief of division $3,000; assistant, $1,400; 
a rni i at $900 each; assistant, $720; messenger boy, $360; in 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 22, before the word 
„hundred,“ to strike out “two” and insert four; and in 
line 24, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out “three” and 
insert five;” so as to make the clause read: 

Prints: For chief of division, $2,000; assistant, $1,400; two assist- 
ants, at $900 each ; messenger, $360; in all, $5,560. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 2, before the word 
hundred.“ to strike out “ five” and insert“ four; and in line 
5, before the word “and,” to strike out “four thousand” and 
insert “ three thousand nine hundred; ” so as to make the clause 
read: 

mian deposit: For custodian, $1,500; assistan 1,400; mes- 
Senger. $1205 messenger boy, $360; in ail $3,980. — 2 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 23, to strike 
out: 


Indexes, digests, and compilations of law: To continue the prepara- 
tion of a new index to the Statutes at Large, in accordance with a plan 
approved by the Judiciary Committees of both Houses of Congress and to 

repare such other law indexes, digests, and compilations law as may 
be uired for Congress and other official use, namely: For one assist- 
ant, $1,800; one assistant, $1,200; one assistant, $900; two assistants, 
at $720 each; and $500 additional compensation to the law librarian ; 

al 840. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, under the head of Executive,” 
on page 35, line 18, before the word “thousand,” to strike out 
twelve“ and insert “eight; ” so as to make the clause read: 

For compensation of the Vice-President of the United States, $8,000. 

Mr. KEAN. Let that amendment be passed over for the 
present. 

Mr. CULLOM. It might as well be acted on now. The same 
amendment is made in the case of all the members of the 
Cabinet. 

Mr. KEAN, I haye no objection, then, to action on it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Civil Service 

Commission,” on page 36, line 22, before the word “ dollars,” 
to strike out “three thousand five hundred” and insert “four 
thousand; and on page 37, line 11, before the word “ hundred,” 
to strike out “sixty-four thousand one” and insert “ sixty-five 
thousand six;” so as to make the clause read: 
For three Commissioners, at $4,000 each; chief examiner, — 
secretary, $2,500; assistant chief examiner, $2,250; two chiefs of 
division, at $2,000 each; three examiners, at $2,000 each; six clerks of 
class 4; thirteen clerks of class 3; twenty-two clerks of class 2 ; twenty-six 
clerks of class 1; twenty clerks, at $1,000 each ; ten clerks, at $900 each; 
five clerks, at $840 each; one messenger; engineer, $840; one telephone 
switchboard operator; two ; two watchmen; one elevator con- 
ductor, $720; three laborers; and three messenger boys, at $360 each; 
in all, $165,610. 

The amendment was agreed to. ` 

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 13, after the word 
For,“ to insert “one examiner, $2,400; “ in line 14, before the 
word “examiners,” to strike out “three” and insert “two;” 
and in line 23, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out “one” 
and insert“ three;” so as to make the clause read: 

Field force: For one examiner, $2,400; two examiners, at $2,200 
each; four examiners, at $2,000 each; two examiners, at $1,800 each: 
one clerk of class 4; one clerk of class 3; one clerk of class 1; seven 
EE ef; S840 coch> ‘two. IES AE STIO, Ron E one ANE bore 
0 S, a each ; 0 a! 20 each; one 8 
$480; in all, $42,360. z K 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Department of 
State,“ on page 38, line 20, before the word “thousand,” to 
strike out “ twelve” and insert eight; ” on page 39, line 4, af- 
ter the word “ vely,” to insert “two chiefs of bureaus, 
at $2,500 each;” in line 5, before the word “ chiefs,” to strike 
out “eight” and insert“ six; “ in line 7, before the word“ dol- 
lars,” to strike out“ one hundred“ and insert “two hundred and 
fifty; “ in line 12, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ two 
hundred and fifty“ and insert “one hundred; and in line 22, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “thirty-four thousand 
four hundred and fifty” and insert“ thirty-two thousand; “ so 
as to make the clause read: 

For compensation of the Secretary of State, $8,000; Assistant Secre- 
tary, $4,500; Second and Third Assistant Secretaries, at $4,500 each; 
chief clerk, $3,000; two assistant solicitors of the 8 of State, 
to be 8 by the Secretary of State, at $3, each; law clerk, 
and assistant, to be selected and apostate by the Secretary of State, to 
edit the laws of Congress and perform such other duties as may be re- 
quired of them, at $2,500 and $1,500, respectively; two chiefs of bu- 
reaus, at $2,500 each; six chiefs of bureaus, at $2,250 each; two transla- 
tors, at $2,100 each; additional to Chief of Bureau of Accounts as dis- 
bursing clerk, $200; private secretary to the Secretary, $2,500; clerk to 
the Secretary of State, $2,100; fifteen clerks of class 4; fourteen clerks 
of class 3; 8 clerks of class 2; thirty-four clerks of class 1, 
two of whom shall be telegraph operators ; eleven clerks, at $1,000 each; 
fifteen clerks, at $900 each; chief messenger, $1,000; five messengers; 
twenty-two assistant messengers; messenger boy, $420; packer, $720; 
four laborers, at $600 each; one telephone switchboard operator; one 
assistant telephone switchboard operator; in all, $232,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 22, to insert: 

F unt for emergency clerical servi to be expended by the 
Suerstare of State in his discretion, 72.000, or 50 3 an may 
be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 40, line 6, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out“ one thousand five hundred” and insert 
“two thousand; so as to make the clause read: 

For books and maps, and periodicals, domestic and foreign, for the 
library, $2,000. 5 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, line 16, before the 
words “ District of Columbia,” to strike out “ the building known 
as the War College, Lafayette square, Washington,” and insert 


“ building in the; so as to make the clause read: 


For rent of building in the District of Columbia, for the use of the 
Department of State, 83.000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “Treasury De- 
partment,” on page 40, line 21, before the word “ thousand,” to 
strike out twelve“ and insert eight; “ and on page 41, line 6, 
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before the word “ thousand,” to strike out “ fifty-four” and in- 
sert“ fifty; so as to make the clause read: 


Office of the Secre 


: For compensation of the Secretary o 
Seen $8,000 ; three 
each ; 2 er) 


istant Secretaries of the 5 84.500 
3 k to the Secretary, $2,500 ; stenographer, $1,800 ; 
secretaries, one to each Assistant Secretary, at $1,800 each; Government 
actuary, under control of the Treasury, 22.250; er, $2,000; one 
clerk of class 4; four clerks of class 3; two clerks of class 2; four mes- 
_ Sengers; and one laborer; in all, $50,470. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 9, before the word 
dollars,“ to strike out “ two thousand seven hundred and fifty“ 
and insert “three thousand;” and in line 17, before the word 
dollars,“ to strike out “forty-one thousand nine hundred and 
fifty ” and insert “ forty-two thousand two hundred;” so-as to 
make the clause read: 

Division of appointments: For chief of division, $3,000; assistant 
chief of division, $2,000; executive clerk, $2,000; law and bond clerk, 

$2,000; three clerks of class 4; three clerks of class 3; five clerks of 
class 2; six clerks of class 1; four clerks, at $1,000 each; two clerks, 
742.08. each; one messenger; three assistant messengers; in all, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for 
the Division of Loans and Currency, Treasury Department, on 
page 45, line 7, before the word “counters,” to strike out 
money; so as to read: 

Eighteen clerks, at $900 each ; thirteen expert counters, at $720 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, line 20, after the word 
“ each,” to insert“ messenger; “ in line 21, after the word“ and,” 
to strike out two laborers” and insert “one laborer;” and in 
line 22, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ seven hundred 
and twenty” and insert “nine hundred; so as to make the 
clause read: : 

Division of Revenue-Cutter Service: For assistant chief of division, 

2,400; one clerk of class 4; five clerks of class 3; two clerks of class 

; three clerks of class 1; two clerks, at $1,000 each; two clerks, at 

900 each; messenger; and one laborer; in all, $23,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, line 1, before the word 
“clerks,” to strike out“ four“ and insert “five; ” and in line 7, 
before the word “ hundred,” to strike out “ thirty-eight thousand 
six and insert“ forty thousand two; “ so as to make the clause 
read: 

Division of printing and stationery: For chief of division, : 
assistant chief Of division, $2,000; four clerks of class 4: five sean oe 
class 8; three clerks of class 2; one clerk of class 1; one clerk, $1,000; 
two clerks, at $900 each; three messengers; one assistant messenger ; 
one laborer ; foreman of unang; at $6 per 125 four binders, at $4 per 
24 ets and two sewers and folders, at $2.50 per day each; in all, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 12, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “two hundred and fifty” and insert 
“three hundred ;” so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That the ditures on this account for the fiseal year 
ending June 30, 1908, shall not exceed $300,000; and that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall each year in the annual estimates report 
to Congress the number of persons so employed, their duties, and the 
amount paid to each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, line 23, before the 
word “clerks,” to strike out “fifty-one” and insert “ fifty;” 
and on page 50, line 6, before the word “ hundred,” to strike 
out “ninety-two thousand eight” and insert “ ninety-one thou- 
sand two;” so as to make the clause read: 

Office of Auditor for War Department: For Auditor, $4,000; Deputy 
Auditor, $2,500; law clerk, $2,000; six chiefs of division, at $2,000 
each; twenty-four clerks of class 4; additional to one clerk as dis- 
bursing clerk, $200; fifty clerks of class 3; seventy-one clerks of class 
2; eighty-three clerks of class 1; twenty clerks, at $1,000 each; four- 
teen clerks, at $900 each; skilled laborer, $900; three clerks, at $840 
each; one messenger; five assistant messengers; and twelve laborers; 
in all, $391,280. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for 
the maintenance of office of Auditor for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, on page 52, line 1, after the word “ female,” to strike out 
“ operatives ” and insert skilled laborers; ” and in line 5, after 
the word “female,” to strike out the word “ operatives” and 
insert “ skilled laborers;” so as to read: 

Fifteen female skilled laborers who have had experience in the Bu- 
reau of Engraving and Printing as money, stamp, or paper counters, 
at $720 each; sixty-five skilled laborers, at $660 each; fifteen female 
skilled laborers who have had experience in the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing as money, stamp, or paper counters, at $660 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for the 
office of Treasurer of the United States, on page 52, line 20, 
after the word “each,” to strike out “assistant chief of di- 


vision, $2,250” and insert “two assistant chiefs of division at 
$2,250 each;” so as read: 

Seven chiefs of division, at $2,500 each; two assistant chiefs of di- 
vision, at $2,250 each. $ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for the 
office of Treasurer of the United States, on page 53, line 5, be- 
fore the word “ clerks,” to strike out “ twenty-five” and insert 
“twenty-four ; “ so as to read: 

Clerk for the Treasurer, $1,800; twenty-four clerks of class 4; 
eighteen clerks of class 3. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for the 
office of the Treasurer of the United States, on page 53, line 20, 
after the word “each,” to strike out “compositor and press- 
man, $1,400,” and insert“ bond clerk, $1,600; ” in line 22, before 
the word hundred,” to strike out nine” and insert “ one thou- 
sand one;” and in line 24, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “thirty-two thousand seven hundred and thirty” and 
insert “thirty-three thousand five hundred and eighty; so as 
to read: 

nty feeders, a 0 each; bond clerk, $1,600; machin 1,100 ; 
in all: 4433.880. a * $ ands 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next. amendment was, on page 55, line 6, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert “one chief of division, $2,500;” in line 7, 
before the word “chiefs,” to strike out “three” and insert 
“two;” in line 16, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“six hundred and sixty“ and insert seven hundred; and in 
line 19, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ five hundred 
and insert “nine hundred and twenty; so as to make the 
clause read: 


Office of the Comptroller of the Currency: 
Currency, $5,000 ; uty Comptroller, $3,500; chief clerk, $2,500; 
one chief of division, 52. ;_ two chiefs of division, at 82,2 each ; 
3 $2,000; assistant bookkeeper, $2,000; eight clerks of class 
4; additional to bond clerk, $200; stenographer, $1,600; thirteen 
clerks of class 3; thirteen clerks of class 2; thirteen clerks of class 1; 
thirteen clerks, at $1,000 each; thirteen clerks, at $900 each; three 
counters, at $700 each; one messenger; four assistant messengers; 
three laborers; and two messenger boys, at $360 each; in all, 
$125,920. , 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, line 2, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “six hundred and sixty” and insert 
“seven hundred;” in line 5, before the word “ dollars,“ to 
strike out “three hundred and eighty” and insert “fiye hun 
dred;” so as to make the clause read: ; 

For e ses of the national currency (to be reimbursed by the 
national ks), namely: For superintendent, $2,500; teller, $2,000; 
one clerk of class 4; one clerk of class 3; three clerks of class 2; five 
clerks of class 1; four clerks, at $1,000 each; engineer, $1,000; five 
clerks, at $900 each; three counters, at $700 each; one man; one 
messenger boy, $360; and one assistant messenger; in all, $31,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 59, line 5, before the word 
“ duties,” to strike out“ routine; so as to read: 

Secret Service Division: For one chief, 13.038. assistant chief, who 
shali discharge the duties of a chief clerk, $3,000. 

` The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 64, line 6, before the word 
thousand,“ to strike out “three” and insert “four;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Contingent and miscellaneous expenses, office of Auditor for the Post- 
Office Department, namely: For miscellaneous items, including ex- 
change of typewriting machines, of which not exceeding $375 may be 
used for rental of te i oe and not exceeding $200 may be for 
74.5 poxchane of law ks, books of reference, and city directories, 

yo! . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 64, line 7, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “five hundred” and insert “one thou- 
sand; so as to make the clause read: 

For carpets and repairs, $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 64, line 11, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “eight thousand” and insert “nine 
thousand five hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 

In all, $9,500, to be expended under the direction of the Auditor for 


the Post-Office Department under rules and regulations to be pr 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. Wees 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead Independent 
Treasury,” on page G7, line 2, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “one thousand eight hundred“ and insert “two thousand; ” 
in line 3, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ one thousand 
eight hundred” and insert “two thousand;” in line 5, before * 
the word “ dollars,” to strike out “one thousand eight hundred ” 


For Comptroller of the 
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and insert “two thousand;” in line 7, before the word “ dol- 
lars,” to strike out “one thousand seven hundred” and insert 
“two thousand;” in the same line, before the word “ hundred,” 
to strike out “six” and insert “eight;” in line 10, before the 
word“ hundred,“ to strike out “ five“ and insert “six;” in line 
12, after the word “ each,” to insert “ six clerks, at $1,500 each; ” 
in line 13, before the word “ clerks,” to strike out “ twenty-six ” 
and insert “ twenty; “ in line 16, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out “nine hundred“ and insert “one thousand; “ and in 
line 19, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out “sixty-nine 
thousand four“ and insert “seventy-two thousand seven;” so 
as to make the clause read: 

Office of assistant treasurer at Chicago: For assistant treasurer, 
$5,000; cashier, $3,000; vault clerk, $2,000; paying teller, $2,000; 
assorting teller, $1,800; silver and redemption teller, and change teller, 
at $2,000 each; receiving teller, $2,000; clerk, $1,800; bookkeeper, 
$1,800; two bookkeepers, at $1,500 each; assistant paying teller, 
$1,600; four coin, coupon, and currency clerks, at $1,500 each; six 
clerks, at $1,500 each; twenty clerks. at $1,200 each; one detective and 
hall man, $1,100; messenger, S840; stenographer, $1,000 ; janitor, $600 ; 
and three watchmen, at $720 each; in all, $72,700. 

The amendinent was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for 
the maintenance of the office of assistant treasurer at New York, 
on page 69, line 3, after the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ two 
chiefs of division, at $2,700 each; chief of division, $2,600,” and 
insert “two chiefs of division, at $3,000 each; one chief of 
division, $2,700 ; so as to read: k 

Two chiefs of division, at $3,100 each; chief payin teller, 52703 
two chiefs of division, at $3,000 each; one chief of division, $2,700; 
chief of division, and chief bookkeeper, at $2,400 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for the 
maintenance of office of the Assistant Treasurer at New York, 
on page 70, line 11, before the word “ engineers,” to strike out 
“two” and insert “three;” in the same line, after the word 
“each,” to strike out“ assistant engineer, $820; “ and in line 15, 
before the word “ dollars,” to strike out“ five thousand five hun- 
dred and eighty” and insert “six thousand five hundred and 
ten;“ so as to read: 

Assistant detective, $1,200; three Cognos; at $1,050 each; eight 
watchmen, at $720 each; in all, $206,510. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “Mints and 
Assay Offices,” on page 73, line 1, after the word “each,” to 
insert “clerk, $1,000;” and in line 2, before the word “ thou- 
sand,” to strike out “five” and insert “six;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

Mint at Carson, Nev.: For assayer in charge, who shall also perform 
the duties of melter, $2,000; assistant assayer, and one clerk, at $1,500 
each ; clerk, $1,000; in all, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 73, line 15, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out “six” and insert “eight;’ and in line 
20, before the word“ hundred,” to strike out “ thirty-eight thou- 
sand seven” and insert “thirty-nine thousand one;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Mint at Denver, Colo.: For superintendent, $4,500; assayer, melter 
and refiner, and coiner, at $3,000 each; chief clerk and cashier, at $2,500 
each; weigh clerk and bookkeeper, at $2,000 each; assistant assayer, 
assistant smelter and refiner, and assistant coiner, at $2,000 each; ab- 
stract clerk and warrant clerk, at $1,800 each; assistant weigh clerk 
and calculating clerk, at $1,600 each; calculating clerk, $1,400; and 
two clerks, at $1,200 each; in all $39,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 74, line 24, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “four thousand” and insert “three 
thousand five hundred;” and on page 75, line 9, after the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “ five hundred;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

Mint at Philadelphia: For superintendent, $4,500; engraver, $3,500; 
assayer, melter and refiner, and coiner, at $3,000 each; chief clerk, 
$2,750; assistant assayer, assistant melter and refiner, and assistant 
coiner, at $2,000 each; cashler, and bookkeeper, at $2,500 each: ab- 
stract clerk, and weigh clerk, at $2.000 each; cashier's clerk, warrant 
clerk, and register ot deposits, at $1,700 each; assistant weigh clerk, 
and assayer’s computation clerk, at $1,600 each; in all, $43,050. 

The reading was continued to line 2 on page 77, the last item 
read being as follows: 

Assay office at Charlotte, N. C.: For assayer and melter, $1,500; 
assistant assayer, $1,250; in all $2,750. 

Mr. CULLOM. In line 1, on page 77, after the word “ thou- 
sand,” the words “two hundred and fifty” ought to be stricken 
out and “eight hundred ” put in their place. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Ought it not to be $1,500 instead of $1,800? 

Mr. CULLOM. And let the total be changed to $3,300. 


Mr. OVERMAN. It should be $3,000, and for assistant as- 
sayer $1,500 instead of $1,250; in all $3,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; $3,000 instead of $3,300. 

Mr. WARREN. It should be $1,500 instead of $1,800. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois will 
please restate his amendment. g 

Mr. CULLOM. In line 1, on page 77, “$1,250” should read 
“ $1,500 ” as the salary of assistant assayer. 

Mr. OVERMAN. That is right. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then the total should be changed from $3,300, 
which I gave the clerks, to $3,000. 

Mr. OVERMAN. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated by 
the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. On page 77, line 1, after the words “one 
thousand,” strike out “two hundred and fifty” and insert in 
lieu the words “ five hundred;” so as to read: “Assistant as- 
sayer, $1,500.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secrerary. In line 2 strike out the word “ two” where 
it appears before the word “ thousand“ and insert“ three ;” and. 
after the word “thousand” strike out the words “seven hun- 
dred and fifty,” leaving the total “in all, $3,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to page 79, line 12, in 
the items for assay office at Seattle, Wash. 

Mr. CULLOM. On line 10, page 79, the word “twelve” 
ought to be stricken out before “thousand” and “ fourteen” 
inserted; so as to make the paragraph read: 

For wages for workmen, and not exceeding $14,000 for other clerks 
and employees, $30,020. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment 
was, under the subhead “Government in the Territories,” on 
page 79, line 23, after the word “ dollars,” to insert “ traveling 
expenses of the governor on official business not to exceed $500 ;” 
and on page 80, line 2, before the word “ dollars,“ to insert “ fly 
hundred ; ” so as to make the clause read: : 

For incidental and contingent expenses, clerk hire, not to exceed 
$2,000, traveling expenses of the governor on official business not to 
exceed $500, rent of office and quarters in Juneau, stationery, lights, 
and fuel, to be expended under the direction of the governor, 88.500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 80, line 9, after the word 
“Territory,” to insert “including not to exceed $500 for travel- 
ing expenses of the governor while absent from the capital on 
official business;” and in line 13, before the word “ dollars,” 
to insert“ five hundered; “ so as to make the clause read: 

For contingent expenses of the Territory, including not to exceed 
$500 for traveling expenses of the governor while absent from the 
capital on official business, to be expended by the governor, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 80, line 23, after the word 
“Territory,” to insert“ including not to exceed $500 for travel- 
ing expenses of the governor while absent from the capital on 
official business; ” and on page 81, line 2, before the word “ dol- 
lars,” to insert “five hundred; ” so as to make the clause read: 

For contingent expenses of Territory, Including not to exceed $500 
for traveling expenses of the governor while absent from the capital on 
official business, to be expended by the governor, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of War Department, 
on page 81, line 25, before the word “ thousand,” to strike out 
twelve“ and insert “ eight;” so as to read: 

Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secretary of War, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for 
maintenance of the office of the Secretary of War, on page 
82, line 19, after the word “dollars,” to strike out “two car- 
penters, at $900 each,” and insert “one carpenter, $900; one 
skilled laborer, $900;” in line 22, before the word “ assistant,” 
to strike out “seven” and insert “eight;” in line 23, after the 
word “ operator,” to strike out“ one assistant telephone switch- 
board operator“ and insert “one assistant messenger, $660,” 
so as to read: z 


Chief messenger, $1,000; one carpenter, $900; one skilled laborer, 
$900; six messengers; eight assistant messengers; one telephone 
switchboard operator; one assistant messenger, $ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for the 
maintenance of the office of the Secretary of War, on page 83, 
line 6, after the word “ one,” to strike out “ telephone operator ” 
and insert “assistant messenger;” and in line 12, before the 


„ 
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word “ dollars,” to strike out “forty-two thousand five hundred 
and sixty ” and insert “thirty-nine thousand four hundred and 
forty ;" so as to read: 

One assistant messenger, $480; two elevator conductors, one at $640 
and one at $470; four charwomen; in all, $139,440. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 84, line 11, before the word 
dollars,“ to strike out “ chief clerk, two thousand“ and insert 
“ chief clerk and solicitor, two thousand two hundred and fifty ; ” 
and in line 16, before the word “dollars,” to strike out “six 
hundred“ and insert“ eight hundred and fifty; so as to make 
the clause read: 

Office of the Judge-Advocate-General: For chief clerk and solicitor, 
$2200 one clerk of class 4; two clerks of class 3; one clerk of class 2; 

ve clerks of class 1; two clerks, at $1,000 each; two copyists; two mes- 
sengers ; and one assistant messenger; in all, $20,850. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 86, line 18, before the word 
“ clerks,” to strike out“ four” and insert five; in the same 
line, before the word “clerks,” to strike out six“ and insert 
“five;” in line 20, after the word “each,” to insert “ messen- 
ger;” in line 24, before the word “assistant,” to strike out 
“three” and insert two; “ and in line 23, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “one hundred and twenty” and insert 
“four hundred and forty ;” so as to make the clause read: 

Office of the Commissary-General: For chief clerk, $2,000; three 
clerks of class 4; five clerks of class 3; five clerks of class 2; twen 
clerks of class 1; sixteen clerks, at $1,000 each; nine clerks, at $ 
each ; messenger ; two assistant messengers ; one laborer; in all, $73,440. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for 
the maintenance of the office of the Surgeon-General, on page 
87, line 7, after the word dollars,“ to insert two messen- 
gers; in line 8, before the word “assistant,” to strike out 
“twelve” and insert “ten;” and in line 17, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “three hundred and eighty-six” and 
insert “six hundred and twenty-six;” so as to read: 

Skilled mechanic, $1,000; two messengers; ten assistant messengers ; 
three watchmen; superintendent of building (Army Medical Museum 
and Library), $250; six laborers; chemist, $2,088; principal assistant 
librarian, $2,088; pathologist, $1,800; microscopist, $1,800; assistant 
librarian, $1,800; four charwomen; in all, $164,626. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 87, line 20, before the 
word “clerks,” to strike out “six” and insert “seven;” in the 
same line, before the word “clerks,” to strike out “eleven” 
and insert twelve; in line 21, before the word “clerks,” to 
strike out ten“ and insert eleven; “ and in line 25, before the 
word “hundred,” to strike out “sixty-seven thousand seven” 
and insert “seyenty-one thousand nine; so as to make the 
clause read: 

Office of the Paymaster-General: For chief clerk, $2,000; six clerks 


of class 4; seven clerks of class 3; twelve clerks of class 2; eleven 
clerks of class 1; five clerks, at $1,000 each; nine clerks, at $900 each; 
one car a a one assistant messenger; four laborers; one laborer, 
$600; in all, $71,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “Public build- 
ings and grounds,” on page 91, line 13, before the word “ hun- 
dred,” to strike out “four” and insert “two;” and in line 15, 
before the word “ hundred,” to strike out “three” and insert 
“one;” so as to make the clause read: 

Office 9 buildings and grounds: For one assistant engineer: 
$2,400; a tant and chief clerk, $2,400; one clerk of class 4; one 
clerk of class 3; clerk and stenographer, $1,400; one ee si land- 
scape gardener, $2,200; surveyor and draftsman, $1,500; in all, $14,140. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “Navy Depart- 
ment,” on page 94, line 19, before the word “ thousand,” to strike 
out “twelve” and insert eight; on page 95, line 4, before 
the word hundred,“ to strike out “one” and insert “two;” 
and in line 11, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out “ sixty- 
eight thousand four” and insert “sixty-four thousand five; ” 
so as to make the clause read: 

. Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secretary of the 
Navy, $8,000; Assistant Secretary of the Navy, $4,500; chief clerk, 
3,000; private secretary to Secretary, $2 3; clerk to Secretary, 

2.250; disbursing clerk, $2,250; four clerks of class 4; stenographer, 

1,800; three clerks of class 2; four clerks of class 1; stenographer, 

1,200; one clerk, $1,100; five clerks, at $1,000 each; telegraph oper- 
ator, $1,200; two copyists; carpenter, $900; four messengers; four 
assistant messengers; four laborers; three messenger boys, at $600 
each; one messenger boy, $420; one messenger boy, : one tele- 
phone switch board “giana one assistant telephone switch board 
operator; in all, $64,520. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for the 
maintenance of the Hydrographic Office, on page 98, line 21, 


before the word “hundred,” to strike out “two” and insert 


“four;” so as to read: 


Editor of Notice to Mariners, $1,600; one computer, $1,400; three 
draftsmen, at $1,800 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 8 

Mr. CULLOM. On page 99, line 6, before the word “en- 
gravers,” I move to strike out “two” and insert five;” in 
line 7, before the word “engravers,” to strike out “four” and 
insert“ three ;” and after the word “each,” in line 8, to strike 
out the remainder of that line down to and including the word 
“dollars,” in the middle of line 9. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Illinois will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 99, line 6, before the word en- 
gravers,” it is proposed to strike out “two” and insert “ five;” 
in line 7, before the word “engravers,” to strike out “four” 
and insert “ three ;” and in line 8, after the word “each” where 
it first appears, to strike out “ two engravers, at $900 each; one 
engraver, $800.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I will state that the amendment which I have 
proposed does not at all change the total. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 100, line 3, 
to increase the total appropriation for the maintenance of the 
Hydrographic Office from $101,800 to $102,000, p 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 101, line 6, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “thirty thousand five hundred” 
and insert “twelve thousand five hundred and forty;“ so as 
to make the clause read: 

Contingent expenses of branch offices at Boston, New York, Phila- 
delphia, Baltimore, Norfolk, Savannah, New Orleans, San Francisco, 
Portland (Oreg.), Portland (Me.), a Cleveland, Port Townsend, 
Buffalo, Duluth, Sault Ste. Marie, and alveston, including furniture, 
fuel, lights, stationery, miscellaneous articles, rent and care of offices, 
care of time balls, car fare and ferriage in visiting merchant vessels, 
freight and ecran charges, telegrams, and other necessary expenses 
incurred in collecting the latest information for the Pilot rt, and 
for other purposes for which the offices were established, $12,540. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 101, after line 6, to insert: 

For services of necesary employees at branch offices, $17,960. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 103, line 11, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “seven thousand five hundred” 
and insert “ eight thousand; so as to make the clause read: 

For fuel, oil, grease, tools, pi wi and other materials needed fo 
the maintecance and repair ‘of . heating apparatas, elec: 
trie lighting and power plant, and water-supply system ; 5 — and 
maintenance of teams; material for boxing nautical instruments for 
transportation; paints, telegraph and telephone service, and incidental 
labor, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Department of 
the Interior,” on page 108, Hne 16, before the word“ thousand,” 
to strike out “twelve” and insert eight; so as to read: 

on f the Secretary: F m ti f the Secr £ thi 
re 8 8.008. ry or compensation o e etary 0: 0 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for 
the maintenance of the office of the Secretary of the Interior, 
on page 110, line 2, before the word “clerks,” to strike out 
“ twenty-five ” and insert twenty-six; and in line 3, before the 
word “clerks,” to strike out “thirty-six” and insert “ thirty- 
five; so as to read: 

Sixteen clerks of class 3; twenty-six clerks of class 2; thirty-five 
clerks of class 1, two of whom shall be stenographers or typewr ters. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 111, line 4, to reduce the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the office of the 
Secretary of the Interior from $357,690 to $353,890. 

The amendment was agreed to. > 

The next amendment was, on page 111, line 9, before the word 
hundred,“ to strike out “six” and insert four; and in line 
16, before the word“ hundred,” to strike out “ three“ and insert 
“one;” so as to make the clause read: 

For emplo; for the proper tection, heating, z F 
tion of e id Post-Office partment belldlug . 
partment of the Interior, namely: One engineer, $1,400; assistant engi- 
neer, $1,000; four firemen; three watchmen, acting as lieutenan at 
$840 each; twenty watchmen; conductor of elevator, $720; fourteen 
laborers ; nine laborers, at $480 each ; three ed mechanics (painter, 
carpenter, and plumber), at $900 each; in all, $39,180. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 114, line 7, after the word 
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“inspectors,” to strike out “and of clerks detailed;” so as to 
make the clause read: 


For per diem in licu of subsistence of inspectors to investigate fraudu- 


_ lent land entries, trespasses on the public lands, and cases of official 
misconduct, while traveling on duty, at a rate to be fixed by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, not exceeding $3 per day, and for actual necessar 
expenses of transportation, including necessary sleeping-car fares, an 
for employment of stenographers and other assistants when necessary to 
the efficient conduct of examinations, and when authorized by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, $7,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for 
the maintenance of the Patent Office, on page 120, line 17, after 
the word “each,” to strike out “additional to one chief of 
division in charge of the Official Gazette, $250;” in line 21, 
after the word “clerk,” to insert “machinist, $1,600;” on page 
121, line 2, before the word “ permanent,” to strike out “ sixty- 
two” and insert “fifty-seyen;” in the same line, after the 
word “clerks,” to strike out “including five heretofore desig- 
nated model attendants;“ in line 4, after the word “each,” to 
insert “ five model attendants, at $1,000 each;” in line 7, after 
the word “ten,” to strike out “clerks heretofore designated ;”’ 
in line 11, before the word laborers,” to strike out“ forty-eight ” 
and insert fifty; and in line 15, before the word “ dollars,” 
to strike out “sixty-five thousand seven hundred” and insert 
“sixty-eight thousand and ten;“ so as to read: 

Six chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; three assistant chiefs of di- 
vision, at $1,800 each; seven clerks of class 4, one of whom shall act 
as application clerk; machinist, $1,600; seven clerks of class 3, one 
of ein shall be translator of languages; fifteen clerks of class 2; 
seventy clerks of class 1; skilled laborers, $1,200; three skilled drafts- 
men, at $1,200 each; four draftsmen, at $1,000 each; fifty-seven 
permanent clerks, at $1,000 each; five model attendants, at $1,000 
each; messenger and property clerk, $1,000; 106 copyists, seven of 
whom may be copyists of drawings; ten model attendants, at $800 
each; thirty copyists, at $720 each; three messengers; twenty-five as- 
sistant messengers; fifty-one laborers, at $600 each; 50 laborers, at 
$480 each; thirty-nine messenger boys, at $360 each; in all $968,010. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 123, line 14, before the 
word “ dollars,” to strike out “ two thousand five hundred” and 
insert four thousand ;” so as to make the clause read: 

For collecting statistics for special reports and circulars of informa- 
tion, ,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 125, line 21, after the 
word “ dollars,” to insert Patent Office model exhibit, $19,500 ;” 
and in line 24, before the word “hundred,” to strike out 
“thirty-nine thousand nine” and insert “ fifty-nine thousand 
four ;” so as to make the clause read: 

For rent of buildings for the Department of the Interior, namely: 
For the Bureau of Education, $4,000; Geological Survey, $29,200; ad- 
8183 tor san fngraving 77 N 2100 cht’ e 
1 =) 8 7 z storage o ocuments, x 3. Civ 
Commission, $4,500 ; Patent Once model exhibit, $19,500; in all, 
$59,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Post-Office De- 
partment,” on page 131, line 15, before the word “ thousand,” to 
strike out “twelve” and insert “eight; “ so as to read: 

Office Postmaster-General: For compensation of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER. In line 19, on page 131, after the word 
“thousand,” I move to strike out “two hundred and fifty“ and 
insert “ five hundred,” so as to make the salary of the disburs- 
ing clerk in the Post-Office Department $2,500 instead of $2,250. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 3 

Mr. FORAKER. If this is not the proper time for me to offer 
that amendment, I will simply give notice that I shall offer it 
when the committee amendments shall haye been disposed of. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the item of appro- 
priation for the maintenance of the office of the Postmaster- 
General, on page 132, line 17, before the word “dollars,” to in- 
sert “two hundred; “ in line 18, before the word“ watchmen,” 
to strike out “two” and insert “three;” in line 19, before the 
word “watchmen,” to strike out “thirty-one” and insert 
“ thirty-three ;” and on page 133, line 2, before the word “ dol- 
lars,” to strike out “sixty-eight thousand one hundred and 
ninety” and insert “sixty-five thousand nine hundred and 
fifty; so as to read: 

Captain of the watch, $1,200; additional to three watchmen tr as 
lieutenants of watchmen, at $120 each; thirty-three watchmen; fore- 
man of laborers, $800; thirty laborers; ten laborers and coal passers, 
at $500 each; plumber, and awning maker, at $900 each; female 
laborer, $540; three female laborers, at $500 each; three female labor- 
ers, at $480 each; and forty charwomen; in all, $165,950. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 138, line 4, before the word 
“ clerks,” to strike out“ two“ and insert“ four; “ in line 5, before 


the word “clerks,” to strike out “nine” and insert “ eleven ; “ 
in line 9, before the word “ clerks,” to strike out“ twenty-nine ” 
and insert “ twenty-five;” and in line 12, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out “ fifty-one thousand six” and insert - 
“ fifty-four thousand four;* so as to make the clause read: 

Office Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General: For Fourth Assistant 
Postmaster-General, $4,500; chief clerk, $2,500; superintendent divi- 
sion of rural free delivery, $3,000; assistant superintendent division of 
rural delivery, $2,000; four clerks of class 4; four clerks of class 3; 
eleven clerks of class 2; thirty-one clerks of class 1; stenographer, 
$1,600 ; stenographer, $1,200; forty-five clerks, at $1,000 each; twenty- 
five clerks, at $ each; three messengers; two assistant messengers ; 
and three laborers; in all, $154,440. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 141, line 13, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “twenty-three thousand five hundred” 
and insert “ twenty-five thousand; so as to read: 

For miscellaneous expenses in the Division of Topography in the 
preparation and publication of post-route maps, including tracing for 


photolithographic reproduction ; and $3,500 for making of maps for the 
rural delivery service, $25,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Department of 
Justice,” on page 142, line 3, before the word “thousand,” to 
strike out “ twelve” and insert eight; “ so as to read: 

Office of the Attorney-General: For compensation of the Attorney- 
General, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for 
maintenance of the office of the Attorney-General, on page 143, 
line 3, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out“ four hundred“ 
and insert“ seven hundred and fifty; “ in line 6, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “ one thousand six hundred ” and insert 
“two thousand; “ in line 16, before the word“ charwomen,” to 
strike out “eight” and insert “nine; ” and in line 23, before the 
word “ dollars,” to strike out “ thirty-two thousand two hundred 
and seventy ” and insert “ twenty-nine thousand and sixty; so 
as to read: 

Attorney in charge of pardons, $2,750; disbursing clerk, $2,750; - 
polntment: clerk, $2000; paoia 58.580; five cler 45 of 3 a: nine 
clerks of class 3; four clerks of class 2: seven clerks of class 1; tele- 
graph operator and stenographer, $1,200; one clerk, $1,000; eleven 
clerks, at $900 each; chief messenger, $1,000; two messengers; six as- 
sistant messengers; four laborers; three watchmen; engineer, $1,200; 
assistant engineer, $900; three firemen; two conductors of the elevator, 
at $720 each; nine charwomen. Division of accounts: Chief of divi- 
sion of accounts, $2,500; chief bookkeeper and record clerk, $2,000; 
three clerks of class 4; five clerks of class 3; seven clerks of class 23 
seven clerks of class 1; two clerks, at $900 each; one packer, $900; in 
all, $229,060. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 145, line 12, before the 
word “clerks,” to strike out “two” and insert “four;” in the 
same line, before the word “ clerks,” to strike out “four” and 
insert two; and in line 14, before the word “ hundred,” to 
strike out “ twenty-one thousand nine” and insert “ twenty-two 
thousand three; “ so as to make the clause read: 

Office of the Solicitor of the Department of Commerce and Labor: 
For Solicitor of the Department of Commerce and Labor, $4,500; chief 
clerk and law clerk, $2,250; two clerks of class 4; two clerks of class 
3; four clerks of class 2 two clerks of class 1; and one messenger; in 
all, $22,390. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Department of 
Commerce and Labor,” on page 145, line 17, before the word 
thousand,“ to strike out “twelve” and insert “ eight;” so as 
to read: 

Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. In line 24, on page 145, I move to strike out 
“seven hundred and fifty“ and insert “five hundred; “ so as 
to make the appropriation for the salary of the disbursing clerk 
of the Department of Commerce and Labor $2,500, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, in the item of appropria- 
tion for maintenance of the office of the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor, on page 146, line 1, after the word “ dollars,” to 
strike out “ two chiefs of division, at $2,000 each,” and insert 
“one chief of division, $2,250; one chief of division, $2,000; * so 
as to read: 


Chief of appointment division ; $2,250; one chief of division, $2,250; 
one chief of division, $2,000. » $2,250; 


The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for 
maintenance of the office of the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, on page 146, line 20, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “two hundred;” and in line 22, before the word “ dollars,” 
to strike out“ fifty-five thousand eight hundred and forty ” and 
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insert“ fifty-one thousand eight hundred and ninety ;” so as to 
rend: - 
oe of the watch, $1,000; six watchmen; 


fifteen charwomen ; 
in all, $151,890. 


Mr. CULLOM. On page 146, line 22, I move to amend the 
committee amendment by striking out the words “eight hun- 
dred and ninety ” and inserting “ six hundred and forty;” so as 
to make the total appropriation in that paragraph $51,640. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 146, line 23, 
after the word “ compensation,” to insert “at not more than $10 
per day;” on page 147, line 2, before the word “thousand,” to 
strike out thirty“ and insert fifty; and in the same line, 
after the word “ dollars,” to insert “not more than $20,000 of 
which shall be used in the investigation of markets for cotton ;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

For compensation, at not more than $10 per day, and actual neces- 
sary traveling expenses of special agents to investigate trade conditions 
abroad, with the object of promoting foreign commerce of the United 
States, $50,000, not more than $20,000 of which shall be used in the 
investigation of markets for cotton; and the results of such investi- 
gation shall be reported to Congress. x 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. On line 25, page 150, I move to strike out 
“two thousand five hundred” and insert “three thousand; 
so as to make the appropriation for “four chief statisticians of 
the Census Office“ $3,000 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 151, line 1, after 
the word “dollars” to insert “and $500 additional for acting 
as Director of the Census in the absence of that officer, and for 
superintending census publications;” so as to read: 

The Census Office: For Director, $6,000; four chief statisticians, at 

2.500 each; chief clerk, $2,500, and $500 additional for acting as 
irector of the Census in the absence of that officer, and for superin- 
tending census publications. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for the 
maintenance of the Census Office, on page 151, line 14, before 
the word “skilled,” to strike out “two” and insert “ three;” 
and in line 22, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out “ four 
thousand three“ and insert fiye thousand eight; so as to read: 

Electrician, 81,000; three skilled laborers, at $1,000 each; four skilled 
laborers, at $900 each; ten watchmen; five messengers; two firemen; 
five assistant messengers; ten skilled laborers, at $720 each; seven 
unskilled laborers, at $720 each; four messenger boys, at $480 each; 
twenty-four charwomen ; in all, $705,860. 


Mr. CULLOM. On page 151, line 21, I move to amend the 
amendment of the committee by striking out the word “ five” 
and inserting seven; so as to make the total $707,860. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 152, line 7, 
after the word “law,” to strike out “$400,000” and insert 
“ $525,000, of which amount $150,000 to be immediately avail- 
able;” so as to make the clause read: 

For securing information for census reports, provided for by law, 
semimonthly reports of cotton production, and periodical reports of the 
domestic and foreign consumption of cotton, per diem compensation of 
special agents and expenses of the same and of detailed employees, the 
cost of transcribing State, municipal, and other records, the temporary 
rental of quarters outside of the District of Columbia for supervising 
special agents, and the employme%it by them of such temporary service 
as may be necessary in collecting the statistics required ie law, $525,- 
000, of which amount $150,000 to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 153, line 19, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “three thousand five hundred” 
and insert “four thousand; and in line 24, before the word 
“ hundred,” to strike out “twelve thousand nine” and insert 
“thirteen thousand four;” so as to make the clause read: 

Office Supervising Inspector-General Steamboat-Inspection Service: 
For Supervising Inspector-General, $4,000; chief clerk and Acting Su- 
pervising Inspector-General in the absence of that officer, $2,000; two 
clerks of class 3; two clerks of class 1; one clerk (file clerk and stenog- 
rapher), $1,000; one messenger; in all $13,440, the same to be paid 
from the permanent appropriations for the Steamboat-Inspection Service. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 154, line 4, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert “deputy commissioner, $2,400; chief clerk, 
$2,000 ;” in line 6, after the word “four,” to strike out “ addi- 
tional to one clerk designated as deputy commissioner, $600 ;” 
and in line 13, before the word “and,” to strike out “ thirty 
thousand two hundred,” and insert “ thirty-four thousand ;” so 
as to make the clause read: 


Bureau of Navigation: For Commissioner of Navigation, $4,000; 
deputy commissioner, $2,400; chief clerk, $2,000; three clerks of class 


4; clerk to Commissioner, $1,600; one clerk of class 3; three clerks of 
class 2; four clerks of class 1; two clerks, at $1,000 each; five clerks, 
at $900 each; one messenger; one assistant messenger; in all, $34,060. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 154, line 20, after the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “one clerk” and insert two clerks;” 
in line 21, before the word “ clerks,” to strike out “two” and in- 
sert “three; “ in line 22, before the word “ clerks,” to strike out 
six“ and insert “seven;” in line 23, before the word “ copy- 
ists,” to strike out “three” and insert four; and in line 25, 
before the word “ hundred,” to strike out “ thirty-six thousand 
three” and insert “ forty-one thousand six,” so as to make the 
clause read: 7 

Bureau of Immigration and Naturalization: For Commissioner-Gen- 
eral of Immigration, $4,000; Assistant Commissioner-General who shall 
also act as chief clerk and 3 $3,000; private secretary, $1,800; 
statistician and stenographer, with authority to act as immigrant in- 
Spector, $2,000; two clerks of class 4; three clerks of class 3; five 
clerks of class 2; two clerks of class 1; seven clerks, at $1,000 each; 
four. copyists; two messengers; one assistant messenger; all, 
$41,600, which, ene with all other expenses of regulating immigra- 
tion shall be paid from the permanent appropriation for expenses of 
regulating immigration. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 157, line 1, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert “to be immediately available;” so as to 
read: ; 

For 9 machinery, tools, and appliances used in connection 


with the buildings or with the work of the Bureau, including an express 
wagon not to cost more than $2,500, to be immediately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, ‘under the head of “ Judicial,” on 
page 160, line 25, before the word “ dollars,” to insert “ two hun- 
dred and fifty ; ” so as to make the clause read: 

For clerk, $3,250. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 161, line 2, before the word 
dollars,“ to insert “two hundred and fifty; so as to make 
the clause read: 

For assistant or deputy clerk, $2,250. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 161, line 6, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “nine hundred” and insert “one thou- 
sand;” so as to make the clause read: 

For crier, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 161, line 12, before the 
word “ hundred,” to strike out “one” and insert “seven;” so 
as to make the clause read: 

For three stenographers, one for the chief justice and one for each 


associate justice, at $900 each; in all, $33,720, one-half of which shall 
be paid from the revenues of the District of Columbia. A 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 164, after line 2, to strike 
out: 


For pay of a custodian of the building occupied by the Court of 
Claims, to be paid on the order of the 2 8500. 


Mr. HALE. I should like to have that amendment disagreed 
to, but at the suggestion of the Senator in charge of the bill, I 
am entirely willing to leave it to the committee of conference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 164, line 19, after 
the word “ persons,” to insert permanently; “ so as to make 
the section read: 

Sec. 3. The appropriations herein made for the officers, clerks, and 
persons employed in the public service shall not be available for the 
compensation of any persons permanently incapacitated for performing 


such service, and the heads of Departments shall cause this provision 
to be enforced. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 164, after line 21, to strike 
out sections 4 and 5, as follows: 


Sec. 4. On and after March 4, 1907, the compensation of the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives and Vice-President of the United States 
shall be at the rate of $12,000 per annum each. 


Sec. 5. On and after March 4, 1907, the compensation of heads of 
Executive Departments who are members of the President’s Cabinet 
shall be at the rate of $12,000 per annum. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator if he is not willing 
that these last proposed amendments shall go over? 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to any provision looking 
to the question of fixing the salaries of the Cabinet officers, the 
Vice-President, the Speaker of the House, and members of the 
House and Senate going over. I am willing to let the subject 
go over until to-morrow or some other day. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in this connection I desire 
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to say that I have noticed in certain papers, supposed to know 
what was done in the Committee on Appropriations yesterday, 
that it is stated that I offered an amendment increasing -the 
salaries of Congressmen and that it was not agreed to by the 
committee. My associates on that committee will bear me out 
in stating that no amendment of that character was offered. 

Mr. HALE. The action of the committee was entirely unani- 
mous. 

Mr. NELSON. 
creases? 

Mr. HALE. No increases anywhere in that direction. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, let the bill go over as it 
stands, and I will call it up to-morrow morning or some other 
time that may be agreed upon. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not understand what the Senator 
from Illinois said. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am willing to let the bill go over now, the 
reading having been finished, to be disposed of to-morrow morn- 
ing or some other time. 

Mr. FORAKER. I hope the committee will agree to the 
amendment, of which I gave notice, increasing the salary of the 
disbursing officer of the Post-Office Department $250. He dis- 
burses a large amount of money and he gives a large bond, 
which is a burden to him. Officers of that grade are generally 
paid $2,500, as I understand. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is this officer getting? 

Mr. FORAKER. ‘Twenty-two hundred and fifty dollars, and 
my amendment is to strike out “two hundred and fifty” and 
insert “ fiye hundred,” so as to pay him what other officials of 
the Government of that class get. 

Mr. CULLOM. We have just stricken out a part of the 
salary where a disbursing officer was receiving $2,750 and cut it 
down to $2,500. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to meet you half way—— 

Mr. CULLOM. I will consult with the Senator to-morrow 
with reference to the official to whom he refers and see what 
can be done about it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am willing to let it go over, but I was 
afraid I might not be here when it came up. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 34 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, Janu- 
ary 12, 1907, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


I understand the committee report no in- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 11, 1907. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 
JOHN INGRAM. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the concurrent resolution 
which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a concurrent reso- 
lution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the ar EN concurring), 


That the President be requested to return the bill (H. 18214) en- 
titled “An act granting an increase of pension to John Meran 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I move the adoption of the resolu- 
tion. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
ETIENNE DE P. BUJAC. 


Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the following 
privileged resolution and ask its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas offers a resolu- 
tion, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the pheno is hereby directed to request 
the Senate to furnish the House of Representatives a duplicate certified 
copy of an engrossed bill (S. 4926) Tor t the relief of Etienne De P, 
Bujac, the original bill haying been lost. 


The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 
PENSION BILLS. 
Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
bills in order for consideration to-day be considered in the 


House as in Committee of the Whole. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks 


unanimous consent that bills in order to-day be considered in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The gentleman from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Carron] will take the chair. 


HERMAN HAGEMILLER. 


The first pension business was the bill (H. R. 18969) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Herman Hagemiller. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to ipe on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of nsions laws, the name of Her- 
man Hagemiller, cog of Company C, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $34 per month in 
lieu of that he ions now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were rega, 
as follows : 
In line 7 Sache out the word “ Infantry“ and insert in lieu thereof 


the word “C: ry.” 
In line 8 Seine out the word “ four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 189. An act to establish a life-saving station at the 
Isles of Shoals, off Portsmouth, N. H. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed joint 
resolution and bills of the following titles, in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. R. 80. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 
to furnish two 83-inch wrought-iron muzzle-loading cannon, with 
Lod 3 limbers, and accessories to the State of South 

akota ; 

S. 6898. An act concerning licensed officers of vessels; 

S. 953. An act for the establishment of lights at the mouths of 
Warroad and Rainy rivers, Lake of the Woods, Minnesota; and 

S. 5133. An act to promote the safety of employees and travel- 
ers upon railroads by limiting the hours of service of employees 
thereon. 

SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate joint resolution and bills 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and 
referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. Res. 80. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 
to furnish two three-inch wrought-iron muzzle-loading cannon, 
with their carriages, limbers, and accessories, to the State of 
South Dakota—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 953. An act for the establishment of lights at the mouths of 
Warroad and Rainy rivers, Lake of the Woods, Minnesota—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 6898. An act concerning licensed officers of vessels—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

8. 5133. An act to promote the safety of employees and trav- 
elers upon railroads by limiting the hours of seryice of em- 
ployees thereon—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

HEZEKIAH JAMES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18322) granting 
an increase of pension to Hezekiah James. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pe on the pension roll, subject to 
the preven and limitations 2 the pension laws, the name of Heze- 
kiah James, late of Company E, Sixty-third Regiment, United States 
Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word ‘ Company,” insert the words “ Company 
C, Sixt -ninth Regiment, and.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in leu 
thereof, the word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SAUL COULSON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17810) granting 
an increase of pension to Saul Caulson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension‘laws, the name of Saul 
Caulson, late of Company H, Twenty-eighth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


— 


1907. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Caulson" and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Coulson.” 

In line 8, after the word“ month,” insert the words in lieu of that 
he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Saul Coulson.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it. was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALMON Woop. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19706) granting 
an increase of pension to Almon Wood. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Almon 
Wood, late of Company F, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, i 

: - AQUILLA WILLIAMS.” 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17581) granting 
an increase of pension to Aquilla Williams. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the peor eons and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Aquillia 
Williams, late of Company H, First Regiment United States Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed.. 

HENRY C. WORLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15631) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Clay Worley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Henry Clay Worley, late of Company D, One hundred and thirty-second 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

. The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


as follows: 
In line 6 strike out the word “ Clay“ and insert in lieu thereof the 


letter E 
In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteer“ and insert in lieu thereof 


the words “National Guard. 
In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “ twenty-four.” 
Amend the title so as to read: 
sion to Henry C. Worley.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


“A bill granting an increase of pen- 


JOHN S. ROSEBERRY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to John S. Roseberry. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John S. Roseberry, late of Company A, Two hundred and fifth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

I= line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 


— 2 


7555) granting 


GEORGE YOUNG. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21767) granting 
an increase of pension to George Young. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
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to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 

ree oung, late of Company E, Third Regiment Colorado Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


i 15 amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “‘ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ` 


WILLIAM H. WILLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21624) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Willey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
H. Willey, late of Company B, Third Regiment Vermont Volunteer In- 
— 9 5 and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: : 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty-six.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOSEPH R. BENHAM, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20685) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph R. Benham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of oseph 
R. Benham, late of 3 E, Twenty-second Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer PIAT and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JAMES P. MULLEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15139) granting 
an increase of pension to James P. Mullen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James P. 
Mullen. late of Company C, One hundred and ninth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOHN W. TOWLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21667) granting 
an inerease of pension to John W. Towle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
W. Towle, late of Company B, Sixth Regiment New Hampshire Volun- 
teer gears) and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line § strike out the word “forty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM E. FEELEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21535) granting 
an increase of pension to William E. Feeley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Seercta f the Int „ 
hereby, authorized and directed to place: on 5 m iz 
the provisions anl limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
E. Feeley, late of Company F, Eleventh Regiment Maine Volunteer In- 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty-six,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HENRY A. WEIAND. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21499) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry A. Wieand. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of neat 
A. Wieand, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-cighth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a on at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Wieand” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Weiand.” 

In the same line strike out the letter“ D“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the letter “ B.” 

In the same line strike ont the words “ One hundred and.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “twenty-eighth” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “Two hundred and second.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Henry A. Weiland.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
BENJAMIN F. BURCH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20927) granting 
an increase of pension to Benjamin F. Burch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benja- 
min F. Burch, late of Company C, One hundred and fourteenth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, the beneficiary in that bill 
is dead. I therefore move that it be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection; the bill will 
be laid on the table. 

There was no objection. = 


JOHN W. HUMPHREY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21162) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John W. Humphrey, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
W. Hum hrey, late of Company I, One hundred and forty-ninth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ROBERT F. PATTERSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21314) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert F. Patterson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert 
F. tterson, late lieutenant-colonel enty-ninth Regiment Iowa Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $100 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, the beneficiary in that case 
is also dead, and I move that the bill lie on the table. 


The motion was agreed to. 
ROBERT MARTIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21277) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert Martin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of bert 
Martin, late of Company A, First Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 7 strike out the word “Infantry” and insert in lleu thereof 
the word “ Cavalry.” 

In line 8 strike ont the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM WIGGINS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21002) granting 
an increase of pension to William Wiggins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
D late of Company E. Forty-fourth Hp aye Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “¥Forty-fourth” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ Eighth.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Cavalry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARTHA J. WEAVERLING. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20881) granting 
an increase of pension to Martha J. Weaverling. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bè it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 
J. Weaverling, widow of Perry B. Weaverling, late a member of Com- 
pany A, Ninety-third Regiment Illinols Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pamon at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. e 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows : 

In line 7 strike out the words “a member.” 

In line 9 strike out the word thirty ™ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ sixteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

HENRY C. HUGHES, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20859) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry C. Hughes. A 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
C. Hughes, late of Company H, One hundred and fiftieth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate-of $50 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lleu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN L. NEWMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20821) granting 
an increase of pension to John L, Newman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John L. 
Newman, late of Company B, Sixteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

PATRICK KINNEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21079) granting 
an increase of pension to Patrick Kinney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. the name of 
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Patri A pany A, First Regim lun 
V 45 the rate of 730 Eve het y len of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In Jine 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. $ 

HENRY J. RHODES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21161) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry J. Rhodes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the ee and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Henry J. Rhoades; late of Company I, Third Regiment ‘Missouri State 
Militia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SARAH E. ROBEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17204) granting 
a pension to Sarah E. Robey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the 8 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Sarah E. Robey, widow of Richard T. Robey, late of Company D, 
Seventh Battalion District of Columbia Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “ T.” 


In line 7 strike out the word “ of.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “ twelve“ and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “ eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. j 

GEORGE O. TIBBITTS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21325) granting 
an increase of pension to George O. Tibbitts. 

The bill was read, as follows: z 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of George 
0. Tibbitts. late of Company B, One hundred and forty-sixth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
THOMAS L. MOODY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21427) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas L. Moody. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Thomas 
L. N late of Company C, Fourteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 7 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ? 

JOANNA L. COX. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2055) granting 
an increase of pension to Joanna Cox. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
8 — and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joanna 
Cox, widow of Charles J. Cox, late of Company E, Eighteenth Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: = 
In line 6, after the word “ Joanna,” insert the letter “ L.“ 


In line 8 strike out the word thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ sixteen.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joanna L. Cox.” 


JOHN CAMPBELL, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13806) granting 
an increase of pension to John Campbell. 

The bill was read, as follows: y 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to aceon the pension — subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Campbell, late of Company K, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: : 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered tọ be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ERASTUS A. THOMAS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21342) granting 
an increase of pension to Erastus A. Thomas. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Erastus 
A. Thomas, late of Company B, One hundred and sixth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word Infantry,“ insert the words “and Signal 
Corps, United States Army.” 

In line § strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. t 
HENRY H. DAVIS. 


~ The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16698) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry H. Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hen 
H. Davis, late of Company C, Fourteenth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

THOMAS R. ELLIOTT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20000) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas R. Elliott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, tunes to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
R. Elliott, late of Company G, Fifth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

HENRY STAUFFER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14884) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Stauffer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
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Stanffer, late of Company D, Twentieth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, after the word “Cavalry,” insert the words “and Com- 
pany D, First Regiment Pennsylvania Provisional Volunteer Cavalry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ` 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS PROSSER. ` 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10738) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Prosser. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitafions of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
Prosser, late of Company A, One, hundred and twenty-first Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. è s 

JAMES H. SPERRY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17094) granting 
an increase of pension to James H. Sperry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 

. Sperry, late of Companies F and A, Fourteenth Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteer epee? and pay him a nsion at the rate of $30 per 
month in leu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “of Companies F and A” and insert 
5 lien ere the words “second lieutenant Company F, and captain 

ompany A.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. LOYD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17483) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Loyd. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., 'That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
H. Loyd, late of Company H, Thirty-third Regiment New Jersey Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8, after the word twenty insert the word “four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time and passed. 


r 


OLIVER T. WESTMORELAND. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20036) granting 
an increase of pension to Oliver T. Westmoreland. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Oliver 
T. Westmoreland, late of Company C, First Regiment United States 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a nsion at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


NORMAN H. COLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5729) granting 
an increase of pension to Norman H. Cole. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Norman 
H. Cole, late of Company B, Third Regiment United States Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word Volunteer.“ 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. É 

CHARLES F. SANCRAINTE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2399) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles F. Sanscrainte. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
F. Sanscrainte, late of Company B, Fifteenth Regiment Michigan Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read as 
follows: 

In line 6 strige out the word“ Sanscrainte ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Sancrainte.” 

In line 8 strike out the word“ fifty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Charles F. Sancrainte.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

DANIEL O. CORBIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6894) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel O. Corbin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of iel O. 
Corbin, late of Company H, Eighteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

DOMINICK GARVEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20647) granting 
an increase of pension to Dominick Garvey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Domi- 
nick Garvey, late of Company A, Ninety-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per-month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

EMILE CLOE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7581) granting 
an increase of pension to Emile Cloe. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emile 
Cloe, late of Fifth Battery, Ohio Volunteers, Light Artillery, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 3 

In line 6, before the word “ Battery,” insert the word “ Independ- 
ent.” 
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In same line strike out the word “ Volunteers” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ Volunteer.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. i 


SARAH A. KIZER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15630) granting 
a pension to Sarah A. Kizer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
A. Kizer, blind and dependent daughter of David L. Kizer, deceased, late 
of Company K, Thirty-first Regiment Ohio Veteran Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 7 

In line 6 strike out the word “ blind“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ helpless.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “deceased.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ISAAC RICHARDS, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11174) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaac Richards. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, anthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac 
Richards, late of Company F, Second Regiment Potomac Home Brigade, 
Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 

reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


KATE S. CHURCH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16506) granting 
an increase of pension to Kate S. T. Church. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Kate 
S. T. Church, widow of Capt. seep urch, late of Company C, Thir- 
teenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “T.” 

In same line strike out the word “ Captain.” 

In line 7, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words “ first lieutenant.” 

i In se: line strike out the letter “C” and insert in lieu thereof the 
etter “ I.” 

In same line strike out the word “Thirteenth” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ Fifty-ninth.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “seventeen.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Kate S. Church.” 

The amendments were agreed to. é 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

PETER BUCHMANN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20731) granting 
an increase of pension to Peter Buchman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piece on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Peter 
Buchman, late of Company G, Twenty-ninth Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Buchman” and insert in lieu thereof 
“ Buchmann.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Peter Buchmann.” 


WILLIAM T. OSBORN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12399) granting 
an increase of pension to William T. Osborn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
T. Osborn, late of Company D, Sixty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he now receiving. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, the beneficiary mentioned in 
9 5 bill is dead. I therefore move that the bill be laid on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THOMAS WELCH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20854) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Walsh. 

The bill was read, as follows: z 

Be it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitaticns of the pension laws, the name of omas 
Walsh, late of United States . and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

fe 5 8 8 out the word Walsh” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word Welch.” . 

In same line, before the word “ United,” insert the words “U. S. 8. 
Ohio and Sassacus.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ; 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Welch.” 


EMMA WALTERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20887) granting 
än increase of pension to Emma Walters. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma 
Walters, widow of Jacob H. Walters, late of Company B, One hundred 
end eighty-seventh Regiment Pennsyivania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her fe pt at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now 
recciving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: A 

In line 9 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ sixteen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

EDGAR WEAVER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20970) granting 
an increase of pension to Edgar Weaver. r 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Edger Weaver, late of Company F, Seventh Regiment West Virginia 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

DELIA S. HUMPHREY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21026) granting 
a pension to Delia S. Humphrey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interfor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 8 5 on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of 
Delia S. Humphrey, widow of John H. umphrey, late lieutenant- 
colonel Forty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


HENRY C. DAVIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21078) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry C. Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and Ñe is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the nsion roll, 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension’ laws, the 3 
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Henry C. Davis, late of Company K, Sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 7 

In line 7 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CATHARINE LUDWIG. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21281) granting 
an increase of pension to Catherine Ludwig. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of fhe pension laws, the name of Cath- 
erine Ludwig, widow of John Ludwig, late of Company H, One hundred 
and twenty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $16 per month in Heu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Catherine" and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Catharine.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Catharine Ludwig.” 


MALINDA H. HITCHCOCK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21320) granting 
an increase of pension to Melinda H. Hitchcock. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Melinda 
H. Hitchcock, widow of Herbert W. Hitchcock, late of Companw H. 
Forty-second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a promon at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike 
the word “ Malinda 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Malinda H. Hitchcock.” 


JOHN COOPER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21355) granting 
an increase of pension to John Cooper. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pa on the pension roll, 3 to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Cooper, late of Company I, Ninth Regiment Maryland Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line § strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


out the word “ Melinda” and insert in lieu thereof 


MARY SHUTLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21354) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Shutler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pae on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mar 
Shutler, widow of William H. Shutler, late of Company H, First Regi- 
ment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twelve" and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “eight.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOHN W. STICHTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21376) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John W. Stichter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pao on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
W. Stichter, late of Company K, One hundred and thirty-second Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pensfon at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: i 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

DANIEL SCHEETZ. ` 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21498) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Daniel Scheetz. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enactel, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel 
Scheetz, late of Company G, Forty-seventh Regiment Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at tke rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


ie line 6, before the word “ Volunteer,” insert the word “ Pennsyl- 
vania.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” ° 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, the beneficiary mentioned in 
this bill is dead. I therefore move that the bill be laid on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM DOBSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21532) granting 
an increase of pension to William Dobson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Dobson, late of Company A, Twenty-ninth Regiment Maine Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate-of $40 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. $ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word * twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. i 

HENRY REED. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21534) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Reed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Reed, late of Sixth Battery, Maine Volunteer iy re Artillery, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

f ADDISON THOMPSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21543) granting 
an increase of pension to Addison Thompson. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Addison 
Thompson, late of Company H, Thirty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


1907. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
‘time, and passed. : 
DAVID YODER. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21615) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to David Yoder. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
Yoder, late of Company G, Twelfth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cay- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


x ee amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows : 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and Insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH PEACH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21819) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph Peach. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Joseph 
Peach, late of U S. Princeton, United States Navy, and pay him a 

s now re- 


pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 

* 2 

~ The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MUSGROVE E. O'CONNOR. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 676) granting 
an increase of pension to Musgrove E. O'Connor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mus- 
grove E. O'Connor, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-eighth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
tate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOHN S. COCHRAN. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17634) granting 
an increase of pension to John S. Cochran. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
S. Cochran, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment- Tennessee Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of dollars per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
In line 8, before dollars,” insert the word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. | 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 

time, and passed. 


JAMES B. EVANS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1337) granting 
an increase of pension to James B. Evans 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the oe laws, the name of James 
B. Evans, late of Company C, Second ent sas Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line § strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty-six.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


FRANCIS M’MAHON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20587) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis McMahon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the on laws, the name of Francis 
McMahon, late of Company G, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer 3 and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

WILLIAM A. NICHOLS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20654) granting 
an increase of pension to William A. Nichols. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
A. Nichols, late of Company F, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pensión at the rate of 
$24 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. . 

JAMES R. DUNLAP. 


‘The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20831) granting 
an increase of pension to James R. Dunlap. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
R. Dunlap, late of Company B, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CATHARINE WEIGERT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20861) granting 
an increase of pension to Catherine Weigert. é 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior bé, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Cath- 
erine Weigert, widow of Charles Weigert, late of Company B, One 
hundred and thirty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
nsion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word“ Catherine“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Catharine.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ sixteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Catharine Weigert.” 


SARAH M. BICKFORD, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20960) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah M. Bickford. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of 
Sarah M. Bickford, widow of Samuel M. Bickford, late of Company F, 
Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after the word “ Samuel,” strike out the letter “M” and 
insert in lieu thereof the letter T.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 
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: JAMES COLLINS. f 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21061) granting 
an increase of pension to James Collins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject 
0 


to the provisions and limitations the pension laws, the name of 
James Collins, late of Company C, One hundredth Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line § strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LAWRENCE M’HUGH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21123) granting 
an increase of pension to Lawrence McHugh. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the proyisicris and limitations of the i laws, the name of 
Lawrence McHugh, late landsman on board the U. S. S. Ouchita, United 


States Nay. nd pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 


a 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words 
U. S. S. Ouchita”’ and insert in lieu 
Ouachita.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ sixteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


“landsman on board the 
thereof the words “of U. S. 8. 


DAVID J. WISE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21264) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to David J. Wise. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
J. Wise, late of Company D, Forty-fourth ee rr Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he Is now receiving. — 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES EDWARD BRISTOL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21303) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James Edward Bristol. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the onan laws, the name of James 
Edward Bristol, late of Company A, ty-seventh Regiment Wiscon- 
sin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

HARVEY S. NETTLETON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21335) granting 

an increase of pension to Harvey S. Nettleton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harvey 
S. Nettleton, late of Company —, Tenth Regiment Connecticut Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lien of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

5 In line 6 strike out the word “ Company” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ band.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 


JOHN F. YEARGIN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21630) granting 
an increase of pension to John F. Yeargin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roli, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of John F. 
Yeargin, late of Company D, Four Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month 
in lieu of that he is now recelying. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: j 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ELIAS MILLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21686) granting 
an increase of, pension to Elias Miller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elias 
Miller, late of 9 G, One hundred and sixty-eighth Regiment New 
York Volunteer I try, and 9 C, Twenty- Regiment New 
York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being egrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
assed. i 


p 
HENRY POWER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17334) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Power. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Powers, late captain Company —, Fifth Regiment United States Colored 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6, after the word “Company,” insert the words “A, Twentieth 


.* 


Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and Company E. 
n line T, before the word “ Heavy,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ ty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “‘ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES H. PRATT. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21793) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles H. Pratt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
H. Pratt, late of Company F, Twenty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $75 per month 
in lieu of that he is now recetving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ seventy-five ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ fifty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES DAVIS, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14675) granting 
an increase of pension to James Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Davis, late of Company L, First Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month m lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


SIMON STONE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21859) granting 
an increase of pension to Simon Stone, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted; etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


` 


1907. 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Simon 
Stone, late of Company I, One hundred and second R ent Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. a 


REDMOND ROCHE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21991) granting 
an increase of pension to Redmond Roche. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Red- 
mond Roche, late of 5 F, Fifty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: y 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALEXANDER MATCHETY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22003) granting 
an increase of pension to Alexander Matchett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alex- 
ander Matchett, late of Company G, Fourth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ late,” strike ont the word “of” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “first lieutenant.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ORRIN FREEMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22048) granting 
an increase of pension to Orrin Freeman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pice on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Orrin 
Freeman, late of Company C, Sixth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

RANDOLPH WESSON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22085) granting 
an increase of pension to Randolph Wesson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piece on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ran- 
dolph Wesson, late of Company H, Sixth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

WARREN P. HUBBS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22103) granting 
an increase of pension to Warran P. Hubbs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the Bnd and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Warran 
P. Hubbs, late of Company K, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Cavalry, and Company A, Twenty-first Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Warran” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Warren.” 
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In line 9 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in leu thereof the 
word “ twenty. a. 


four. 

The amendments were agreed to. a 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Warren P. Hubbs.” 


RUTSON J. BULLOCK, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1723) granting 
an increase of pension to Rutson J. Bullock. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rutson 
J. Bullock, late of Company H, One hun and fifth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line § strike out the word “forty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN R. HARGRAVE. - 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22605) granting 
an increase of pension to John R. Hargrave. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John R. 
Hargrave, late of Company F, Sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cay- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. z 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JOHN GRIMM. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17817) granting 
an increase of pension to John Grimm. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Grimm, late of the Seventh Battery, Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ the.” 

In line 7 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

EDWARD FORD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21643) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward Ford. 

The bill was read, as follows: = 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 
Ford, late of Company K, Ninety-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in licu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and pa 

: JOHN D. EVANS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18248) granting 
an increase of pension to John D. Eyans. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 7 on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
D. Evans, late of United States gunboats Indianola and Champion, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 
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The amendments recommended by 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ United States boats” and insert 
in leu thereof the letters U. S. S.” gan a fame! 


In line 7, after the word “Champion,” insert the words “ United 
States Navy.” 


In same line strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to, 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


the committee were read, 


DANIEL S. MEVIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2421) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel S. Mevis. 

The bill was read, as follows: ` 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the peo Rona and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel 
S. Mevis, late of Company D, Fourteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by tbe committee was read. as 
follows: ; 


In line 8 strike out the word“ fifty and insert in lieu chereor tne 
word “ thirty.” z 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH Q. OVIATT, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1693) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Q. Oviatt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


The amendment recommended by 
follows: 
In line 7 strike out the word “Arm 


words “Artillery, and Company E, 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


the committee was read, as 


and insert in lieu thereof the 
e hundred and seventy-seventh 


EDWARD B. TANNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4670) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward B. Tanner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 7 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to, place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the W laws, the name of ward 
B. Tanner, late of Company F, Fou Regiment Rhode Island Volun- 


teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word “Infantry,” insert the words “and Fifty- 
eighth Company, Second Battalion Veteran Reserve Corps.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time and passed. 

EMERY CRAWFORD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6057) granting 
an increase of pension to Emery Crawford. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place-on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emery 
Carora ne vs 9 ahs ane 8 KA ae Roim ene ber 

nteer antr, ani ay a nsion a e rate o 
month in lieu of that 3 now rectiving. per 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-five” and insert in Leu 
thereof the word “ fifty-five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time and passed. 

JOHN H. KROM. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20415) granting 
an increase of pension to John H. Krom. : 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etoc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pes on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the panos laws, the name of John 
H. Krom, late of Company I, Eightieth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

ELI BOYNTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6493) granting 
an increase of pension to Eli Boynton. 5 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs 
hereby, authorized and directed to piaco on the pension rell, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Eli Boynton, late of Company M, Fifth New York Artillery, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: . 


In line 6, after the word “ Fifth,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 


In same line, after the words New York,” insert the words Vol- 
unteer Heavy.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN FRETT, JR. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7804) granting 
an increase of pension to John Frett. k 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to ae on the pension roll, subject 
to the proyisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John Frett, late of Company A, Thirteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 530 per month in lieu ot 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ Frett,” insert the word “ junior.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: 
sion to John Frett, jr.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


“A bill, granting an increase of pen- 


DANIEL FRENCH, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21564) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel French. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Daniel French, late of Company D, One hundred and eighty-ninth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty ” and insert in lien thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SARAH J. LITTLETON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8247) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah J. Littleton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
J. Littleton, widow of Adam D. Littleton, late of the Fifty-fourth Regi- 
ment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ late,” strike out the word “of” and insert 
in lieu theréof the words “first lieutenant and adjutant.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ the.” 


In line 8 strike out the word“ twenty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twelve.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 
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ANDREW LARICK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8667) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew Larick. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ponas laws, the name of Andrew 
Larick, late of Company I, Fifteen Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a sm at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


LEWIS LENNOX. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9024) granting 
an increase of pension to Lewis Lennox. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etoc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lewis 
Lennox, late of Company B, First Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in leu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 3 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

AMAZIAH G. SHEPPARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10440) granting 
an increase of pension to A. G. Sheppard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of A. 
1 2 2 * of Company tau ae 8 N Ohio Nom: 

r Infantry, an ma na e rate o mon 
lieu of that he is 3 * 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “A.” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘Amaziah.”’ 7 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of - 
sion to Amaziah G. Sheppard.” = ye 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JEREMIAH BARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13740) granting 
an increase of pension to Jeremiah Bard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ere to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jere- 
miah Bard, late of Company A, McLaughlin squadron of cavairy, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ McLaughlin" and insert in lieu 
thereof the word McLaughlin's.” 

In line 7, before the word “ Cavalry,” strike out the word “of” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words Ohio Volunteer.” 

In the same line strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS H. PRIMROSE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13975) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas H. Primrose. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
II. 1 rose, late of Com y B, First Regiment New Jersey Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lien of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word Company and insert in lieu thereof 


the word “ Battery. 
In same line strike out the words “ First Regiment.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH STROPE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15017) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Strope. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the-pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 3 5 
Strope, late of Company K, Thirty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
1 pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of 
that is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

: an 1 7 6 strike out the letter “K” and insert in lieu thereof the 
letter “ I.“ 

In same line strike out the word Thirty-third“ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ First.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “Illinois” and insert in Meu thereof 
the words “ Mississippi Marine Bri — 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES B. F. CALLON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15317) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to J. B. F. Callon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of J. B. F. 
Callon, late of 8 B. Twentx-e — Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the letter “J.” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word James.“ 

In same line strike out the word“ Twenty-eighth ” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ First.“ E 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James B. F. Callon.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY J. BURROUGHS, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15839) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mary Jane Burroughs. 

The bill was read, as follows: ; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the oe laws, the name of Mary 
Jane Burroughs, widow of Geo W. S. Burroughs, late of Company A, 
Tenth Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $16 per month in Heu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

: an wy 6 strike out the word “Jane” and insert in lieu thereof the 
etter “J.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “sixteen” and insert in Meu thereof 
the word “ twelve.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mary J. Burroughs.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. SCULLEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15868) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Scullen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
II. Scullen, late of Battery F, First Regiment Illinois Volunteer Light 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Battery” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Company.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being epgrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
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NATHAN SMALL, 


The next pension business was the bill (H R. 21122) granting 
an increase of pension to Nathan Small. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the pee and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nathan 
Small, late of Company C, Sixteenth Regiment Michi, Volunteer In- 


1 and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 ac Onti in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: $ 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

STEPHEN GANGWER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15965) granting 
an increase of pension to Stephen D. Gangwere. 
The bill was read, as follows; 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the 

angwere, late of Company K, One hundred and twenty-third Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter“ D.” 

In the same line strike out the word“ Gangwere” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ Gangwer.” 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Stephen Gangwer.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

DANIEL W. GILLAM. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16458) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel W. Gillam. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of niel 
W. Gilam, late of Company D, Eleyenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

WILLIAM T. SALLEE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16493) granting 
an increase of pension to W. T. Sallee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pa on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W. T. 
Sallee, late of Company G, Third Regiment Missouri State Militia Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “ W.” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word WilSam.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William T. Sallee.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

a CHARLES BRUMM. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16813) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles W. Brumm. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
W. Brumm, late of Company G, One hundred and twenty-third Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “ W.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty-six.” 


rovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles Brumm.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


MINOR B. MONAGHAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17369) granting 
an increase of pension to Minor B. Monaghan. s 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 8 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Minor 
B. A Paanan; late of Company K, Sixth Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
State Militia Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteer,” 

In same line, before the word “ Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volun- 


r. 
ae line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert the word “ thirty- 
six.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LEWIS F. BELDEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17335) granting 
an increase of pension to Lewis F. Belden. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lewis 
F. Belden, unassigned, late of Sixteenth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “ unassigned, late of the Six- 
teenth Regiment New York Volunteer Artillery” and insert in lien 
thereof the words “ late of U. S. S. Constellation, United States Navy.” 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FRANK J. BIEDERMAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17712) granting 
an increase of pension to Frank J. Biederman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank 
J. Biederman, late of Battery D, First Regiment New York Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “Battery,” insert the words “ Company 
K, First Regiment New York Volunteer Marine Artillery, and.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ York" and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Jersey.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FREDERICK SHINAMAN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18383) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick Shinnaman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby. authorized and directed to pex on the pension roll, subject to 
the proyisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fred- 
erick Shinnaman, late of Cémpany H, Twenty-ninth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now recetving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ Shinnaman” 
thereof the word “ Shinaman.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Frederick Shinaman.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ` 


and insert in leu 
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SARAH M. ROACH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19546) granting 
an incrense of pension to Sarah M. Roach and others. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the names of Sarah 
M. Roach, widow, and Jesse L., Wil L., Walter L., and Carrie E., 
children and minor heirs of Jonathin Roach, deceased, late of Company 
M, First Regiment Alabama Volunteer Cavalry, and pay them a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “and Jesse L., William L., 
Walter L., and Carrie E., children and minor heirs.” 

In line T- also strike out the word Jonathin and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ John.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ deceased.” 

ans ve 9 strike out the word “them” and insert in leu thereof the 
word “ her.” 

In line 10 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “eight.” 

In same line, after the word“ month,” insert the words “ and $2 per 
month additional on account of each of the four minor children of said 
soldier until they shall arrive at the age of 16 years.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Sarah 
M. Roach.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ANNA E. HUGHES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20060) granting 
an increase of pension to Anna E. Hughes. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to puce on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna 
E. Hughes, widow of Cyrus L. Hughes, late of Company C, Second Regi- 
ment Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month im lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: ` $ 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in Heu 
thereof the word “ twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS W. DANIELS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20189) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas W. Daniels. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pensien roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
W. Panels, late of Company H, One hundred and twenty-sixth Regl- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN A. SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20091) granting 
an increase of pension to John A. Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to — on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
A. Smith, late of Company F, Second eens New York Heavy Artil- 
lery Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lleu of that he is now recelying. > 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, before the word Heavy,” insert the word“ Volunteer.” 

In same line strike out the word “ Volunteers.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed, 
NATHAN D. CHAPMAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2793) granting 
an increase of pension to Nathan D. Chapman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nathan 


D. Chapman, late of Company B, Thirteenth Regiment New Hampshire 


Volun' 0 
Mii rior ARTS aa pay —— Bo pension at the rate of $30 per month 
7 aoe amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 

In Line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. GREEN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20212) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Greene, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. Greene, late of Compan First ment Tennessee Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Greene” and insert in Neu thereof 
the word “ Green.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as 
sion to George W. Green. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 


time, and passed. 


BARTHOLOMEW HOLMES, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20286) granting 
an increase of pension to Bartholomew Holmes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bar- 
tholomew Holmes, late of Company E, Fifty-fourth Regiment Pennsyl- 
yania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out 
thereof the word “ thirty 
The amendment was agreed to. 5 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : - 

JOHN G. V. HERNDON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4166) granting 
an increase of pension to John G. V. Herndon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 5 on the pension roll, — t to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name John 
G 9 8 . te oo ny MeN try ties Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a on a rate of $30 th 
in Heu of that he is now, — N 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: : 


: In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert the word “ thirty- 
oie 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. - 

SHELDON HESS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21644) granting 
an increase of pension to Sheldon Fess. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, autho and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 2 — laws, the name of Sheldon 
Hess, late a first-class fireman in the United States Navy, and pay him 
a prunon at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “a first-class fireman in the” and in- 
— — in lieu thereof the words of U. S. S. North Carolina and Sun- 
flower.” 


In line 7 strike out the word thirty-five” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


the word “seventy-two and insert in lieu 
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EMMA SICKLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21634) granting 
an increase of pension to Emma Sickler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bo it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma 
Sickler, widow of Christopher Sickler, late of Company B, Eightieth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line S strike ont the word twenty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word twelve.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE TINKHAM, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22047) granting 
an increase of pension to George Tinkham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
George Tia „ late of Company D, Twenty-first Regiment Iowa Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

- The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

BORRE PETERSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22102) granting 
an increase of pension to Borre Peterson, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of 
Borre Peterson, late of Company B, Twe iment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 2 — 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE M. FOWLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1717) granting 
an increase of pension to George M. Fowler. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, autho’ and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
George a Fowler, late of Company I, Twenty-sixth Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry, and piy him a pension at the rate of $40 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word thirty.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN R. SMITH. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21332) granting 
an increase of pension to John R. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
8 authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John R. 
Smith, late of Company A, Fifteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. . 

OLIVER J. BURNS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22203) granting 

an increase of pension to Oliver J. Burns, 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Oliver 

- Burns, late of Company H, Fifth Regiment Missouri State Militia 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

GEORGE W. BOUGHNER,. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22217) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Boughner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 2 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. Boughner, late of Company E, Sixty-third Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer I 8 95 and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

MINOR CLEAVENGER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22500) granting 
an increase of pension to Minor Cleavenger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Minor 
Cleavenger, late of Company B, Ninth ment Illinois Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

THOMAS J. PROUTY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22214) granting 


-an increase of pension to Thomas J. Prouty. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Thomas J. Prouty, late of Company B, Forty-fifth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ forty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MICHAEL HOGAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22270) granting 
an increase of pension to Michael Hogan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Michael Hogan, late of Company K, Eleventh Regiment, and Company 
H, Twentieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “Company K, Eleventh Regiment.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ and.’ 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert In lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. RODEFER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22272) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Rodefer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the 8 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
George W. Rodefer, late of Company K, One hundred and twenty-elghth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


In same line, after the word month,” insert the words “in lisu of 
that he is now receiving.” d 
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Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an Increase of pension 
to George W. Rodefer.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

EMILY V. ACKLEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22280) granting 
an increase of pension to Emily V. Ackley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emil 
V. Ackley, widow of Charles L. Ackley, late of United States Navy, an 
pay her a pee at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the letter“ L.“ 4 

In same line, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “acting ensign, U. 8. S. Tyler, and 
acting master.” è : 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ sixteen.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

i; SAMUEL L. DAVIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22288) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel L. Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
L. Davis, late of Company B, Second Battalion Missouri State Militia 
Cavairy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 7, before the word “ Cavalry,” insert the word Volunteer.“ 
In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it.was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM FAULKNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22424) granting 
an increase of pension to William Faulkner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam Faulkner, late of Company E, Twelfth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
leu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALDEN YOUNGMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22431) granting 
an increase of pension to Alden Youngman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alden 
Youngman, late of Company E, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “forty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN CLARK. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22442) granting 
an increase of pension to John Clark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the 5 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 


Clark, late of Company I, Eighty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in leu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

F. MEDORA JOHNSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22448) granting 
an increase of pension to F. Medora Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of F. Me- 
dora Johnson, widow of Thomas Johnson, late of Company G, One 
hundred and seventeenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 9 strike out the word “ twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word eight.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN M’CASLIN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22451) granting 
an increase of pension to John McCaslin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
McCaslin, late of Company G, One hundred and seventh Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


WILSON SIDDELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22551) granting 
an increase of pension to Wilson Siddell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wilson 
Siddell, late of United States Marine Corps, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “ United States.” 
In same line, after the word “Corps,” insert the words “ United 


States Navy.” 
In line 7 strike out the word “ fifty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 


word thirty. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH L. SIX. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22566) grahting 
an increase of pension to Joseph L. Six. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 1 laws, the name of Joseph 
L. Six, late of Company K, Thirty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in Neu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and ` 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

WILLIAM J. COURTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22771) granting 
an increase of pension to William J. Courter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
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J. Courter, late of Company A, Twentieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JOHN H. PASSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22602) grant- 
ing an inerease of pension to John H, Passon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H. 
Passon, late of Company I, Eighth Rechnant Minnesota Volunteer In- 
rig A and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

8 oy 6 strike out the letter “I” and insert in lieu thereof the 

er 8 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN T, HETHERLIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22607) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John T. Hetherlin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, au ized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
T. Hetherlin, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 1 at the rate of 830 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ‘ 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


LOUISA M. CAROPHERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22624) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Louisa M. Carothers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 3 laws, the name of Louisa 
M. rothers, widow of John C. Carothers, late of Company I, Willick’s 
battalion, Missourl Volunteers, war with Mexico, and Company L, 
Second Regiment Missouri. State Militia, civil war, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ of.” 

Strike out all of line 7. : 

In line 8 strike out the words “ with Mexico, and“ and insert In lieu 
thereof the words *“ second lieutenant Company H, Eleventh Regiment, 
and first lieutenant.” 

In line 9 strike out the words “civil war“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ Volunteer Cavalry.” 

In line 10 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ sixteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ¢ 

EMMA J. TURNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1150) granting 
a pension to Emma J. Turner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma 
J. Turner, widow of Turner, late of Company G, Twenty-first Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and of Company G, First Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
in line 6, after the word “ widow of,” insert the words “ William 


In same line and in lines 7 and 8 strike out the words “of Company 
G. Twenty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and of and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words “ first lieutenant.” 

In line 8, after the word “ Volunteer,” insert the word “ Heavy.” 

In line 10, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an Increase of pen- 
sion to Emma J. Turner.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


SARAH E. CADMUS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22651) granting 
an increase of pension to Emily J. Cadmus. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of — 7 
J. Cadmus, widow of Thomas Cadmus, late of Company H, Seventy-fift 
Regiment New York Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that bhe is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words Emily J." and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ Sarah E.“ 

1 Pes ipa 7 strike out the letter “H” and insert in lieu thereof the 
etter “A.” $ 

In line 8 strike out the word twelve“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ sixteen.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Sarah E. Cadmus.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended were ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM SHERK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22684) granting 
an increase of pension to William Sherk. 8 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Sherk, late of Company M, egiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
In line 7. after the word “Cavalry,” insert the words “and Company 


F, Nineteenth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps.” 


In line § strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY A. BRICK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22717) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary A. Brick. 7 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and direeted to place on the pension roll, 8 to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. 
Brick, widow of Aaron Brick, late of Company C, First Regiment, and 
Company G, Twenty-first Regiment, Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a ponon at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8, before the word “ Wisconsin,” insert the words “and Com- 
pany G, Third Regiment.” 

In Hne 9 strike out the word “twenty-four ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word twelve.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was aceordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MICHAEL MATER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22734) granting 
an increase of pension to Marshall Maier. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pa on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mar- 
shali Maier, late of Companes L and I, Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ Marshall” and Insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Michael.“ 


In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in Neu thereof the 


word “ twenty-four.” 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Michael Maier.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. - 
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DELLA S. EASTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22749) granting 
an increase of pension to Della 8 Easton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Della 8. 
Easton, widow of David J. Easton, late captain Company G, Nineteenth 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month. . 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after the word “ late,“ insert the words “ first lieutenant 


Company E and.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ seventeen.” 

In line 9, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
she is now receiving." 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Della S. Easton.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LEVI E. CURTIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22756) granting 
an increase of pension to Levi Curtis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to ware on the pension roll, subject to 
the ee and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Levi 
Curtis, late of Company B, Headquarters Troop, Nineteenth Army Corps, 
Department of the Gulf, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word“ Levi,” insert the letter “ B.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ seventy-two” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ thirty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Levi E. Curtis.” : 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SOREN Y. KALSEM. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22766) granting 
an increase of pension to Soren V. Kalsem. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Soren V. 
Kalsem, late of Company C, Seventh piment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows : 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES E. CONVERSE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22776) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James E. Converse. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the proyisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
E. Converse, late of Company B, Seventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out 
thereof the word “ fifty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


the word “seventy-two” and Insert in lieu 


THOMAS D. KING. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20929) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas D. King. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
D. Kin „ late of Company C, One hundred and fifty-third Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month ju lieu of that he is now receiving. 


"G, Sixtieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

BURDEN H. BARRETT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22853) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Burden H, Barrett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Burden 
H. Barrett, late of Company A, Sixteenth Regiment New York Volun- 


teer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a nsion at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now 8 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

EDWARD MURPHY, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22937) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward Murphy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the 1 laws, the name of 
Edward Murphy, late captain Company F, Eleventh Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer 3 and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


n qae amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows : 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MILTON STEVENS. . 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22976) granting 
an increase of pension to Milton Stevens. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Milton Stevens, late of Company E, Thirty-first Regiment, and Com- 
pany D, Thirty-second Regiment, Missouri Volunteer Infantr „ and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: £ 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LUCINDA ©, MUSGROVE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22994) granting 
an increase of pension to Lucinda ©. Musgrove. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of 
Lucinda C. Musgrove, widow of Enoch B. Musgrove, late of Company 
and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “twenty and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ sixteen.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

EDMOND D. DOUD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22997) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Edmond D. Doud. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edmond 
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D. Doud, late of Company H, Eighth Regiment Ilinois Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a ponpon at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and in- 
3 5 lieu thereof the words “ first lieutenant.” 


te 
ine 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to bè engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
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W. Kasson, late of 8 H, Eighth Regiment, and Company I, 
Fourth Regiment, New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. r 


CHARLES SETTLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14378) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Settle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
Settle, late of Company A, Forty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
Poo 5 and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


NATHANIEL Y. BUCK, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22995) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Nathaniel Y. Buck. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, e to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nathan- 
iel Y. Buck, late of Company B, Fortieth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. ; 


JAMES WINTERSTEEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 742) granting 
an increase of pension to James Wintersteen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 3 

Be it cnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and Hmitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Wintersteen, late of Company B, 'Thirty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. è 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


BARBARA E. SCHWAB. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22416) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Barbara E. Schwab. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Barbara 
E. Schwab, widow of Joseph Schwab, late of Company A, Fourth Pop: 
ment United States Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $ 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lleu thereof 
the word „twelve.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. A 


MARY C. HALL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21836) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary C. Hall. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary C. 
Hall, widow of James M. Hall, late of Company E, Twentieth Reziment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 8, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
she is now receiving.” i 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mary C. Hall.” y 

The amendments were agreed fo. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOHN CUTLER MITCHELL, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23086) granting 
an increase of pension to John Cutler Mitchell. 

The bill was read, as follows: ; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Cutler Mitchell, late of Company K, Sixty-third Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


i ASG Hos 6 strike out the word “ Cutler” and insert in lieu thereof the 
etter C.“ 

Amend the title so as to read: A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John C. Mitchell.’ 


The amendments were agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOHN W. WILKINSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21832) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Wilkinson. 

The bill was read, as follows: ) 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John W. Wilkinson, late of Company B, Forty-third Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of — dol- 
lars per month in lieu òf that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the words “of Com- 
pany” and insert in lieu thereof the words “second lieutenant and 
captain, Companies F and.” 

Tn line 8, before the word “ dollars,” insert the word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


HENRY LUFFT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20973) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Lufft. 
The bill was read, as fellows: 

. Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Luft, late of Company K, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. ‘ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: x 


In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 

ading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
ime, and passed. 


NOAH PERRIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21828) granting 
an increase of pension to Noah Perrin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Noah Perrin, late of Company G, Ninety-sixth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In-line 6 strike out the words “of Company G” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word“ sergeant-major.” S 

In same line strike out the word “sixth” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ second.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


JAMES W. KASSON. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21837) granting 
an increase of pension to James W. Kasson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
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reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
LEVI MITCHELL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21808) granting 
an increase of pension to Levi Mitchell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to ae on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Levi Mitchell, late of Company L, Ninth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the words “ late of,” insert the words “ Company H, 
Eleventh Regiment, and.” 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ANDREW SPENCER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21798) granting 
an inerease of pension to Andrew Spencer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
Spencer, late of company H, One hundred and eighty-ffth Regiment 

ew York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$72 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 5 

In line 8 strike out the word “ seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was according read the third 
time, and passed. 5 

JOHN D. MARTIN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21724) granting 
an increase of pension to John D. Martin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John D. 
Martin, late adjutant Eighty seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “late,” insert the words first lieutenant.” 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was according read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN CYRUS RINEHART. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21702) granting 
an increase of pension to John Cyrus Rinehart. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Cyrus Rinehart, late of unassigned company, One hundred and eighty- 
second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after the word “ late,” strike out the word “ of.” 

In same line strike out the word“ company.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ seventeen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was according read the third 
time, and passed. 

: EMMA FEHR. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21660) granting 
an increase of pension to Emma Fehr. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provis: e pension laws, the name of Emma 
Fehr, widow of Joseph Fehr, late of Company C, Tenth Regiment 
Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word twenty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ sixteen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JACOB B. BUTTS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21651) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob B. Butts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pa on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ion la the name of Jacob 
B. Butts, late of Company —, Thi Regiment Pe lvania Volun- 
teer Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “of Company” and insert in Heu 
thereof the word “ unassigned.” 

In line 7, before the word “Artillery,” insert the word “ Heavy.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 2 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CALVIN BARKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21626) granting 
an increase of pension to Calvin Barker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to n pisce on the pension roll, subject tọ 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Calvin 
Barker, late of Company I, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

: In 85 6 strike out the letter “I” and insert in lieu thereof the let - 
er II.“ 

In same line strike out the word “ Fourth” and insert In lieu thereof 
the word “ Sixteenth.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM MILLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21617) granting 
| an increase of pension to Wiiliam Miller, 
| The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ge to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Miller, late of Company I. Twentieth Regiment Michigan Volunteer In- 

| fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: i 


In line 7, after the word “Infantry,” insert the words and unas- 
signed detachment, Veteran Reserve Corps.” 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


| 


CALYIN E. MORLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21575) granting 
an increase of pension to Calvin B. Morley. 
The bill was read, as follows: ; 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
! hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Calvin 
fh. Morley, late of Company C, Nineteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
ter Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
iieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
| follows: 
In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
i time, and passed. 
CALVIN JUDSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20586) granting 
an increase of pension to Calvin Judson. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Calvin 
Judson, late of Company C, Fifty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

ALFRED E. LUCAS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21551) granting 
an increase of pension to Alfred E. Lucas, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred 
E. Lucas, late of Company E, Second Regiment Vermont Volunteer In- 


abt and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in New of 
that he is now receiving. 


ae amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
In line 6, after the word “Company,” strike out the letter“ E“ and 
insert in lieu thereof the letter F.“ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


MONTEZUMA Sr. JOHN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21519) granting 
an increase of pension to Montezuma Saint John. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Monte- 
zuma Saint John, late of Company K, One hundred and twenty-fifth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

i In gn strike out the word “ Saint” and insert in lieu thereof the 
letters “St.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Montezuma St. John.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


ELISON GATEW®@OD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21524) granting 
an increase of pension to Elison Gatewood. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pona laws, the name of Elison 
Gatewood, late of Company F, pee oe rst ape frre Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry. and pay him a pension at $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: . 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


e rate o 


GEORGE S. WOODS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21483) granting 
an increase of pension to George S. Woods. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
George B. Woods, late of Company A, One hundred and thirty-third 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JESSE JACKMAN, 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21448) granting 
an increase of pension to Jesse Jackman. 


JANUARY 11, 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of 
Jesse Jackman, late of Company E, One hundred and twenty-second 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: : 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty and insert in leu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CORNELIUS H. LAWRENCE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21428) granting 
an increase of pension to Cornelius H. Lawrence. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of 
Cornelius H. Lawrence, late of Sampang F, One hundred and forty-third 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and the Navy, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words “and the.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ Navy.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN S. CORNWELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21375) granting 
an increase of pension to John S. Cornwell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
S. Cornwell, late of Company D, Twenty-eighth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and i 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 
SAMUEL FAUVER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21307) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Fauver. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
Fauver, late of Company B, Fifth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

EDWARD S. LIGHTBOURN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21344) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward S. Lightbourne. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 
S. Lightbourne, late of Company H, Seventh Regiment Minnesota Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $60 per month in 
lieu of that he is now recefving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Lightbourne” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ Lightbourn.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “Cavalry” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Infantry.” 

oo ait out the word “ sixty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty,” 3 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Edward 8. Lightbourn.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
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JEANNETTE M. GUINEY,. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21347) granting 
an increase of pension to Jeannette M. Guiney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to oe on the, pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jean- 
nette M. Guiney, widow of Patrick Robert Guiney, late brevet briga- 
dier-general, United States A and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by thé committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Robert” and insert in lieu thereof 
the letter “ R.” 

In line 7, after the word “late,” insert the words “colonel Ninth 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer * und.“ 

n same line strike out the words United States Army” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “ United States Volunteers.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ANDREW J. ARMSTRONG. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22155) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew J. Armstrong. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
tho provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
J. Armstrong, late of Company B, ird Regiment Kansas Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SARAH A. JONES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13201) granting 
a pension to Sarah A. Jones. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pee on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 8 laws, the name ot Sarah 
A. Jones, widow of Abraham Jones, late of Company G. First Regi- 
ment Alabama Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, before the word “ Volunteer,” insert the word “ Vidette.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ eight.” 

The amendments were-agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SEVERT LARSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22090) granting 
an increase of pension to Severt Larson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Severt 
Larson, late of Company B, Second Regiment Minnesota Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
ALBERT J. HAMRE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22094) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert J. Hamre. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Albert 
J. Hamre, late of Company A, Seventh Regiment Minnesota Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 


that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third - 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GOTTLIEB SCHWEIZER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22088) granting 
an increase of pension to Gottlieb Schweitzer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gottlieb 
Schweitzer, late of Companies C and H, Sixth Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word Schweitzer” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Schweizer.” 

In same jine strike out the words “of Companies C and H, Sixth” 
ae. er in lieu thereof the words “second lieutenant Company H, 
Torty- Er 

n me strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ rty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Gottlieb Schweizer.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CAROLINE W. CONGDON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22069) granting 
an increase of pension to Caroline W. Congdon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piana on the pension roll, . to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caro- 
line W. Congdon, widow of James A. Congdon, late lieutenant-colonel 


Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: > s 

In line 9 strike out the word “ four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
LEVI E. MILLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22067) granting 
an increase of pension to Levi E. Miller. . 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the She red and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Levi 
E. Miller, late of Company H, Forty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a on at the rate of $30 dollars per month in 
lien of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HENRY UTTER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22065) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Utter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Utter, late of Company I, Fifth ent Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 7 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strik t th rd “ thirty-six” F 
noA ae 8 = 5 e ae bsg wo ty-s and Insert in lieu thereof 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES A. MEREDITH. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22052) granting 

a pension to James A. Meredith. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
A. Meredith, late of Company D, Fortieth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


‘The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: ; j 
In line 8, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
bagel he 2 1 4 Bil 
men e e so as t : “A bil tin, - 
sion to James A. Meredith.” = e 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. , f a 

7 ALETHIA WHITE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22039) granting 
a pension to Alethia White. . 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alethia 
White, widow of . late of Company —, ———— Regiment 
ae Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 

onth. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


* Une 6, before the word “late,” insert the words “ William 
e. 

In same line, after the word“ Company,” insert the letter A.“ 

In line 7, before the word “ Regiment,” insert the word “ Eleventh.” 

5 same line, after the word “ Regiment,” insert the word “ Mis- 
souri.” 

In same line strike out the word “Infantry” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ Cavalry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ eight.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


WILLIAM REESE, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22015) granting 
an inerease of pension to William Reese. j 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Reese, late of Company H, Forty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $35 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-five” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARTHA JOYCE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21997) granting 
an increase of pension to Martha Joyce. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 
Joyce, widow of Jacob Joyce, late of Company G, Thirteenth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a poson at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows : 

In line $ strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ sixteen.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
HARVEY F. WOOD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21961) granting 
an increase of pension to Harvey F. Wood. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harvey 
F. Wood, late of Company C, Fifth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-five" and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN M. BRUDER. 


The next pension busfhess was the bill (H. R. 21906) granting 
an increase of pension to John M. Bruder. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject. to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
M. Bruder, late of Company D, Sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 4 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JOSIAH C. HANCOCK, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1185) granting 
a pension to Josiah C. Hancock. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Josiah 
C. Hancock, helpless son of Francis M. Hancock, late of Company 1, 
Twenty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $25 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: a 

= line 6, after the word “helpless,” insert the words “and de- 
pendent.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twelve.” . 

In line 9 strike out the word “ five.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE H. FIELD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21896) granting 
an increase of pension to George H. Field. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
H. Field, late of Company D,.Thirty-fifth Regiment Massachusetts Vol- 
unteer Infantry. and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and. insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MAHALA M. JONES. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21881) granting 
an inerease of pension to Mahala Jones. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mahala 
Jones, widow of Joseph E. Jones, late of 5 E, One hundred and 
lifty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: ; 

In line 6, after the word “ Mahala,” insert the letter“ M.“ 

in lines 7 and 8 strike out the word “ Volunteer” end insert in lieu 
thereof the words National Guard.” 

The amendments were agree to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mahala M. Jones.” 

JOHN d. VIALL. ` 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21856) grant- 
ing an Increase of pension to John G. Viall. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to ae on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name ef John 
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G. Viall, late captain Company H, Fifth Regiment New York Volun- 
veer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiying. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “ Company H, Fifth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Cavalry,“ and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“and assistant quartermaster, United States Volunteers.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES W. ARTHUR. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21848) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles W. Arthur. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
W. Arthur, late of Company A, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word Artillery,“ insert the words and One 
hundred and twenty-sixth and Forty-third companies, Second Bat- 
talion, Veteran Reserve Corps.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “seyenty-two” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ thirty.” 7 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES M. EAMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21852) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James M. Eaman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
M. Eaman, late of Company B, Third Regiment Colorado Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word Cavalry“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Infantry.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ROBERT H. DELANEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21843) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert H. Delaney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert 

A laney, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


‘The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and he is 


WEBSTER MILLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20557) granting 
a pension to Webster Miller. 

The bill was read, as follows: s 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Webster 
Miller, late of Company F, Seventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 8, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Webster Miller.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


XLI——62 


FREDERICK DE PLANQUE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21283) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick De Planque. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fred- 
erick De Planque, late of Company M, Fourteenth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES DOPP. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21258) granting 
an increase of pension to James Dopp. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Dopp, late of Company I, First Regiment New York Volunteer Engi- 
neers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 5 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: j 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM FOSTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21256) granting 
an increase of pension to William Foster. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam Foster, late of Company H. Twelfth Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six" and Insert in lieu thereof 
the word twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 3 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JESSE S. MILLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11141) granting 
an increase of pension to Jesse S. Miller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jesse 
8. ller, late of Company K, First Regiment, and captain Company D, 
Eleventh Regiment, Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “of Company K, First Regi- 
272 and captain Company D,“ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“major.” = 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

Th amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

PARTHENA LASLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21227) granting 
a pension to Cora A. Lasley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cora A. 
Lanie, helpless child of Francis M. sley, deceased, late of Company 
D, Thirty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


i eee out all of lines 6, 7, 8, and 9, and insert in lieu thereof the 
ollowing : 
“of Parthena Lasley, widow of Francis M. Lasley, late of Company D, 
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Thirty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving: Pro- 
vided, That in the event of the death of Cora A. Lasley, helpless and 
dependent child of said Francis M. Lasley, the additional pension herein 
granted shall cease and determine: And provided further, That in the 
event of the death of Parthena Lasley, the name of said Cora A. Lasley 
shall be paca on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the eee laws, at the rate of $12 per month from and after 
the date of death of said Parthena Lasley.” 

Amend title so as to read: 
to Parthena Lasley.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


“A bill granting an increase of pension 


GEORGE C. PEAK, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21157) granting 
an increase of pension to George C. Peak. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, big ve to 
rge 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 

C. Peak, late of Company F, One hundred and twenty-ninth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLA FYFFE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21139) granting 
an increase of pension to Willa Fyffe. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Willa 
Fyffe, widow of James P. Fyffe, late colonel Fifty-ninth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and br 1 First Brigade, and pay her 
a = at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
z a 1 85 7 and 8 strike out the words “and brigadler-general First 

rigade. 

In line 9 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “forty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. s 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JERRY JOHNSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21086) granting 
an increase of pension to Jerry Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: A. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jerry 
Johnson, late of Company G, First Regiment Connecticut Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month 
in llen of that he is now receiving. 

‘The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “First” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Fourth.” 

In line 7 strike out the words Heavy Artillery“ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ANDREW M. DUNN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21077) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew M. Dunn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
M. Sunn late of Company G, Sixth opment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in liey thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


GOTTLIEB KIRCHNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21060) granting 
an increase of pension to Gottlieb Kirchner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gott- 
lieb Kirchner, late of Eleventh Battery, Indiana Volunteer Light Artil- 
lery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty ” and Isert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty-six.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS JONES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20966) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas H. Jones. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
H. Jones, late of Independent Company C, Acting Engineers, Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “ H." 

daremo line, before the word Independent,“ 
„Smiths.“ 

In same line strike out the letter“ C.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Thomas Jones.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


insert the word 


MARY EVANS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21000) grant- 
ing a pension to Jessie F. Evans. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jessie 
F. Evans, 3 8 and dependent daughter of Henry J. Evans, late of 
Company G, Twenty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “Jessie F.” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Mary.” 

In same line strike out the words “ 3 and dependent daughter“ 
and insert in lieu th the word “ widow.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “ twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that she is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of 
Jessie F. Evans, helpless and dependent child of said Henry J. Byans. 
the additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine: And 
provided further, That in the event of the death of Mary Evans the 
name of said Jessie F. Evans shall be placed on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $12 
per month from and after the date of death of said Mary Evans.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Evans.” 


EDWARD LA COSTE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19943) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to E. La Coste. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to peace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of E. La 
Coste, late of Company K, Second Reglment United States Cavairy, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: r. 

In line 6 strike out the letter “E” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Edward.” 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “ United States” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “ New York Volunteer.” 
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In line 7 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bil! as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
pension to Edward La Coste.” 

SAMUEL W. HINES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20967) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel W. Hines. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, munjer to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
W. Hines, late of 8 G, Thirty-third Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, Fourth Pennsylvania Reserves, and pay him & pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committeee were read, 
as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words Thirty-third Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry.” ” 

In line 7, after the word “ Fourth,” insert the word “ Regiment.’ 

In line 8 strike out the word eser ves and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ Reserve Volunteer Infantry.” 

In same line strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH ROUGE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20930) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Ronge. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Ronge, late of Company C, First Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committeee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word Ronge and insert in lieu thereof the 


word“ Rouge. 
In same line strike out the letter C“ and insert in lieu thereof the 


letter “ D. 
In same line strike out the word “First” and insert in lieu thereof 


the word “ Twelfth. 
In line 7 strike out the word “Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof 


the word “ Cavalry.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “ twenty-four. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph Rouge.” 

AUGUST WEBER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20862) granting 
an increase of pension to August Weber. 

The bill was read, as follows: n 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of August 
Weber, late of Company D, One hundred and nineteenth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

VOLNA S. TOPPING. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23051) granting 
an increase of pension to Volney 8. Topping. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Volney 
S. Topping, late of Company A, Sixteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer iera É and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, strike out the word“ Volney ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Volna,” 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” : 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Volna S. Topping.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MICHAEL DOWNS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23263) granting 
an increase of pension to Michael Downs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 8 to 
the provisions and limitations of the se laws, the name of Michael 
Downs, late of Company I, Ninetieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
etd & and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

CHARLES BALLANTYNE, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20715) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Ballantyne. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
Ballantyne, late of Company A, Second Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay bim a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

WILLIAM CONWELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20727) granting 
an increase of pension to William Conwell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
William Conwell, late of Company I, Ninetieth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in- 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line S strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. x 

ADELBERT E. BLEEKMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20717) granting 
an increase of pension to Adelbert E. Bleekman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 8 — on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Adelbert E. Bleekman, late of Com y A, Second Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: a 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty ™ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES C. PRICE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20719) granting 
an increase of pension to James O. Price. 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
James O. Price, late of Company A, Third Regiment Minnesota Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

i as an 6 strike out the letter “O” and insert in lieu thereof the 
etter “ C” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word twenty-four.” : 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to James C. Price.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
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reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. . 
WILLIAM G. WHITNEY. 


_ The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20737) granting 
an increase of pension to William G. Whitney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam G. Whitney, late captain Company B, Eleventh ‘iment Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “captain” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “first lieutenant.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CATHARINE A. GREENE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20856) granting 
an increase of pension to Catherine A. Greene. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cathe- 
rine A. Greene, widow of Robert Greene, late of Company C, Fifth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In Une 6 strike out the word“ Catherine“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Catharine.” 
In the same line, after the words “ late of.“ insert the words Com- 
pan 15 Thirty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
ain.’ 


strike out the letter“ C“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
letter .““ ~ 


1 line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
aA the titie so as to read: “A Dill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Catharine A. Greene.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THEODORE T. TATE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20852) granting 
an increase of pension to T. T. Tate. N 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pisco on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of T. T. 
Tate, late of Company F, Seventeenth Pennsylvania Cavalry, and as- 
sistant surgeon Third Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “of,” strike out the letter“ T.“ and insert 
In lieu thereof the word ‘ Theodore.” 

In same line and in line 7 strike out the words “of Company F, 
Seventeenth Pennsylvania ar and Assistant.” 

In line 7, after the word “ Pennsylvania,” insert the word “ Vol- 
unteer.“ 

Amend the title so as to read: A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Theodore T. Tate.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for-a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

HENRY JOYCE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20842) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry Joyce. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Joyce, late of Company G, First Regiment Connecticut Kany Artillery, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
be is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows : 

In line 7, before the word“ Heavy,” insert the word“ Volunteer.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FRANCIS DOUGHTY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20689) grant- 

ing an increase of pension to Francis Doughty. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, sub; to 
the provisions and limitations of the on laws, the name of neis 
Poca; late of Company H, Twenty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

ee amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
MARK W. TERRILL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20558) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mark W. Terrill. 

The bill was read, as follows: ‘ 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 3 and limitations of the on laws, the name Mark 
W. Terrill, late of Company I, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


FREDERICK J. DOWLAND. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20571) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick J. Dowland. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fred- 
erick J. Dowland, late of Company G. Twenty-sixth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES HOWARDSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20614) granting 
an increase of pension to James Howardson, sr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Howardson, sr., late of Company A, Ninth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ senior.” 

In line 8 strike ont the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” ; 

Amend title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to James Howardson.” 


The amendments were agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. $ 

GEORGE W. BRINTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20618) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Brinton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. Brinton, late of 988 A, Forty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay h a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now recelving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: e 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty-six.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSHUA S. JAYNE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20686) granting 
an increase of pension to Joshua S. Jayne. 

The bill was read, as follows: ; 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joshua 
S. Jayne, late of Company H, One hundred and twentieth Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

22 CHESTER E. PITT. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20568) granting 
an increase of pension to Chester R. Pitt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Chester 
R. Pitt, late of 3 Hatch's battalion of Minnesota Cavalry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
how receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ battalion,” strike out the word “ of.” 

In line 7, before the word “ Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” È 

The amendments were agreed to. 5 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM S. VORIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23166) granting 
an increase of pension to William S. Voris. . 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
S. Voris, late of Company D, Seventeenth ment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

EMMA M. CHAMBERLIN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21113) granting 
an increase of pension to Emma E. Chamberlain. 

The bill was.read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the B Janie omar and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma 
F. Chamberlain, widow of William N. Chamberlain late of Company 
K. Farty-sixth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows > 
i In * 6 strike out the letter“ E“ and insert in lieu thereof the 

etter “ M.” 
‘before the word strike out the word 


In same line, “ widow,” 
“ Chamberlain ™ and insert in lieu thereof word “ Chamberlin.” 
after the letter “ N,” strike out the word 


In same line and in line 7 
“Chamberlain” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ Chamberlin.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Emma M. Chamberlin.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and 

MARGARET GUILROY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21246) granting 
a pension to Margaret Gilroy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mar- 
garet Gilroy, widow of James Gilroy, late of Company F. First Regi- 


ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after the word “ Margaret,” strike out the word “ Gilroy ” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ Gullroy.” 
out the word “ Gil- 


In same ine, after the word James,“ strike 
roy and insert in lieu thereof the word“ Guilroy. 

In line 8 strike out the word“ twenty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ eight.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Mar- 
garet Guilroy.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ‘ 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed: 


BENJAMIN LYONS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20729) granting 
an increase of pension to Benjamin Lyons. 

The bill was read, as follows: ` 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, tbe name of a- 
mim Lyons,-late of Company F, Sixty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in leu 
of that he is now receiving. . 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MILTON L. HOWARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20822) granting 
an increase of pension to Milton L. Howard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Milton L. Howard, late of Company K, Ninth ment Vermont Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. . 

LUTHER W. HARRIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20882) granting 
an increase of pension to Luther W. Harris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 1 on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Luther W. Harris, late of Company Seventh iment Missouri Cav- 
alry, and 8 H. Seventy-second Regiment 

ma 


5 and pay h pension at the rate of $30 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 7, after-the word “ Missouri,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 
In line 9 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


linois Volunteer In- 
per month in lieu of 


JACOB A. GRAHAM, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21148) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob A. Graham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 8 on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Jacob A. Graham, late captain Company F, Thirteenth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $100 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ captain ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ first lieutenant.” 


In line 8 strike out the words “one hundred” and in 11 
thereof the word “ thirty-six.” insert in lieu 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MELVIN T. EDMONDS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1512) granting 
an increase of pension to Melvin T. Edmonds. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed te place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Melvin 
8 —.— of 8 1 Michigan Volun- 

W a, a on a e rat mon 
lieu of that he is — 4 receiving. 1 a = 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: J 

In line 7, after the word “ pension.“ insert the words “at the rate.“ 

In same line strike out the word “fifty” and insert in Heu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY E. MATHES. $ 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1252) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary E. Mathes. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pass on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
E. Mathes, widow of Dr. J. M. Mathes, late of CompAny D, Twenty- 
first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “Dr. J.” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “Jesse.” 
can = 7 strike out the letter D” and insert in lieu thereof the let- 

1 „1.“ 

In same line strike out the word “ Twenty-first” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word Ninety-seventh.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE E. SMITH, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 725) granting 
a pension to George E. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
E. Smith, late of Company D, Ninety-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read. 
as follows: 


In line 8, after the werd “month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 


he is now receiving. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George E. Smith.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ; 
WILLIAM H. BONE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 637) for the re- 
lief of William H. Bone. - 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior. be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the roe laws, the name of William 
H. Bone, late sergeant, Company D, Thirty-ninth Regiment Missouri Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “sergeant” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “of.” 

In same line strike out the letter “D” and insert in lieu thereof the 
letter“ F.” 

j In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William H. Bone.” a 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

í WILLIAM M. HARRIS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16340) granting 
an increase of pension to William M. Harris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
M. Bierin, late of Company D, One hundred and fifty-third Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JAMES H. O'BRIEN. ; 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17058) granting 

an increase of pension to J. H. O’Brion. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pas on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of J. H. 

"Brion, late captain Company I, Forty-fifth Regiment of Kentuck 
Mounted Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “J. H. O’Brion” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words James H. O’Brien.” 

In line 7 strike out the word of.” 

In same line strike out the word “ Mounted.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in liet thereof the 
word twenty.” 


e : “ 
— Ameng the A — to read: A bill granting an increase of pension 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed; it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARTHA LAVENDER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16487) granting 
an increase of pension to Martha Lavender. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 
Lavender, widow of Jehu Lavender, late of Company F, First Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month in lieu of that she is now recelving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed 

ALFRED FEATHERINGILL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13956) granting 
an increase of pension to Alfred Featheringill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to . on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the flame of Alfred 
Featheringill, late of Company F, Fifty-ninth Regimert Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: z 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ forty-five.” x 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

AMANDA CHERRY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20589) granting 
an increase of pension to Amanda Cherry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amanda 
Cherry, widow of William Cherry, late of Company C, Eighteenth Regi- 
ment, and Company H, One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment, New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

ISAAC GORDON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13805) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Isaac Gordon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pannon laws, the name of Isaac 
Gordon, late of Company E, One hundred and thirty-eighth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JOHN ROBB, 1ST. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15463) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Robb. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Robb, late of Company C, Thirty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month jn Neu 
of that he is now receiving. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: : ; 
In line 6, before the word “ late,” insert the word “first.” 


Amend title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of. pension 
to John Robb, Ist.“ 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
SAMUEL W. WHYBARK. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6519) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel W. Whybark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on.the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
W. hybark, late of 1 3, Forty-seventh Regiment Missouri 

m 


Volunteer Infant „ and pay a pension at the rate of $40 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ; 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows : 

In line 6, before the word “ Company,” strike out the word “of” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word“ captain 5 


In line 8 strike out the word “ forty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE PRICE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6424) granting 
u pension to George Price. 

The bill was read, as follows: ; 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
Price, late private of Company D, One hundred and twenty-eighth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ private.” 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George Price.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. x. 

NELSON EVERSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6165) granting 
an increase of pension to Nelson Everson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nelson 
Everson, late of Company I, Kighteenth Re ent Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” $ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
FRANKLIN COMSTOCK, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20834) granting 
an increase of pension to Franklin Comstock. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank- 
lin Comstock, late of the United States Navy, U. S. S. Richmond, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: x 

In line 6 strike out the word “the” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words U. S. S. North Carolina, Potomac, and Richmond.” 

In line 7 strike out the words U. S. S. Richmond.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty” and insert the word 
“ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

e JAMES R. CHAPMAN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6088) granting 
an increase of pension to James R. Chapman, 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
R. Chapman, late of Company G, Twenty-second Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteer opps and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in Meu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

i 528 pas 6 strike out the letter “G” and insert in lieu thereof the 
etter C.“ p 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. A 
LORENZO B. FISH. : 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6060) granting 
an increase of pension to Lorenzo B. Fish. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lorenzo 
B. h, late of Company G, Thirty-fourth and Thirty-eighth Regiments 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a ap at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Thirty-fourth” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words Thirty-eighth Regiment.” 

In ae 7, before the word “ Thirty-eighth,” insert the words Com- 
pany G. 

In same line strike out the words Thirty-eighth Regiments ” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “ Thirty-fou Regiment. 

In line 8 strike out the word “ six.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. s 

HIRAM STEELE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20613) granting 
an increase of pension to Hiram Steele. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hiram 
Steele, late of Company I, Eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. i 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Eighth” and insert in lien thereof 
the word “ Thirty-ninth.” 

In Hine 7 strike out the word “Cavalry” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty" and Insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HENRY HAMME. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20851) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Hamme. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Henry Hamme, late of Company A, Eighty-seventh Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he Is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : : 

GEORGE ANDERSON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5829) granting 
an increase of pension to George Anderson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
George Anderson, late of Company I, Ninth Regiment Kansas Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving, > 


os 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
In line 7, after the word “‘ Kansas,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 


lines 7 and 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “ thirty-six.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended- was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALGERNON E. CASTNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5801) granting 
an increase of pension to Algernon E. Castner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pronon laws, the name of 
Algernon E. Castner, late of Company B, Twenty-fourth Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ‘ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


ELISHA BROWN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5595) granting 
an increase of pension to Elisha Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elisha 
Brown, late of compen K, Twenty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 2 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ROBERT JOHN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5187) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert John. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert 
John, late of Company G,. Two hundred and sixth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SAMUEL F. ANDERSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4833) granting 
an increase of pension to S. F. Anderson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of S. F. 
Anderson, late of Company K, Fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “ S.“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Samuel.” ol 3 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Samuel F. Anderson.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY J. TRUMBULL, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4719) granting 
a pension to Mary J. Trumbull. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
J. Trumbull, widow of Edgar B. Trumbull, late of the First Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $— 
per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “the” and insert in Heu thereof the 
words “Company F.” 

In line 8, before the word “ dollars,” insert the word “ twenty.” 

In the same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu 
of that she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Mary J. Trumbull.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, j 

LEVI WELCH. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4692) granting 
an increase of pension to Leyi Welch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Levi 
Welch, late of Company G, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer n and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike ont the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

OREN D. HASKELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22502) granting 
an increase of pension to Orren D. Haskell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll; subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Orren 
D. Haskell, late of Company D. Cass County Regiment Missouri Home 
Guards Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Orren ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word * Oren.” : 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the word “ Regiment.” 

In line 7 also strike out the words Volunteer Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
n i 

men e e so as to rend: anting an increase of pension 
to Oren D. Haskell.” s : ener 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

x SAMUEL ROWE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4673) granting 
a pension to Samuel Rowe. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 


Rowe, late of Company B, Twenty-sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 8, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that. 


he is now receiving.” 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an Increase of pen- 
sion to Samuel Rowe.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN W. HOWARD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4151) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Howard. ` 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pare on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
W. Howard, late first lieutenant 8 K, Forty-third senate ne nO 

5 


consin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate o 


per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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35 amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 3 
` The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HIRAM T. HOUGHTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3989) granting 
an increase of pension to Hiram T. Houghton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the yona ons and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hiram 
T. Houghton, late of Company H, Tenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 7, before the word “ Volunteer,” insert the word“ Reserve.“ 
In line 8 strike ont the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ thirty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 8 

JOHN d. H. ARMISTEAD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3740) granting 
an increase of pension to John G. H. Armistead. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ele ay to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
G. H. Armistead, late of Company F, Thirteenth Regiment Iowa Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 dollars per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


ETHAN A. VALENTINE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2769) granting 
an increase of pension to Ethan A. Valentine. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ethan 

. Valentine, late of egg med E, Sixth say Soman Massachusetts Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
In liei of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word “Infantry,” Insert the words “and Com- 
pany G, Twenty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


he rate of $30 per month 


JOHN C. KEACH, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2726) granting 
an increase of pension to John ©. Keach. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piaco on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
C. Keach, late of Company F, Seventieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 dollars per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
JACOB MILLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2286) granting 
a pension to Jacob Miller. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to deen on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
Miller, late of Company C, Fourteenth Regiment Columbia Guards, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words “ Columbia Guards“ and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry.” 

In same line strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

In line 8, after the word “ month,” Insert the words “in lieu of that 
he is now receiving.” 

Amend title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Jacob Miller.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LUCAS LONGENDYCKE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2056) granting 
an increase of pension to Lucas Longendyke. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the penea laws, the name of Lucas 
Longendyke, late of Company G, Eighteenth Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer oer et and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Longendyke” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word Longendycke.” 

In line 7, after the word Infantry,“ insert the words “and Com- 
pany G, Thirteenth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps.” z 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Lucus Longendycke.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH B. WILLIAMS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1937) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph B. Williams. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the fo Marana and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
B. Williams, late captain Company D, Forty-first Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and y him a nsion at the rate of $40 per 
month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: - 

In line 6 strike out the word “captain” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ second lieutenant.” 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the word“ Forty-first"’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word“ Second.“ = 

In line 7 strike out the word“ Infantry“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Cavalry." 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty" and insert in lleu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS E. AYLSWORTH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8553) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas E. Aylesworth. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
E. Aylesworth, late of Twentieth Battery, Indiana Volunteer Light Ar- 
tillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Aylesworth " and insert in lieu thereof 


the word “Aylsworth. 
In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “ thirty-six.” 

Amend the title so as to read: 
sion to Thomas E. Aylsworth.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 


“A bill granting an increase of pen- 
* 


ALLEN M. HAIGHT, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12497) granting 
an increase of pension to Allen M. Haight. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to paca on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Allen 
M. Haight, late of 2 E, Fifty-second Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
GEORGE S. BOYD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10219) granting 
a pension to George 8. Boyd. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the 
8. 


rovisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of George 
yd, late of Company I, Fiftieth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Engineers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike ou the word“ Fiftieth” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Fifteenth.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six" and insert in lieu thereof 
the word“ twenty-four.” 

In the same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu 
! 8 bin granting an in pens! 

me! e e so as $ an an increase of sion 
to George S. Boyd.” 5 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

IRA D. HILL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20728) granting 
an increase of pension to Ira D Hill. 

The bill was read, as follows: < 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ira D. 
Hill, late of Company B, Ninety-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 


manny, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

SAMUEL C. ROE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10033) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel C. Roe. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 


C, Roe, late of United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ United,” insert the words “U. S. 8. 

wn.” 


‘awn. r 
In line 7 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH C. MAHAFFEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7666) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph C. Mahaffey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of h 
Cc. 33 late of Company I, Fiftieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
J pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was. read, as 
follows: ‘ 

In line 8 strike out the word.“ fifty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ~ 

MELVILLE A. NICHOLS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9278) granting 
an increase of pension to Melville A. Nichols. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Melville A. Nichols, late of Company A, Fourth ent Maine Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-five” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

PATRICK TURNEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5174) granting 
an increase of pensian to Patrick Turney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
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to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Patrick Turney, late of Laine ea G, Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate ‘of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: : $ 


In line 6, before the word “ Pennsylvania,” insert the words “ Sixth 


iis TE 
n line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SARAH BETTS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21960) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah Betts. 

The bil! was read, as follows: E 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Sarah tts, widow of Charles D. Betts, late of Company H, One 
hundred a thirty-second Regiment New York Volunteer’ Infantry, 
and pay her a promina at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that 
ving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 9 strike out the word “twenty-five” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ sixteen.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read thé third 
time, and passed. 

ANN LYTLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9921) granting 
a pension to Ann Lytle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to ae on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ann 
Lytle, widow of George Lytle, late of Company F, Seventy-seventh Regt- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

FERDINAND DAVID. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7393) granting 
an increase of pension to Ferdinand David. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limRations of the sion laws, the name of Fer- 
dinand David, late of Company L, Ten ment Missouri Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SIMON M’ATEER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22092) granting 
an increase of pension to Simon McAteer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Simon 
MeAteer, late of Company G, Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now recelying. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line § strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES C. MURRAY. 


The next pension business was the bill (I. R. 21343) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James C. Murray. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ‘pension: laws, the name of James 


1907. 
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C. Murray, late of Company A, First Regiment Minnesota Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM A. CRUM. > 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21446) granting 
an increase of pension to William W. Crum. 

The bill was read, as follows: 8 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
A. Crum, late of Company H, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Light Ar- 
fuller: and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, before the word “and,” insert the words “and Company 
A, Seventy-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William A. Crum.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

p WILLARD P. FISHER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22748) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Willard P. Fisher. 

The bill was read, as follows : : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


— 75 e. and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Willard 


isher, late of Company B, Forty-second Regiment Massachusetts 


Volunteer Infantry, and Sixteenth 
Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: . 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “ Company B, Forty-second 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and.“) 

n line 9, before the word “ dollars,” insert the word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. > 

8 WILLIAM DEAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22718) granting 
an increase of pension to William Dean. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Dean, late captain Company A, Fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 


are Massachusetts Volunteer 
he rate of dollars per 


AUSTIN B. TRUMAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22501) granting 
an increase of pension to Austin B. Truman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and dirècted to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Austin 

. Truman, late.of Company C, Fifteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

~ WILLIAM M. COLBY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22376) granting 
a pension to William M. Colby. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the Peer ace and limitatfons of the pension laws, the name of William 
M. Colby, late of Company G, Forty-ninth Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, dollars per 
month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: A 

In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “ second lieutenant.” 

In same line strike out the letter “G” and insert in lieu thereof 
the letter “A.” 

In line 8, before the word “dollars,” insert the word “ twenty-four.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
F d: A pill 

men e e so as to read: “A b nting an increase of — 

sion to William M. Colby.” ih, z iso 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


„ and pay him a pension at the rate of 


WILLIAM A. NARRIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22452) granting 

an increase of pension to William A. Narrin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sulfject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
A. Narrin, late of Company I, Second Regiment Michigan Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: h 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LEONARD TYLER. t 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22281) grantin; 
an increase of pension to Leonard Tyler. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it etiacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Leonard 
Tyler, late of Company H, Forty-second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows : 7 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word thirty-six.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM A. HARLAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22207) granting 
an increase of pension to William A. Harlan, 

_The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, suBject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
A. Harlan, late of Company H, Twenty-first Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

CHARLES T. CHAPMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20860) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles T. Chapman. ; 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secr 
hereby, authorized and directed to aig 1 piece to 
i. Chapman, late of the United States Navy, and pay Sim eco at 
the vate of $40 per month in lieu of that he's ow 8 s Onak 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word“ the“ 
words U. S. S. North Carolina, o en 

In line 7 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

t DANIEL ROBB. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7551) granting 

a pension to Daniel Robb. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel 
Robb, late of Company I, Fifty-sixth unsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. ` 

JOHN L. BROWN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7378) granting 


- an increase of pension to John L. Brown. 


4 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 3 the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
L. Brown, late of Company D, Third ment Missouri State Militia 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: - 


In line 7, before the word “ Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.“ 
The amendment was agreed to, ; 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


time, and passed. 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


WILLIAM JACKSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6537) granting 
an increase of pension to William Jackson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Wil- 
liam Jackson, late major of First Battalion, Third Cavalry Missouri 
State Militia Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “of First Battalion.” 

In same line and in line 7 strike out the word “Cavalry ” and insert 
in lien thereof the word “ Regiment.” 

In line 7 strike out the word“ Volunteers“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the words“ Volunteer Cavalry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in Heu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. z 
AMOS SNYDER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6524) granting 
an increase of pension to Amos Snyder. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Amos 


In. late of Company B. Seventy-sixth e Pennsylvania Vol- 
anter ‘Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 7 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


THOMPSON WALL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4149) granting 
an increase of pension to Thompson Wall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomp. 
son Wall, late of Company B, One hundred and forty-third Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike ont the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

PRISCILLA A. CAMPBELL, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5776) granting 
a pension to Priscilla A. Campbell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

t cted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is 
e sathorised and directed to N on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Priscilla 
A. Campbell, widow of Elijah Campbell, late of Company K, Nineteenth 
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: : 


In line 6, before the word “late,” insert the word “ junior.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twelve.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Priscilla A. Campbell.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALEXANDER B. MOTT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18881) granting 
an increase of pension to Alexander B. Mott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alex- 
ander B. Mott, late of Com: C, One hundred and seventy-first - 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: { 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert In lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. - 3 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM E, HANIGAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18723) granting 
a pension to William E. Hannigan. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the n roll, sub to. 
the sch ts and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
E. Hannigan, late of Company D, Twenty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word“ Hannigan and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Hanigan.” 

In line 8, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
he is now receiving.” ~ 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William E. Hanigan.” j 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being éngrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. a 

s WILLIAM E. GRAY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18681) granting 
an increase of pension to William E. Gray. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension la he name of 
William E. Gray, late of Company C, One hundred and eighteenth |- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: s 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

RICHARD B. RANKIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18323) granting 
an increase of pension to Richard B. Rankin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it- enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to yr on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of 
Richard B. Rankin, late of Company H, ent sas Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. . 

The amendment recommended by the committee was 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


read, as 
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FRANCIS ANDERSON, 


The next penaton business was the bill (H. R. 18242) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis Anderson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to T te on thé pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations o the pension laws, the name of 
Francis Anderson, late of Company A R t Sylvania 
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: - 

In line 8 strike out the word “ atty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES H. SINCLAIR. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18042) granting 
an increase of pension to James H. Sinclair. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the = laws, the name of James 
H. Sinclair, late of Company A, Nint ment Minnesota Volunteer 


. Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike ou the word“ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ELBRIDGE P. BOYDEN, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18014) granting 
an increase of pension to Elbridge P. Boyden. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, Sublet to 
3 rovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name ‘of Elbridge 

yden, late of Company D, Forty-third Regiment Massachusetts Vol- 


oP Infantry, and pay im’ a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. e 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CAREL LANE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17773) granting 
a pension to Carel Lane. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to goa on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and 3 of the pension laws, the name of Carel 
Lane, late of Company G, Second Regiment 8 Volunteer Infantry, 
und pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike on the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “ twenty-four.’ 
In same Tine, after the word “month,” insert the words “in Heu 


of that he is now receiving.” 
Amend the ae so as 5 read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 


sion to Carel 

The b were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ROLAND M. JOHNSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17642) granting 
an increase of pension to Roland M. Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of land 

ohnson, late of Company G, Second Regiment ‘Tennessee Mounted 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, before the word “ Mounted,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Sixth Regiment Penn: 
a pension at the rate s of 850 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


MICHAEL PENDERGAST, ALIAS MICHAEL BLAKE, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17620) granting 
an increase of pension to Michael Pendergast, alias Michael 
Blake. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
pereby; authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subjeet to 

rovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Michael 
Pen t, alias Michael Blake, late of Company B, a ee at th Bogt 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pa 8 pension at the 
of 830 per month in lieu of that he is now 1 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and pa A 

DOUGLAS V. DONNELLY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17331) granting 
an increase of pension to D. V. Donnelly. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub; 255 to 
the provisions and limitations e ne i ponaos laws, the name o 
Donnelly, late of Company C, poe New York State Militia: 


and pay him a pension at the ak 8 $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving, 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
In line 6 strike out the letter “D.” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “ Douglas 
In line 7, after the word “ Militia,” insert the word “ Infan 
thirty and insert in lieu ereot 


In same line strike out the word 
the word “ ye a tour.“ 
e “A bill granting an increase of pen- 


Amend the ti so as to read: 
sion to Douglas V. Donnelly.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

AMOS KELLNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20734) granting 
an increase of pension to Amos Kellner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 8 of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pree afia the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amos 
Kellner, late of Company E, Seventy-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a geston at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receivin; 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word “Infantry,” insert the words “and Com- 
pany h One hundred and forty-seventh Regiment IIIinols Volunteer 

nfantr; 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and pa 

JAMES F. SMITH, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22506) granting 
an increase of pension to James F. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and 5 of the pension laws, the name of James F. 
Smith, late of Company K, Ninth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at ‘the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 3 out the word “ twelve“ 
word thirt 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and insert in Heu thereof the 


JOHN H. CHRISTMAN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22568) granting 
an increase of pension to John H. Christman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the antelope and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H. 


Christman, late of Company D, Sixty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

THOMAS M’DOWELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21255) granting 


an increase of pension to Thomas McDowell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
McDowell, late of Company L, First Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

DANIEL FULLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22528) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel Fuller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel 
Fuller, late of Company B, Twenty-third Regiment Massachusetts Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of — dollars per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8, before the word “ dollars,” insert the word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 


time, and passed. 
GEORGE HIERL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20855) granting 
an increase of pension to George Hierl. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior bė, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
Hier, late of Company B, Eighty-first Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
In line 6, before the word “late,” insert the words “alias George 


In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George Hierl, alias George Hill. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. W. TANNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21909) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. W. Tanner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
w. N. Tanner, late of Company A, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that S is now receiving. _ 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 0 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-four ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM TUDERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17380) granting 
an increase of pension to William Tuders. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Tuders, late of Company B, Ninety-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

ARCHIBALD H. R. CALVIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16283) granting 
an increase of pension to A. H. R. Calvin, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to- place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of A. H, R. 
Calvin, late of Company K, Tenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “A” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“Archibald.” $ 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Archibald H. R. Calvin.“ 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

NAPOLEON B. FERRELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16222) granting 
an increase of pension to Napoleon B. Ferrell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Napo- 
leon B. Ferrell, late of Company B, Eleventh Regiment West Virginia 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: : 

In line 6, after the word “ Regiment,” insert the words “and ser- 
geant-major, Tenth Regiment.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ANN RAFFERTY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16181) granting 
an increase of pension to Ann Rafferty. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it cnacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ann 
Rafferty. widow of John Rafferty, late of Company I, Eighth Regiment 
United States Infantry, and Twenty-third Regiment United States In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The' amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out the words “and Twenty-third Regiment 
United States Infantry.” 

In line 9 strike out the. word “ twenty-four" and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ sixteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN B. REAM. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15874) granting 
an increase of pension to Benjamin B. Ream. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws the name of Benja- 
min B. Ream, late of Company C, Ninety-eighth Regiment New York 
National Guards, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Guards” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words Guard Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

-The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS H. LESLIE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13031) granting 

an increase of pension to Thomas H. Leslie. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 1 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
H. Ile, late of 8 I, Sixteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, aud pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lien thereof the 
word “ thirty-six.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ’ 

WILLIAM D. CAMPBELL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14860) granting 
an increase of pension to William D. Campbell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam D. Campbell, late of Company A, Seventy-fourth Regiment Penn- 


sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is how receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

f HARMON W. M’DONALD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14715) granting 
an increase of pension to Norman W. McDonald. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nor- 
man W. McDonald, late of Company A, Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pen at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word“ Norman“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Harmon.” 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Harmon W. McDonald.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CLARA C. EDSALL. 


The next pension business was the bl (H. R. 19762) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Clara C. uc? 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bo it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pee. laws, the name of Clara 
C. Edsall, widow of Joseph S. Edsall, late paymaster’s clerk, United 
States Navy, and captain Company M, Eleventh 1 Missouri 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out the words “and captain Company M, 
Eleventh Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry." j 8 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH A. MURREY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16886) grant- 
ing a pension to James W. Murray. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
W. urray, dependent child of Isaac Murray, late of Company II, 
Fifth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words James W. — dependent child,” 
d insert lieu thereof the words “ Elizabeth A. Murrey, widow.” 
the word “late,” strike out the word “ Mur- 
f the word “ Murrey.” 
n line 8 strike out the word “him” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ her.” 


In same line strike out the word “ twelve” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty.” 

In line 9, after the word “month,” Insert the words “in leu of 
that she is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death 
of James W. Murrey, helpless and dependent child of said Isaac Mur- 
rey, the additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine: 
And provided further, That in the event of the death of Elizabeth A. 
Murrey the name of said James W. Murrey shall be placed on the pen- 
sion roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
at the rate of $12 per month from and the date of death of 
said Elizabeth A. M oa 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Elizabeth A. Murrey.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HARMON VEATCH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23171) granting 
an increase of pension to Harmon Veatch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the on laws, the name of Har- 
mon Veatch, late captain Company I, Seventy-eighth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and y him a jon at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in leu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” „ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JACOB HENNINGER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5178) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob Henninger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 


Henninger, late Company E, One hundred and ninety-first Regiment 


Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word “ Company,” insert the words “ Company 
D, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and.” 

In line 8 strike out the word * thirty“ and insert in ſteu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” ° - 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered tọ be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FERGUS P. M'’MILLAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19133) grantin 
an increase of pension to Fergus P. McMillan. ; 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, autho and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 


to the provisions and limitations of the sion la the name of 
Fergus P. McMillan, late of Company H, Thirty- fifth iment Iowa 
Volunteer Infantry, and m a pension at the rate of $50 per 


month in lieu of that he 8 receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: i 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended ‘was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FRANCIS M. HATTEN. 


* 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19294) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis M. Hatton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Francis M. Hatton, late of Company I, Ninth ment West Virginia 
Volunteer Infantry, and Company D, First ment West Virginia 
Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Hatton“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Hatten.” 

In line 9 strike the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
8 g . S, 2 to read: A bill granti. in: f 

e! e so as $ ng an incregse pen- 
sion to Francis M. Hatten.” s i 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. . 


WASHINGTON M. BROWN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19400) granting 
an increase of pension to Washington M. Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wash- 
ington M. Brown, late of Company M, Eighth Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word * twenty-four.” 3 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ROBERT M. C. HILL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13253) granting 
an increase of pension to R. M. C. Hill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of R. M. C. 
Hill, late of Company E, Sixth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

5 . strike out the letter“ R.“ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
obert, 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Robert M. C. HII.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GANCELO LEIGHTON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12523) granting 
an increase of pension to Gancelo Leighton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bo it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gancelo 
Leighton, late of Seventh Battery, Massachusetts Volunteer Light Artil- 
lery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows : 


In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HENRY J. RICE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11959) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry J. Rice. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
J. Rice, late of Company F, One hundred and seventx-seventh F der 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee avere read, 
as follows: 


In line 6, after the word “ late,” strike out the word “ of” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “ first lieutenant.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


HENRY A. GEDULDIG. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11869) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry A. Geduldig. 

The bill was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 


A. Geduldig, late of Cogswell’s independent battery, Illinois Volunteer 
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Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
NICHOLAS A. BOVEE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11362) granting 
a pension to Nicholas A. Bovee. 

The bill was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nicholas 
A. Bovee, late of Company E, Seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by thé committee were read as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

n the same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in 
lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Nicholas A. Bovee.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH J. ROBERTS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11307) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph J. Roberts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
J. Roberts, late of Company G, Thirty-first Regiment Maine Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in Hea 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

HARRIETT I, LEVIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10721) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Harriett J. Lewis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pas on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Har- 
riett J. Lewis, widow of Hosea J. Lewis, late of Company E, One hun- 
dred and third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ Harriett,” strike out the letter “ J.” and 
insert in lieu thereof the letter “ I.” 

strike out the word “ Lewis” 


In same line, before the word“ widow,” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word“ Levis. 

In same line, before the word “late,” strike out the word “ Lewis“ 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ Levis.” 

In line 8 strike out the gora thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty.“ 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Harriett I. Levis.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

HOWARD BROWN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12124) granting 
an increase of pension to Howard Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ètc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Howard 
Brown, late of company C, Ninth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

CLARISSA A. FREDERICK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10317) granting 
an increase of pension to Clarissa A. Frederick. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, et to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Clarissa 
A. Frederick, widow of Lawrence P. Frederick, late of Company A, One 
hundred and fifty-third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 7 


1907. 


ALBERT H. CAMPBELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10402) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert H. Campbell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert 
H. Campbell, late of Company H, Sixth Regiment Kansas Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. f 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In Hne 6, before the word “Com y,” strike out the word “of T 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “second lieutenant.” 

In line 8 strike out the words “ fifty dollars ” and insert in lieu there- 
of the words “seventeen dollars and fifty cents.” 

The amendments were agreed, to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

i JESSE A. ASK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11708) granting 
an increase of pension to Jesse Ask. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pacs on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jesse 
Ask, late of Company H, One hundred and fifteenth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer zatann and pay him a nsion at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ Jesse,” insert the letter “A.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Jesse A. Ask.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALFRED HAYWARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20244) granting 
an increase of pension to Alfred Hayward. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piaco on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 

. Alfred. Hayward, late of Company H, Twenty-second Regiment New 
York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
WILLIAM E. RICHARDS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20236) granting 
an increase of pension to W. E. Richards. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of 
W. E. Richards, late of Company C, Seventh Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
es follows: - 

In line 6 strike out the letter W.” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ William.” 

í an same line strike out the letter C“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
etter G.“ 

In same line strike out the word “Seventh” and insert 
thereof the word “ First.” 5 

In line 7 strike out the word Infantry ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ Heavy Artillery.” 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
Fee ioe 19 an to read: “A bill grantin i 

men e e so as to read. ran an - 
sion to William E. Richards.” 5 : ee 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

PHILIP HAMMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20224) granting 
an increase of pension to Philip Hamman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Philip 
Hamman, late of Company D, Eighth 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
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being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 
CHARLES W. AIREY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20201) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles W. Airey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


= 1 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 


irey, late of Company H, Twel Regiment New York Volunteer 


Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. Pots 

85 amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and 

NELSON ISBILL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19976) granting 
a pension to Nelson Isbell. 
The bill was read, as follows: . 


Isbell, late of Company H, Twentieth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer In- 
II. Third Regiment Tennessee Volünteer Mounted 


as follows: 1 
In line 6 strike out the word “ Isbell" and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “ Isbill. A 
In line 9 strike out the words and pay ” and all of lines 10, 11, 12, 
the following: the same to 


13, 14, and 15, and insert in lleu thereo 
be paid to him under the rules of the Pension Bureau as to mode and 
time of payment without any deduction or rebate on account of former 
alleged overpayments or erroneous ig oe of pension.” 

> Soni the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Nelson 
8 . 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE L. ROBINSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2764) granting 
an increase of pension to George L. Robinson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 2 laws, the name of George 
L. Robinson, late of Company C, Thirty- fifth Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line $ strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” : > 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARTIN L. OHR. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19967) granting 
an inerease of pension to Martin L. Ohr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martin 
L. Ohr, late first lieutenant Company A, Seventieth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HENRY K. BURGER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19969) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry K. Burger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
K. Burger, late of Company F, One hundred and ninety-fifth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. $ 


WALTER B. SWAIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19863) granting 
an increase of pension to Walter B. Swain. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and direc to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pemon laws, the name of Walter 
B. Swain, late of Company E, Fifth egipent Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ thirty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


MARY L. KIRLIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19772) granting 
a pension to Mary L. Kirlin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub; to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
L. Kirlin, widow of E. H. Kirlin, late chief of scouts and aid-de-cam 
and staff officer of the Eleventh Corps of the United States Army, an 
pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out the words “and aid-de-camp and staff 
officer of the Eleventh 8 of the United States Army and insert in 
lieu thereof the words United States Volunteers.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “ five.” 

The amendments were agreed to.- 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
` reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

time, and passed. 1 
JAMES G. VAN DEWALKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19770) granting 
an increase of pension to James G. Van Dewalker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
G. Van Dewalker, late of Company B, Twelfth Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: a 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY E. BOOKHAM MER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19581) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary E. Bookhammer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 2 laws, the name of Mary 
. kalen keien eg denne Leeres ad” pay 
8 at the rate of $30 per month in Heu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In lias 7, after the word 9 i out the word “of” and in- 
pert ine g S and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
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JUDSON H. HOLCOMB. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19526) granting 
an increase of pension to Judson H. Holcomb. - 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


s 1 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Judson 


olcomb, late of Company C, Seventh Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments.recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: - 

In line 6, after the word “ late,” strike out the word “of” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “second and first lieutenant.” 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” i 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ABIRAM P. M’CONNELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19448) granting 
an increase of pension to Abiram P. McConnell. -~ 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., t the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abiram 
P. McConnell, late surgeon Twenty-second Regiment Michigan Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. . 

RILEY J. BERKLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20215) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Riley J. Berkely. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pansion laws, the name of Riley J. 
Berkely, late of Company A, Seventh Regiment Missouri Veteran Volun- 
teer Militia Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Berkely ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Berkley.” 

In line 7 strike out the words Veteran Volunteer Militia" and In- 
sert in lieu thereof the words “ State Militia Volunteer.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Riley J. Berkley.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ROBERT O. BRADLEY, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21331) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Robert O. Bradley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert 
O. Bradley, late captain Company H, Fifteenth Regiment Connecticut 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a OS re at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

MELISSA D. WHITMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23122) granting 
an increase of pension to Melissa D. Whitman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

d, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

Ds es e and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Melissa 
D. Whitman, widow of John M. Whitman, late of Company D, Fourth 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a ee at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


as follows: 
In line 6 strike out the letter M“ and insert in lieu thereof the 


ee 7 strike out the word Wisconsin“ and insert in lieu thereof 


the word “ Vermont., 
The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN COWAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 23133) granting 
an increase of pension to John Cowan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be.it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pare on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Cowan, late of rompang D, One hundred and 3 Regiment 
` Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed 0 

BRYNGEL SEVERSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22932) granting 
an increase of pension to Bryngel Severson. 

The bill was read, as follows: = 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bryngel 
Severson, late of Company E, Fifteenth Regiment, and Company A, 
Forty-sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: ~ 

In Hnes 6 and 7 strike out the words “ Company E, Fifteenth Regi- 
ment, and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

LOUISA BARTLETT. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22926) granting 
a pension to Louisa Bartlett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. the name of nisa 
Bartlett, helpless and dependent daughter of Elijah Bartlett, late of 


Company D, Sixtieth Reg ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
JOHN A. HENRY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22858) granting 
an increase of pension to John A. Henry. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, author and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John A. 
Henry, late of Company E, Fourteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 5 
In line 8 strike ont the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSHUA E. HYATT. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 22757) granting 
an increase of pension to Joshua E. Hyatt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joshua 
E. Hyatt, late of Company F, Eighty-third Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JACOB KURES. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22711) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob Kures. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roli, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the po laws, the name of Jacob 


Kures, late of Company A, Sixty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. . 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: = 

In line § strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM SMOKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22706) granting 
an increase of pension to William Smoker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Williain 
Smoker, late of Companies A and D, Second Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. : 

FRANK SCHADLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22447) granting 
an increase of pension to Frank Schadler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of 
Frank Schadler, late of compen D, Fourth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and later a landsman in the United States Navy, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words “later a landsman in the" and insert 
in lien thereof the words U. S. S. Dumbarton.” 5 

In line 9 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


lieu of that he is now 


JAMES STINSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22238) granting 
an increase of pension to James Stinson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

‘Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
James Stinson, late of Company G, Seventh Regiment Kentucky Volun- 


teer 1 and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now’ receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN A. SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21915) granting 
an increase of pension to John A. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
A. Smith, late of Company B, Eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words “ first lieutenant.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ forty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MICHAEL GAUS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21648) granting 
an increase of pension to Michael Gaus. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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ment Pennsylvania Vol- 


Gaus, late of Company C, Thirty-seyenth Re 
e rate of $3 


unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “ C, Thirty-seventh Regiment 
and insert in lieu thereof the words B, Eighth Regiment, and Com- 
pany L, Sixteenth Regiment.” 

In line 7 strike out the word“ Infantry“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Cavalry.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed, 
CALVIN s. MULLINS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21603). granting 
an increase of pension to Calvin S. Mullins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Calvin 
S. Mullins, late of Company A, Eleventh Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “twenty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


per month 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
ISAAC CAIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21280) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaac Cain. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to piore on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac 
Cain, late of Company A, One hundred and thirty-fourth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lleu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
ELLEN SULLIVAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21270) granting 
an increase of pension to Ellen Sullivan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pars on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen 
Sullivan, widow of John Sullivan, late of Company F, Twenty-first 
Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 8 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows. 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word twenty.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOHN N. SHEAR. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20931) granting 
an increase of pension to John N. Shear. » 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piaco on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the oe laws, the name of John 
N. Shear, late of Company L, Fifteen Hornt New York Volunteer 
Engineers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


OSCAR ANDREWS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20733) granting 
an increase of pension to Oscar Andrews. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Segzetary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 
the provisions and limitations of 


lace on the pension roll, subject to 
pension laws, the name of Oscar 
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Andrews, late of Company E, Ninety-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: z 

In line 8 strike ont the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN H. M’CAIN, ALIAS JOHN CROFT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20188) granting 
an increase of pension to John H. McCain. 
The bill was read, as follows: ö 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H. 
McCain, late of Company I, First iment Connecticut Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
z m line 6, before the word “late,” insert the words “alias John 
roft. 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John H. McCain, alias John Croft.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19832) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Smith. 

The bill was read, us follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. Smith, late of Company A, Seventeenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows : 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CAMPBELL COWAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19401) granting 
an increase of pension to Campbell Cowan. - 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Camp- 
bell Cowan, late of Company E, One hundred and twenty-third Regi- 
ment United States Colored’ Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. È 

LEVI MILES. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18574) granting’ 
an increase of pension to Levi Miles. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Levi 
Miles, late of Company G, One hundred and forty-ninth Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: i 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lleu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

JAMES H. BELL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14995) granting 

an increase of pension to James H. Bell. N 
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The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 8 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
H. II. late of Company D, Sixty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
Lag 5 and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

THOMAS H. B. SCHOOLING. t 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4346) granting 
an increase of pension to T. H. B. Schooling. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and 

provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of T. H. B. 
Schooling, late of Company G, Second Regiment Missouri State Militia 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “T.” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “Thomas.” 

In line 7, before the word “ Cavalry,” -insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Thomas II. B. Schooling.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ó 

JAMES W. BLISS, ALIAS JAMES WARREN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3175) granting 
an increase of pension to James W. Bliss. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, gubject to 
the 113 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
W. Bliss, late of Company K, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and per him a pension at the rate of dollars 
per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Win line 6, before the word “late,” insert the words “alias James 
arren.” 

In line 8, before the word dollars,” insert the word “ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James W. Bliss, alias James Warren.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOHN CARPENTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20730) granting 
an increase of pension to John Carpenter. . 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Carpenter, late of Company B, One hundred and fifty-third Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

HENRY PIEPER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 21913) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Pieper. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Pieper, late of Company H, Twenty-sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay Kim a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word“ twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ thirty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

NATHAN LAWSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22237) granting 
an increase of pension to Nathan Lawson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nathan 
8 of Companies A and E, Eighth Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
unteer antry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “Companies,” strike out the letter “A” 
and insert in lieu thereof the letter “ E.“ 

In the same line, before the word “Eighth,” strike out the letter 
“H” and insert in lieu thereof the letter “A.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert. in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ADALINE T. FISHER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22445) granting 
a pension to Adaline T. Fisher. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adaline 
T. Fisher, widow of William Fisher, late of Company G, Eighteenth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $15 per month. 


8 we amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
‘ollows: 

In line § strike out the word “ fifteen” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word eight.“ ` 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

NELSON CORNELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 22710) granting 
an increase of pension to Nelson Cornell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub, to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the mame of Nelson 
Cornell, late of Thirteenth Independent Battery, New York Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: è 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SAMUEL PROCHEL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2826) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Prochel. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.,'That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
Prochel, late of Company E, Twenty-sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 


teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. ee 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 5 

In line 7, before the word“ Wisconsin,” insert the words “and Com- 
pany B, Third Regiment.” 

In line 8 strike out the word“ thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ROSWELL PRESCOTT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 10) granting an 
increase of pension to Roswell Prescott. 

The bill was read, as follows: A 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Roswell 
Prescott, late of company A, Twenty-seventh Regiment Maine Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM M. MORGAN. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 123) granting an 
increase of pension to William M. Morgan, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws the name of William 
M. organ, late of Company I, Sixth Regiment West Virginia Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and Battery A, First Regiment West Virginia Volun- 
teer er Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in iieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


SILAS A. REYNOLDS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 480) granting an 
increase of pension to Silas A. Reynolds‘ 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, oe to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Silas A. 
Reynolds, late of Company F, Twentieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
ear & and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ALBERT G. PEABODY, JR. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 677) granting an 
increase of pension to Albert G. Peabody, jr. 

The bill was read, as follows? 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert 
G. 3 jr., late of Company A, Thirtieth Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered-to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS KELLY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 679) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas Kelly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Thomas Kelly, late of Company B, Eleventh Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 


unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 

ingly read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM H. RHOADS. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 768) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Rhoads: 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject 

0 


to the provisions and limitations the pennton laws, the name of 
William II. Rhoads, late unassigned, Seventh Regiment Minnesota Vol- 


unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in | 


lien of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- | 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL G. KREIDLER. 


"Fhe next pension business was the bill (S. 771) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel G. Kreidler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of 
Samuel G. Kreidler, late of Company E, Bighth Regiment Minnesota 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


AUGUST KRUEGER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 774) granting an 
inerease of pension to August Krueger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
August Krueger, late of Company E, Twenty-seventh Regiment Wis- 
consin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading ; and it was accordingly 


read the third time, and passed. 
ISAAC G. CLARK. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 831) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Isaac G. Clark. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of Isaac 
G. Clark, late of Company D, Twelfth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


PATRICK O’DAY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1257) granting an 
increase of pension to Patrick O'Day. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Patrick 
5 A late of Company G, Seventh Regiment New Hampshire Voiun- 

n: 


teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now 5 my A pe 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA W. POLLARD, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1347) granting a 
pension to Martha W. Pollard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it cnacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 
W. Pollard, widow of Edward Pollard, late captain Company H, 
Twenty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


CATHRIN HUFF, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1493) granting an 
increase of pension to Cathrin Huff. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cathrin 
Huff, widow of Joseph A. Huf, late, of Company L, First Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM VANTILBURGH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1857) granting an 
increase of pension to William Vantilburgh. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam Vantilburgh, late of Company G, Eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES F. M. MORGAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1891) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles F. M. Morgan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
F. M. Morgan, late of Company B, First Regiment Oregon Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ELVIRA A. KELLY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1941) granting 
an increase of pension to Elyira A. Kelly. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elvira 
A. Kelly, widow of Ozial H. Kelly, late of Company C, Eighteenth Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 2 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2249) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. Smith, late of Companies H and B, Seventy-eighth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
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THOMAS W. MUBRAY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2541) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas W. Murray. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subjeet to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
W. 3 late of Company C. Fiftieth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ISAAC CARTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2563) granting a 
pension to Isaac Carter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac 
Carter, late of Company C, One hund and thirty-third Regiment West 
Virginia Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES H. THRASHER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2643) granting an 
increase of pension to James H. Thrasher. 

The bill was read, as follows: i 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to gaea on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
H. Thrasher, late of Company E, Nineteenth iment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and Battery B, First Regiment Illin Volunteer Light Artil- 
lery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WINFIELD 8. RAMSAY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2669) granting an 
increase of pension to Winfield S. Ramsay. 

The bill was read, as follows: ; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Winfield 
S. Ramsay, late of Company D, Seventy-third Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer 1 and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN R. CONYNGHAM. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2734) granting an 
increase of pension to John R. Conyngham. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John R. 
Conyngham, late of Company H, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN HAINS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2737) granting an 
increase of pension to Benjamin Hains. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benja- 
min Hains, late of Company I, Ninth ment Kansas Volunteer Cav- 


alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN H. BROOKS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2749) granting an 
increase of pension to John H. Brooks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to A wan on the pension roll, sub; to 
the provisions and limitations of pension laws, the name of John 
H. Brooks, late of Company B, Thirty-eighth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN H. ALLISON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2794) granting an 
increase of pension to John H. Allison, 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it cnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub, to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
H. Allison, late of Company B, First ttalion Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILBUR H. CLARK. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3220) granting an 
increase of pension to Wilbur H. Clark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub; to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wilbur 
H. Clark, late of Company C, One hundred and thirty-seventh Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
524 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT MILLS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3221) granting an 
increase of pension to Robert Mills. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of bert 
Mills, late of Kompan? E, Seventh iment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Cavalry, and. pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


LOUIS CASTINETTE, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3671) granting an 
increase of pension to Louis Castinette. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 3 on the pension roll, sub to 
the 3 and limitations of the pension laws, the name Louis 
Castinette, late of Company I, Twenty-first Re; ent Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. BAKER, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3763) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary A. Baker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name Mary 
A. Baker, widow of John L. Baker, late of Company B, First Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL TURNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3767) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel Turner. 

The bill was read, as follows: S 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the on laws, the name of uel 
Turner, late of Company I, Fifteenth Regiment West Virginia Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. > 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


FANNY A. PEARSONS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3931) granting an 
increase of pension to Fanny A. Pearsons. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of sen 4 
A. Pearsons, widow of Leonard Pearsons, late of Company I, Eleven 
Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

: SOLOMON CRAIGHTON. . 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4032) granting an 
increase of pension to Solomon Craighton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Solomon 
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Craighton, late of Company H, Thirty-second Regiment Iowa Volun- 
teer Severe E and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM A. SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4053) granting an 
increase of pension to William A. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the Pkt 6 9 7 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
A. Smith, late first lieutenant Company H, Sixty-first Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL PAINE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4127) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel Paine. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
Paine, late first lleutenant, Second Battery, First Battalion Maine Vol- 
unteer 8 Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


SUSAN N. FOWLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4406) granting an 
increase of pension to Susan N. Fowler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan 
N. Fowler, widow of Jasper N. Fowler, late of 8 C, Thirtieth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE R. TURNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4771) granting an 
increase of pension to George R. Turner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
R. Turner, late of Company F, Seventeenth Regiment Michigan Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

GERTRUDE M’NEIL. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4772) granting an 
increase of pension to Gertrude McNeil. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ger- 
trude McNeil, widow of William H. MeNeil, late of Company E, Third 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT RAMSEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4894) granting an 
increase of pension to Robert Ramsey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert 
Ramsey, late of Company B, Second Regiment North Carolina Volun- 
teer Mounted 3 and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


DON C. SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4979) granting an 
increase of pension to Don C. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Don C. 
Smith, late of Third Battery, Wisconsin Volunteer ge Ye Artillery, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. z 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARTIN SCHULTZ. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5067) granting an 
increase of pension to Martin Schultz. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martin 
Schultz, late of Company B, One hundred and forty-ninth Regiment Nli- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
DANIEL d. SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5073) granting an 
increase of pension to Daniel G. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel 
G. Smith, late of Company G, Forty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


GRANVILLE F. NORTH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5156) granting an 
increase of pension to Granville F. North. 

The bill was“ read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Granville F. North, late of Company C, First Regiment Michigan Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. z 


LEWIS C. JANES. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5176) granting an 
increase of pension to Lewis C. Janes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Lewis C. Janes, late of 8 H, Thirteenth Regiment Michigan Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and Company D, Second Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 2 


JAMES D. MERRILL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5443) granting 
an increase of pension to James D. Merrill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
James D. Merrill, late second lieutenant Company D, One hundred and 
twelfth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
2 pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. X 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARCUS woop. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5493) granting an 
increase of pension to Marcus Wood. 

The bili was read, às follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marcus 
Wood, late of Company I, One hundredth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN B. COYLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5502) granting an 
increase of pension to John B. Coyle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of John 
B. Coyle, late of Company A, Thirty-first Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
GUSTAVUS A. THOMPSON. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5573) granting an 
increase of pension to Gustayus A. Thompson. : 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gus- 
tavus A. Thompson, late of Company K, Third Regiment, and Company 
B, Seventeenth Regiment, Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
DENNIS FLAHERTY, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5599) granting an 
increase of pension to Dennis Flaherty. . 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dennis 
9 0 late of Campa D, Twenty-first Regiment Connecticut Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES M. JENKINS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5685) granting an 
increase of pension to James M. Jenkins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
M. Jenkins, late of Company A, Sixteenth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer, Heavy Artillery, and Companies L and D, First Regiment New 
York Volunteer Mounted Rifles, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ALONZO S. PRATHER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5725) granting an 
increase of pension to Alonzo S. Prather. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alonzo 
S. Prather, late second lieutenant Company B, Sixth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and y him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


LUCIUS RUMRILL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5727) granting an 
increase of pension to Lucius Rumrill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucius 
Rumrill, late of Company B, Fourteenth Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JARED AYER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5740) granting an 
increase of pension to Jared Ayer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pinca on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the a laws, the name of Jared 
Ayer, late unassigned company, Second Regiment New York Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in leu 
of that he is now receiving. s 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


AMELIA M. HAWES. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5741) granting an 
increase of pension to Amelia M. Hawes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amelia 
M. Hawes, widow of Patrick O. Hawes, late second lieutenant Company 
F, Fourteenth ons pe ad Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pennon at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of that she Ís now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. THOMPSON. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5771) granting a 
pension to Mary E. Thompson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed fo place on the pension roll, subject to 


the pornos and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
E. Thompson, widow of Alden B. Thompson, late of United States shi 
Columbus and Ohio, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $8 per month. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


NELSON VIRGIN. 


The next pension business was the Dill (S. 5823) granting an 
increase of pension to Nelson Virgin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 0 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nelson 
Virgin, late of Company K, Seventy-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 


unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lleu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed: 


ISAAC C. PHILLIPS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5826) granting an 
increase of pension to Isaac C. Phillips. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the pou and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac C. 
Phillips, late of Company B, Fgh Soe Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cav- 

nalon a 


alry, and pay him a pe the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now recciving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


DANIEL W. REDFIELD. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5892) granting an - 


increase of pension to Daniel W. Redfield. 

The bill was read, as follows: P: ; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel 
W. Redfield, late of company K, One hundred and forty-eighth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES REED. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5963) granting an 
increase of pension to James Reed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Reed, late of Battery G, First Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer od 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JACOB SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5980) granting an 
increase of pension to Jacob Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
Smith, late of Company F, Forty-third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN G. BRIDAHAM, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6005) granting an 
increase of pension to John G. Bridaham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piac» on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
G. Bridaham, late of Company E, Thirteenth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. A 


JOSEPH LAMONT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6008) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph Lamont. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Joseph mont, late first lieutenant Company I, Fourth Regiment West 
Vi ia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


HARRIET O’DONALD. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6019) granting an 
increase of pension to Harriet O’Donald. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Harriet O Donald, widow of John 8. O’Donald, late first lieutenant 
Company K, * -fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension a e rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN FOX. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6035) granting an 
increase of pension to John Fox. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Fox, late of Company A, Second Regiment North Carolina Volunteer 
Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. DUNCAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6051) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary A. Duncan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to Farge on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of pension laws, the name of Mary 
A. Duncan, widow of Francis M. Duncan, late of Company K, One hun- 
dred and twelfth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
panon at the rate of $12 per month in lien ọf that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM E. REDMOND. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6052) granting an 
increase of pension to William E. Redmond. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
E. Heamond, late of Company I, Sixty-third Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES E. SPEAKE, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6126) granting an 
increase of pension to James E. Speake. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
E. Speake, late of Company F, Fourteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that that bill be re- 
committed to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to. 


FRANCES A. JEPSON, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6131) granting an 
increase of pension to Frances A. Jepson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of nees 
A. Jepson, widow of Leonard Jepson, late of Company K, Tenth Regi- 
ment, and Companies A and K, Twenty-ninth Regiment ‘Maine Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. WESTCOTT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6163) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Westcott. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, rag id to 
the Foca and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
H. Westcott, late of Conran K, Eleventh ent Rhode Island Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES IL. ESTLOW. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6186) granting an 
increase of pension to James L. Estlow. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

De it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 1 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
L. Estlow, late of Company A, Third Regiment New Jersey Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCIS W. CROMMETT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6203) granting an 
increase of pension to Francis W. Crommett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to placeon the pension roll, sub. ect to 
the Kornon and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Prancis 
itae Toore Jate 1 Company C, Saag Pyar 9 Maine Vol- 

a: a m a pension a e 
lieu of that he is nae Decal ine N 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 

ingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN L. ANTHONY. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 6232) granting an 
increase of pension to John L. Anthony. A 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he I 
hereby, authorized and directed to lace on the pension roll, 9 ha 
the provisions and limitations of the . laws, the name of John 
L. Anthony, late of Company C, Thi Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 


Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per m 
in lieu of that he is now receiving, 8 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. : 


HUGH S. STRAIN, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6238) granting an 


increase of pension to Hugh S. Strain. 

The bill was read, as follows: A 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pert on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name o Hugh 
S. Strain, late of Company C, Wighty-first Regiment, and assistant 
surgeon, One hundred and ninety-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

KATE M. MINER. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 6239) granting an 
increase of pension to Kate M. Miner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 3 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Kate 
M. Miner, widow of Nelson H. Miner, late of Company Ð, Hatch's 


battalion Minnesota Volunteer 1 9 0 and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ALICE G. CLARK. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6250) granting an 
increase of pension to Alice G. Clark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piac on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the a laws, the name of Alice 
G. Clark, widow of Zerah P. Clark, late second lieutenant Company G, 
First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
DENIS A. MANNING. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6267) granting an 
increase of pension to Denis A. Manning. 

The bill was read, as follows: i 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pse on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Denis 
A. nning, late of Company I, Sixty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

EDWARD R. CUNNINGHAM. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6347) granting an 
increase of pension to Edward R. Cunningham. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piaca on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ed- 
ward R. Cunningham, late first lieutenant Company D, Nineteenth Regi- 
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$46 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
DOLORES S. FOSTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6353) granting an 
increase of pension to Dolores S. Foster. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dolores 

oster, widow of Davis Foster, late captain Company D, Twenty- 
fourth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY L. BEARDSLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6429) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary L. Beardsley. i 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pice on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mar 
L. Beardsley, widow of William P. Beardsley, late of Company C, Fift 
Regiment, and Company E, Sixth Regiment, New York Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. k 


MARTHA J, HALLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6438) granting an 
increase of pension to Martha J. Haller. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 8 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 
J. Haller, widow of William W. Haller, late of Company K, Twelfth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and second lieutenant Company H, 
One hundred and sixty-eighth Regiment Ohio National Guard Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL MOSER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6466) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel Moser. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
Moser, late of Company G, Fifteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
pepe and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. i 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL COOK. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6485) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel Cook. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
Cook, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY Z. BOWMAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6506) granting an 
increase of persion to Henry Z. Bowman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pensions laws, the name of Henry 
Z. Bowman, late of Company H, Eighty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM EPPINGER. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 6537) granting an 
increase of pension to William Eppinger. 5 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the 
Eppin 
vania 


ension laws, the name of William 
, Fifty-fourth Regiment Pennsyl- 


rovisions and limitations of the 
r, late of Companies C and 
olunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 


REUBEN D. DODGE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6560) granting an 
increase of pension to Reuben D. Dodge. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Reuben 
D. Dodge, late of Battery D, First Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and Company F, Third Regiment Rhode Island Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. BLAIR. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6561) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Blair. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. Blair, late of Tenth Independent Battery, Massachusetts Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILBUR F. HODGE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6568) granting an 
increase of pension to Wilbur F. Hodge. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wilbur 
F. Hodge, late first lieutenant 8 H, Eighty-sixth Regiment Illi- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per 
month In lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE PORTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6569) granting an 
increase of pension to George Porter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of George 
Porter, late of Company F, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


AARON L. ROBERTS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6572) granting an 
increase of pension to Aaron L. Roberts. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the proyisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Aaron 
L. Roberts, late first lieutenant an 1 Sixth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARIA H. WAGGONER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6574) granting an 
increase of pension to Maria H. Waggoner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria 
H. Waggoner, widow of Christopher W. Waggoner, late first lieutenant 
and quartermaster, Fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MICHAEL MEYERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6576) granting an 
increase of pension to Michael Meyers. 7 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authori and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Michael 
Meyers, late of Company B, Thirteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cav- 
aby, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiying. 
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The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


EZEKIEL MORRILL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6579) granting an 
increase of pension to Ezekiel Morrill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of kiel 
Morrill, late assistant surgeon Thirteenth Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and surgeon First Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ELLA B. GREEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6580) granting an 
increase of pension to Ella B. Green. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ella B. 
Green, widow of Charles L. Green, late of Company B, Fourteenth Regi- 
ment, and Sarge a A, Eighteenth Regiment, New Hampshire Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The bili was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH W. LOWELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6581) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph W. Lowell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Joseph . Lowell, late of Company G,, Eighteenth Regiment New 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay Him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ABRAM P. COLBY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6583) granting an 
increase of pension to Abram P. Colby. 2 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations óf the pension laws, the name of 
Abram E Colby, late of Company A, Tenth ent New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay, bee a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed, . 


AMOS HAM. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6585) granting an 
increase of pension to Amos Ham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to ce on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of pension laws, the name of Amos 
Ham, late of Company E, Sixth Regiment Vermont Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

WESLEY J. LADD. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6586) granting an 
increase of pension to Wesley J. Ladd. 

The bill was read, as follows: ; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub; to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wesley 
J. Ladd, late of United States steamers Rodolph and Vermont, United 
States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
HENRY CAMPBELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6591) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry Campbell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Henry 
Campbell, late of Company I, Third Regiment Vermont Volunteer In- 
2 55 and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


CYRUS W. COBB. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6596) granting an 
increase of pension to Cyrus W. Cobb. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., 'That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cyrus 
W. Cobb, late of Company B, Second ttery Massachusetts Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
* FRANK H. READ. 


The next pension business was the bill (S 6597) granting an 
increase of pension to Frank H. Read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank 

ead, late of Company I, Twenty-ninth Regiment Maine Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. HODGMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6631) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Hodgman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the Parad and limitations of the pension laws, the name of rge 
W. Hodgman, late of Company I, One hundred and thirteenth ment 
New York Volunteer Infantry (Seventh New York Volunteer Heavy 
preety): and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM DAVIS, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6632) granting an 
increase of pension to William Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on. the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension, laws, the name of Wil- 
liam Davis, late of Company C, First Regiment Oregon Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW J. GROVER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6636) granting an 
increase of pension to Andrew J. Grover. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
J. Grover, late major, First Regiment Vermont Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. > 


TIMOTHY C. STILWELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6645) granting an 
increase of pension to Timothy C. Stilwell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Timoth 


C. Stilwell, late of Company B, Twelfth Regiment West Virginia Vol- 


unteer Infantry, and pay to him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. ae 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6650) granting an 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN A. M’GINTY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6650) granting an 
increase of pension to John A. McGinty. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the. Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John A. 

cGinty, late of Company C, Seventy-second Regiment, and Company 
C, Thirty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and y him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
ceiving. ` 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

<- HOLMES CLAYTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6705) granting an 
increase of pension to Holmes Clayton. 


now re- 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it cnacted, eto., That the Secretary 8 Interior be, and he is 


hereby. authorized and directed to place on pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Holmes 
Clayton, late of Company A, Highty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in licu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

STEPHEN E. LEMON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6707) granting an 
increase of pension to Stephen E. Lemon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the m roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen 
E. Lemon, late of Company I, Twenty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL SHAWVER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6709) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel Shawver. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension,laws, the name of 
Samuel Shawver, late of Company B, Eleventh Regiment Missouri Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. = 

ORIN INGRAM. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6712) granting an 
increase of pension to Orin Ingram. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Orin 8 late of Company K. One hundred and twelfth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH BOLSHAW. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6714) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph Bolshaw. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Bolshaw, late of Company M, egiment New York Volunteer - 

neers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in Neu of 

t he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 

ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MANASA T. HOUSER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6717) granting an 
increase of pension to Manasa T. Houser. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Manasa 

* T. Houser, late of Company, G, Ninety-eighth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer ‘Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lien of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


AUGUSTUS L. HOLBROOK, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6718) granting an 
increase of pension to Augustus L. Holbrook. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ane 15 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Au- 
i — Se aca a of Company SM bagi hares Regiment New York 
olunteer Heavy Artillery, and pa a pension at th 
per month In lieu of that he is ieee o 5 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN C. BROWN. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 6767) granting an 
increase of pension to John C. Brown. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to pac on the pension roll, sub; 5 — 
the provisions and limitations of the pesn la the name of John 
C. Brown, late of Company H, Eighth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 


Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. : 


ALICE BOSWORTH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6814) granting an 
increase of pension to Alice Bosworth. 

The bill was read, as follows: ~ 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the on roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alice 
Bosworth, widow of Franklin H. Bosworth, late commissary-sergeant 
Ninety-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $8 per month. : 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. . 


NELSON BIGALOW. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6819) granting an 
increase of pension to Nelson Bigalow. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nelson 
Bigalow, late of Company A, Seventy-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 5 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 7 

JONATHAN M. ADAMS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6821) granting an 
increase of pension to Jonathan M. Adams. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to “pare on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jona- 
than M. Adams, late of Company H, Fifth R ent Wisconsin Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that be is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


CHRISTOPHER CHBISTOPHERSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6822) granting an 
increase of pension to Christopher Christopherson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Chris- 
topher Christopherson, late of Company A, Third Regiment Minnesota 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


BYRON CANFIELD, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6824) granting an 
increase of pension to Byron Canfield. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Byron 
Canfield, late of Company I, Third Regiment Minnesota Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS M. ROBERTS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6825) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas M. Roberts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on on roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Thomas 
M. Roberts, late of Company F, One hundred and twenty-seventh Regl- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JACOB TURNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6826) granting an 
increase of pension to Jacob Turner. 

The bill was read, as follows: ; 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pa on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
Turner, late of Com y L, Eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. ö 
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THOMAS P. CHENEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6829) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas P. Cheney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 8 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of omas 
P. Cheney, late first lieutenant Company A, Sixth 1 New Hamp- 
shire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at t 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JEFFERSON BUSH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6881) granting an 
increase of pension to Jefferson Bush. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the penen. laws, the name of Jeffer- 
son Bush, late of Company H, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regi- 
ment, and Company G, Eighth Regiment, Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ELISHA H. STEPHENS. 


The neXt pension business was the bill (S. 6882) granting an 
increase of pension to Elisha H. Stephens. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elisha 
H. Stephens, late of Company E, Twenty-seventh Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS W. WHITE. 


The next pension business was the, bill (S. 6883) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas W. White. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the 8 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of omas 
W. White, late unassigned, Twenty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM B. DOW. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6942) granting an 
increase of pension to William B. Dow. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
B. w, late of Company H, Eighth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM KENNEDY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6997) granting an 
increase of pension to William Kennedy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Kennedy, late of Company K, Twenty-first Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


LOVISA DONALDSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 7065) granting an 
increase of pension to Lovisa Donaldson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lovisa 
Donaldson, widow of David M. Donaldson, late second lieutenant Com- 
pany D, Thirty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 4 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

MARY E. HATTAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 7077) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary E. Hattan. 


e rate of $30 per 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 8 on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ma 
E. Hattan, widow of Wiliam B. Hattan, late of Company A, Third 
Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


' KATE MYERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 7160) granting an 
increase of pension to Kate Myers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Kate 
Myers, former widow of John M. Lowthere, late of company A, Four- 
teenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


DANA W. HARTSHORN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1240) granting an 
increase of pension to Dana W. Hartshorn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and dimitations of the pension laws, the name of Dana 
W. Hartshorn, late . United States Volunteers, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


FLORENCE B. PLATO, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4389) granting an 
increase of pension to Florence B. Plato. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Florence 
B. Plato, widow of Nelson Plato, late captain and assistant quarter- 
master, United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
LOUIS SIDEL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4909) granting an 
increase of pension to Louis ‘Sidel. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pae on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louis 
Sidel, late of Company G, Tenth Regiment United States Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now réceiving. d 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARGARET I. HOULIHAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5693) granting an 
increase of pension to Margaret L. Houlihan. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marga- 
ret L. Houlihan, widow of Patrick W. Houlihan, late captain, Six- 


teenth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 


rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
THEODORE M. BENTON. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 6505) granting an 
increase of pension to Theodore M. Benton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Theodore M. Benton, late acting gunner's mate, U. S. S. losco, United 
States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ALFRED A. STOCKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6514) granting an 
increase of pension to Alfred A. Stocker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 


Alfred A. Stocker, late acting assistant surgeon, United States Army, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


JANUARY 11, 
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The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL A. PEARCE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6558) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel A. Pearce. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
A. Pearce, late additional paymaster, United States Volunteers, and 
major and ymaster, United States Army, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


AGUSTA P. MORGAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6723) granting an 
increase of pension to Agusta P. Morgan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Agusta 
P. Morgan, widow of Henry C. Morgan, late captain, Twelfth Regi- 
ment United States peaa i and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. ANDERSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6885) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Anderson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
H. Anderson, late acting assistant piyas; assistant paymaster, and 

ymaster, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
R30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 

. ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. DUNCAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 6051) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary A. Duncan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. 
Duncan, widow of Francis M. Duncan, late of Company K, One hundred 
and twelfth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN J. BERGER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2294) granting 
a pension to John J. Berger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interio 
hereby, authorized and directed to piaco on the pension wal. — 8 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
J. Berger, late of Com y M, Twenty-first Regiment United States 
Me mig Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per 
month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after “late,” insert “private, Hospital 
States Army, and, Infantry,” insert 25 with 8 : 3 

ne 7, er antry,“ inser war m 

SAri E5 pain” and strike out 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 
OLIVER H. GRIFFIN. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9673) granting 
an increase of pension to Oliver H. Griffin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to lace on the pension Toll. . te 
ee ee san A of the se laws, the name of Oliver 
. Griffin, e of Compan „Fifth ment United alry 
and pay him a pension at the rate of 324 Per month. pate. fey Á 


5 THe amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 

Strike out all after the word “ Cavalry“ in line 7. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JIMISON F. SKEENS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14046) granti 

a pension to Jimison F. Skeens. : * 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension la the name of Jimison 
F. Skeens, late of Company F, Second Regiment United States In- 
— . — war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month. 


> Tae amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows : 

In line 8, strike out thirty and insert twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

R. T. DILLARD ZIMMERMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14983) granting 
an increase of pension to R. T. D. Zimmerman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the prono laws, the name of R. T. D. 
Zimmerman, late of Company B, Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Change the name of the beneficiary where it appears in the title and 
the body of the bill from “ R. T. D. Zimmerman” to R. T. Dillard Zim- 
merman.” 


In line 7 change “ Volunteer” to “ Volunteers” and strike out the 
word “Infantry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SARAH C. MORRIS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15860) granting 
an increase of pensign to Sarah C. Morris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
C. Morris, widow of Reamus G. Morris, late of Company H, First Regl- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out “ Volunteer.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOHN E. GILLISPIE, ALIAS JOHN G. ELLIOTT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17484) granting 
an increase of pension to John E. Gillispie, alias John G. Elliott. 
The bill was read, as follows: $ é 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
E. Gillispie, allas John G. Elliott, late of Company D, First Regiment 
Mississi 8 war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of 8 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

EDWARD G. HAUSEN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17988) granting 
a pension to Edward G. Hausen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 
G. Hausen, late of Company B, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
adage war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per- 
month, 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: . 


In line 7 strike out “ ape ey him.” 
In line 8 strike out “a on at the rate of $36 per month.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. i 

JOHN INGRAM. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19263) granting 
an increase of pension to John Ingram. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Ingram, late of Company G, Third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 


war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


follows: 
In line 7 change “ Volunteer” to “ Volunteers” and strike out “ In- 


in (a 8 strike out “ thirty“ and insert twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH J. BRANYAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19271) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph J. Branyan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of ‘the on laws, the name of Joseph 
J. Branyan, late of Capt. Robert Chiles’s company, Colonel Goodwin's 
regiment, South Carolina Volunteer Infantry, Seminole Indian war, and 
pay nimik pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out Robert Chiles’s"’ and insert Child's.” 

In line 7 strike out Colonel Goodwin's regiment” and change “ Vol- 


unteer ” to Volunteers. 
In line 8 strike out Infantry, Seminole” and insert Florida.“ 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SUSAN E. HERNANDEZ. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19384) granting 
an increase of pension to Susan E. Hernandez. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan 
E Hernandes, widow of James J. Hernandez, late of Company F, Pal- 
metto Regiment South Carolina Volunteer piai: and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate ef $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out Volunteer Infantry“ and insert Volun- 
teers, war with Mexico." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

AGNES E. CALVERT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19385) granting 
an increase of pension to Agnes E. Calvert. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pean laws, the name of Agnes 
E. Calvert, widow of John Calvert, late of Company E, Palmetto Regi- 
ment South Carolina Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: > 

In line 7 change Volunteer“ to “ Volunteers.” 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out Infantry and insert thereafter “ war 
with Mexico.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH MOONEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19628) granting 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth Mooney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the on laws, the name of Eliza- 
beth Mooney, widow of William Mooney, late of Com H, First 
Regiment South Carolina Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 change Volunteer“ to Volunteers,“ and in lines 7 and 8 
strike out the word “ Infantry.” 


The amendments were agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed 


JOHN E. BOWLES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19869) granting 1 
an increase of pension to John E. Bowles. | 
The bill was read, as follows: ’ ! 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


f hereby, authorized and directed to piste on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
. Bowles, late of war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: > | 
In line 6, after the words “late of,” insert Compan Third 
United States Dragoons.” , pany Ce 
The amendment was agreed to. | 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
RITTY M. LANE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19994) granting 
a pension to Kitty M. Lane. 

The bill was read, as follows: a 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the 5 laws, the name of Kitt 

Lane, widow of James Lane, late of Company I, Third Regiment Illi- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: a | 

In line 6 strike out the word“ Kitty“ and insert the word “ Ritty.” 

In line 7 change Volunteer to Volunteers“ and strike out the | 
word “ Infantry.” i 

In line 8 strike out twelve“ and insert “ eight.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Ritty j 
M. Lane.” ] 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

| 
| 


RICHARD F. BARRET. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20079) granting 
an increase of pension to Richard F. Barret. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard 
F. Barret, quartermaster-sergeant, Fourth Regiment Illinois Infantry, 
war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as“ 
follows: 


In line 6, after “ Barret,” insert “late.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. e 


Í 
EMMA F. BUCHANAN. l 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20291) granting 
an increase of pension to Emma F. Buchanan, 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is i 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma | 
F. Buchanan, widow of Francis A. Buchanan, late of Company E, Pal- 1 
metto Regiment South Carolina Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- } 
sion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. { 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

line 7 strike out “Company E, Palmetto Regiment South Carolina 
Volunteer and insert Captain *Childs's company, South Carolina 
Volunteers.” 
* 8 strike out “Infantry ” and insert Florida Indian war.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


— — 


MARY T. MATHIS. ` i 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 20356) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary T. Mathis, 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary T. 
Mathis, widow of Benjamin H. Mathis, late of Palmetto Regiment, 
South Carolina Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension a 
the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


